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Abstract

The stochastic Airy and sine operators, which are respectively a random Sturm–Liouville operator and a random

Dirac operator, characterize the soft edge and bulk scaling limits of V-ensembles. Dirac and Sturm–Liouville operators

are distinct operator classes which can both be represented as canonical systems, which gives a unified framework for

defining important properties, such as their spectral data. Seeing both as canonical systems, we prove that in a suitable

high-energy scaling limit, the Airy operator converges to the sine operator. We prove this convergence in the vague

topology of canonical systems’ coefficient matrices, and deduce the convergence of the associated Weyl–Titchmarsh

functions and spectral measures. Our proof relies on a coupling between the Brownian paths that drive the two

operators, under which the convergence holds in probability. This extends the corresponding result at the level of the

eigenvalue point processes, proven in [39] by comparison to the Gaussian V-ensemble.

1 Introduction

One of the central projects of random matrix theory, from its inception, is the description of the local statistics of

eigenvalues in the large matrix size limit. In the case of V-ensembles, which are point processes admitting the joint

density

(_1, _2, . . . , _# ) ↦→
1

/#,+,V
exp

(
−

#∑
8=1

V#+ (_8)
) ∏
8> 9

|_8 − _ 9 |V (1.1)

for constraining potential + : ℝ → ℝ and inverse temperature V > 0 (see [1] for background), the important cases of

V ∈ {1, 2, 4} famously admit additional structure. These allow for explicit computations of the correlation functions,

albeit with slightly different formalisms in the cases V = 2 versus the cases V ∈ {1, 4}, and they make # → ∞ limits

relatively straightforward. Moreover, when specializing to the classical V ∈ {1, 2, 4} determinantal or Pfaffian cases, all

the local scaling limits retain this determinantal or Pfaffian structure; it is possible to work entirely within the category

of determinantal (respectively, Pfaffian) point processes to study the various local scaling limits.

For general V > 0, a powerful overarching idea was introduced in [20]: to define random operators whose spectra

would give the local point process of V-ensembles. These ideas were developed and implemented by [33] and [32]

for the soft edge (Airy) and hard edge (Bessel) operators; the corresponding bulk (sine) operator [42] followed two

independent constructions of the sineV point process [39] and [26]. We also note that these point processes have been

shown to be universal across a wide range of potentials [6, 5, 7, 37, 27, 3].

There is a fundamental difference between the operator types that arise in the bulk versus the edge. The sine

operator is a random Dirac operator, while the Airy and Bessel operators are random Schrödinger operators. This at

first glance suggests that fundamentally different techniques are required to work with these operators, and this also

impedes comparisons between them—how should one show the convergence (if possible) from the edge operators to

the bulk operator? Is there a single framework that can simultaneously describe all the general-V point processes?
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We will show in this paper that in a suitable embedding, the canonical system, we are able able to take this limit, thus

giving an operator-level convergence. We further show that the spectral measures of these canonical systems converge;

this measure is a weighted form of the empirical measure of eigenvalues of the associated operator. Moreover, we note

that all known limit operators of V-ensembles (as well as the tridiagonal matrix models and the CMV models) embed

as canonical systems, which could therefore serve as a common mathematical framework for all point process limits of

V-ensembles.

Airy and sine operators. We now formally introduce the stochastic sine operator of [42], a random two-dimensional

first-order differential operator defined as follows. Given V > 0, let BV be a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance
4/V started at 8 in the upper half-plane, meaning that BV solves the Itô stochastic differential equation

dBV (C) =
2√
V

ImBV (C) d, (C) with BV (0) = 8 (1.2)

where, is a standard complex Brownian motion. Then, setting

'V ≔
1

2 ImBV
-T

V -V with -V ≔

(
1 −ReBV
0 ImBV

)
, (1.3)

the stochastic sine operator is the random differential operator sending D : (0, 1) → ℂ2 to

('−1
V ◦ h)�D′ where � ≔

(
0 −1

1 0

)
and with boundary data

{
D(0) ‖ (1, 0),
D(1) ‖ (ReBV (∞), 1) if V > 2.

(1.4)

Here h(C) ≔ − log(1 − C) and ‖ denotes parallel. Under these boundary conditions, the stochastic sine operator is

self-adjoint on a suitable domain, and has discrete eigenvalues which are the points of the sineV point process [42].

We also introduce the stochastic Airy operator, which appears at the soft edge. It is a random Schrödinger operator

densely defined on !2(0,∞) as mapping 5 to

HV 5 (C) = − 5 ′′ (C) +
(
C + 2√

V
�′ (C)

)
5 (C) with boundary data 5 (0) = 0 (1.5)

where � is a standard Brownian motion. Due to the presence of the white noise in the potential, some care is required

to make this definition rigorous, but it can be done using the theory of distributions [33], or through the theory of

generalized Sturm–Liouville operators [30] as we will see in Section 3.1. In both cases, the resulting operator is

well-defined and self-adjoint on the appropriate domain, and it has a discrete spectrum which by definition is −AiryV .

Canonical system embedding. Our goal is to prove the convergence of the (scaled) Airy operator to the sine operator,

and therefore our first task is to find a suitable framework that can encompass both of them. This brings us to canonical

systems.

Definition 1. A canonical system on an interval (0, 1) ⊂ ℝ is a differential equation of the form

�D′ = −I�D with � ≔

(
0 −1

1 0

)
,

where � : (0, 1) → ℂ2×2 is called the coefficient matrix, I ∈ ℂ and D : (0, 1) → ℂ2.

It may be necessary to impose boundary conditions at 0 and at 1, which will play an important role going forward.

The eigenvalue equation for the stochastic sine operator can immediately be seen to be equivalent to a canonical

system on (0, 1) with coefficient matrix '̃V ≔ 'V ◦ h and the same boundary data given in (1.4). The stochastic Airy

operator cannot directly be represented as a canonical system, but we will see in Section 2.4 that there is a general recipe

to turn the eigenvalue equation of a (generalized) Sturm–Liouville operator into a canonical system. Applying it to

the eigenvalue equation of the shifted and scaled stochastic Airy operator HV,� ≔ 2
√
� (HV − �) yields the canonical

system on (0,∞) with coefficient matrix

�V,� ≔
1

2
√
�

(√
�g2

V,�
fV,�gV,�

fV,�gV,�
1√
�

f2
V,�

)
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where fV,� and gV,� are fundamental solutions to HV,� 5 = 0 which satisfy fV,� (0) = g′
V,�

(0) = 1 and f′
V,�

(0) =

gV,� (0) = 0.

So while this construction allows us to use a common first-order differential operator framework, there is an

important distinction between the embedded sine and Airy systems. The Airy canonical system is “degenerate”, in the

sense that its coefficient matrix�V,� is not invertible, and therefore it has no associated operator of the same form as the

stochastic sine operator. Following [42], we call canonical systems with invertible coefficient matrices Dirac operators

(note that these are conjugate to the more restrictive Dirac systems of [35, Chapter 6.4]).

Nevertheless, the theory of canonical systems provides a way to think of such systems as operators in a generalized

sense (as we will see Section 2), and therefore it provides a way to unify the analysis of the AiryV and sineV point

processes under the same mathematical framework. In particular, the convergence of the shifted AiryV point process

2
√
� (AiryV + �) to sineV can be upgraded to an operator-level convergence in the sense of the associated canonical

systems.

Our first result in that sense is at the level of the coefficient matrices. We will see in more detail in Section 2.2 that

spaces of coefficient matrices can be topologized by thinking of coefficient matrices as matrix-valued measures and

testing them against compactly supported continuous functions, which results in what we call the vague topology of

coefficient matrices. What we prove is the following.

Theorem 1. Let I ≔ [0, 1) if V ≤ 2 and I ≔ [0, 1] if V > 2. For any diverging sequence {�=}=∈ℕ ⊂ (0,∞), there

are �1 bijections [�=
: [0, 1 + Y�=

) → [0,∞) where Y�=
= 0 when V ≤ 2 but Y�=

↓ 0 when V > 2 such that

�̃V,�=
≔ [′�=

(�V,�=
◦ [�=

) law−−−−→
=→∞

'̃V = 'V ◦ h

in the vague topology of coefficient matrices on I.

Remark. The number Y� appears for technical reasons that will be explained in Sections 2 and 3. At this point, the

mapping [� should essentially be understood as a time change from (0, 1) to (0,∞). See (3.9) for a precise definition.

As a corollary of this result, we can show the convergence of the systems’ transfer matrices (see Definition 3), which

are their (matrix) solutions for a given value I ∈ ℂ when started at the identity matrix �2.

Corollary 1.1. Let {�=}=∈ℕ ⊂ (0,∞) be a diverging sequence, and let )�̃V,�=
, )'̃V

: I × ℂ → ℂ2×2 be the transfer

matrices of the shifted and scaled Airy system and of the sine system respectively. Then

)�̃V,�=

law−−−−→
=→∞

)'̃V

compactly on I × ℂ.

Unfortunately, the vague convergence of a sequence of coefficient matrices is not strong enough to imply the

convergence of the spectra of the canonical systems, in general. However, the Weyl theory of second-order differential

operators generalizes to canonical systems: given a canonical system, one can always define a Weyl–Titchmarsh

function (see Section 2.1.3), which is always a generalized Herglotz function (i.e., a holomorphic function from the

upper half-plane ℍ into its closure ℍ∞ in the Riemann sphere) and essentially the Stieltjes transform of the system’s

spectral measure. By proving the convergence of the boundary conditions of the canonical systems, we can upgrade

the convergence of the coefficient matrices to the convergence of the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions.

Theorem 2. Let {�=}=∈ℕ ⊂ (0,∞) be a diverging sequence, and let <�V,�=
, <'V

: ℍ → ℍ∞ be the Weyl–Titchmarsh

functions of the shifted and scaled Airy system and of the sine system respectively. Then

<�V,�=

law−−−−→
=→∞

<'V

compactly on ℍ. This holds jointly with the convergence of transfer matrices in Corollary 1.1, and furthermore the

Weyl–Tichmarsh function is invariant under the time change, so <�̃V,�=
= <�V,�=

. In particular, the spectral measures

of the corresponding systems converge vaguely in distribution.

Remark. The spectral measures associated to <�V,�
, <'V

are pure point and have positive masses precisely at the

(simple) eigenvalues of the shifted Airy and sine operators. The masses are independent of the eigenvalues and are iid

Gamma random variables with shape and rate parameters V/2 and 4/V. This was proven in [40, Proposition 3] in the case

of the sine operator, and we prove it here in Corollary 31.1 in the case of the shifted Airy operator. Hence, it follows

that the associated empirical spectral measures of HV,� converge vaguely to the empirical spectral measure of the sine

operator, which gives a new proof of the convergence of the point process 2
√
� (AiryV + �) to the sineV point process.
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As the behavior of the sine system near the right endpoint of its domain is qualitatively different if V ≤ 2 than if

V > 2, the proof is split in these two cases. When V ≤ 2, the theory of canonical systems shows that this result is

basically a corollary of the vague convergence of coefficient matrices. When V > 2, what is missing is essentially

the convergence of the boundary conditions at the right endpoint, with the integrability condition playing the role of

the boundary condition for the Airy system. As we will see in detail in Section 7, the proof in that case boils down

to understanding the asymptotic behavior of solutions to HV 5 = 0 towards −∞. As part of this proof, we obtain the

following result.

Theorem 3. Let HV be defined on the full real line from a two-sided Brownian motion. If 5 solves HV 5 = 0, then for

C ≥ 1,

5 (−C) = � 5 0 C−1/4+1/2V4- (C ) cos bV (C) and 5 ′(−C) = � 5 0 C−1/4+1/2V4- (C ) sin bV (C)

where �2
5 0
≔ 5 2(−1) + 5 ′2(−1), bV is a process that satisfies bV (C) − 2c

⌊ bV (C )
2c

⌋
→ * in law as C → ∞ for

* ∼ Unif [0, 2c), and - is a process such that for any Y, X > 0, there are �, �′ > 0 for which

ℙ

[
∀C ≥ 1, |- (C) | ≤ � + �′ (log C)1/2+X

]
≥ 1 − Y.

This complements the C → ∞ asymptotic for these solutions derived in [28].

Discussion and related work

Related work on operator convergence. Operator level convergence is an important topic in the limit theory of

V-ensembles, and there are many significant related works. [17] shows convergence of the Bessel operator in the limit

of large 0 (the charge at 0) to the Airy operator. The Bessel operator is again a random Schrödinger operator, and

the convergence is in the norm-resolvent sense (see [34, Theorem 1.VIII.20] for this and other notions of resolvent

convergence). We note that it is possible to define the resolvent (S� − I)−1 of a canonical system � with appropriate

boundary conditions (see Theorem 29 in appendix B). Moreover, as a corollary of Theorems 1 and 2, for I ∈ ℂ \ℝ and

any compactly supported continuous function i : I → ℂ2,

(S�̃V,�=
− I)−1i

law−−−−→
=→∞

(S'̃V
− I)−1i

compactly in I (this essentially follows from the integral representation for a canonical system’s resolvent—see Propo-

sition 30). For a Sturm–Liouville operator, the canonical system resolvent (S�̃V,�
− I)−1 is conjugate to the more

usual Sturm–Liouville resolvent (see (B.3)). Hence, this convergence is more closely related to the strong-resolvent

convergence, albeit the operators are not defined on the same Hilbert space (if however, they were, this would imply

strong-resolvent convergence, see [34, Theorem 1.VIII.25]). We note that in related problems in random Schrödinger

theory, norm-resolvent convergence can be too strong (see [16, Theorem 1.6]). Although we do not study resolvent

convergence in more detail in this paper, for comparison with other works we give in Appendix B some basic results

about resolvents of canonical systems and their convergence.

The original work of [33] also constitutes a type of operator convergence, in that it establishes convergence of

the Dumitriu–Edelman tridiagonal matrix [18], embedded as a discrete difference operator, to the Airy operator in a

sufficiently strong sense to get convergence of eigenvalues and eigenvectors. In contrast, convergence in the bulk, for

the Gaussian V-ensemble, requires making a Schrödinger to Dirac type convergence. For the circular V-ensembles, this

instead can be done using Dirac to Dirac type convergence [42].

Related work on AiryV . In [28], the authors give an analytic construction of the stochastic Airy function SAi_(C),
which is a random entire function of _ ∈ ℂ satisfying HV SAi_(C) = −_ SAi_(C) in !2 (0,∞) as a function of C with

explicit almost sure C → ∞ asymptotics. The Weyl–Titchmarsh function of Theorem 2 admits a representation in terms

of this function, namely

<�V,�
(I) =

SAi′_� (I) (0)√
� SAi_� (I) (0)

where _� (I) = −� − I

2
√
�
. (1.6)

Similarly, the Weyl–Titchmarsh function of the stochastic sine system can be written in terms of a random entire

function: the stochastic zeta function introduced in [41]. Hence, Theorem 2 gives the following.

4



Corollary 2.1. Let ZV denote the stochastic zeta function of [41]. There is another random analytic function b : ℍ → ℂ

such that for any I ∈ ℍ,
SAi′_�= (I) (0)√
�= SAi_�= (I) (0)

law−−−−→
=→∞

√
@2 + 1

b (I)
ZV (−I)

where @ is a standard Cauchy random variable independent of b and ZV .

From Theorem 2, the proof of this result only amounts to unraveling definitions, so we skip it in the main text. For the

sake of completeness, we still provide it in Appendix C.

In [2, Theorem 11], an independent construction of the stochastic Airy function is given via canonical systems.

They define the regularized Fredholm determinant for I ∈ ℍ,

p(I) ≔ det2
(
Id−IH−1

V

)
= lim
C→∞

4IT(C ) ()�V
(C, I))

11

where )�V
is the transfer matrix and T (C) is the trace of H−1

V
restricted to [0, C] (c.f. (B.2), which gives an integral

representation for H−1
V

). The function p(I) can also be related explicitly to SAiI (0).
Finally, we comment that there is an independent approach of [23] and [22] which constructs the semigroup of the

stochastic Airy operator exp()HV). We do not know if there is an explicit relationship between this semigroup and the

canonical systems theory.

Remarks on the point process convergence. Theorem 2 proves that the spectral measure of the shifted and scaled

Airy system converges to that of the sine system in law, with respect to the vague topology of measures. These spectral

measures are pure point with positive masses precisely at the points of −2
√
� (AiryV + �) and of −sineV . Their vague

convergence is not strong enough to imply the vague convergence of the point processes, as a priori some spectral

masses could vanish and masses could merge in the limit of � → ∞.

Nevertheless, as pointed out in the remark following Theorem 2, in this case the convergence of spectral measures

does imply the point process convergence, because the spectral weights have a very specific structure: they are

independent of the eigenvalues and are iid Gamma random variables with shape parameter V/2 and mean 2, as proven

in [40, Proposition 3] for the sine system, and here in Corollary 31.1 for the Airy system. However, in both cases, the

distribution of the spectral weights is deduced by comparison with random matrix models whose spectra converge to

those of the operators, so our proof of the point process convergence is almost intrinsic, but not quite. It would be

valuable to have a direct proof that the spectral weights are independent of the eigenvalues from the definitions of the

canonical systems.

We also note that the point process convergence of −2
√
� (AiryV + �) to −sineV is already known: it was proven by

Valkó and Virág in [39, Corollary 3] from a comparison with the Gaussian V-ensemble. We expect that it could also be

proven without appealing to a random matrix model, but still without really using the operator-theoretic framework, by

relating the counting functions of the point processes to the operators’ phase functions, in a similar way as what was

done in [24, Theorem 1.1] to describe the transition from the hard edge to the bulk.

Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide a short introduction

to the classical theory of canonical systems, and we describe topologies on canonical systems and associated objects.

In Section 3, we give a intuitive explanation of the main ideas of the proof of Theorem 1, including the construction

of the time change [� . We start the proof in Section 4, in which we build a coupling between the Airy and sine

systems. We continue in Section 5, where we derive the asymptotic behavior of processes that appear in the entries of

the shifted and scaled Airy system’s coefficient matrix. We then use these results to conclude the proof of Theorem 1

in Section 6. Finally, we extend this result to the convergence of Weyl–Titchmarsh functions in Section 7, in which we

prove Theorems 2 and 3.

Some of our proofs use martingale concentration inequalities that we could not find in the literature, and their

statements and proofs are included in Appendix A. There are three more appendices: Appendix B, which contains

some basic theory about canonical system’s resolvents, Appendix C, which contains the proof of Corollary 2.1, and

Appendix D, in which we study the distribution of the spectral weights of the shifted Airy operator’s spectral measure.

Notation and conventions. We denote by ℍ ≔ {I ∈ ℂ : Im I > 0} the upper half-plane, and by ℍ∞ its closure in the

Riemann sphere, which we denote by ℂ∞. We write Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) for the set of generalized Herglotz functions, that is,
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holomorphic functions ℍ → ℍ∞ (which are just holomorphic functions ℍ → ℍ along with extended real constants).

We also denote by � : ℂ2 \ {0} → ℂ∞ the map that sends (I, F) to I/F.

We usually parametrize the points of the unit circle �1 by an angle \ ∈ [0, 2c), and then write 4 \ ≔ (cos \, sin \).
In particular, 40 ≔ (1, 0).

If 5 , 6 : ℝ→ ℝ, we use the notation 5 . 6 to mean that 5 (C) = $ (
6(C)) as C → ∞.

We denote by ACloc (0, 1) the set of locally absolutely continuous functions on the interval (0, 1), that is, functions

5 : (0, 1) → ℂ such that for some C0 ∈ (0, 1), 5 (C) = 5 (C0) +
∫ C
C0
6(C) dC for a 6 ∈ !1

loc
(0, 1). If we write D ∈ ACloc(0, 1)

and D is a vector function, we mean that D ∈ ACloc(0, 1) entrywise.

Finally, we point out that we use the convention that a standard complex Brownian motion , has independent

standard real Brownian motions as its real and imaginary parts, so that in particular �|, (C) |2 = 2C for all C > 0.

Acknowledgements. VP is supported by an NSERC CGS-D scholarship. EP is supported by an NSERC Discovery

grant. Part of this work was conducted while the authors were in residence at Institut Mittag-Leffler in Djursholm,

Sweden during Fall 2024, and so acknowledge support from the Swedish Research Council under grant no. 2021-06594.

The authors would also like to thank Laure Dumaz, Cyril Labbé, and Gaultier Lambert for helpful conversations.

2 Survey of canonical systems theory

In this section, we introduce the tools from canonical systems theory that we will need. We start in subsection 2.1

with the basic definitions, and we continue in subsection 2.2 with the description of the convergence of sequences of

canonical systems. We briefly describe how these results can be applied to random canonical systems in subsection 2.3.

Finally, we show in subsection 2.4 how to build a canonical system that is equivalent to a (generalized) Sturm–Liouville

operator.

Most of the classical theory of canonical systems is due to de Branges [9, 10, 11, 12, 13]. The presentation we give

here is essentially based on Remling’s book [35], except for the material of subsection 2.3, which we could not find in

the literature.

2.1 Canonical systems and their spectral theory

2.1.1 Canonical systems and self-adjoint relations

Recall from the introduction the definition of a canonical system.

Definition 1. A canonical system on an interval (0, 1) ⊂ ℝ is a differential equation of the form

�D′ = −I�D with � ≔

(
0 −1

1 0

)
,

where � : (0, 1) → ℂ2×2 is called the coefficient matrix, I ∈ ℂ and D : (0, 1) → ℂ2.

Throughout, we always suppose that coefficient matrices satisfy the following.

Hypothesis 1. The coefficient matrix � of a canonical system has the following properties.

i) � : (0, 1) → ℝ2×2,

ii) � ∈ !1
loc
(0, 1) entrywise,

iii) � (C) � 0 for a.e. C ∈ (0, 1),
iv) � (C) ≠ 0 for a.e. C ∈ (0, 1).

As coefficient matrices do not have to be very regular, solutions to canonical systems are understood in the following

weak sense: D : (0, 1) → ℂ2 is said to solve the system on (0, 1) provided D ∈ ACloc(0, 1) and the equality �D′ = −I�D
holds a.e. on (0, 1). Moreover, by the theory of ordinary differential equations, the initial value problem for a canonical

system, that is, the problem

�D′ = −I�D with D(C0) = E
for some C0 ∈ (0, 1) and E ∈ ℂ2, always has a unique solution (see e.g. [35, Theorem 1.1]).
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2.1.2 Self-adjoint realizations of the maximal relation

We now turn to the spectral theory of canonical systems. In a similar fashion as for a differential operator, the analysis

of a canonical system takes place on an approriate Hilbert space. Given a measurable D : (0, 1) → ℂ2, define

‖D‖2
� ≔

∫ 1

0

D∗(C)� (C)D(C) dC.

This seminorm induces the separable, infinite-dimensional Hilbert space

!2
� (0, 1) ≔ L / {D ∈ L : ‖D‖� = 0} where L ≔

{
D : (0, 1) → ℂ2 : D is measurable, ‖D‖� < ∞

}
.

This is entirely analogous as the usual construction of an !2 space, except for the fact that when � is not invertible, it

can be possible for an element of !2
�
(0, 1) to have representatives which are distinct continuous functions.

Now, a canonical system should be understood as the eigenvalue equation of an operator in a generalized sense. If

the coefficient matrix � is invertible everywhere on (0, 1), then the canonical system is exactly the eigenvalue equation

of D ↦→ −�−1�D′, which is a differential operator on !2
�
(0, 1). When � is not invertible, there is no operator, but there

is still a maximal relation

T� ≔
{
(D, E) ∈ !2

� (0, 1) ⊕ !2
� (0, 1) : D has a representative D0 ∈ ACloc (0, 1) with �D′0 = −�E a.e.

}
,

where by a relation on a Hilbert space ℋ we simply mean a linear subspace of ℋ ⊕ ℋ. When � is invertible, this

maximal relation is simply the graph of the corresponding operator. Otherwise, T� can be thought of as the graph of a

multi-valued operator.

It is straightforward to extend the definition of the adjoint of an operator to relations: if T is a relation on ℋ, then

its adjoint is

T ∗
≔

{
(D, E) ∈ ℋ ⊕ℋ : ∀(F, G) ∈ T , 〈D, G〉 = 〈E, F〉

}
.

This is defined so that if T is the graph of an operator ) with adjoint )∗, then T ∗ is the graph of )∗. A relation T is

then said to be self-adjoint if T = T ∗. It turns out that self-adjoint relations are very similar to self-adjoint operators

in the following sense.

Theorem 4 (Theorem 2.11 of [35]). Let T be a self-adjoint relation on a Hilbert space ℋ. Let

ℋ1 ≔ � (T ) where � (T ) ≔
{
D ∈ ℋ : ∃E ∈ ℋ, (D, E) ∈ T

}
and ℋ2 ≔

{
E ∈ ℋ : (0, E) ∈ T

}
.

Then ℋ = ℋ1 ⊕ℋ2 and T = T1 ⊕ T2 where T9 ≔ T ∩ (ℋ9 ⊕ℋ9 ). Moreover, T1 is exactly the graph of a self-adjoint

operator on ℋ1, and T2 = {(0, E) ∈ ℋ ⊕ℋ : E ∈ ℋ2}.

Thus, a self-adjoint relation is essentially a self-adjoint operator (but on a possibly smaller space), plus a multi-valued

part. Given this result, we can define the spectrum of a self-adjoint relation as the spectrum of its operator part.

Much like what can be done with second-order differential operators, it is possible to restrict a maximal relation

to make it self-adjoint through boundary conditions, depending on the behavior of the system near the endpoints. The

endpoints 0 and 1 of a canonical system’s domain can be of either of two types (the terminology here stems from Weyl

theory).

Definition 2. An endpoint is said to be limit circle if � is integrable near that endpoint. Otherwise, it is said to be limit

point.

The self-adjoint restrictions of the maximal relation can then be described as follows.

Theorem 5 (Theorem 2.25 of [35]). Let T� be the maximal relation of a canonical system on (0, 1).
i) If both endpoints are limit point, then T� is self-adjoint.

ii) If 0 is limit circle and 1 is limit point, then for each \ ∈ [0, c), with 4 \ ≔ (cos \, sin \), the restriction of T� by

the boundary condition 4∗
\
�D(0) = 0 is self-adjoint.

iii) If 0 and 1 are both limit circle, then for \, q ∈ [0, c), the restriction of T� by the boundary conditions

4∗
\
�D(0) = 4∗q�D(1) = 0 is self-adjoint.
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2.1.3 Transfer matrices and Weyl–Titchmarsh functions

Transfer matrices and Weyl–Titchmarsh functions are useful tools to describe solutions of canonical systems and their

spectra. We will only define these objects under an additional hypothesis, as their definitions become simpler in that

case and this will suffice for our purposes.

Hypothesis 2. The system is limit circle at 0, and subject to the boundary condition 4∗
0
�D(0) = 0.

One advantage of this is that the solutions of a system that is limit circle at an endpoint can be continuously extended

to that endpoint (see e.g. [35, Lemma 2.6]). This allows the following definition.

Definition 3. The transfer matrix of a canonical system satisfying Hypothesis 2 is the function)� : (0, 1) ×ℂ → ℂ2×2

such that for each I ∈ ℂ, the function ) = )� (·, I) is the (matrix) solution to �) ′ = −I�) with ) (0) = �2, the identity

matrix.

The Weyl–Titchmarsh function is defined in two different ways, depending on the behavior of the system at the right

endpoint.

Definition 4. Suppose that Hypothesis 2 holds and that 1 is limit circle. Fix \ ∈ [0, c), and for each I ∈ ℍ, let

DI : [0, 1] → ℂ2 denote a non-trivial solution of the canonical system satisfying the boundary conditions 4∗
0
�DI (0) =

4∗
\
�DI (1) = 0. The Weyl–Titchmarsh function for this problem is the map <\ : ℍ → ℍ∞ defined by <\ (I) ≔ �DI (0)

where �(I, F) ≔ I/F.

Remark. By definition of the transfer matrix, <\ (I) = �)� (1, I)−14 \ .

Definition 5. Suppose that Hypothesis 2 holds and that 1 is limit point. For each I ∈ ℍ, let DI : [0, 1) → ℂ2 be

a non-trivial !2
�
(0, 1) solution of the canonical system. The Weyl–Titchmarsh function for this problem is the map

< : ℍ → ℍ∞ defined by <(I) ≔ �DI (0).

In both cases, it can be shown that the Weyl–Titchmarsh function is a generalized Herglotz function, that is, a

holomorphic function ℍ → ℍ∞ (see [35, Theorems 3.10 and 3.15]). Note that by the open mapping theorem, a

generalized Herglotz function is either a holomorphic function ℍ → ℍ (which makes it a genuine Herglotz function),

or an extended real constant. Moreover, by definition, a Weyl–Titchmarsh function blows up when the solution it is

defined from satisfies the boundary condition at the left endpoint, and therefore it has poles exactly at the system’s

eigenvalues. This link between the Weyl–Titchmarsh function and the spectrum is completed by the following classical

theorem, which allows to extract a spectral measure from the Weyl–Titchmarsh function.

Theorem 6 (Herglotz representation theorem). Let < be a Herglotz function. Then there are 0 ∈ ℝ, 1 ≥ 0 and a

positive regular Borel measure ` on ℝ with
∫
ℝ

1
1+C2 d`(C) < ∞ such that

<(I) = 0 + 1I +
∫
ℝ

( 1

C − I −
C

1 + C2
)

d`(C),

and 0, 1 and ` are uniquely determined by <. Conversely, any < defined as such is a Herglotz function.

In particular, the spectral measure ` can be recovered from the Weyl–Titchmarsh function through Stieltjes inversion:

its absolutely continuous part `ac satisfies d`ac(C) = 1
c

Im<(C) dC, and its singular part can be recovered from the fact

that `
({C}) = −8 limY↓0 Y<(C + 8Y) for all C ∈ ℝ. We refer to [38, Appendix F] for more details on Herglotz functions.

2.2 Convergence of sequences of canonical systems

We call the vague topology on the set of locally finite signed measures on an interval I the topology generated by all

maps ` ↦→
∫
I i d` for i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ). From this, we can define the following.

Definition 6. Let CSI denote the set of coefficient matrices of canonical systems defined on I, and for which the

endpoints included in I (if any) are limit circle. We call the vague topology on CSI the topology obtained by

identifying the entries of coefficient matrices with signed measures on I, and using the vague topology.
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This vague convergence on CSI can be described using the pseudometrics

3i (�, �′) ≔
���∫

I
i∗ (C) (� (C) − �′ (C))i(C) dC

���
for i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2). Indeed, since coefficient matrices are symmetric, it is easy to check that �= → � vaguely on I
if and only if 3i (�=, �) → 0 for any i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2). Just like in more familiar cases of weak and vague topologies,

the above pseudometrics can be combined to build a metric on CSI, and it can be proven from the Stone–Weierstrass

theorem that the resulting space is separable.

Theorem 7. Let {i:}:∈ℕ ⊂ �2 (I,ℂ2) be a countable collection of functions that is dense with respect to the topology

of compact convergence. Let 3 : CSI × CSI → [0,∞) be defined by

3 (�, �′) ≔
∞∑
:=1

1

2:

3i:
(�, �′)

1 + 3i:
(�, �′) .

Then 3 is a metric on CSI that induces the vague topology, and (CSI, 3) is separable.

The vague topology is strong enough to keep track of the solutions of canonical systems provided mild conditions

on their coefficient matrices are met. In fact, it can be shown that the map from coefficient to transfer matrices is

continuous on suitable domains.

To simplify the notation in what follows, we denote by TMI the space of transfer matrices of canonical systems

that satisfy Hypothesis 2. As a space of continuous functions between hemicompact, locally compact metric spaces,

TMI is a separable metric spaces (see e.g. [8, Example 2.2] and [15, Theorem XII.5.2]). The following result is a

straightforward extension of [35, Theorem 5.7(a)].

Theorem 8. Let I = [0, 1) or I = [0, 1]. Given 5 ∈ !1
loc
(I), let

CS 5 I ≔
{
� ∈ CSI : tr� < 5 on (0, 1)

}
.

Then the map CS 5 I → TMI sending a coefficient matrix to the corresponding transfer matrix is continuous.

Finally, the convergence of transfer matrices can be related to the convergence of Weyl–Titchmarsh functions. These

belong to the space Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) of generalized Herglotz functions, which is also a separable metric space under the

topology of compact convergence. Moreover, as ℍ∞ is compact, it is itself compact [35, Theorem 5.6(b)]. Note that the

Herglotz representation is continuous (see e.g. [35, Theorem 7.3(a)]), so the convergence of Weyl–Titchmarsh functions

always implies the vague convergence of the underlying spectral measure.

As when we introduced Weyl–Titchmarsh functions, we only consider systems which satisfy Hypothesis 2. There-

fore, the convergence of Weyl–Titchmarsh functions can essentially be split into two cases, depending on the behavior

of the limit system at the right endpoint, which leads to fundamentally different behavior. We thus partition TMI into

its subsets TMLP I and TMLC I of transfer matrices of systems which are respectively limit point and limit circle at 1.

The simplest case is the limit point case. The following result is a straightforward extension of [35, Theorem 5.7(b)].

Theorem 9. Let I = [0, 1) or [0, 1]. Let )= ∈ TMI and ) ∈ TMLP I be transfer matrices with corresponding

Weyl–Titchmarsh functions <=, < ∈ Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞). If )= → ) compactly, then <= → < compactly. In particular, the

map TMLP I → Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) sending a transfer matrix to the corresponding Weyl–Titchmarsh function is continuous.

In the limit circle case, however, the convergence of the transfer matrices is not enough to imply the convergence of

the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions, since they not only depend on the transfer matrices, but also on the boundary conditions.

Therefore, one could imagine that the analogous result to Theorem 9 in the limit circle case is the convergence of the

obvious map TMLC [0, 1] × �1 → Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞), where the unit circle �1 is taken as the set of boundary conditions.

This map does turn out to be continuous, but in fact more is true and we now motivate the extension we will consider.

So far, in our considerations to pass from the convergence of transfer matrices to that of Weyl–Titchmarsh functions,

we have left out an important case. Theorem 9 shows how the convergence goes through in any case in which the limit

system is limit point at 1, while the continuity of the map TMLC [0, 1] × �1 → Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) handles systems that are

all limit circle at 1. Yet, it is possible for a sequence of systems that are limit point at 1 to converge to one that is limit

circle at 1. In our sense, it seems more appropriate to consider these along with convergent sequences of systems that

are limit circle at 1 for two reasons. The first one is that the type of result we are looking for is the continuity of a
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map, as our ultimate goal is to exploit this continuity to pass some probabilistic type of convergence of random transfer

matrices through, and thus obtain the convergence of random Weyl–Titchmarsh functions. But it is not obvious (at least

to us) to find an appropriate formulation which would include at the same time both types of systems.

The other reason has to do with the way in which systems that are limit point at 1 can converge to one that is limit

circle at 1. For this to happen, the idea is that the integrability condition enforced by the limit point systems should

converge to the boundary condition of the limit circle system. To make things clearer, consider )= ∈ TMLP [0, 1)
with D= : [0, 1) × ℂ → ℂ2 such that D= (·, I) is an integrable solution to the corresponding canonical system, and

take ) ∈ TMLC [0, 1] with boundary condition 4∗
\
�D(1) = 0. Then, given times C= ∈ [0, 1), the Weyl–Titchmarsh

functions of the systems in the sequence can be written as <= (I) = �)= (C=, I)−1D= (C=, I), and that of the limit system

is <(I) = �) (1, I)−14 \ . Hence, for <= (I) → <(I), it suffices to find C=’s such that both )= (C=, I) → ) (C=, I) and

�D=(C=, I) → cot \. If C= ↑ 1, we can then think of this convergence as that of the systems restricted to [0, C=] (which

effectively become limit circle at C=) to the limit system, along with the convergence of the “boundary conditions” at

C= (this being �D=(C=, I), which are not proper boundary conditions since they depend on I) to cot \. If this works, it

is straightforward to stretch the time domains [0, C=] to [0, 1] without changing properties of the restricted systems,

and then the problem is reduced to the convergence of systems which are all limit circle at 1, only with “boundary

conditions” which depend on I.

This motivates the following result.

Theorem 10. Define " : TMLC [0, 1] × �(ℍ,ℂ2) → ℂℍ
∞ by " (), F) ≔ �) (1, ·)−1F. Then " is continuous on

"−1
(
Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞)

)
under the topology of compact convergence.

Proof. To prove the continuity of " on "−1
(
Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞)

)
, it suffices to prove that " ()=, F=) → " (), F) compactly

whenever ()= , F=) → (), F) compactly in "−1
(
Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞)

)
, and to do so, it suffices to prove that " ()=, F=) (I) →

" (), F) (I) for every I ∈ ℍ, as the space of generalized Herglotz functions is sequentially compact.

Fix I ∈ ℍ. As )= → ) compactly,
( �= �=

�= �=

)
≔ )= (1, I)−1 → ) (1, I)−1

≕

(
� �
� �

)
. Now, if both |" (), F) (I) | < ∞

and |�F(I) | < ∞, then ��F(I) + � is bounded away from zero, so �=�F=(I) + �= is bounded away from zero for

= large enough, and

" ()=, F=) (I) =
�=�F= (I) + �=
�=�F= (I) + �=

→ ��F(I) + �
��F(I) + � = " (), F) (I).

If |" (), F) (I) | < ∞ but �F(I) = ∞, then " ()=, F=) (I) → �/� = " (), F) (I). Finally, if " (), F) (I) = ∞,

then ��F(I) + � = 0, and it must be that |�F(I) | < ∞ and that ��F(I) + � ≠ 0 because det) (1, I)−1 = 1, so

" ()=, F=) (I) → ∞. �

2.3 Convergence of random canonical systems

In this section, we use the results from the last section to find useful criteria to describe the convergence in probability

of random canonical systems.

We first remark the following straightforward result.

Proposition 11. Let I be a real interval, and let �=, � be random coefficient matrices with values in CSI. If∫
I
i∗ (C) (�= (C) − � (C))i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
=→∞

0

for all i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2), then �= → � vaguely on I in probability.

Proof. Let Y > 0, and let 3 and {i:}:∈ℕ be the metric and functions from Theorem 7. If 3 (�=, �) > Y and

 is large enough so that
∑∞
:= +1

1/2: < Y/2, then there must be a : ≤  with 3i:
(�=, �) > Y/2. Therefore,

ℙ[3 (�=, �) > Y] ≤
∑ 
:=1

ℙ[3i:
(�=, �) > Y/2], and the result follows. �

Now, we have seen in Theorem 8 that the map from coefficient to transfer matrices is continuous on domains with

dominated trace. When dealing with random canonical systems, it can be useful to relax the domination condition to a

high probability event. Thus, we extend Theorem 8 to the following.

Proposition 12. LetI = [0, 1) or [0, 1]. Let�=, � be random coefficient matrices with values in CSI, and let)�=
, )�

be their transfer matrices. Suppose that for any Y > 0, there are 5Y , 6Y ∈ !1
loc
(I) such that ℙ[tr� ≤ 5Y] ≥ 1 − Y and

ℙ[tr�= ≤ 6Y] ≥ 1 − Y for any = large enough. If �= → � vaguely on I in probability, then )�=
→ )� compactly in

probability.
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Proof. Let 3CS I and 3TM I denote the metrics on CSI and TMI. If Y, Z > 0, by hypothesis there is an # ∈ ℕ such

that for = ≥ # ,

ℙ
[
3TM I ()�=

, )� ) > Z
]
≤ ℙ

[
3TM I ()�=

, )� ) > Z, tr� ≤ 5Y, tr�= ≤ 6Y
]
+ 2Y.

Now, pick l,l= in the sample space such that tr� (l) ≤ 5Y and tr�= (l=) ≤ 6Y, and define

�̃ ≔ �1{tr�≤ 5Y } + � (l)1{tr�> 5Y } and �̃= ≔ �=1{tr�=≤6Y } + �= (l=)1{tr�=>6Y } .

Then �̃=, �̃ ∈ CS 5Y+6Y I, so by Theorem 8, there is a X > 0 such that 3CS I (�̃=, �̃) > X whenever 3TM I ()�̃=
, )�̃ ) > Z .

But by definition of �̃= and �̃, this implies that

ℙ
[
3TM I ()�=

, )� ) > Z, tr� ≤ 5Y , tr�= ≤ 6Y
]
≤ ℙ

[
3CS I (�=, �) > X

]
.

Therefore, if ℙ[3CS I (�=, �) > X] → 0, then ℙ[3TM I ()�=
, )� ) > Z ] < 3Y for any = large enough, and )�=

→ )�
compactly in probability. �

2.4 Generalized Sturm–Liouville operators as canonical systems

By a generalized Sturm–Liouville operator on some interval (0, 1) ⊆ ℝ, we mean a second-order differential operator

! : 5 ↦→ 1

F

(
−
(
5 [1]

) ′ + B 5 [1] + @ 5 ) with 5 [1] ≔ ?( 5 ′ + B 5 ), (2.1)

where ?, @, B, F : (0, 1) → ℝ satisfy ? ≠ 0 and F > 0 a.e. on (0, 1) and ?−1, @, B, F ∈ !1
loc
(0, 1), and 5 [1] is called the

(first) quasi-derivative of 5 . Here, ! is acting on functions from

D! ≔
{
5 ∈ ACloc(0, 1) : 5 [1] ∈ ACloc(0, 1)

}
.

This class of generalized Sturm–Liouville operators is studied in detail by Eckhardt et al. in [19]. The point of extending

classical Sturm–Liouville operators to ones of this form is that here ! is allowed to have a distributional potential, as B

does not have to be differentiable. Nevertheless, from the classical theory of ordinary differential equations, it can be

shown that for any 6 ∈ !1
loc

((0, 1), F(C) dC
)
, any G, H, I ∈ ℂ and any C0 ∈ (0, 1), the initial value problem

! 5 = I 5 + 6, 5 (C0) = G, 5 [1] (C0) = H

has a unique solution 5 ∈ D! (see [19, Theorem 2.2]).

It is possible to construct a canonical system that is equivalent to the eigenvalue equation of such a generalized Sturm–

Liouville operator basically by choosing the right change of variables. This is done through a matrix � : (0, 1) → ℝ2×2

that solves, for some C0 ∈ (0, 1) and an �0 ∈ ℝ2×2 with det �0 = 1,

�′ =

(
B @

?−1 −B

)
� with �(C0) = �0, so that � =

(
6 [1] ℎ [1]

6 ℎ

)

for two linearly independent solutions 6 and ℎ to ! 5 = 0 which are determined by �0. Here, C0 could also be chosen to

be 0 if it is limit circle, and likewise for 1. Now, suppose that 5 solves ! 5 = I 5 for some I ∈ ℂ, and set � ≔ ( 5 [1] , 5 ).
Then

�′ =

(
B @ − IF
?−1 −B

)
� = �′�−1� −

(
0 IF

0 0

)
�.

Because (�−1)′ = −�−1�′�−1, it follows that D ≔ �−1� solves the canonical system with coefficient matrix

� ≔ F��−1

(
0 1

0 0

)
� = F

(
62 6ℎ

6ℎ ℎ2

)
, (2.2)

where in order to get the second expression, we used the fact that the Wronskian ℎ6 [1] − ℎ [1]6 is constant, meaning

that the determinant of � is equal to 1 at all times. The constancy of this Wronskian is straightforward to verify by

computing its derivative; it is a simple consequence of the fact that 6 and ℎ solve the eigenvalue equation ! 5 = I 5 for

the same I (here, I = 0).
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The equivalence between solutions of the eigenvalue equation ! 5 = I 5 and solutions D of the canonical system with

coefficient matrix (2.2) goes one step further. Indeed, since � has the property that "T�" = � det" for any invertible

" , it is straightforward to see that with D = �−1� as above,

‖D‖2
� =

∫ 1

0

D∗(C)� (C)D(C) dC =

∫ 1

0

F(C)�∗ (C)�
(
0 1

0 0

)
� (C) dC =

∫ 1

0

| 5 (C) |2F(C) dC.

Hence, a solution D of the canonical system has the same norm in !2
�
(0, 1) as the associated solution 5 to ! 5 = I 5

has in !2
((0, 1), F(C) dC

)
. In particular, this shows that the correspondence D = �−1� sets up a bijection between the

eigenfunctions of the generalized Sturm–Liouville operator and the solutions of the canonical system that satisfy the

corresponding boundary conditions at limit circle endpoints, since the integrability conditions of the two systems are

met exactly at the same time.

3 The Airy and sine canonical systems and the setup for the convergence

In this section, we first provide a rigorous definition of the stochastic Airy operator HV , and then we build a canonical

system that is equivalent to the shifted and scaled operator HV,� ≔ 2
√
� (HV − �). We then introduce the time change

[� used in Theorem 1, which allows to define the canonical system on (0, 1), like the sine system is. Finally, we

derive a change of variables into polar coordinates for solutions of HV,� 5 = 0, and by switching the canonical system’s

coefficient matrix into these polar coordinates, we obtain a heuristic argument for the vague convergence of Theorem 1,

which paves the way for the full proof that is carried out in the subsequent sections.

3.1 A precise definition of the stochastic Airy operator

There are several ways to rigorously define the stochastic Airy operator in order to make precise the heuristic defini-

tion (1.5). Originally, Edelman and Sutton avoided the white noise by defining an equivalent operator on a weighted

!2 space, and then defining the Airy operator by conjugating it with an isometry between the weighted and unweighted

!2 spaces [20]. Ramı́rez, Rider and Virág rather used the theory of Schwartz distributions to make sense of the white

noise [33].

Here, we use the approach used by Minami [30]: we understand the stochastic Airy operator as the random

generalized Sturm–Liouville operator defined pathwise by the expression

HV 5 (C) = −
(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)′
(C) − 2√

V
�(C)

(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)
(C) +

(
C − 4

V
�2 (C)

)
5 (C), (3.1)

acting on functions 5 ∈ DHV
≔

{
5 ∈ ACloc(0,∞) : 5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5 ∈ ACloc(0,∞)

}
, where � is a standard Brownian

motion. This operator fits the framework studied in [19], which we related to canonical systems in Section 2.4, with

? ≡ 1, @(C) = C − 4

V
�2 (C), B(C) = − 2√

V
�(C), and F ≡ 1, for all C ∈ (0,∞).

Differentiating formally the above expression, one retrieves the heuristic expression (1.5) of the operator that was given

in the introduction.

In the sequel, we will also need a characterisation of the solutions to HV 5 = I 5 in the form of a stochastic

differential equation. To obtain it, note that if a stochastic process 5 does solve HV 5 = I 5 pathwise, then by the theory

of generalized Sturm–Liouville operators, its sample paths must be absolutely continuous with a derivative 5 ′ a.e. such

that 5 ′ − 2√
V
� 5 is absolutely continuous. It follows that 5 is a semimartingale with finite variation. Two expressions

for the Itô differential of 5 ′ − 2√
V
� 5 can then be computed: Itô’s formula shows that

d
(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)
(C) = d 5 ′(C) − 2√

V
5 (C) d�(C) − 2√

V
�(C) 5 ′ (C) dC,

but as this process is absolutely continuous, we can also get from the eigenvalue equation that

d
(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)
(C) =

(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)′
(C) dC = − 2√

V
�(C)

(
5 ′ − 2√

V
� 5

)
(C) dC +

(
C − 4

V
�2 (C) − I

)
5 (C) dC.
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Comparing these expressions shows that 5 solves

d 5 (C) = 5 ′(C) dC,

d 5 ′ (C) = (C − I) 5 (C) dC + 2√
V
5 (C) d�(C). (3.2)

This stochastic differential equation, called the stochastic Airy equation, was studied in detail by Lambert and Paquette

in [28]. In particular, they showed that this equation has a unique (up to a multiplicative constant) integrable solution,

called the stochastic Airy function.

3.2 A canonical system equivalent to the shifted stochastic Airy operator

We now focus on the shifted and scaled stochastic Airy operatorHV,� ≔ 2
√
� (HV −�) for � > 0. Following the ideas

from Section 2.4, we know that as a generalized Sturm–Liouville operator, HV,� is equivalent to a canonical system on

(0,∞). To set up the equivalence, let �V,� : [0,∞) → ℝ2×2 solve

�′
V,� (C) =

(
− 2√

V
�(C) C − � − 4

V
�2 (C)

1 2√
V
�(C)

)
�V,� (C) with �V,� (0) =

(
�

1/4 0

0 �
−1/4

)
.

Then �V,� can be written as

�V,� =

(
�

1/4g′
V,�

− 2√
V
�

1/4�gV,� �
−1/4f′

V,�
− 2√

V
�

−1/4�fV,�

�
1/4gV,� �

−1/4fV,�

)
(3.3)

where gV,� and fV,� solve HV,� 5 = 0 with initial conditions fV,� (0) = g′
V,�

(0) = 1 and f′
V,�

(0) = gV,� (0) = 0.

Then the procedure detailed in Section 2.4 shows that 5 solves the eigenvalue equation HV,� 5 = I 5 if and only if

D ≔ �−1
V,�

(
5 [1]

5

)
solves the canonical system

�D′ = −I�V,�D on (0,∞) with �V,� ≔
1

2
√
�

(√
�g2

V,�
fV,�gV,�

fV,�gV,�
1√
�

f2
V,�

)
. (3.4)

Note that the boundary condition 5 (0) = 0 of the (shifted) stochastic Airy operator corresponds to the boundary

condition 4∗
0
�D(0) = 0 in the above canonical system.

In order to work out the vague convergence of the canonical system (3.4) to the sine canonical system, we must

first modify it so that its time domain is (0, 1), like the sine system. Now, if [� : (0, 1 + Y� ) → (0,∞) is an absolutely

continuous bijection for some Y� > 0, then a direct calculation shows that the system (3.4) is equivalent to

�E′ = −I[′� (�V,� ◦ [�)E on (0, 1 + Y�)

in the sense that D : (0,∞) → ℂ2 solves (3.4) if and only if E ≔ D ◦ [� solves the above. Recall that both the Airy and

the sine systems are limit circle at their left endpoint 0, but the Airy system is always limit point at its right endpoint

∞ while the sine system is either limit point (when V ≤ 2) or limit circle (when V > 2) at its right endpoint 1. Hence,

when V ≤ 2, the right endpoints of all systems are limit point and we take Y� = 0. However, when V > 2, the behavior

at the right endpoint changes from limit point to limit circle so, following the ideas from Section 2.2, we rather want to

take Y� ↓ 0, and work out the vague convergence of the canonical systems on [0, 1].
A good candidate for [� stems from the zero-temperature limit case V = ∞, in which the problem becomes

deterministic. Indeed, when V = ∞ the Brownian motion disappears from HV,� , so the functions f∞,� and g∞,� are

simply solutions of the equation 2
√
�

(− 5 ′′ (C) + (C − �) 5 (C)) = 0. These are simply solutions of the Airy differential

equation but shifted by � , so f∞,� and g∞,� can be written as linear combinations of Ai(· − �) and Bi(· − �), where

Ai and Bi are the usual Airy functions. The Wronskian property Ai Bi′ −Ai′ Bi ≡ 1/c then directly leads to

f∞,� (C) = c
(
Bi′ (−�) Ai(C − �) − Ai′ (−�) Bi(C − �)) , (3.5a)

g∞,� (C) = c
(
Ai(−�) Bi(C − �) − Bi(−�) Ai(C − �)

)
. (3.5b)

13



The Airy functions have well-known asymptotic expansions (see e.g. [14, 31]). For C < � , these lead to

f∞,� (C) =
�

1/4

(� − C)1/4

(
cos

(2

3
�

3/2 − 2

3
(� − C)3/2

)
+$ ((� − C)−3/2

))
, (3.6a)

g∞,� (C) =
1

� 1/4(� − C)1/4

(
sin

(2

3
�

3/2 − 2

3
(� − C)3/2

)
+$ ((� − C)−3/2

) )
. (3.6b)

Dropping the errors, it follows that if [� < � , then

[′� (�∞,� ◦ [�) ≈
[′
�

2
√
�

1√
� − [�

(
sin2(\� ◦ [�) sin(\� ◦ [�) cos(\� ◦ [�)

sin(\� ◦ [�) cos(\� ◦ [�) cos2 (\� ◦ [�)

)

where \� (C) ≔ 2
3
�

3/2 − 2
3

(
� − C

)3/2
. Now, [� should be chosen so that this coefficient matrix converges to '∞ ◦ h,

which is identically equal to 1
2
�2 since when V = ∞, the “hyperbolic Brownian motion” B∞ has zero variance, so it

is stuck at 8 at all times. If the function \� ◦ [� grows increasingly fast with � , we can expect the oscillations of the

trigonometric functions given here to make them converge weakly to their average values, making the above matrix,

without the prefactor, converge vaguely to 1
2
�2 as � → ∞. This leads us to choose [� as a function that makes the

prefactor go to 1, that is, [� should solve equation

[′� = 22�
√
�
√
� − [� with [� (0) = 0, (3.7)

where 2� is something that converges to 1 in an appropriate sense. The simplest choice is, of course, to force the 2�’s

to be constants. In that case, the differential equation is separable and the initial value problem is solved by the function

[� (C) ≔ � − � (1 − 2� C)2. (3.8)

However, this is only a bijection [0, 1/2� ] → [0, �]. When V ≤ 2, we are looking for a bijection [0, 1) → [0,∞), so

we can take 2� = 1, use (3.8) as a bijection [0, 1− 1/√�] → [0, � − 1] and complete it with a bijection [1− 1/√�, 1) →
[� −1,∞). When V > 2, we are looking for a bijection [0, 1+Y�) → [0,∞), so if 2� < 1 we can use (3.8) as a bijection

[0, 1] → [0, � − � (1 − 2�)2]. To simplify the analysis, we take in this case 2� = 1 − 1/√� so that [� (1) = � − 1.

In both regimes of V, the above gives a bijection [0, g� ] → [0, � − 1] for g� ≔ 1 − 1/√� when V ≤ 2 and

g� ≔ 1 when V > 2. What we use to complete the bijection will turn out not to make a difference, but for the sake of

completeness, we use the map

C ↦→ � − 1 − 2� log� − 22� log(g� + 1/√� − C)
which is a bijection [g� , g� + 1/√�) → [� − 1,∞) and always verifies [� (g� ) = � − 1. The constants are also chosen

so that [′
�
(g� ) = 22�

√
� , which matches the value obtained on the first part.

To sum up, our time change is a �
1 bijection [� : [0, g� + 1/√�) → [0,∞) defined as

[� (C) ≔
{
� − � (1 − 2� C)2 if C ≤ g� ,

� − 1 − 2� log � − 22� log(g� + 1/√� − C) if C > g�
(3.9)

where 2� = 1 and g� = 1 − 1/√� when V ≤ 2 while 2� = 1 − 1/√� and g� = 1 when V > 2. It always satisfies

[� (g� ) = � − 1 and [′
�
(g� ) = 22�

√
� .

3.3 Polar coordinates and idea of the convergence

To analyse the behavior of the system and its solutions, we now introduce a change of variables with the goal of obtaining

approximations of solutions analogous to those obtained from asymptotics of Airy functions in the deterministic case.

Proposition 13. LetHV,� be defined from a standard Brownian motion� on a filtered probability space (Ω,ℱ, {ℱC }C≥0,ℙ),
and let [� , 2� and g� be as in (3.9). If 5 solves HV,� 5 = 0, then for C ∈ [0, g� ],

5 ◦ [� (C) =
� 5 0

� 1/4
√

1 − 2� C
4dV,� (C ) cos bV,� (C) and 5 ′ ◦ [� (C) = � 5 0� 1/4

√
1 − 2� C 4dV,� (C ) sin bV,� (C)
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where �2
5 0
≔

√
� 5 2(0) + 1√

�
5 ′2 (0) and dV,� and bV,� solve the coupled stochastic differential equations

ddV,� (C) =
(
1

V
+

( 2

V
− 1

2

)
cos 2bV,� (C) +

1

V
cos 4bV,� (C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC +

√
2

V
sin 2bV,� (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C),

dbV,� (C) = −22��
3/2(1 − 2� C)2 dC −

(( 2

V
− 1

2

)
sin 2bV,� (C) +

1

V
sin 4bV,� (C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC

+ 2
√

2√
V

cos2 bV,� (C)
√

2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

with dV,� (0) = 0 and bV,� (0) = arctan
(
5 ′ (0)/√� 5 (0)

)
, and where �� (C) ≔ 1

22�
√
�

∫ [� (C )
0

1√
�−B d�(B) is a Brownian

motion and a martingale with respect to the filtration {ℱ[� (C ) }C∈[0,g� ) .

Proof. Let H ≔ 5 ◦ [� and define two real-valued processes A and b from

4A+8 b = (H + 8H
′

(

where ( : [0, g� ] → (0,∞) will be specified later. Note that since HV,� 5 = 0, 5 and 5 ′ satisfy the coupled SDEs given

in (3.2) with I = � . It then follows from the Dambis–Dubins–Schwarz theorem that

d( 5 ′ ◦ [�) (C) =
(
[� (C) − �

)
5 ◦ [� (C)[′� (C) dC + 2√

V
5 ◦ [� (C)

√
[′
�
(C) d�� (C)

where

�� (C) ≔
∫ [� (C )

0

1√
[′
�
◦ [−1

�
(B)

d�(B) = 1

22�
√
�

∫ [� (C )

0

1√
� − B

d�(B)

is a standard Brownian motion and a martingale with respect to {ℱ[� (C ) }C∈[0,g� ) . Itô’s formula then shows that

dH′ (C) = [′′� (C) 5 ′ ◦ [� (C) dC + [′� (C)
( (
[� (C) − �

)
5 ◦ [� (C)[′� (C) dC + 2√

V
5 ◦ [� (C)

√
[′
�
(C) d�� (C)

)
.

Omitting the explicit time dependence to simplify notation, this simplifies to

dH′ =
[′′
�

[′
�

H′ dC + ([′�)2 ([� − �)H dC + 2√
V
([′�)

3/2H d�� .

We now use the above expression to find the Itô differentials of A and b. Applying Itô’s formula,

dA + 8 db = d
(
log

(
(H + 8H′/())

=
1

(H + 8H′/(

((
(′H + (H′

)
dC + 8

([′′
�

[′
�

H′

(
+ ([′�)2([� − �) H

(
− (′H′

(2

)
dC + 28√

V
([′�)

3/2
H

(
d��

)

+ 2

V

1

((H + 8H′/()2
([′� )3 H

2

(2
dC

= 4−2A

((
((′H2 + (2HH′ +

[′′
�

[′
�

(H′)2

(2
+ ([′�)2 ([� − �) HH

′

(2
− (′(H′)2

(3

)
dC + 2√

V
([′�)

3/2
HH′

(2
d��

+ 8
([′′
�

[′
�

HH′ + ([′�)2 ([� − �)H2 − 2(′HH′

(
− (H′)2

)
dC + 28√

V
([′�)

3/2H2 d��

)

+ 2

V
4−4A ([′�)3

(
H4 − H2(H′)2

(4
− 28

H3H′

(2

)
dC.
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We thus get the Itô differentials of A and b by reading off the real and imaginary parts of the equation. Using the

identities H = 1
(
4A cos b and H′ = (4A sin b, these differentials can be written only in terms of A and b as

dA =
2√
V

([′
�
)3/2

(2
cos b sin b d�� +

(
(′

(
cos2 b +

(
(2 +

([′
�
)2 ([� − �)
(2

)
cos b sin b

+
([′′
�

[′
�

− (′

(

)
sin2 b + 2

V

([′
�
)3

(4
cos2 b

(
cos2 b − sin2 b

))
dC

(3.10a)

and

db =
2√
V

([′
�
)3/2

(2
cos2 b d�� +

( ([′
�
)2([� − �)
(2

cos2 b +
([′′
�

[′
�

− 2(′

(

)
cos b sin b

− (2 sin2 b − 4

V

([′
�
)3

(4
cos3 b sin b

)
dC

(3.10b)

We now choose ( so as to simplify the equations (3.10) on [0, g� ]. To do this, note that by definition of [� on that

interval, [� (C) − � = −� (1 − 2� C)2 = − 1

422
�
�

(
[′
�
(C))2

. Hence, if

( ≔
[′
�√

22��
1/4
, then ([′�)2([� − �) = −

([′
�
)4

422
�
�

= −(4,

which means that the coefficients of the cos b sin b dC and sin2 b dC terms in dA cancel out, and that the coefficients of

the cos2 b dC and sin2 b dC terms in db are equal. Moreover, with that choice of (,

(′(C)
((C) =

[′′
�
(C)

[′
�
(C) = − 2�

1 − 2� C
and

(
[′
�
(C))3

(4(C) =
422
�
�

[′
�
(C) =

22�

1 − 2� C
,

so the stochastic differential equations for A and b become

dA (C) =
(
− cos2 b (C) + 4

V
cos2 b (C) (cos2 b (C) − sin2 b (C)) ) 2�

1 − 2� C
dC + 2

√
2√
V

cos b (C) sin b (C)
√

2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

(3.11a)

and

db (C) = −
(
22��

3/2(1 − 2� C)2 − 2�

1 − 2� C
cos b (C) sin b (C) + 8

V

2�

1 − 2� C
cos3 b (C) sin b (C)

)
dC

+ 2
√

2√
V

cos2 b (C)
√

2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C).

(3.11b)

Simplifying with trigonometric identities, we see that bV,� ≔ b satisfies the desired stochastic differential equation.

For the radial part, we first rewrite (3.11a) as

dA (C) =
(
1

V
− 1

2
+

( 2

V
− 1

2

)
cos 2b (C) + 1

V
cos 4b (C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC +

√
2

V
sin 2b (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C).

Then we can define

Ã (C) ≔ A (0) − 1

2

∫ C

0

2�

1 − 2�B
dB = A (0) + 1

2
log(1 − 2� C)

in order to integrate out explicitly the term − 1
2

2�
1−2� C dC from the equation for A, and dV,� ≔ A − Ã satisfies the desired

stochastic differential equation. Moreover, dV,� (0) = 0 by definition, and

4A (0)+8 b (0) =
√

22��
3/4 5 (0) + 8

√
22��

1/4 5 ′ (0)

16



so

b (0) = arctan
( 5 ′(0)√
� 5 (0)

)
and 4A (0) =

√
22��

(√
� 5 2(0) + 1√

�
5 ′2 (0)

)
≕

√
22��� 5 0.

This finally yields the announced representations

5 ◦ [� (C) =
1

((C) 4
A (C ) cos b (C) =

√
22��

1/4

[′
�
(C) 4Ã (C )+dV,� (C ) cos bV,� (C) =

� 5 0

� 1/4
√

1 − 2� C
4dV,� (C ) cos bV,� (C)

and

5 ′ ◦ [� (C) =
((C)
[′
�
(C) 4

A (C ) sin b (C) = 1√
22��

1/4
4Ã (C )+dV,� (C ) sin bV,� (C) = � 5 0� 1/4

√
1 − 2� C 4dV,� (C ) sin bV,� (C). �

Using the polar coordinates introduced in Proposition 13, we can write the time-changed fundamental solutions

fV,� ◦ [� and gV,� ◦ [� from pairs (df
V,�
, bf
V,�

) and (dg

V,�
, b

g

V,�
) as

�
−1/4fV,� ◦ [� (C) =

1

� 1/4
√

1 − 2� C
4
df
V,�

(C )
cos bf

V,� (C), (3.12a)

�
1/4gV,� ◦ [� (C) =

1

� 1/4
√

1 − 2� C
4
d

g

V,�
(C )

cos b
g

V,�
(C), (3.12b)

with bf
V,�

(0) = 0 and b
g

V,�
(0) = c/2, and we can write their derivatives as

�
−1/4f′V,� ◦ [� (C) = � 1/4

√
1 − 2� C 4d

f
V,�

(C )
sin bf

V,� (C), (3.12c)

�
1/4g′V,� ◦ [� (C) = � 1/4

√
1 − 2� C 4d

g

V,�
(C )

sin b
g

V,�
(C). (3.12d)

These four polar coordinates are not completely independent from one another. Indeed, as fV,� and gV,� both solve

HV,� 5 = 0, their Wronskian fV,�g
[1]
V,�

− f
[1]
V,�

gV,� is constant. It is thus equal to its value at 0, which is 1, at all times.

Hence,

1 ≡ (fV,�g′V,� − f′V,�gV,� ) ◦ [� = 4
df
V,�

+dg

V,� cos bf
V,� sin b

g

V,�
− 4df

V,�
+dg

V,� cos b
g

V,�
sin bf

V,� ,

and it follows that

1 ≡ 4df
V,�

+dg

V,� sin
(
b

g

V,�
− bf

V,�

)
. (3.13)

Now, recall that the coefficient matrix of the time-changed Airy system is

[′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C) =
[′
�
(C)

2
√
�

(√
�g2

V,�
fV,�gV,�

fV,�gV,�
1√
�

f2
V,�

) (
[� (C)

)
. (3.14)

Changing variables to polar coordinates, this matrix becomes, for C ∈ [0, g� ],

[′� (�V,� ◦ [�) = 2� ©­
«

4
2d

g

V,� cos2 b
g

V,�
4
df
V,�

+dg

V,� cos bf
V,�

cos b
g

V,�

4
df
V,�

+dg

V,� cos bf
V,�

cos b
g

V,�
4

2df
V,� cos2 bf

V,�

ª®
¬
.

=
2�4

2d
g

V,�

2

(
1 4

−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

4
−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�
4
−2Δ

d

V,�

)
+ 2�

2

(
4

2d
g

V,� cos 2b
g

V,�
4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�

4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�
4

2df
V,� cos 2bf

V,�

)

where we introduced the notations Δ
d

V,�
≔ d

g

V,�
− df

V,�
and Σ

d

V,�
≔ d

g

V,�
+ df

V,�
, and likewise for phases. Remark

that (3.13) implies that 4
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�
= 4

−2d
g

V,� . Using this to replace the prefactor, we get

[′� (�V,� ◦ [�) =
2�

24
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�

(
1 4

−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

4
−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�
4
−2Δ

d

V,�

)
+ 2�

2

(
4

2d
g

V,� cos 2b
g

V,�
4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�

4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�
4

2df
V,� cos 2bf

V,�

)
.

(3.15)
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Recall that the coefficient matrix of the stochastic sine canonical system is given by

'V ◦ h =
1

2 ImBV ◦ h

(
1 −ReBV ◦ h

−ReBV ◦ h |BV ◦ h |2
)

(3.16)

where BV is a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/V started at 8 in the upper half-plane and h is a logarithmic

time-change. Comparing the two coefficient matrices, we see that (3.15) will converge to (3.16) if the second term of

(3.15) vanishes in the vague limit (which is what we expect because of the increasingly fast oscillations of the phases

bf
V,�

and b
g

V,�
) and if − exp

(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

)
converges to a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/V started at 8

in the upper half-plane, run in logarithmic time.

To see how this can be true, we can compute the Itô differential of the process − exp
(−Δd

V,�
− 8Δb

V,�

)
. First, taking

the differences of the SDEs from Proposition 13, we get

dΔ
d

V,�
(C) = 2

√
2√
V

sinΔ
b

V,�
(C) cosΣ

b

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

−
(( 4

V
− 1

)
sinΔ

b

V,�
(C) sinΣ

b

V,�
(C) + 2

V
sin 2Δ

b

V,�
(C) sin 2Σ

b

V,�
(C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC

(3.17)

and

dΔ
b

V,�
(C) = −2

√
2√
V

sinΔ
b

V,�
(C) sinΣ

b

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

−
(( 4

V
− 1

)
sinΔ

b

V,�
(C) cosΣ

b

V,�
(C) + 2

V
sin 2Δ

b

V,�
(C) cos 2Σ

b

V,�
(C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC.

(3.18)

Then, applying Itô’s formula to − exp
(−Δd

V,�
− 8Δb

V,�

)
and using the expressions (3.17) and (3.18), we get

d
(−4−Δd

V,�
−8Δb

V,�
) (C) = 2√

V
4
−Δd

V,�
(C )

sinΔ
b

V,�
(C) 4−28 b

g

V,�
(C )

√
22�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

− 84−Δ
d

V,�
(C )

sinΔ
b

V,�
(C)

(( 4

V
− 1

)
4
−28 b

g

V,�
(C ) + 4

V
4
−48 b

g

V,�
(C )

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC.

(3.19)

Due to the strong oscillations of 4
−28 b

g

V,� and 4
−48 b

g

V,� , it is reasonable to expect the second line here to vanish as

� → ∞. Neglecting the second line, this SDE has the same form as the SDE for a hyperbolic Brownian motion in the

upper half-plane, but where the driving complex Brownian motion is replaced with the process∫ C

0

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B). (3.20)

We will see that indeed, this process converges in distribution to a complex Brownian motion run in logarithmic time.

4 A coupling between the Airy and sine systems

In this section, we start the proof of Theorem 1, that is, the proof of the vague convergence of the canonical system

equivalent to HV,� to the sine canonical system as � → ∞. Following the ideas developed at the end of the last section,

the first step of the proof is to build a coupling between real Brownian motions �� and a single complex Brownian

motion, such that the process (3.20) becomes pathwise close to , as � → ∞. This first step is the purpose of this

section and the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 14. Let {�=}=∈ℕ ⊂ (0,∞) satisfy �= → ∞. There exists a probability space on which are defined a collection

{��=
}=∈ℕ of standard real Brownian motions and a standard complex Brownian motion , such that if b

g

V,�=
is the

solution with b
g

V,�=
(0) = c/2 to the SDE from Proposition 13 driven by ��=

, then of any U ∈ (0, 1/2) and X ∈ (0, U), for

all �= large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2�= C∈[0,1−�
−1/2+U
= ]

����
∫ C

0

4
−28 b

g

V,�=
(B)

√
22�=

1 − 2�=
B

d��=
(B) −, ◦ h�=

(C)
���� ≥ �−U+X

=

]
≤ 3�4U

= log2 �= exp
(−�� 2X/3

=

)
(4.1)

where h�=
(C) ≔ − log(1 − 2�=

C) and where � > 0 depends only on V, U and X.
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Remark. This probability space therefore supports a sequence of shifted and scaled stochastic Airy systems. Indeed,

each Brownian motion �� can be taken to define two pairs of polar coordinates (df
V,�

, bf
V,�

) and (dg

V,�
, b

g

V,�
) as

solutions to the SDEs from Proposition 13 with df
V,�

(0) = dg

V,�
(0) = bf

V,�
(0) = 0 and b

g

V,�
(0) = c/2, and these can be

used to define fundamental solutions fV,� and gV,� as in (3.12), which then allow to define a coefficient matrix (3.14)

for the canonical system equivalent to HV,� . In the same way, the probability space also supports a stochastic sine

canonical system, since its coefficient matrix can be defined from a hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by, .

Proof. To build an appropriate probability space, we start by fixing an � > 0 and building a coupling between a real

and a complex Brownian motions in such a way that the above property is satisfied. To do this, we first couple a

discretization of the first integral in (4.1) with a discrete random walk, which we then extend to a complex Brownian

motion. Then, we combine all spaces together.

Step 0: Discrete time setup. Fix � > 0. Let �� be a standard real Brownian motion, and let b
g

V,�
be the solution

with b
g

V,�
(0) = 0 to the SDE from Proposition 13 driven by �� . We discretize the time interval [0, g� ] with a partition

{C 9 }#9=0
with the bounds C0 ≔ 0 and 2� C# ≔ 1 − 1/√�, and with

2� C 9 ≔ 1 − 1

(1 + �−?) 9 for 1 ≤ 9 ≤ # − 1

and a parameter ? > 0 that will be specified later. This means that we take

# ≔
⌈ log �

2 log(1 + �−?)
⌉
≤ 1 + �

? log �

2 − �−? (4.2)

where the inequality follows from log(1 + G) ≥ G(1 − G/2), which holds for any G > 0.

We begin by considering the first integral in (4.1) at discrete times {C 9 }#9=1
, that is, we focus on the discrete martingale

=∑
9=1

ℬ
b

9
where ℬ

b

9
≔

∫ C 9

C 9−1

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) (4.3)

for = ∈ {1, . . . , #}. To compare this with a discretization of a complex Brownian motion, we will first compare it with

the discrete martingale

=∑
9=1

4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 where ℬ

\
9 ≔

∫ C 9

C 9−1

4−28 \ (B)
√

22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) (4.4)

and where \ is the deterministic part of b
g

V,�
, that is, \ solves

\′ (C) = −22��
3/2(1 − 2� C)2 with \ (0) = c/2, so \ (C) = c

2
− 2

3
�

3/2
(
1 − (1 − 2� C)3

)
. (4.5)

The ℬ
\
9 ’s are Gaussian, and due to the fast oscillations of \, we expect their real and imaginary parts to be almost

independent and to have variances close to

f2
≔

∫ C 9

C 9−1

2�

1 − 2�B
dB = log

(1 − 2� C 9−1

1 − 2� C 9

)
= log(1 + �−?) (4.6)

for 9 < # . The actual correlation structure of ℬ\
9

is given by the correlation matrix

Σ 9 ≔

(
�(Reℬ\

9
)2 �Reℬ\

9
Imℬ

\
9

�Reℬ\
9 Imℬ

\
9 �(Imℬ

\
9 )2

)
,

so if we define

, 9 ≔ 4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1)−\ (C 9−1 ) )fΣ

−1/2

9
ℬ
\
9 (4.7)

where we identify G + 8H ∈ ℂ with (G, H) ∈ ℝ2, then , 9 ∼ ℂN(0, f2) in the sense that its real and imaginary parts

are independent are distributed as N(0, f2). Indeed, multiplying ℬ
\
9

by Σ
−1/2

9
removes its correlation structure so
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fΣ
−1/2

9
ℬ
\
9
∼ ℂN(0, f2), and since the multivariate normal distribution is invariant under multiplication by orthogonal

martices, the multiplication by 4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) ) has no effect on the distribution. This also shows that the , 9 ’s

are independent.

Our first goal is thus to study, for = ∈ {1, . . . , #},
=∑
9=1

(ℬb

9
−, 9 ) = Δ

b \
= + Δ\,=

where

Δ
b \
= ≔

=∑
9=1

(
ℬ
b

9
− 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1)−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

)
and Δ\,= ≔

=∑
9=1

(
4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9

)
.

SettingΔ
b \

0
≔ 0 ≕ Δ\,

0
, both {Δb \= }#

==0
and {Δ\,= }#

==0
are martingales with respect to the filtration {ℱ9 }#9=0

generated

by {�� (C 9 )}#9=0
.

Step 1: Replacing the phase by its deterministic approximation. We first control the martingale {Δb \= }#
==0

.

Fixing 9 ∈ {1, . . . , # − 1} and using the identity 4−28G − 4−28H = 284−8 (G+H ) sin(H − G), we can write the martingale’s

9th increment as

ℬ
b

9
− 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

= 28

∫ C 9

C 9−1

4
−8 ( b g

V,�
(B)+\ (B)−\ (C 9−1 )+b g

V,�
(C 9−1 ) ) sin

(
\ (B) − \ (C 9−1) − bg

V,�
(B) + bg

V,�
(C 9−1)

)√ 22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B).

This expression already makes it obvious that the quadratic variation of the stochastic integral is bounded by 8f2,

and therefore that the increment ℬ
b

9 − 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1)−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 is 8f2-subgaussian, both conditionally on ℱ9−1 and

unconditionally.

This control on the subgaussian constant of the increments is not enough to obtain a good control on the whole

martingale, but we can improve it by getting a better control on the conditional variances of the increments. To do so,

we apply Itô’s isometry to the above expression for the 9th increment, and as sine is 1-Lipschitz, we get

�

[��ℬb

9
− 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

��2 ��� ℱ9−1

]
≤ 8�

[∫ C 9

C 9−1

��\ (B) − \ (C 9−1) − bg

V,�
(B) + bg

V,�
(C 9−1)

��2 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ℱ9−1

]
.

Now, by definition of \ and b
g

V,�
, for any B ∈ [C 9−1, C 9 ],

\ (B) − \ (C 9−1) − bg

V,�
(B) + bg

V,�
(C 9−1) =

∫ B

C 9−1

(( 2

V
− 1

2

)
sin 2b

g

V,�
(D) + 1

V
sin 4b

g

V,�
(D)

)
2�

1 − 2�D
dD

− 2
√

2√
V

∫ B

C 9−1

cos2 b
g

V,�
(D)

√
2�

1 − 2�D
d�� (D).

The first term is immediately bounded by
(

3
V
+ 1

2

)
f2, while the quadratic variation of the second one is bounded by

8
V
f2 so Bernstein’s inequality for martingales (see e.g. [36, Exercise IV.3.16]) shows that for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

B∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

���2
√

2√
V

∫ B

C 9−1

cos2 b
g

V,�
(D)

√
2�

1 − 2�D
d�� (D)

��� ≥ G ���ℱ9−1

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− VG2

16f2

)
.

On the complementary event, we thus see that

∫ C 9

C 9−1

��\ (B) − \ (C 9−1) − bg

V,�
(B) + bg

V,�
(C 9−1)

��2 2�

1 − 2�B
dB <

(( 3

V
+ 1

2

)
f2 + G

)2

f2.
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Now, using a layer cake representation, we can write

�

[��ℬb

9 − 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

��2 ���ℱ9−1

]
≤ 8

( 3

V
+ 1

2

)2

f6

+ 8

∫ ∞

( 3
V
+ 1

2
)2f6

ℙ

[∫ C 9

C 9−1

��\ (B) − \ (C 9−1) − bg

V,�
(B) + bg

V,�
(C 9−1)

��2 2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≥ H

���ℱ9−1

]
dH,

and changing variables by setting H =
( (

3
V
+ 1

2

)
f2 + G)2

f2, we can use our previous estimate to get

�

[��ℬb

9
− 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

��2 ��� ℱ9−1

]
≤ 8

( 3

V
+ 1

2

)2

f6 + 32f2

∫ ∞

0

(( 3

V
+ 1

2

)
f2 + G

)
exp

(
− VG2

16f2

)
dG

= 8
( 3

V
+ 1

2

)2

f6 + 64
( 3

V
+ 1

2

)√c

V
f5 + 256

V
f4.

For any � ≥ 1, we know that f2 = log(1 + �−?) ≤ �−? ≤ 1, and thus for � ≥ 1 we find the estimate

�

[��ℬb

9
− 4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9

��2 ��� ℱ9−1

]
≤ �Vf4 with �V ≔ 8

( 3

V
+ 1

2

)2

+ 64

√
c

V

( 3

V
+ 1

2

)
+ 256

V
. (4.8)

Finally, from the estimate (4.8) on the conditional variances of increments and the fact that the increments are

8f2-subgaussian, both conditionally on their past and unconditionally, we can apply Corollary 27.1 of Freedman’s

inequality (see Theorem 27 in the appendix) to both the real and imaginary parts of the martingale. This shows that for

any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#−1

|Δb \= | > G
]
≤ 2

(
2 + # (# − 1)) exp

(
−1

2
min

{( G log 2

12f
√

2

)2/3

,
G2 log 2

9�V (# − 1)f4

})

+ 4 exp

(
− G log 2

3
√

2�V (# − 1)f2
exp

(
1

4

( G log 2

12f
√

2

)2/3
))
.

As f2 ≤ �−? and # ≤ � ? log � for all � large enough by (4.2), this shows that

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#−1

|Δb \= | > G
]
≤ 2�2? log2 � exp

(
−1

2
min

{(� ?/2G log 2

12
√

2

)2/3

,
� ?G2 log 2

9�V log �

})

+ 4 exp

(
− G log 2

3
√

2�V log �
exp

(
1

4

(� ?/2G log 2

12
√

2

)2/3
)) (4.9)

for any � large enough.

Step 2: Comparing with a Gaussian random walk. We now estimate the supremum of the martingale {Δ\,= }#
==1

.

To do so, our plan is to estimate the conditional variances of the increments, and then apply Azuma’s inequality for

subgaussian martingales.

Recall that 4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9
−, 9 = 4

−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) ) (�2 − fΣ−1/2

9
)ℬ\

9
by definition of , 9 , where

again we identify complex numbers with vectors in ℝ2 for matrix products. This means that

�

[��4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9

��2 ���ℱ9−1

]
≤ ‖fΣ−1/2

9
− �2‖2

2�
[
|ℬ\

9 |2
�� ℱ9−1

]
.

The definition of ℬ\
9 directly yields

�
[
|ℬ\

9 |2
�� ℱ9−1

]
=

∫ C 9

C 9−1

22�

1 − 2�B
dB = 2f2,

so we only have to estimate the norm of the matrix fΣ
−1/2

9
− �2, which is its largest eigenvalue, in magnitude.

Following [29],

Σ
1/2

9
=

1√
trΣ 9 + 2

√
detΣ 9

(
�(Reℬ\

9 )2 +
√

detΣ 9 �Reℬ\
9 Imℬ

\
9

�Reℬ\
9

Imℬ
\
9

�(Imℬ
\
9
)2 +

√
detΣ 9

)
,
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and from this together with the fact that trΣ 9 = �|ℬ\
9
|2 = 2f2, it is straightforward to compute that fΣ

−1/2

9
− �2 has

trace and determinant

tr
(
fΣ

−1/2

9
− �2

)
= 2

√
1 + f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
− 2 and det

(
fΣ

−1/2

9
− �2

)
=

f2√
detΣ 9

− 2

√
1 + f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
+ 1.

In particular, 1
4

(
tr(fΣ−1/2

9
− �2)

)2
= det

(
fΣ

−1/2

9
− �2

) + 1−f−2
√

detΣ 9

2f−4 det Σ 9
, and it follows that the eigenvalues of fΣ

−1/2

9
− �2 are

√
1 + f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
− 1 ±

√
1 − f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
.

As Σ 9 is positive semi-definite, it must be that detΣ 9 ≤ 1
4
(trΣ 9 )2 = f4, so these eigenvalues are real and the one with

the largest magnitude is that with the positive sign. Hence,

‖fΣ−1/2

9
− �2‖2 =

√
1 +

1 + f−2
√

detΣ 9 − 2f−4 detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
− 1 +

√
1 − f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9
.

As 0 ≤ f−4 detΣ 9 ≤ 1, we can get rid of the first square root using Bernoulli’s inequality, which yields

‖fΣ−1/2

9
− �2‖2 ≤

(1 − f−2
√

detΣ 9 ) (1 + 2f−2
√

detΣ 9 )
4f−4 detΣ 9

+

√
1 − f−2

√
detΣ 9

2f−4 detΣ 9

≤ 3(f4 − detΣ 9)
4 detΣ 9

+
√
f4 − detΣ 9

2 detΣ 9
. (4.10)

It thus remains to control the difference between f4 and detΣ 9 . Note that because �|ℬ\
9 |2 = 2f2,

f4 − detΣ 9 = f
4 − �(Reℬ\

9 )2 �(Imℬ
\
9 )2 + (

�Reℬ\
9 Imℬ

\
9

)2

=
(
�Reℬ\

9 Imℬ
\
9

)2 −
(
f2 − �(Reℬ\

9 )2
) (
f2 − �(Imℬ

\
9 )2

)
.

By Itô isometry,

�Reℬ\
9 Imℬ

\
9 =

∫ C 9

C 9−1

cos 2\ 9 (B) sin 2\ 9 (B)
22�

1 − 2�B
dB =

∫ C 9

C 9−1

sin 4\ 9 (B)
2�

1 − 2�B
dB,

f2 − �(Reℬ\
9 )2 =

∫ C 9

C 9−1

(
1 − 2 cos2 2\ 9 (B)

) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB = −

∫ C 9

C 9−1

cos 4\ 9 (B)
2�

1 − 2�B
dB,

f2 − �(Imℬ
\
9 )2 =

∫ C 9

C 9−1

(
1 − 2 sin2 2\ 9 (B)

) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB =

∫ C 9

C 9−1

cos 4\ 9 (B)
2�

1 − 2�B
dB,

so

f4 − detΣ 9 =

����
∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

����
2

. (4.11)

To estimate this, we use the fact that \′ (B) = −22��
3/2(1 − 2�B)2 to write∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB =

8

8� 3/2

∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 48\′ (B)
(1 − 2�B)3

dB.

An integration by parts then gives

∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB =

8

8� 3/2

(
448 \ (B)

(1 − 2�B)3

����
C 9

C 9−1

− 3

∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB

)
,
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which can be bounded as����
∫ C 9

C 9−1

448 \ (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

���� ≤ 1

8� 3/2

(
1

(1 − 2� C 9 )3
+ 1

(1 − 2� C 9−1)3
+ 3

∫ C 9

C 9−1

2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB

)
=

1

4� 3/2(1 − 2� C 9 )3
.

Using this with (4.11) in (4.10),

‖fΣ−1/2

9 − �2‖2 ≤
3X2

9

4(16f4 − X2
9 )

+ X 9√
2(16f4 − X2

9
)
, where X 9 ≔

1

� 3/2(1 − 2� C 9 )3
,

and from this we conclude that

�

[��4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9

��2 ���ℱ9−1

]
≤ 2f2

( 3X2
9

4(16f4 − X2
9)

+ X 9√
2(16f4 − X2

9
)

)2

. (4.12)

To ensure that this estimate on the conditional variance of increments is small, we must ensure that X 9 is small

compared to f2. If we take 2� C 9 ∈ [0, 1 − � −1/2+U] for some U ∈ (0, 1/2), then by definition of C 9 we know that

(1 + �−?) 9 ≤ �
1/2−U, so

9 ≤ (1 − 2U) log �

2 log(1 + �−?) ≤ (1 − 2U)#, (4.13)

and as (1 + �−?)#−1 ≤
√
� by definition of # , it follows that

X 9 =
(1 + �−?)3 9

� 3/2
≤ �

3
2
( 9

#−1
−1) ≤ �

3
2
( (1−2U) #

#−1
−1) ≤ �

−3U+ 3
2(#−1) .

Combining this with the bound log(1 + G) ≥ G(1 − G/2) for G > 0 by which 2f2 ≥ �−? (2 − �−?),

X 9

2f2
≤ �−(3U−?) exp

( 3 log�

2(#−1)
)

2 − �−? .

If we take ? < 3U, then the right-hand side vanishes when � → ∞, since # grows faster than log � (more precisely,

like � ? log�). In that case, this shows that X 9 ≤ 2f2 for any � large enough.

So, choosing ? < 3U and 2� C 9 ∈ [0, 1 − � −1/2+U], we obtain that X 9 ≤ 2f2 and the estimate (4.12) becomes

�

[��4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9

��2 ��� ℱ9−1

]
≤ 2f2

( X 9
8f2

+ X 9√
24f2

)2

<
X2
9

2f2
=

1

2f2�3(1 − 2� C 9 )6
(4.14)

for any � large enough.

Now, by definition, the increments 4
−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9 are centered Gaussian conditionally on their past.

Therefore, the estimate (4.14) on the conditional variances is equivalent to an estimate on the conditional subgaussian

constants, and we can use this to estimate the subgaussian bracket 〈〈Δ\, 〉〉 of the full martingale (which is essentially

the sum of the conditional subgaussian constants—see Appendix A for the full definition). Summing up (4.14) while

assuming that 2� C= ∈ [0, 1 − � −1/2+U] so that the estimate applies to all increments, we get

〈〈Δ\, 〉〉= =
=∑
9=1

�

[��4−28 ( b g

V,�
(C 9−1 )−\ (C 9−1 ) )

ℬ
\
9 −, 9

��2 ��� ℱ9−1

]

≤ 1

2f2�3

=∑
9=1

(1 + �−?)6 9 =
(1 + �−?)6

2f2�3

(1 + �−?)6= − 1

�−? .

As here = ≤ (1 − 2U)# ,

〈〈Δ\, 〉〉= ≤ (1 + �−?)6

2 − �−? �2?−3+3(1−2U) (1+ 1
#−1

) =
(1 + �−?)6

2 − �−? �
3(1−2U)
#−1 �−2(3U−?) .
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The first two factors here converge to 1/2 and 1 respectively, since # grows faster than log � , so this shows that

〈〈Δ\, 〉〉= ≤ �−2(3U−?) for any � large enough. Applying Azuma’s inequality (Theorem 28) to both the real and

imaginary parts of the martingale, it follows that for any � large enough and any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup
=
|Δ\,= | ≥ G

]
≤ 4 exp

(
−�

2(3U−?)G2

2

)
(4.15)

where the supremum is taken over all = such that 2� C= ∈ [0, 1 − � −1/2+U].
Step 3: Extending to the continuum. Now, we extend the random walk {, 9 }#−1

9=1
to a complex Brownian motion.

To do this, extending the probability space, we define a collection {- 9}#−1
9=1

of independent complex Brownian bridges

with - 9 (0) = - 9 (1) = 0, taken to be independent of �� . From these, we start by defining Brownian motions on

intervals
[
h� (C 9−1), h� (C 9 )

]
where h� (C) ≔ − log(1 − 2� C). Since, 9 ∼ ℂN(0, f2), both real and imaginary parts of

f−1, 9 are real standard normals, so given an independent random variable / , by properties of Brownian bridges, each

process

B ↦→ / + f- 9
( B − h� (C 9−1)

f2

)
+ B − h� (C 9−1)

f2
, 9

is a complex Brownian motion on
[
h� (C 9−1), h� (C 9 )

]
with the law of / as its distribution at time h� (C 9−1). To build our

complex Brownian motion, , we can stitch the above Brownian motions together as follows. We set, (0) ≔ (0), and

then for 0 < B ≤ h� (C#−1) we set : (B) ≔ min{ 9 ∈ ℕ : B < h� (C 9+1)} to be the index 9 such that h� (C 9 ) ≤ B < h� (C 9+1),
and

, (B) ≔
: (B)∑
9=1

, 9 + f-: (B)+1

( B − h� (C: (B) )
f2

)
+ B − h� (C: (B) )

f2
,: (B)+1.

Finally, for B > h� (C#−1), we simply extend again the probability space to add an independent standard complex

Brownian motion ,̃ , and we define, (B) ≔ ,
(
h� (C#−1)

) + ,̃ (
B − h� (C#−1)

)
.

Since, is a complex Brownian motion on each interval
[
h� (C=−1), h� (C=)

]
for = < # as well as on [h� (C#−1),∞),

to check that it is a complex Brownian motion on [0,∞) we only have to check that it is a.s. continuous at the endpoints

h� (C=) of these intervals. To do this, fix = < # , and note that :
(
h� (C=)

)
= = by definition, so that,

(
h� (C=)

)
=

∑=
9=1
, 9

for each = < # . It is clear that this is a.s. the value approached from the right, since : does not change from that

direction (or just because ,̃ is a.s. continuous if = = # − 1). With B ↑ h� (C=), : (B) = :
(
h� (C=)

) − 1 = = − 1, and as

h� (C=) − h� (C=−1) = f2, we get that

, (B) →
=−1∑
9−1

, 9 + f-= (1) +,= =
=∑
9=1

, 9 .

Hence,, has a.s. continuous paths on all of [0,∞), and we conclude that it is a standard complex Brownian motion.

Step 4: Full comparison of the processes. We now have all of the necessary ingredients to obtain the estimate (4.1)

on

Δ ≔ sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

����
∫ C

0

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −, ◦ h� (C)

����.
With (�,U ≔ {= ∈ ℕ : 0 ≤ 2� C= ≤ 1 − � −1/2+U}, we can extend a little bit the interval over which the supremum is

taken to write

Δ ≤ sup
=∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C=−1,C= ]

����
∫ C

0

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −, ◦ h� (C)

����
≤ sup
=∈(�,U

����
∫ C=−1

0

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −, ◦ h� (C=−1)

����
+ sup
=∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C=−1,C= ]

(���∫ C=

C=−1

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� + ��, ◦ h� (C) −, ◦ h� (C=−1)
��) .
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The integral that appears in the first line is exactly
∑=−1
9=1

ℬ
b

9
, and , ◦ h� (C=−1) =

∑=−1
9=1

, 9 by construction of , .

Therefore,

Δ ≤ sup
=∈(�,U

��Δb \= �� + sup
=∈(�,U

��Δ\,= �� (4.16a)

+ sup
=∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C=−1,C= ]

����
∫ C=

C=−1

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

���� (4.16b)

+ sup
=∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C=−1,C= ]

��, ◦ h� (C) −, ◦ h� (C=−1)
��. (4.16c)

The first line is controlled by the results (4.9) and (4.15) from Steps 1 and 2. In the other two lines, for fixed = the

supremum is that of a complex martingale on [C=−1 , C=], which we can control by bounding the brackets of their real

and imaginary parts and using Bernstein’s inequality on both of them. First, the brackets of the real and imaginary

parts of the martingale on line (4.16b) are both bounded by∫ C=

C=−1

22�

1 − 2�B
dB = 2 log

1 − 2� C=−1

1 − 2� C=
= 2 log(1 + �−?) ≤ 2�−?,

so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[C=−1,C= ]

����
∫ C

C=−1

4
−28 b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

���� ≥ G
]
≤ 4 exp

(
−�

?G2

4

)
.

Repeating the same exercise for the martingale on line (4.16c), we bound the brackets of the martingale’s real and

imaginary parts by

h� (C=) − h� (C=−1) = 2 log
1 − 2� C=−1

1 − 2� C=
≤ 2�−?,

so by Bernstein’s inequality we obtain the same control, namely that for G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[C=−1,C= ]

��, ◦ h� (C) −, ◦ h� (C=−1)
�� ≥ G] ≤ 4 exp

(
−�

?G2

4

)
.

Using the results (4.9) and (4.15) from Steps 1 and 2 with those we just obtained, we get from (4.16) that for � large

enough and G > 0,

ℙ[Δ ≥ G] ≤ 2�2? log2 � exp

(
−1

2
min

{ (� ?/2G log 2

48
√

2

)2/3

,
� ?G2 log 2

144�V log �

})

+ 4 exp

(
− G log 2

12
√

2�V log �
exp

(
1

4

(� ?/2G log 2

48
√

2

)2/3
))

+ 4 exp
(
−�

2(3U−?)G2

32

)
+ 8# exp

(
−�

?G2

64

)
.

Notice that the powers of � and G are balanced if we set ? ≔ 2U. With this value for ?, if G = �−U+X , then all exponents

are at least of order �
2X/3 for � large enough, and we conclude that

ℙ[Δ ≥ �−U+X ] ≤ 3�4U log2 � exp
(−�� 2X/3

)
,

where � > 0 depends only on V, U and X.

Step 5: Combining all spaces together. The above construction yields, for a given � > 0, a probability space on

which are defined a standard real Brownian motion �� and a standard complex Brownian motion , such that (4.1)

holds if � is large enough. Thus, given a sequence {�=}=∈ℕ ⊂ (0,∞) such that �= → ∞, it remains to combine all the

spaces together in such a way that the couplings between the real and complex Brownian motions are preserved.

Let (Ω=,ℱ=,ℙ=) and ,= denote the probability space and the complex Brownian motion built above for � = �=
and a standard real Brownian motion ��=

. As the initial Brownian motion ��=
is arbitrary, we can choose it to be

defined as a random variable ��=
: Ω= → �

([0,∞),ℝ)
, using the construction of Brownian motion on a Wiener space.

In the same way, taking the Brownian bridges used to built,= with continuous paths,,= has surely continuous paths,

and ,= : Ω= → �
(
[0,∞),ℂ

)
where the space �

(
[0,∞),ℂ

)
is endowed with a product of the Wiener measure with

itself. Using these constructions, on each space (Ω=,ℱ=,ℙ=) we have two Brownian motions ��=
and ,= with joint
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law ℙ,= ,��=
on �

([0,∞),ℂ) ×�
([0,∞),ℝ)

with the completion of its Borel σ-algebra under an appropriate metric

that makes it complete and separable (and such a metric does exist, see e.g. [25, §2.4]). This measurable space is thus

Borel, and there exists a regular condition distribution d��= |,=
: �

(
[0,∞),ℂ

)
×ℬ

(
�( [0,∞),ℝ)

)
→ [0, 1] such that

ℙ,= ,��=
= ℙ,=

⊗ d��= |,=
.

Now, set Ω ≔ �
([0,∞),ℂ) ×�

([0,∞),ℝ)ℕ
and let ℱ ≔ ℬ(Ω) be its Borel σ-algebra. Then, define kernels `=

on the partial products �
(
[0,∞),ℂ

)
× ∏=

9=1
�

(
[0,∞),ℝ

)
by setting `= (F, 11, . . . , 1=−1, �) ≔ d��= |,=

(F, �). By

the Ionescu–Tulcea theorem, there exists a measure ℙ on (Ω,ℱ) such that for � ∈ ℬ
(
�( [0,∞),ℂ) ×�( [0,∞),ℝ)=) ,

ℙ

(
� ×

∞∏
9==+1

Ω 9

)
=

∫
�

( =∏
9=1

d��= |,=
(F, d1=)

)
ℙ,=

(dF),

and in particular if � ∈ ℬ
(
�( [0,∞),ℂ)

)
and � ∈ ℬ

(
�( [0,∞),ℝ)

)
, then

ℙ
(
� × Ω1 × · · · ×Ω=−1 × � ×Ω=−1 × · · ·

)
=

∫
�

∫
�

d��= |,=
(F, d1)ℙ,=

(dF) = ℙ,= ,��=
(� × �).

Therefore, for any = ∈ ℕ the projection onto coordinates 1 and = + 1 has the desired distribution for the pair (,, ��=
),

and all of the Brownian motions we need are well defined on the space (Ω,ℱ,ℙ). �

5 Asymptotic behavior of some processes

This section is devoted to the next step of the proof of Theorem 1. Now that we have an appropriate probability

space on which to work with specific real and complex Brownian motions �� and, , we wish to compare the process

− exp(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

) that appears in the first term of the time-changed shifted Airy system’s coefficient matrix as

written in (3.15) with a hyperbolic Brownian motions driven by , . We do this separately for the real and imaginary

parts of the processes. We start with the imaginary parts, as these are simpler for two reasons. First, because the

imaginary part of a hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by , is a geometric Brownian motion driven by Im, , and

second because by the Wronskian identity (3.13), the imaginary part of − exp(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

) can be written in terms

of d
g

V,�
only.

For most of this section, we will work on the probability space (Ω,ℱ,ℙ) from Lemma 14, and therefore we restrict

the shift � to be part of some diverging sequence {�=}=∈ℕ. To simplify notation, we will drop the = subscript and

simply talk about limits as � → ∞, although in this context these should be understood as limits taken along a discrete

sequence.

When working on that space, we will still use d
g

V,�
, df

V,�
, b

g

V,�
and bf

V,�
to denote the solutions to the SDEs from

Proposition 13 with d
g

V,�
(0) = df

V,�
(0) = 0, bf

V,�
(0) = 0 and b

g

V,�
(0) = c/2, but now these solutions will always be

taken to be driven by the corresponding Brownian motion �� from Lemma 14.

5.1 Averaging of integrals with oscillatory integrands

The first step is to control certain integrals whose integrands oscillate quickly, with phases proportional to the phase

coordinates of solutions to HV,� 5 = 0, which causes them to average out when � is large.

Lemma 15. Let bV,� be a solution to the SDE from Proposition 13, driven by a standard Brownian motion �. Let -�
solve

d-� (C) = 0� (C)-� (C)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC + 1� (C)-� (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�(C)

on [0, g� ], where 0� and 1� are complex stochastic processes on [0, g� ]. Fix ) ∈ (0, g� ] and a nonzero : ∈ ℝ, and

suppose that 0� and 1� are bounded on [0, )] by constants <0, <1 > 0 independent of � . Then, there are constants

�,�′ > 0 depending only on V, <0, <1 and : such that for any ", G > 0,

ℙ

({
sup

C∈[0,) ]
|-� | ≤ "

}
∩

{
sup

C∈[0,) ]

���∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ G + �"

� 3/2(1 − 2�))3

})

≤ 4 exp
(
−�

′�3 (1 − 2�))6G2

"2

)
.
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Remark. The exponential structure of the SDE is in no way essential to this result: it would be straightforward to extend

the proof given below to processes satisfying more complicated SDEs with the factors 0�-� and 1�-� replaced by

other functions that are bounded on compacts. However, the proof is a bit simpler with this exponential structure, and

this is all we will need here.

Proof. Recall that bV,� satisfies

dbV,� (C) = −22��
3/2(1 − 2� C)2 dC + ' b

V,�
(C) 2�

1 − 2� C
dC + ( b

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�(C)

where

'
b

V,�
≔ −

( 2

V
− 1

2

)
sin 2bV,� − 1

V
sin 4bV,� and (

b

V,�
≔

2
√

2√
V

cos2 bV,� .

An application of Itô’s formula then shows that

d
(
4:8 bV,�

)
(C) = 4:8 bV,� (C )

(
−2:82��

3/2(1 − 2� C)2 dC + :8( b
V,�

(C)
√

2�

1 − 2� C
d�(C)

+
(
:8'

b

V,�
(C) − :2

2
(
b

V,�
(C)2

) 2�

1 − 2� C
dC

)
,

Thus, for C ∈ [0, )],∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB = − 1

28:� 3/2

∫ C

0

-� (B)
(1 − 2�B)3

(
d
(
4:8 bV,�

) (B)
− :8( b

V,�
(B)4:8 bV,� (B)

√
2�

1 − 2�B
d�(B)

− 4:8 bV,� (B)
(
:8'

b

V,�
(B) − :2

2
(
b

V,�
(B)2

) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

)
.

(5.1)

If .� (C) ≔ (1 − 2� C)−3-� (C), then

d.� (C) = -� (C)
(
3 + 0� (C)

) 2�

(1 − 2� C)4
dC + -� (C)1� (C)

√
2�

(1 − 2� C)7/2
d�(C),

which also implies that

d〈.� , 4:8 bV,� 〉(C) = :8-� (C)4:8 bV,� (C )( b
V,�

(C)1� (C)
2�

(1 − 2� C)4
dC.

From this, the first term of (5.1) can be integrated by parts:

∫ C

0

-� (B)
(1 − 2�B)3

d
(
4:8 bV,�

) (B) = -� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)

(1 − 2�B)3

����
C

0

− :8
∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)( b
V,�

(B)1� (B)
2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB

−
∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)
( (

3 + 0� (B)
) 2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB + 1�

√
2�

(1 − 2� C)7/2
d�(B)

)
,

and substituting this in (5.1) yields∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2� B
dB

= − 1

28:� 3/2

(
-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)

(1 − 2�B)3

����
C

0

−
∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)
(
:8(

b

V,�
(B) + 1� (B)

) √
2�

(1 − 2�B)7/2
d�(B)

−
∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B)
(
:8'

b

V,�
(B) − :2

2
(
b

V,�
(B)2 + 3 + 0� (B) + :8( bV,� (B)1� (B)

) 2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB

)
.

(5.2)
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Given " > 0, each of the three terms can easily be bounded on the event � ≔
{
supC∈[0,) ] |-� (C) | ≤ "

}
. First, since

1 − 2�) ≤ 1, on � the first term is bounded by

"

2|: |� 3/2

( 1

(1 − 2�))3
+ 1

)
≤ "

|: |� 3/2(1 − 2�))3
.

Then, since |' b
V,�

| ≤ 3/V + 1/2 and |( b
V,�

| ≤ 2
√

2/√V, the third term of (5.2) is bounded on � by

"

2|: |� 3/2

(3|: |
V

+ |: |
2
+4:2

V
+3+<0+

2|: |<1
√

2√
V

) ∫ C

0

2�

(1 − 2�B)4
dB ≤ "

6� 3/2(1 − 2�))3

( 3

V
+1

2
+4|: |
V

+3 + <0
|: | +2<1

√
2√

V

)
.

Finally, still on �, the brackets of the real and imaginary parts of the second term of (5.2) are bounded by

"2

4:2�3

(2
√

2|: |√
V

+ <1
)2

∫ C

0

2�

(1 − 2�B)7
dB ≤ "2

24�3(1 − 2�))6

(2
√

2√
V

+ <1|: |
)2

.

As this holds for any C ∈ [0, )], applying Bernstein’s inequality for martingales to both the real and the imaginary parts

of the stochastic integral shows that for any G > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup

C∈[0,) ]

���� 1

28:� 3/2

∫ C

0

-� (B)4:8 bV,� (B) (:8( b
V,�

(B) + 1� (B)
) √

2�

(1 − 2�B)7/2
d�(B)

���� ≥ G
})

≤ 4 exp

(
−12

(2
√

2√
V

+ <1|: |
)−2 �3 (1 − 2�))6G2

"2

)
.

Combining the bounds on the three terms of (5.2) yields the announced result with

� ≔
1

2V
+ 1

12
+ 2|: |

3V
+ 3

2|: | +
<0

6|: | +
<1

√
2

3
√
V

and �′
≔ 12

(2
√

2√
V

+ <1|: |
)−2

. �

This result has two immediate corollaries.

Corollary 15.1. If : ≠ 0 and U ∈ (0, 1/2), there are �, �′ > 0 depending only on V and : such that for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���∫ C

0

4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ G + ��−3U

]
≤ 44−�

′�6UG2

.

Proof. We apply the lemma with -� ≡ 1 so that 0� = 1� = 0, and with 2�) ≔ 1 − �
−1/2+U. As in that case

ℙ
[
supC∈[0,) ] |-� (C) | > 1

]
= 0, we can take " = 1 to get that there are �, �′ > 0 such that for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,) ]

���∫ C

0

4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ G + �

� 3/2(1 − 2�))3

]
≤ 44−�

′�3 (1−2�) )6G2

.

This is exactly the announced result since �
3/2(1 − 2�))3 = �3U. �

Corollary 15.2. If : ≠ 0, then for every Y > 0 there is a �Y > 0 depending only on V, : and Y such that

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,g� ]

���∫ C

0

4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� > �Y
]
< Y.

Proof. Applying the lemma with -� ≡ 1 so that 0� = 1� = 0 and with " = 1 and ) = g� , we get that for some

�,�′ > 0 depending only on V and :, for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,g� ]

���∫ C

0

4:8 bV,� (B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� > G + �
]
≤ 44−�

′ G2

,

and taking G large enough so that 44−�
′G2

< Y yields the result with �Y ≔ G + �. �
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5.2 The geometric Brownian motion

We are now ready to tackle the convergence of the process 4
−2d

g

V,� to a geometric Brownian motion driven by Im, .

Proposition 16. On the probability space from Lemma 14, if U ∈ (0, 1/2) and X ∈ (0, U), then for any � ∈ {�=}=∈ℕ
large enough, there is a � > 0 depending only on V, U and X such that

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���2dg

V,�
(C) + log�V,� (C)

��� ≥ �−U+X
]
≤ 4�4U log2 � exp

(−�� 2X/3
)

where �V,� (C) ≔ exp
(

2√
V

Im, ◦ h� (C) − 2
V
h� (C)

)
.

Proof. By definition of d
g

V,�
,

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���2dg

V,�
(C) + 2√

V
Im, ◦ h� (C) −

2

V
h� (C)

���
≤ sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���� 2√
V

∫ C

0

sin 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) +

2√
V

Im, ◦ h� (C)
����

+ |4 − V|
V

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

����
∫ C

0

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

���� + 2

V
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

����
∫ C

0

cos 4b
g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

����.
The first supremum can immediately be controled by Lemma 14, simply by taking the imaginary part in (4.1). The

other two are controlled by Corollary 15.1, which implies that there are constants �2, �
′
2
, �4, �

′
4

depending only on V

such that for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
�:

���∫ C

0

cos :b
g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ G + �:�−3U

]
≤ 44−�

′
:
�6U G2

for : = 2 and : = 4 and where �2 ≔
|4−V |
V

and �4 ≔ 2/V. Then for all � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���2dg

V,�
(C) + 2√

V
Im, ◦ h� (C) −

2

V
h� (C)

��� ≥ �−U+X
]

≤ ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���2dg

V,�
(C) + 2√

V
Im, ◦ h� (C) −

2

V
h� (C)

��� ≥ 3

4
�−U+X + (�2 + �4)�−3U

]

≤ 3�4U log2 � exp
(
−�� 2X/3

)
+ 4 exp

(
−
�′

2
�4U+2X

16

)
+ 4 exp

(
−
�′

4
�4U+2X

16

)

where � is the constant from Lemma 14 with the bound 1
4
�−U+X . These bounds are dominated by the first term, and

combining them together for � large enough yields the announced result. �

Using properties of Brownian motion, we can take the exponential and compare 4
−2d

g

V,� and 4
2d

g

V,� to the geometric

Brownian motion �V,� and its reciprocal.

Corollary 16.1. In the setting of the proposition, for any X ∈ (0, U) and any � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���4−2d
g

V,�
(C ) − �V,� (C)

��� ≥ �−U+X
]
≤ 2

log �
, (5.3)

and if U > 1
V+2

and X < 1
V

(
U(V + 2) − 1

)
, then for any � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���42d
g

V,�
(C ) − 1

�V,� (C)
��� ≥ exp

(
−U(V + 2) − VX − 1

V
log �

)]
≤ 2 exp

(
− VX2

36(1 − 2U) log �
)
. (5.4)
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Proof. Since ���4−2d
g

V,� − �V,�
��� ≤ �V,� ��2dg

V,�
+ log�V,�

��4 |2dg

V,�
+log�V,� |

and ���42d
g

V,� − 1

�V,�

��� ≤ 1

�V,�

��2dg

V,�
+ log�V,�

��4 |2dg

V,�
+log�V,� |

,

given the proposition, what remains to control here is only the suprema of the geometric Brownian motion �V,� and

its reciprocal.

Recall that

�±1
V,� (C) = exp

(
± 2√

V
Im, ◦ h� (C) ∓

2

V
h� (C)

)
.

We are interested in the supremum of this process over 2� C ∈ [0, 1−� −1/2+U], which can be understood as the supremum

over B = h� (C) ∈ [0, ( 1
2
− U) log �]. Now, from the joint density of a Brownian motion and its running maximum,

an application of Girsanov’s theorem shows that for H ≥ 0 (see e.g. [4, Part II, §2.1, formula 1.1.4] for the precise

statement),

ℙ

[
sup

B∈[0, ( 1
2
−U) log� ]

(
± 2√

V
Im, (B) ∓ 2B

V

)
≥ H

]
=

1

2

(
1 − erf

(1

2

(
H

√
V

(1 − 2U) log �
±

√
(1 − 2U) log �

V

)))

+ 4
∓H

2

(
1 − erf

(1

2

(
H

√
V

(1 − 2U) log �
∓

√
(1 − 2U) log �

V

)))
.

(5.5)

We can bound this in the two cases. First, for the top sign, the argument of the first error function is nonnegative so

we can use the fact that 1 − erf G ≤ 4−G
2

for G ≥ 0, and we can simply bound the second one with the basic property
1
2
(1 − erf) ≤ 1. We thus obtain for H = log log � and � large enough that

ℙ

[
sup

B∈[0, ( 1
2
−U) log� ]

( 2√
V

Im, (B) − 2B

V

)
≥ log log �

]

≤ 1

2
exp

(
−1

4

(
log log �

√
V

(1 − 2U) log �
+

√
(1 − 2U) log �

V

)2
)
+ exp

(
− log log �

)
≤ 1

2� (1−2U)/4V
+ 1

log �
,

and thus by exponentiating we get that for � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
�V,� (C) ≥ log �

]
≤ 1

2� (1−2U)/4V
+ 1

log �
. (5.6)

On the intersection of the complement of this event with the complement of the event in the proposition with X replaced

with X/2,

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

��4−2d
g

V,�
(C ) − �V,� (C)

�� ≤ �−U+X/2 exp
(
�−U+X/2

)
log � ≤ �−U+X

for � large enough, and combining the tail bounds (which are dominated by the 1/log� term) yields (5.3).

With the bottom sign in (5.5), we use again the bound 1 − erf G ≤ 4−G
2

valid for G ≥ 0, but now on both error

functions, so this is only valid for H ≥ 1−2U
V

log � . This yields

ℙ

[
sup

B∈[0, ( 1
2
−U) log� ]

(
− 2√

V
Im, (B) + 2B

V

)
≥ H

]
≤ exp

(
−1

4

(
H

√
V

(1 − 2U) log �
−

√
(1 − 2U) log �

V

)2
)
.

Taking H =
(

1−2U
V

+ X
3

)
log � , we get

ℙ

[
sup

B∈[0, ( 1
2 −U) log� ]

(
− 2√

V
Im, (B) + 2B

V

)
≥

(1 − 2U

V
+ X

3

)
log �

]
≤ exp

(
− VX2

36(1 − 2U) log �
)
. (5.7)
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On the intersection of the complement of this event with the complement of the event in the lemma with X replaced

with X/3,

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���42d
g

V,�
(C ) − 1

�V,� (C)
��� ≤ exp

(
�−U+X/3 +

(
−U + X

3
+ 1 − 2U

V
+ X

3

)
log�

)

≤ exp

(
− 1

V

(
U(V + 2) − VX − 1

)
log �

)

for � large enough. If U > 1
V+2

, then taking X < 1
V

(
U(V + 2) − 1

)
ensures that the exponent is negative, and combining

the tail bounds (which are dominated by the negative power of �) gives (5.4) for � large enough. �

5.3 The real part of the hyperbolic Brownian motion

In the last section we saw that the process 4
−2d

g

V,� becomes a geometric Brownian motion driven by Im, as � → ∞.

Now, we use this to prove the following result, hence finishing to compare − exp(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

) with a hyperbolic

Brownian motion driven by, .

Proposition 17. On the probability space from Lemma 14, for any U ∈ (0, 1/2) and X ∈ (0, U/4), there is a � > 0 such

that

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���−4−Δd

V,�
(C )

cosΔ
b

V,�
(C) − 2√

V

∫ C

0

�V,� (B) d(Re, ◦ h�) (B)
��� ≥ �

−U/4+X
]
≤ �

log �

for any � ∈ {�=}=∈ℕ large enough.

Proof. We can get an SDE for −4−Δ
d

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�
by taking the real part of the SDE for − exp

(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

)
given in

(3.19). As the Wronskian identity (3.13) implies that 4
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�
= 4

−2d
g

V,� , this SDE can be written as

d
(−4−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

) (C) = 2√
V
4
−2d

g

V,�
(C )

cos 2b
g

V,�
(C)

√
22�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

− 4−2d
g

V,�
(C )

(( 4

V
− 1

)
sin 2b

g

V,�
(C) + 4

V
sin 4b

g

V,�
(C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC.

(5.8)

Now, to prove the proposition, we proceed as follows. First, we find a good event on which the growth of 4
−2d

g

V,� can be

controlled. From this, we can deduce that the second line in (5.8) vanishes when � → ∞, thus reducing the problem

to comparing the first line in (5.8) to the real part of the hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by , . To do this, we

discretize the time interval as in the proof of Lemma 14 in order to reduce the problem to a comparison between two

discrete time martingales.

Step 1: Finding a good event on which to control the growth of integrands. Let

� ≔

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
�V,� (C) ≤ log �

}
∩

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

��4−2d
g

V,� (C) − �V,� (C)
�� ≤ �−U+X

}
. (5.9)

We have seen in (5.6) in the proof of Corollary 16.1 and in (5.3) in the corollary itself that the complements of both of

these events have probability at most 2/log� for � large enough, so ℙ(�∁) ≤ 4/log�. Therefore, in order to prove the

proposition, it suffices to prove that

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���−4−Δd

V,�
(C )

cosΔ
b

V,�
(C) − 2√

V

∫ C

0

�V,� (B) d(Re, ◦ h�) (B)
��� ≥ �

−U/4+X
})
.

1

log �
.

Step 2: Controlling the oscillatory terms. We now show that the second line in (5.8) does not contribute. An

application of Itô’s formula (or just taking the imaginary part of (3.19) and using 4
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�
= 4

−2d
g

V,� ) shows that

d
(
4
−2d

g

V,�
)
(C) = −2

√
2√
V
4
−2d

g

V,�
(C )

sin 2b
g

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

− 4−2d
g

V,�
(C )

(( 4

V
− 1

)
cos 2b

g

V,�
(C) + 4

V
cos 4b

g

V,�
(C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC.
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This SDE has precisely the form appearing in Lemma 15 with

0� = −
( 4

V
− 1

)
cos 2b

g

V,�
− 4

V
cos 4b

g

V,�
and 1� = −2

√
2

V
sin 2b

g

V,�
,

which are both bounded processes with bounds depending only on V. Applying this lemma for some : ≠ 0 with

2�) = 1 − � −1/2+U so that �
3/2(1 − 2�))3 = �3U, we see that there are �, �′ > 0 depending only on V and : such that

for any G > 0,

ℙ

({
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
4
−2d

g

V,�
(C ) ≤ 2 log�

}
∩

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���∫ C

0

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)+:8 b g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ G + 2� log �

�3U

})

≤ 4 exp
(
−�

′�6UG2

4 log2 �

)
.

By definition of �, 4
−2d

g

V,� ≤ 2 log� on �, so taking G = �
−U/4+X in the above shows that for � large enough,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���∫ C

0

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)+:8 b g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� ≥ 2�
−U/4+X

})
≤ 4 exp

(
−�

′� 11U/2+2X

4 log2 �

)
,

and this bound vanishes faster than 1/log� as � → ∞. Using this with : = −2 and : = −4 gives the control we need on

both terms of the second line of (5.8).

Step 3: Reducing to a discrete-time problem. It remains to compare the first line of (5.8) with the real part of a

hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by, and run in logarithmic time. To do so, we reduce the comparison between the

two stochastic integrals to a comparison between discrete-time martingales. As in the proof of Lemma 14, we partition

the time interval with a sequence {C 9 }#9=0
defined with C0 ≔ 0, 2� C# ≔ 1 − 1/√�, and with

2� C 9 ≔ 1 − 1

(1 + �−?) 9 for 0 < 9 < #

where here we set ? ≔ U/2. As we have seen in (4.2) and in (4.13) in the proof of Lemma 14, this means that

# ≤ 1 + �
? log �

2 − �−? and that 2� C 9 ∈ [0, 1 − � −1/2+U] =⇒ 9 ≤ (1 − 2U)#.

Now, with (�,U ≔ { 9 ∈ ℕ : 0 < 2� C 9 ≤ 1 − � −1/2+U}, we can write

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

����
∫ C

0

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −

∫ C

0

�V,� (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

)
(B)

����
≤ sup
9∈(�,U

����
∫ C 9−1

0

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −

∫ C 9−1

0

�V,� (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B)
���� (5.10a)

+ sup
9∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

����
∫ C

C 9−1

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

���� (5.10b)

+ sup
9∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

����
∫ C

C 9−1

�V,� (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B)
����. (5.10c)

Here, the two last lines are easily controlled on �. Indeed, on this event 4
−2d

g

V,� ≤ 2 log� uniformly for 2� C ∈
[0, 1 − � −1/2+U], so the bracket of the integral in (5.10b) is bounded for any C ∈ [C 9−1, C 9 ] by

4 log2 �

∫ C 9

C 9−1

22�

1 − 2�B
dB = 8 log2 � log(1 + �−?) ≤ 8�−? log2 �.

Thus, by Bernstein’s inequality, for any G > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup

C∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

���∫ C

C 9−1

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G
})

≤ 2 exp
(
− � ?G2

16 log2 �

)
.
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Summing up the bounds and using that # ≤ � ? log � = �
U/2 log � for � large enough, we get

ℙ

(
�∩

{
sup
9∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

���∫ C

C 9−1

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ �
−U/4+X

})
≤ 2�

U/2 log � exp
(
− �2X

16 log2 �

)
.

This upper bound decreases exponentially in a power of � , so it is certainly $ (1/log �).
Likewise, on � the geometric Brownian motion �V,� is bounded by log � , so the bracket of the integral in (5.10c)

is bounded by

log2 �

∫ C 9

C 9−1

d〈Re, ◦ h�〉(B) = log2 �

∫ C 9

C 9−1

2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≤ �−? log2 �.

Applying Bernstein’s inequality on each increment and summing up the bounds as done above, we get that

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup
9∈(�,U

sup
C∈[C 9−1,C 9 ]

���∫ C

C 9−1

�V,� (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B)��� ≥ �
−U/4+X

})
≤ 2�

U/2 log� exp
(
− �2X

2 log2 �

)
,

which again is certainly $ (1/log�).
The problem is thus reduced to controlling (5.10a).

Step 4: Controlling the difference of discrete-time martingales. It remains to control (5.10a), the supremum of

the difference of discrete martingales. To do this, given a process - , we let '(-) denote the process - modified to be

reset at every time C: of the partition, that is, '(-) (B) ≔ - (B) − - (C:−1) for B ∈ [C:−1, C:). Using this notation, we can

split each difference of increments in (5.10a) in four differences, so that the full difference takes the form∫ C 9−1

0

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −

∫ C 9−1

0

�V,� (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

)
(B)

=

∫ C 9−1

0

'
(
4
−2d

g

V,�
) (B) cos 2b

g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) (5.11a)

+
9−1∑
:=1

(
4
−2d

g

V,�
(C:−1 ) − �V,� (C:−1)

) ∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) (5.11b)

+
9−1∑
:=1

�V,� (C:−1)
(∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) − Re, ◦ h� (C:) + Re, ◦ h� (C:−1)

)
(5.11c)

−
∫ C 9−1

0

'(�V,�) (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B). (5.11d)

We will control each of these four lines independently.

We start with the easiest ones. First, the integral in a single term of (5.11b) has bracket

2

∫ C:

C:−1

cos2 2b
g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≤ 2 log(1 + �−?) ≤ 2�−? ,

so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any G > 0,

ℙ

[���∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G
]
≤ 2 exp

(
−�

?G2

4

)
.

Since |4−2d
g

V,� − �V,� | ≤ �−U+X on �, it follows that for any : and any G > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{��4−2d
g

V,�
(C:−1 ) − �V,� (C:−1)

�����∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G}
)
≤ 2 exp

(
−�

5U/2−2XG2

4

)
.

Summing up the increments up to 9 − 1, taking the supremum over 9 ∈ (�,U, and using that # ≤ �
U/2 log � for � large

enough, we get

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
sup
9∈(�,U

9−1∑
:=1

��4−2d
g

V,�
(C:−1 ) − �V,� (C:−1)

�����∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G
})

≤ � U log2 � exp
(
−�

2U−2XG2

4 log �

)
.
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With G = �
−U/4+X , this bound is $ (1/log�) as needed.

Then, to control (5.11c), we use the tail bound (4.1) we got in Lemma 14. Indeed, as �V,� ≤ log � on �, for any :

we get that for � large enough,

�
−U/4+X

#�V,� (C:−1)
≥ �

−3U/4+X

log2 �
≥ �

−3U/4,

so by Lemma 14,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
�V,� (C:−1)

���∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) − Re, ◦ h� (C:) + Re, ◦ h� (C:−1)

��� ≥ �
−U/4+X

#

})

≤ 3�4U log2 � exp
(−�� U/6

)
.

Summing up the increments and taking the supremum then yields

ℙ

(
�∩

{
sup
9∈(�,U

9−1∑
:=1

�V,� (C:−1)
���∫ C:

C:−1

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B) −Re, ◦h� (C:) +Re, ◦h� (C:−1)

��� ≥ �
−U/4+X

})

≤ 3�
9U/2 log3 � exp

(−�� U/6
)
,

which again vanishes faster than 1/log�.

Now, the stochastic integral in (5.11d) has quadratic variation

∫ C 9−1

0

'2(�V,� ) (B) d〈Re, ◦ h�〉(B) =
9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

(
�V,� (B) − �V,� (C:−1)

)2 2�

1 − 2�B
dB (5.12)

=
4

V

9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

(∫ B

C:−1

�V,� (D) d
(
Im, ◦ h�

) (D))2
2�

1 − 2�B
dB.

For any fixed :, for B ∈ [C:−1, C:] the bracket of the remaining stochastic integral is bounded on � by

log2 �

∫ C:

C:−1

2�

1 − 2�B
dB = log2 � log(1 + �−?) ≤ �−? log2 �,

so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any H > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
max

1≤:≤ 9−1
sup

B∈[C:−1,C: ]

���∫ B

C:−1

�V,� (D) d
(
Im, ◦ h�

) (D)��� ≥ H
})

≤ 2( 9 − 1) exp
(
− � ?H2

2 log2 �

)
.

On the complementary event (relative to �), the quadratic variation of the integral in (5.11d) is therefore bounded by

4H2

V

9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

2�

1 − 2�B
dB =

4H2

V

∫ C 9−1

0

2�

1 − 2�B
dB = −4H2

V
log(1 − 2� C 9−1) ≤

2H2

V
log �.

Hence, applying again Bernstein’s inequality, we obtain that for any G > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{���∫ C 9−1

0

'(�V,� ) (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B)��� ≥ G}
)
≤ 2( 9 − 1) exp

(
− � ?H2

2 log2 �

)
+ 2 exp

(
− VG2

4H2 log �

)
.

We can get the exponents to match by setting H2 =

√
V log�

2�? G, which yields

ℙ

(
� ∩

{���∫ C 9−1

0

'(�V,�) (B) d
(
Re, ◦ h�

) (B)��� ≥ G}
)
≤ 2 9 exp

(
−

√
V�

?/2G

2
√

2 log
3/2 �

)
.

Taking the supremum over 9 ∈ (�,U replaces the prefactor with #2 ≤ � U log2 � , and with G = �
−U/4+X the power of �

in the exponent remains positive, so the upper bound is $ (1/log�).
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It only remains to bound (5.11a), which we do in the same way as in the last case. The stochastic integral in (5.11a)

quadratic variation

2
9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

(
4
−2d

g

V,�
(B) − 4−2d

g

V,�
(C:−1 )

)2

cos2 2b
g

V,�
(B) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB.

Now,��4−2d
g

V,�
(B) − 4−2d

g

V,�
(C:−1 ) �� ≤ ��4−2d

g

V,�
(B) − �V,� (B)

�� + ���V,� (B) − �V,� (C:−1)
�� + ���V,� (C:−1) − 4−2d

g

V,�
(C:−1 ) ��.

The square of this can be bounded using Young’s inequality together with the fact that |4−2d
g

V,� − �V,� | ≤ �−U+X on

�, and this shows that the above quadratic variation is bounded on � by

4
9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

(���V,� (B) − �V,� (C:−1)
��2 + 4�−2U+2X

) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB.

Here, we can directly bound the second term by 16�−2U+2X log(1 − 2� C 9−1) ≤ 8�−2U+2X log � once we sum up the

increments. Then, the first term is exactly four times the quadratic variation (5.12) that we bounded for the case

of (5.11d). Using what we found in that case, we get that for any H > 0

ℙ

(
� ∩

{
4
9−1∑
:=1

∫ C:

C:−1

(���V,� (B) − �V,� (C:−1)
��2 + 4�−2U+2X

) 2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≥ 8

( H2

V
+ �−2U+2X

)
log �

})

≤ 2( 9 − 1) exp
(
− � ?H2

2 log2 �

)
.

This controls the quadratic variation of the stochastic integral in (5.11a), so a further application of Bernstein’s inequality

shows that for any G > 0,

ℙ

(
� ∩

{���∫ C 9−1

0

'(4−2d
g

V,� ) (B) cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G}
)

≤ 2( 9 − 1) exp
(
− � ?H2

2 log2 �

)
+ 2 exp

(
− VG2

16(H2 + V�−2U+2X ) log �

)
.

Setting H2 =

√
V log�

8�? G would make the exponents match if the extra term V�−2U+2X did not appear in the denominator

of the second exponent. Nevertheless, if the H2 part of the quadratic variation dominates, this still gives the best order

for H2, and taking this we obtain

ℙ

(
�∩

{���∫ C 9−1

0

'(4−2d
g

V,� ) (B) cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ G}
)
≤ 2 9 exp

(
−

√
V�

?/2G

4
√

2 log
3/2�

(
1+2

√
2V�

?/2−2U+2X

G
√

log �

)−1
)
.

Taking the supremum only converts the 2 9 factor into an #2 factor, so with G = �
−U/4+X , the bound remains $ (1/log �)

like in the other cases.

This finishes to control the supremum of the difference between the two discrete-time martingales in (5.10a), and

therefore concludes the proof. �

6 Vague convergence of the canonical systems and convergence of solutions

In the last section, we showed that the process − exp(−Δd
V,�

− 8Δb
V,�

), which appears in the first term of the Airy

system’s coefficient matrix (3.15), becomes as � → ∞ a hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by, . Heuristically, this

shows that the first term of the coefficient matrix (3.15) essentially becomes that of the sine system in the limit.

In this section, we complete this argument to prove the vague convergence of the canonical systems. An important

ingredient that we are missing, however, is a better control on the size of the entries of the Airy system’s coefficient

matrix. We start by filling this gap, and then we complete the proof of the vague convergence. Finally, we conclude this

section with a proof of an important consequence of this: the compact convergence of the canonical system’s transfer

matrices, which shows that the systems’ solutions also converge.
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6.1 Controlling the magnitude of the entries of the coefficient matrix

In order to control the magnitude of the entries of the coefficient matrix, we will use the following property of continuous

martingales.

Proposition 18. Let " be a continuous martingale on an interval [0, )) with " (0) = 0. For any Y, X > 0, there is a

H > 0 such that

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,) )

|" (C) |
1 + 〈"〉(C)1/2+X ≥ H

]
< Y.

Proof. Setting )C ≔ inf{B ≥ 0 : 〈"〉(B) > C}, by the Dambis–Dubins–Schwarz theorem, �(C) ≔ " ()C ) is a standard

Brownian motion on
[
0, 〈"〉())

)
and " (C) = �

(
〈"〉(C)

)
for any C ∈ [0, )). Therefore,

sup
C∈[0,) )

|" (C) |
1 + 〈"〉(C)1/2+X = sup

C∈[0,〈" 〉 () ) )

|�(C) |
1 + C1/2+X ,

and the result will follow if we can prove that for any Y, X > 0, there is a H > 0 such that

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,∞)

|�(C) |
1 + C1/2+X ≥ H

]
< Y.

Now, since √
2C log log C

1 + C1/2+X → 0 as C → ∞,

then

lim sup
C→∞

|�(C) |
1 + C1/2+X ≤

(
lim sup
C→∞

|�(C) |√
2C log log C

) (
lim sup
C→∞

√
2C log log C

1 + C1/2+X

)
= 0

a.s. by the law of the iterated logarithm. Since the map C ↦→ |�(C) |(1 + C1/2+X)−1 is a.s. continuous, it follows that the

random variable supC∈[0,∞) |�(C) |(1 + C1/2+X)−1 is a.s. finite, and because

{
sup

C∈[0,∞)

|�(C) |
1 + C1/2+X < ∞

}
=

⋃
=∈ℕ

{
sup

C∈[0,∞)

|�(C) |
1 + C1/2+X < =

}
,

the result follows by continuity of measures. �

From this property of continuous martingales, we can prove the following result, which will allow us to control the

magnitude of the entries of the shifted Airy system’s coefficient matrix.

Proposition 19. Let dV,� solve the SDE from Proposition 13 with dV,� (0) = 0. For any Y > 0, there are constants

�,�′ > 0 depending only on V and Y such that

ℙ

[
∀C ∈ [0, g� ],

���dV,� (C) + 1

V
log(1 − 2� C)

��� ≤ � + �′ (− log(1 − 2� C)
)3/4

]
> 1 − Y.

Remark. This gives a good control on 4
2d

g

V,� , 4
d

g

V,�
+df

V,� and 4
2df

V,� , which are the amplitudes of the entries of the

shifted Airy system’s coefficient matrix. Indeed, it shows that for :, ; ∈ ℝ and Y > 0, there are �,�′ > 0 such that

:d
g

V,�
(C) + ;df

V,�
(C) ≤ � + �′ (− log(1 − 2� C)

)3/4 − :+;
V

log(1 − 2� C) with probability at least 1 − Y, and on that event,

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C ) ≤ 4�

(1 − 2� C) (:+;)/V
exp

(
�′ (− log(1 − 2� C)

)3/4
)
.

Now, for any W > 0, the continuous function

exp
(
�′ (− log(1 − 2� C)

)3/4 + W log(1 − 2� C)
)
→ 0 as C → 1

2�
,
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so it is bounded on [0, 1/2� ) by some �′′ > 0 which depends only on W and on V and Y through�′. Hence, on the good

event from the proposition, if : + ; = 2 then for all C ∈ [0, g� ],

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C ) ≤ �′′4�

(1 − 2� C)2/V+W ≤ �′′4�

(1 − C)2/V+W . (6.1)

When V > 2, one can choose W so that 2/V + W < 1, and then this last upper bound is integrable on [0, 1) and does not

depend on � .

Proof. Recall from Proposition 13 that dV,� satisfies

ddV,� (C) =
(
1

V
+

( 2

V
− 1

2

)
cos 2bV,� (C) +

1

V
cos 4bV,� (C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC +

√
2

V
sin 2bV,� (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

with dV,� (0) = 0, where bV,� solves the other SDE from Proposition 13. Therefore, it suffices to show that for any

Y > 0 there are �2, �4 > 0 such that for : = 2 or 4,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,g� ]

���∫ C

0

cos :bV,� (B)
2�

1 − 2�B
dB

��� > �:
]
<
Y

3
(6.2)

and a �̃ > 0 such that

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[0,g� ]

1

1 + (− log(1 − 2� C)
)3/4

���∫ C

0

sin 2bV,� (B)
√

2�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� > �̃
]
<
Y

3
. (6.3)

The first statement (6.2) holds by Corollary 15.2. For the second one, note that

" (C) ≔
∫ C

0

sin 2bV,� (B)
√

2�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

is a continuous martingale on [0, g� ] with " (0) = 0 and bracket

〈"〉(C) =
∫ C

0

sin2 2bV,� (B)
2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≤ − log(1 − 2� C).

Thus, (6.3) follows from Proposition 18. �

6.2 The vague convergence of canonical systems

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1. What we prove is the following stronger result.

Theorem 20. Let {��=
}=∈ℕ and, be the Brownian motions from Lemma 14, and let �V,�=

and 'V be the coefficient

matrices of the shifted Airy system and of the sine system built from these Brownian motions as described in the remark

following Lemma 14. Let I ≔ [0, 1) if V ≤ 2 and I ≔ [0, 1] if V > 2. Then, for any i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2),∫
I
i∗ (C)

(
[′�=

(C)�V,�=
◦ [�=

(C) − 'V ◦ h(C)
)
i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
=→∞

0. (6.4)

In particular, [′
�=

(�V,�=
◦ [�=

) → 'V ◦ h vaguely on I in probability and in distribution.

Proof. Recall that the time-changed coefficient matrix of the shifted Airy system can be written as

[′� (�V,� ◦ [� ) =
2�

24
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�

(
1 4

−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

4
−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�
4
−2Δ

d

V,�

)
+ 2�

2

(
4

2d
g

V,� cos 2b
g

V,�
4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�

4
Σ
d

V,� cosΣ
b

V,�
4

2df
V,� cos 2bf

V,�

)

as it was done in (3.15). To prove that (6.4) holds, we first simplify the problem in two ways: we remove a short

part at the end of the time interval, and we replace the sine system’s logarithmic time h(C) = − log(1 − C) into
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h� (C) = − log(1 − 2� C). Then, the rest of the proof is split in two main parts: first we show that (6.4) holds when

[′
�
(�V,� ◦ [�) is replaced with the first term of (3.15), and then we show that the second term converges to zero.

Remark that once (6.4) is proven, the fact that [′
�
(�V,� ◦[� ) → 'V ◦h vaguely on I in probability follows directly

from Proposition 11.

As we have done before, in order to simplify the notation throughout the proof we omit the explicit indexing of

the shift sequence {�=}=∈ℕ. In particular, any limit as � → ∞ is taken along that sequence, and should really be

understood as a limit as = → ∞.

Step 1: Shortening the time interval. We start by showing that instead of integrating up to time 1, we can

equivalently integrate only up to time 1 − � −1/2+U for some fixed U ∈ ( 1
V+2

, 1
2
), i.e., that

∫ 1

1−�−1/2+U
i∗(C)

(
[′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C) − 'V ◦ h(C)

)
i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0. (6.5)

Notice that if V ≤ 2, then i is compactly supported in [0, 1) so this statement is trivial as for any � large enough, the

whole interval [1 − � −1/2+U, 1] has left the support of i.

To show that (6.5) also holds when V > 2, recall that in that case tr('V ◦h) is a.s. integrable on [0, 1), so i∗ ('V ◦h)i
is a.s. integrable on [0, 1), and therefore

∫ 1

1−�−1/2+U
i∗ (C)'V ◦ h(C)i(C) dC → 0 as � → ∞

a.s. and in probability. The same is true with the other coefficient matrix, as its entries are bounded by 4
2d

g

V,� , 4
2df

V,� or

4
d

g

V,�
+df

V,� . Indeed, we have seen in (6.1) in the remark following Proposition 19 that given W > 0, for any Y > 0, there

is a �Y > 0 depending only on V, W and Y such that

ℙ

[
∀C ∈ [0, 1], 4:d

g

V,�
(C )+:df

V,�
(C ) ≤ �Y

(1 − C)2/V+W

]
≥ 1 − Y,

and with V > 2 this upper bound can be taken to be integrable by choosing W so that 2/V + W < 1. Thus, on this event,

∫ 1

1−�−1/2+U
i∗ (C)[′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C)i(C) dC ≤ 2�Y ‖i‖2

∞

∫ 1

1−�−1/2+U

1

(1 − C)2/V+W dC = 2�Y‖i‖2
∞
� (−1/2+U) (1−W−2/V)

1 − W − 2/V ,

which vanishes as � → ∞ since 1 − W − 2/V > 0 but −1/2 + U < 0. So, given Y, Z > 0, with �Y > 0 as above, for any �

large enough so that

2�Y‖i‖2
∞
� (−1/2+U) (1−W−2/V)

1 − W − 2/V < Z,

we get that

ℙ

[���∫ 1

1−�−1/2+U
i∗ (C)[′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C)i(C) dC

��� > Z
]
≤ Y,

that is, this integral converges to 0 in probability as � → ∞.

So for any V > 0, the problem is reduced to showing that

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C) ([′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C) − 'V ◦ h(C)
)
i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0.

Step 2: Changing the logarithmic time scale of the sine system. We now change the logarithmic time scale of

the sine system from h(C) = − log(1 − C) to h� (C) = − log(1 − 2� C). Recall that 2� = 1 when V ≤ 2, so h� = h in that

case, and again there is only something to prove when V > 2.

To see that the change of time scale can also be done when V > 2, note that for i ∈ �2

(
[0, 1],ℂ2

)
,

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C)'V ◦ h� (C)i(C) dC =
1

2�

∫ 2� (1−�−1/2+U )

0

i∗
(
B/2�

)
'V ◦ h(B)i

(
B/2�

)
dB
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by changing variables from C to B ≔ h−1 ◦ h� (C) = 2� C. Then

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C)
(
'V ◦ h(C) − 'V ◦ h� (C)

)
i(C) dC

=

∫ 2� (1−�−1/2+U )

0

(
i∗ (C)'V ◦ h(C)i(C) −

1

2�
i∗

(
C/2�

)
'V ◦ h(C)i

(
C/2�

))
dC +

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

2� (1−�−1/2+U )
i∗ (C)'V ◦ h(C)i(C) dC.

Here, since i∗ ('V ◦h)i is a.s. integrable, the second integral goes to zero a.s. since the size of the interval of integration

is (1 − � −1/2+U)/
√
� → 0. Then, since 'V is real and positive semi-definite, the first integral can be written as

Re

∫ 2� (1−�−1/2+U )

0

(
i∗ (C) + 1√

2�
i∗

(
C/2�

) )
'V ◦ h(C)

(
i(C) − 1√

2�
i
(
C/2�

))
dC.

The integrand is dominated by 4
2�

‖i‖2
∞ tr('V ◦ h) ≤ 8‖i‖2

∞ tr('V ◦ h) for � large enough, and this bound is

a.s. integrable. Hence, by dominated convergence, the integral vanishes in the limit since for every C ∈ [0, 1),
1√
2�
i
(
C/2�

) → i(C) as � → ∞ (understanding that i(C/2� ) ≔ 0 in case � is not yet large enough so that C/2� ≤ 1).

Therefore, we conclude that

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C)
(
'V ◦ h(C) − 'V ◦ h� (C)

)
i(C) dC → 0 as � → ∞

a.s., so also in probability.

For any V > 0, this reduces the problem to proving that

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C) ([′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C) − 'V ◦ h� (C)
)
i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0.

Step 3: Convergence of the first term to the sine system’s coefficient matrix. We now compare the first term of

the Airy system’s coefficient matrix in the representation (3.15) to that of the sine system. Recall that by definition,

'V =
1

2 det -V
-T

V -V with -V ≔

(
1 −ReBV
0 ImBV

)

where BV is a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/V started at 8 in the upper half-plane and driven by the

complex Brownian motion, . The first term of the coefficient matrix (3.15) has the same structure:

2�

24
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�

(
1 4

−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

4
−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�
4
−2Δ

d

V,�

)
=

2�

2 det.V,�
.T

V,�.V,� with .V,� ≔

(
1 4

−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

0 4
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�

)
.

These representations allow to write

2�

2 det.V,�
.T

V,�.V,� − 1

2 det -V ◦ h�
(-V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h�

=
2�

2 det.V,�
(.V,� − -V ◦ h�)T (.V,� − -V ◦ h�) +

( 2�

2 det.V,�
− 1

2 det -V ◦ h�

)
(-V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h�

+ 2�

2 det.V,�
(.V,� − -V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h� + 2�

2 det.V,�
(-V ◦ h�)T(.V,� − -V ◦ h�).
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If we sandwich this matrix between i∗ and i, we get����i∗
( 2�

2 det.V,�
.T

V,�.V,� − 1

2 det -V ◦ h�
(-V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h�

)
i

����
≤ 2�

2 det.V,�



(.V,� − -V ◦ h�)i


2

2
+

��� 2�

2 det.V,�
− 1

2 det -V ◦ h�

���

(-V ◦ h�)i

2

2

+ 2�

det.V,�

���Re
〈
(-V ◦ h�)i, (.V,� − -V ◦ h�)i

〉���
≤

2‖i‖2
2

det.V,�
‖.V,� − -V ◦ h� ‖2

max + 2‖i‖2
2

��� 1

det.V,�
− 1

det -V ◦ h�

���‖-V ◦ h� ‖2
max

+
2‖i‖2

2√
� det.V,�

‖-V ◦ h� ‖2
max +

4‖i‖2
2

det.V,�
‖-V ◦ h� ‖max‖.V,� − -V ◦ h� ‖max

(6.6)

where ‖�‖max ≔ max 9 ,:∈{1,2} |� 9 : | for � ∈ ℝ2×2, and where we used that 2� is either 1 or 1 − 1/√� to split the the

second term. From the results from Section 5, it is not hard to find a good event on which this difference is small.

Indeed, recall that solving the SDE for ImBV shows that ImBV ◦h� = �V,� , with�V,� defined as in Proposition 16,

and then the SDE for ReBV gives

ReBV ◦ h� (C) =
2√
V

∫ C

0

�V,� (B) d(Re, ◦ h�) (B).

Thus, Corollary 16.1 shows that for � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���4−Δd

V,�
(C )

sinΔ
b

V,�
(C) − ImBV ◦ h� (C)

��� ≥ �
−U/2

]
≤ 2

log �
, (6.7a)

and Proposition 17 shows that for some absolute � > 0 and � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

���4−Δd

V,�
(C )

cosΔ
b

V,�
(C) + ReBV ◦ h� (C)

��� ≥ �
−U/5

]
≤ �

log �
. (6.7b)

Together, these two statements allow to control ‖.V,� − -V ◦ h� ‖max. Similarly, Corollary 16.1 also shows that for �

large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

��� 1

det.V,�
− 1

det -V ◦ h�

��� ≥ �−X
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− VX2

36(1 − 2U) log �
)

(6.7c)

where X ≔ 1
2V

(
U(V + 2) − 1

)
> 0.

Then, recall that we have seen in (5.6) that for � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
ImBV ◦ h� (C) ≥ log �

]
≤ 2

log �
.

On the complementary event, for any C ∈ [0, g� ],

〈Re�V,� ◦ h�〉(C) =
4

V

∫ C

0

��ImBV ◦ h� (B)
��2 d〈Re, ◦ h�〉(B) ≤

4

V
log2 �

∫ C

0

2�

1 − 2�B
dB ≤ 2

V
log3 �,

so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any G > 0,

ℙ

({
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

��ReBV ◦ h� (C)
�� ≥ G} ∩

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
ImBV ◦ h� (C) < log �

})
≤ 2 exp

(
− VG2

4 log3 �

)
.

Taking G = log2 � , the bound on the probability becomes a negative power of � , and it follows that for � large enough,

ℙ

[
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
‖-V ◦ h� ‖max ≥ log2 �

]
≤ 3

log �
. (6.7d)
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Finally, Proposition 19 (in particular (6.1) in the remark) shows that for any Y, W > 0, there is a �Y > 0 depending

only on V, W and Y such that

ℙ

[
∀C ∈ [0, g� ],

1

det.V,� (C)
≤ �Y

(1 − C)2/V+W

]
≥ 1 − Y

2
. (6.7e)

So, by combining all of the tail bounds in (6.7), given Y, W > 0 we can set

��,Y,W ≔

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]
‖.V,� − -V ◦ h� ‖max < �

−U/5

}
∪

{
sup

2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

��� 1

det.V,�
− 1

det -V ◦ h�

��� < �−X
}

∪
{

sup
2� C∈[0,1−�−1/2+U ]

‖-V ◦ h� ‖max < log2 �

}
∪

{
∀C ∈ [0, g� ],

1

det.V,� (C)
≤ �Y

(1 − C)2/V+W

}

and for any � large enough, ℙ(��,Y,W ) ≥ 1 − �/log� − Y/2 where � > 0 is an absolute constant.

To conclude, take W > 0 arbitrary if V ≤ 2 but such that 2/V + W < 1 if V > 2, and then fix Y, Z > 0. On��,Y,W , using

the representation (6.6), we can bound

����
∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C)
( 2�

2 det.V,�
.T

V,�.V,� − 1

2 det -V ◦ h�
(-V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h�

)
(C)i(C) dC

����
≤ 2�Y�

−2U/5

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

‖i(C)‖2
2

(1 − C)2/V+W dC + 2�−X log4 �

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

‖i(C)‖2
2 dC

+ 2�Y�
−1/2 log4 �

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

‖i(C)‖2
2

(1 − C)2/V+W dC + 4�Y�
−U/5 log2 �

∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

‖i(C)‖2
2

(1 − C)2/V+W dC.

All of these integrals are finite. Indeed, if V ≤ 2, then the integrands are all bounded because the support of i is

compact in [0, 1), while if V > 2, then the integrands are all dominated by ‖i‖2
∞ (1 − C)−2/V−W , which is integrable by

definition of W. Therefore, the right-hand side here vanishes as � → ∞. Taking � large enough so that it is bounded

by Z and so that �/log � < Y/2, we find that ℙ(��,Y,W ) ≥ 1 − Y and that

ℙ

[���∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗ (C)
( 2�

2 det.V,�
.T

V,�.V,� − 1

2 det -V ◦ h�
(-V ◦ h�)T-V ◦ h�

)
(C)i(C) dC

��� ≥ Z

]
< Y.

Hence, this integral converges to 0 in probability as � → ∞.

Step 4: Convergence of the second term to zero. It remains to prove that the second term of the coefficient

matrix (3.15) vanishes in the limit. More precisely, given the simplifications made in the first steps of the proof, it

remains to prove that for i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2),
∫ 1−�−1/2+U

0

i∗(C)
(

4
2d

g

V,�
(C )

cos 2b
g

V,�
(C) 4

d
g

V,�
(C )+df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
b

g

V,�
(C) + bf

V,�
(C)

)
4
d

g

V,�
(C )+df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
b

g

V,�
(C) + bf

V,�
(C)) 4

2df
V,�

(C )
cos 2bf

V,�
(C)

)
i(C) dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0

which, by linearity, follows if for any i ∈ �2 (I,ℝ),∫ g�

0

i(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0 (6.8)

when :, ; ∈ ℕ0 satisfy : + ; = 2. To prove (6.8), we will work on an event on which exp(:dg

V,�
+ ;df

V,�
) can be

controlled. As in other cases, Proposition 19 guarantees that given Y, W > 0, there is a �Y > 0 depending on V, W and Y

such that the event

ℋ�,Y ≔

{
∀C ∈ [0, g� ], 4:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C ) ≤ �Y

(1 − 2� C)2/V+W

}
where W ≔

{
1/4 − 1/2V if V > 2,

1/4 if V ≤ 2
(6.9)

has ℙ(ℋ�,Y) ≥ 1 − Y/2. Note that when V > 2, W is chosen so that 2/V + W = 1/4 + 3/2V < 1 and C ↦→ (1 − C)−2/V−W is

integrable on [0, 1].
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Now, we start by replacing the test function i by a piecewise constant approximation. To do so, we discretize the

time interval with a partition {C 9 }#9=0
of [0, g� ] defined by setting C0 ≔ 0, and then recursively

2� C 9 ≔ 2� C 9−1 +
c� ?

22��
3/2(1 − 2� C 9−1)2

where ? ≔

{
1/4 + 1/2V if V > 2,

1/4 if V ≤ 2,
(6.10)

until this would give 2� C 9 > 1− 1/√�, in which case we set 9 ≕ # and C# ≔ g� (remark that this does happen in a finite

number of steps because what is added to 2� C 9−1 is bounded below by c
2
�

−3/2+? on [0, g� ]). Then, define î : I → ℝ

as

î ≡ î 9 ≔
1

C 9 − C 9−1

∫ C 9

C 9−1

i(B) dB on [C 9−1, C 9 ) (6.11)

for each 9 < # , and then î(C# ) ≔ i(g� ) and î ≡ 0 on (g� , 1].
Since i is continuous and compactly supported in I, î is compactly supported in I, and it is also bounded

with ‖î‖∞ ≤ ‖i‖∞. Moreover, since î 9 is the average of i in [C 9−1, C 9 ), then for C ∈ [C 9−1, C 9 ), it is clear that

|i(C) − î 9 | ≤ li
(|C 9 − C 9−1 |

)
whereli denotes a modulus of continuity for i. By definition of the C 9 ’s, this means that

��i(C) − î 9 �� ≤ li ( c� ?

222
�
� 3/2(1 − 2� C 9−1)2

)
≤ li

( c

222
�
� 1/2−?

)
,

and as this estimate does not depend on 9 , it is in fact a bound on ‖(i − î)1[0,g� ] ‖∞. It follows that, on ℋ�,Y , we can

indeed replace i with î:����
∫ g�

0

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
) (
i(C) − î(C)) dC

���� ≤ �Yli
( c

222
�
� 1/2−?

) ∫ g�

0

1supp î (C)
(1 − C)2/V+W dC,

and the remaining integral is always finite, either because supp î is compact (when V ≤ 2) or because 2/V + W < 1 (when

V > 2). As the right-hand side vanishes as � → ∞ and ℙ(ℋ�,Y) ≥ 1 − Y/2, this shows that the integral converges to

zero in probability as � → ∞, and therefore it suffices to prove that∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
dC

ℙ−−−−→
�→∞

0. (6.12)

On any interval [C 9−1, C 9 ), since î is constant, we can integrate by parts. Recall that

ddV,� (C) = 'dV,� (C)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC + (d

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

and

dbV,� (C) = −22��
3/2(1 − 2� C)2 dC + ' b

V,�
(C) 2�

1 − 2� C
dC + ( b

V,�
(C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

where '
d

V,�
, (
d

V,�
, '

b

V,�
and (

b

V,�
are sums of products of constants and trigonometric functions of multiples of bV,� ,

which are always bounded by constants. Starting from these Itô differentials, an application of Itô’s formula shows that

if : + ; = 2, then

4
−:dg

V,�
(C )−;df

V,�
(C )

d
(
4
:d

g

V,�
+;df

V,� sin
(
:b

g

V,�
+ ;bf

V,�

))
(C)

= −42��
3/2(1 − 2� C)2 cos

(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
dC + 'Σ

V,� (C)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC + (ΣV,� (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

(6.13)

where 'Σ
V,�

and (Σ
V,�

are processes which are bounded by constants depending only on V. It follows that for each 9 ,∫ C 9

C 9−1

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
dC

= − 1

42��
3/2

∫ C 9

C 9−1

1

(1 − 2� C)2

(
d
(
4
:d

g

V,�
+;df

V,� sin
(
:b

g

V,�
+ ;bf

V,�

) ) (C)
− 4:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )
'Σ
V,� (C)

2�

1 − 2� C
dC − 4:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )
(ΣV,� (C)

√
2�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

)
.
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Integrating by parts and summing up the increments, we get∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

cos
(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
î(C) dC

= − 1

42��
3/2

#∑
9=1

î 9
4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

sin
(
b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,�
(C))

(1 − 2� C)2

����
C 9

C 9−1

(6.14a)

+ 1

42��
3/2

∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )

(
2 sin

(
:b

g

V,�
(C) + ;bf

V,� (C)
)
+ 'Σ

V,� (C)
) 2�

(1 − 2� C)3
dC (6.14b)

+ 1

42��
3/2

∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )
(ΣV,� (C)

√
2�

(1 − 2� C)5/2
d�� (C). (6.14c)

To control (6.14), first recall that on ℋ�,Y , for any C ∈ [0, g� ],

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C ) ≤ �Y

(1 − 2� C)2/V+W .

By definition of 2� and g� , this upper bound is always bounded by �Y�
1/V+W/2. When V > 2, we defined W = 1/4 − 1/2V

and ? = 1/4 + 1/2V, so 1/V + W/2 = ? − W/2. When V ≤ 2, we took ? = W = 1/4 so ? − W/2 > 0 and it is still true that

(1 − 2� C)−2/V−W ≤ � ?−W/2 for � large enough and C ∈ supp î, as the latter set is compact in [0, 1). This shows that in

any case,

4
:d

g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C ) ≤ �Y� ?−W/2 where ? − W

2
=

{
1/8 + 3/4V if V > 2,

1/8 if V ≤ 2
(6.15)

for C ∈ supp î and � large enough.

Now, on ℋ�,Y , the estimate (6.15) shows that (6.14a) is bounded for � large enough by

�Y ‖i‖∞� ?−W/2

42��
3/2

#∑
9=1

( 1

(1 − 2� C 9 )2
+ 1

(1 − 2� C 9−1)2

)
=
�Y ‖i‖∞� ?−W/2

42��
3/2

(
1 + 2

#−1∑
9=1

1

(1 − 2� C 9 )2
+ �

)
.

We directly see that the first and last terms vanish as � → ∞ since they are of order �
−3/2+?−W/2 and �

−1/2+?−W/2

respectively while ? − W/2 < 1/2 in any case. Then, using the definition (6.10) of the times C 9 , we can easily see that the

second term also vanishes as � → ∞:

�Y‖i‖∞
c� W/2

#−1∑
9=1

c� ?

22��
3/2(1 − 2� C 9 )2

≤ �Y ‖i‖∞
c� W/2

2� C# → 0.

As this holds on ℋ�,Y , this shows that (6.14a) converges to 0 in probability as � → ∞.

To control (6.14b), remark that the estimate (6.15) implies that this term is bounded on ℋ�,Y for � large enough by

�Y ‖i‖∞ (2 + ‖'Σ
V,�

‖∞)� ?−W/2

42��
3/2

∫ g�

0

2�

(1 − 2� C)3
dC ≤

�Y ‖i‖∞ (2 + ‖'Σ
V,�

‖∞)
22�

�
−1/2+?−W/2.

Since ? − W/2 < 1/2, this vanishes as � → ∞, and it follows that (6.14b) converges to 0 in probability as � → ∞.

Finally, using again the estimate (6.15), we see that the quadratic variation of (6.14c) is bounded on ℋ�,Y for �

large enough by

�2
Y ‖i‖2

∞‖(Σ
V,�

‖2
∞�

2?−W

1622
�
�3

∫ g�

0

2�

(1 − 2� C)5
dC ≤

�2
Y‖i‖2

∞‖(Σ
V,�

‖2
∞

1622
�

�−1+2?−W .

Therefore, by Bernstein’s inequality, for any G > 0,

ℙ

(
ℋ�,Y ∩

{��� 1

42��
3/2

∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )
(ΣV,� (C)

√
2�

(1 − 2� C)5/2
d�� (C)

��� ≥ G
})

≤ 2 exp
(
− 2��

1−2?+WG2

�2
Y‖i‖2

∞‖(Σ
V,�

‖2
∞

)
.

43



Again, since ? − W/2 < 1/2, �1−2?+W → ∞ as � → ∞, so for any G > 0 and any � large enough, the right-hand side is

bounded by Y/2. As ℙ(ℋ�,Y) ≥ 1 − Y/2 by definition, it follows that for any � large enough,

ℙ

[��� 1

42��
3/2

∫ g�

0

î(C)4:d
g

V,�
(C )+;df

V,�
(C )
(ΣV,� (C)

√
2�

(1 − 2� C)5/2
d�� (C)

��� ≥ G
]
≤ Y,

and this shows that (6.14c) converges to 0 in probability as � → ∞.

As all three terms of (6.14) converge to 0 in probability as � → ∞, the second term of the shifted Airy system’s

coefficient matrix does converge vaguely to 0 as � → ∞, and this concludes the proof. �

6.3 Convergence of transfer matrices

A rather direct consequence of the vague convergence of canonical systems proved in Theorem 20 is that the corre-

sponding transfer matrices converge compactly in probability, which proves Corollary 1.1 given in the introduction.

More precisely, we can prove the compact convergence of the transfer matrices on our probability space constructed in

Section 4.

Theorem 21. Let I ≔ [0, 1) if V ≤ 2 and I ≔ [0, 1] if V > 2. Let )�V,�=
◦[�=

: I×ℂ → ℂ2×2 and)'V
◦h : I ×ℂ →

ℂ2×2 be the transfer matrices of the time-changed shifted Airy system and of the sine system, respectively, both defined

on the probability space from Lemma 14. Then )�V,�=
◦ [�=

→ )'V
◦ h compactly on I × ℂ in probability as = → ∞.

Proof. By Theorem 20 and Proposition 12, it suffices to find for any Y > 0 functions 5Y , 6Y ∈ !1
loc
[0, 1), also integrable

near 1 if V > 2, such that tr 'V ◦ h ≤ 5Y and tr [′
�
(�V,� ◦ [�) ≤ 6Y with probability at least 1 − Y for any � large

enough.

We start by finding a suitable bound for tr 'V ◦ h. Recall that by definition,

tr 'V ◦ h =
1

2 ImBV ◦ h
(
1 + |BV ◦ h |2

)

where BV is a hyperbolic Brownian motion started at 8 with variance 4/V and driven by the imaginary part of the

Brownian motion, from Lemma 14. Now, by properties of Brownian motion (for instance, applying Proposition 18),

for any Y > 0 there is a �̃Y > 0 and an event with probability at least 1 − Y/2 on which for any C ∈ [0, 1),��Im, ◦ h(C)
�� ≤ �̃Y (1 + h(C)3/4

)
,

and therefore for any X > 0 there is a �Y > 0 such that on that event, for any C ∈ [0, 1),

1

�Y
(1 − C)2/V+X ≤ ImBV ◦ h(C) ≤ �Y (1 − C)2/V−X .

If ImBV ◦ h is bounded in that way, then

〈ReBV ◦ h〉(C) ≤
4�2

Y

V

∫ C

0

(1 − B)2/V−X d〈Re, ◦ h〉(B) = 4�2
Y

V

∫ C

0

(1 − B)2/V−X−1 dB ≤ 4�2
Y

2 − VX .

Hence, Bernstein’s inequality shows that for any G > 0,

ℙ

({��Im, ◦ h(C)
�� ≤ �̃Y (1 + h(C)3/4

)}
∩

{
sup
C∈[0,1)

|ReBV ◦ h(C) | ≥ G
})

≤ 2 exp
(
− (2 − VX)G2

8�2
Y

)
,

and this bound can be made smaller than Y/2 by taking G large enough. Combining the above, we get for such an G that

for any Y, X > 0,

ℙ

[
∀C ∈ [0, 1), tr 'V ◦ h(C) ≤

�Y (1 + �2
Y + G2)

2(1 − C)2/V+X

]
≥ 1 − Y.

This dominating function is always !1
loc
[0, 1), and it can be taken to be integrable on [0, 1] when V > 2 by choosing X

small enough so that 2/V + X < 1.
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When V > 2, we have also already seen it in (6.1) that Proposition 19 gives, for any Y > 0 and X > 0 small enough

so that 2/V + X < 1, an event of probability at least 1 − Y on which for any C ∈ [0, 1),

tr
(
[′� (C)�V,� ◦ [� (C)

)
≤ 4

2d
g

V,�
(C ) + 42df

V,�
(C ) ≤ 2�Y

(1 − C)2/V+X (6.16)

for a suitable �Y > 0. As this upper bound is integrable, the proof is complete for V > 2.

When V ≤ 2, we slightly modify the argument. Proposition 19 shows in the same way that for any Y, X > 0, there

is an event of probability at least 1 − Y on which the bound (6.16) holds for any C ∈ [0, g� ) = [0, 1 − 1/√�). This

means that for any compact [0, 1] ⊂ [0, 1), the bound (6.16) holds uniformly on [0, 1] for all � large enough so that

1 < 1 − 1/√�, and therefore Theorem 20 and Proposition 12 show that the transfer matrices converge compactly in

probability on [0, 1] × ℂ. Since 1 is arbitrary in [0, 1), we can deduce from this the full compact convergence in

probability on [0, 1) × ℂ. Indeed, taking a sequence of compact sets  = ⊂ I × ℂ such that
⋃
=∈ℕ  = = [0, 1) × ℂ, a

metric on TMLP [0, 1) is

3 (), ) ′) =
∞∑
==1

1

2=
3= ( 5 , 6)

1 + 3= ( 5 , 6)
where 3= ( 5 , 6) ≔ sup

(C ,I) ∈ =

��) (C, I) − ) ′ (C, I)
��.

Now, )�V,�
◦ [� → )'V

◦ h compactly on  = × ℂ for any = by the previous argument, so given Y, Z > 0, we

can first take # large enough so that
∑∞
==#+1

2−= < Z/2, and then take � large enough so that for each = ≤ # ,

3=
(
)�V,�

◦[� , )'V
◦h) ≤ Z/2# with probability at least 1− Y/# . Combining, 3

(
�V,� ◦[� , 'V ◦h

) ≤ Z with probability

at least 1 − Y for any � large enough, that is, )�V,�
◦ [� → )'V

◦ h compactly on I × ℂ in probability. �

7 Spectral convergence of the canonical systems

The purpose of this section is to prove the convergence of the canonical systems’ Weyl–Titchmarsh functions stated in

Theorem 2. To do this, we prove that the convergence of the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions holds in probability on the

probability space from Lemma 14. By the theory of canonical systems, there is really only something to prove when

V > 2. Indeed, when V ≤ 2, Theorem 21 directly yields the following, which proves Theorem 2 for V ≤ 2.

Corollary 21.1. Let <�V,�=
and <'V

be the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions of the shifted Airy system and of the sine

system respectively, with both systems defined on the probability space from Lemma 14. When V ≤ 2, <�V,�=
→ <'V

compactly on ℍ in probability as = → ∞, and in particular the corresponding spectral measures also converge in

probability.

Proof. By Theorem 21, the transfer matrices of these systems converge in probability as � → ∞. Hence, by continuity

of the map TMLP [0, 1) → Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) which sends a transfer matrix to the corresponding Weyl–Titchmarsh function

(see Theorem 9), <�V,�
→ <'V

compactly in probability. In the same way, the convergence of the spectral measures

follows from the continuity of the Herglotz representation map. �

Given this result, for the remainder of the section, we suppose that V > 2. In that case, the convergence of the

Weyl–Titchmarsh functions will be a consequence of the continuity of the map TMLC [0, 1] ×�(ℍ,ℂ2) → ℂℍ
∞ sending

a transfer matrix and a right boundary condition to a Weyl–Titchmarsh function (i.e., Theorem 10), so what remains

to be proven, essentially, is that the right boundary conditions converge. We first present the heuristic idea behind the

convergence of the boundary conditions.

The right boundary condition of the sine system is a vector parallel to (@, 1) where @ ≔ limC→∞ ReBV (C). The

time-changed shifted Airy system is limit point at 1 + 1/√�, so the correct “right boundary condition” to attach to its

restriction to (0, 1) in order to reproduce the same Weyl–Titchmarsh function is simply the value at 1 of an integrable

solution DI ◦ [� to � (DI ◦ [�)′ = −I[′
�
(�V,� ◦ [�) (DI ◦ [�) on (0, 1 + 1/√�), which therefore varies with I ∈ ℍ. By

construction of the canonical system, such a solution DI always has the form

DI = �
−1
V,�

(
ℎ
[1]
I

ℎI

)
=

(
�

−1/4fV,� −� −1/4f′
V,�

−� 1/4gV,� �
1/4g′

V,�

) (
ℎ′I
ℎI

)
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where ℎI is an integrable solution to HV,� ℎI = IℎI and where �V,� is the matrix (3.3). Now, notice that using the

representations (3.12) of fV,� and gV,� in the polar coordinates from Proposition 13,

�
−1/4fV,� ◦ [� (1) = 4d

f
V,�

(1)
cos bf

V,� (1)

= 4
−Δd

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)4d

g

V,�
(1)

cos b
g

V,�
(1) + 4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

sinΔ
b

V,�
(1)4d

g

V,�
(1)

sin b
g

V,�
(1),

and we retrieve the expression in polar coordinates of �
1/4gV,� ◦ [� (1) in the first term. The Wronskian identity (3.13),

which gives 4
−Δd

V,� sinΔ
b

V,�
≡ 4−2d

g

V,� , also simplifies the prefactor of the second term, and this yields

�
−1/4fV,� ◦ [� (1) = 4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)� 1/4gV,� ◦ [� (1) + 4−d

g

V,�
(1)

sin b
g

V,�
(1).

The same manipulations can be applied to �
−1/4f′

V,�
◦ [� (1), and yield

�
−1/4f′V,� ◦ [� (1) = 4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)� 1/4g′V,� ◦ [� (1) − 4−d

g

V,�
(1)

cos b
g

V,�
(1).

It follows that(
�

−1/4fV,� −� −1/4f′
V,�

−� 1/4gV,� �
1/4g′

V,�

) (
[� (1)

)

= �
1/4

(
−4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)

1

) (
−gV,� ◦ [� (1) g′

V,�
◦ [� (1)

)
+ 4−d

g

V,�
(1)

(
sin b

g

V,�
(1) cos b

g

V,�
(1)

0 0

)
,

and therefore that

DI ◦ [� (1) = � 1/4W(ℎI , gV,� ) (� − 1)
(
−4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)

1

)
+ 4−d

g

V,�
(1)

(
sin b

g

V,�
(1) cos b

g

V,�
(1)

0 0

) (
ℎ′I (� − 1)
ℎI (� − 1)

)
(7.1)

where W( 5 , 6) denotes the Wronskian of 5 and 6, and where we used that [� (1) = � − 1. Remark that the vector

remaining in the first term should converge to the right boundary condition of the sine system,since− exp(−Δd
V,�

−8Δb
V,�

)
converges to the hyperbolic Brownian motion by the results of Section 5.

Now, notice that

1

2
√
�
HV,� 5 (�+C) = −

(
5 ′− 2√

V

(
��−�� (�)

)
5
)′
(�+C)− 2√

V

(
�� (�+C)−�� (�)

) (
5 ′− 2√

V

(
��−�� (�)

)
5
)
(�+C)

+
(
C − 4

V

(
�� (� + C) − �� (�)

)2
)
5 (� + C),

as the extra �� (�) terms cancel out. This shows that if 5 solvesHV,� 5 = I 5 , then 5̃ (C) ≔ 5 (�+C) solvesHV 5̃ =
I

2
√
�
5̃

if this HV is defined from the Brownian motion C ↦→ �� (� + C) − �� (�). Therefore, for any C ≥ −� ,

(
ℎI (� + C), gV,� (� + C)) law

=
(
0 SAi−I/2

√
� (C), g̃V,� (C)

)
(7.2)

where 0 ∈ ℂ \ {0}, g̃V,� solves HV g̃V,� = 0 with g̃V,� (−�) = 0 and g̃′
V,�

(−�) = 1, and SAi_ is the stochastic Airy

function introduced in [28], which is the only (up to a multiplicative constant) integrable solution to HV 5 = −_ 5 .
Combining the equivalence in law (7.2) of solutions with the expression (7.1) provides a plan to see how the

convergence of the right boundary conditions happens. If �
1/4W(SAi−I/2

√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1) stays bounded away from zero,

we can use the inverse of this value to choose the constant 0 which normalizes the integrable solution, thus removing

the prefactor of the first term in (7.1). With this setup, the right boundary condition converges provided the second

term vanishes in the limit. Notice that the Wronskian satisfies

W(SAi−I/2
√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1) = W(SAi0, g̃V,� ) (−1)+ (

SAi−I/2
√
� − SAi0

) (−1)g̃′V,� (−1)− (
SAi′−I/2

√
�
− SAi′0

) (−1)g̃V,� (−1).

The last two terms vanish by analyticity of _ ↦→ SAi_, and the first one is equal to SAi0 (−�). Therefore, the solution

to the problem essentially lies in understanding how SAi0 behaves towards −∞.
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The rest of this section is organized as follows. We first derive polar coordinates for SAi0 on the negative real line,

in the same way as we did earlier in Section 3.3. Then, we derive asymptotics for the radial coordinate and we show

that the phase becomes uniformly distributed over the unit circle, which proves Theorem 3 stated in the introduction.

Finally, we put all of the pieces together and prove the convergence of the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions in Theorem 26,

a stronger version of Theorem 2.

7.1 Polar coordinates and their asymptotic behavior

We want to obtain polar coordinates for a solution 5 to HV 5 = 0 on the negative real line. To do so, we must have HV

defined on the whole of ℝ, and therefore we now understand HV as being defined from a two-sided Brownian motion.

We now prove the following result, which reproduces the idea of Proposition 13, but going backwards in time.

Proposition 22. Let HV be defined from a two-sided standard Brownian motion �, and let ®�(C) ≔ �(−C). If 5 solves

HV 5 = 0, then for C ≥ 1,

5 (−C) = C−1/44AV (C ) cos bV (C) and 5 ′(−C) = −C1/44AV (C ) sin bV (C)

where AV and bV solve the stochastic differential equations

dAV (C) =
1

C

(
1

2V
+

(1

4
+ 1

V

)
cos 2bV (C) +

1

2V
cos 4bV (C)

)
dC − 1√

VC
sin 2bV (C) d ®�(C),

dbV (C) = −
√
C dC − 1

C

((1

4
+ 1

V

)
sin 2bV (C) +

1

2V
sin 4bV (C)

)
dC − 2√

VC
cos2 bV (C) d ®�(C)

with AV (1) = 1
2

log
(
5 2(−1) + 5 ′2(−1)) and bV (1) = arctan

(
5 ′ (−1)/ 5 (−1)

)
.

Proof. Set H(C) ≔ 5 (−C). Then, reversing time in the equation HV 5 = 0 shows that

0 = −
(
H′ + 2√

V
®�H
) ′
(C) + 2√

V

(
H′ + 2√

V
®�H
)
(C) −

(
C + 4

V
®�2(C)

)
H(C),

and then applying Itô’s formula in the same way as we did in Section 3.1 shows that H′ satisfies

dH′(C) = −CH(C) dC − 2√
V
H(C) d ®�(C).

Now, define the real-valued processes AV and bV so that 4AV (C )+8 bV (C ) = C1/4H(C) + 8C−1/4H′ (C). By Itô’s formula,

dAV (C) + 8 dbV (C) =
1

C1/4H(C) + 8C−1/4H′ (C)

(
1

4
C
−3/4H(C) dC − 8

4
C
−5/4H′ (C) dC + C1/4H′ (C) dC + 8C−1/4 dH′ (C)

)

+ 1

2

1(
C1/4H(C) + 8C−1/4H′ (C))2

C
−1/2 d〈H′〉(C)

= 4−2AV (C )
((1

4
C
−1/2H2 (C) − 1

4
C
−3/2H′2(C)

)
dC − 2√

VC
H(C)H′ (C) d ®�(C)

− 8
( 1

2C
H(C)H′ (C) + H′2 (C) + CH2 (C)

)
dC − 28√

V
H2 (C) d ®�(C)

)

+ 2

V
4−4AV (C ) C−1/2H2(C)

(
C

1/2H2 (C) − C−1/2H′2(C) − 28H(C)H′ (C)
)

dC.

As 4AV (C ) cos bV (C) = C1/4H(C) and 4AV (C ) sin bV (C) = C−1/4H′ (C), this simplifies to

dAV (C) + 8 dbV (C) =
1

4C

(
cos2 bV (C) − sin2 bV (C)

)
dC − 2√

VC
cos bV (C) sin bV (C) d ®�(C)

− 8
( 1

2C
cos bV (C) sin bV (C) +

√
C
)

dC − 28√
VC

cos2 bV (C) d ®�(C)

+ 2

V

(1

C
cos4 bV (C) −

1

C
cos2 bV (C) sin2 bV (C) −

28

C
cos3 bV (C) sin bV (C)

)
dC.
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The announced stochastic differential equations then follow from taking the real and imaginary parts in the above and

simplifying with trigonometric identities. �

These polar coordinates have essentially the same properties as the polar coordinates dV,� and bV,� that we used

earlier to describe solutions to HV,� 5 = 0. In particular, the growth of bV leads to the following result, analogous to

Corollary 15.2.

Lemma 23. Let bV solve the SDE from Proposition 22. For any : ≠ 0 and Y > 0, there is a �Y > 0 such that

ℙ

[
sup
C≥1

���∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B
dB

��� > �Y
]
< Y.

Proof. By Itô’s formula,

d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) = 4:8 bV (B) (−:8√B dB − 3:2

4VB
dB − 1

B
':

(
bV (B)

)
dB − 2:8√

VB
cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B)

)
(7.3)

where

': (b) ≔ :8
(1

4
+ 1

V

)
sin 2b + :8

2V
sin 4b + :

2

V
cos 2b + :2

4V
cos 4b. (7.4)

Therefore,

4:8 bV (B) dB =
8

:
√
B

d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) + 8

:
√
B
4:8 bV (B)

(3:2

4VB
dB + 1

B
':

(
bV (B)

)
dB + 2:8√

VB
cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B)

)
,

and ∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B
dB =

8

:

∫ C

1

1

B3/2
d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) + 3:8

4V

∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B5/2
dB + 8

:

∫ C

1

':
(
bV (B)

) 4:8 bV (B)
B5/2

dB

− 2√
V

∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B2
cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B).

(7.5)

Integrating the first term by parts gives

8

:

∫ C

1

1

B3/2
d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) = 8

:

4:8 bV (B)

B3/2

����
C

1

+ 38

2:

∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B5/2
dB.

The first term is immediately bounded by 2/:, and since B ↦→ B
−5/2 is integrable on [1,∞), the remaining integral is also

bounded by a constant depending only on :. In the same way, by definition of ':, the second and third terms of (7.5)

are bounded by constants depending only on : and V. As to the remaining stochastic integral in (7.5), its bracket is

bounded by
4

V

∫ C

1

1

B4
cos4 bV (B) dB ≤ 4

3V
,

and thus Bernstein’s inequality shows that

ℙ

[
sup
C≥1

2

V

���∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B2
cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B)

��� > G
]
≤ 4 exp

(
−3VG2

8

)
.

If � > 0 denotes the constant that bounds the first line of (7.5), the above shows that for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup
C≥1

���∫ C

1

4:8 bV (B)

B
dB

��� > � + G
]
≤ 4 exp

(
−3VG2

8

)
,

and the result follows by taking �Y ≔ � + G with G large enough so that 4 exp
(− 3VG2

8

)
< Y. �

From the above averaging result, it is not hard to see how the radial coordinate AV behaves towards −∞, which gives

a similar description to what we found about the radial coordinates dV,� of solutions to HV,� 5 = 0 in Proposition 19.
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Proposition 24. Let AV solve the SDE from Proposition 22. Then for any Y, X > 0, there are �,�′ > 0 such that

ℙ

[
∀C ≥ 1,

���AV (C) − AV (1) − 1

2V
log C

��� ≤ � + �′ (log C)1/2+X
]
≥ 1 − Y.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 22 that AV solves

dAV (C) =
1

C

(
1

2V
+

(1

4
+ 1

V

)
cos 2bV (C) +

1

2V
cos 4bV (C)

)
dC − 1√

VC
sin 2bV (C) d ®�(C)

where bV solves the other SDE in Proposition 22. By Lemma 23, given Y > 0, there are �2, �4 > 0 such that for : = 2

and : = 4,

ℙ

[
sup
C≥1

���∫ C

1

cos :bV (B)
B

��� > �:
]
<
Y

3
. (7.6)

Then, the martingale

" (C) ≔ 1√
V

∫ 1+C

1

sin 2bV (B)√
B

d ®�(B)

has quadratic variation

〈"〉(C) = 1

V

∫ 1+C

1

sin2 2bV (B)
B

dB ≤ 1

V
log(1 + C).

By Proposition 18, it follows that for any X > 0 there is a H > 0 such that

ℙ

[
sup
C≥1

|" (C − 1) |
1 + ( 1

V
log C)1/2+X ≥ H

]
<
Y

3
,

and the result follows by combining this event with those of (7.6). �

We now show that the noise drives 48 bV to become uniform on the unit circle in the limit. The following result,

together with Propositions 22 and 24, proves Theorem 3 stated in the introduction.

Proposition 25. Let bV solve the SDE from Proposition 22. If* ∼ Unif �1, then

48 bV (C )
law−−−−→
C→∞

*.

Proof. Recall that if * ∼ Unif �1, then � 4<8* = 0 for any integer < ≠ 0. Hence, by density of the trigonometric

polynomials in continuous functions on the unit circle, it suffices to prove that � 4<8bV (C ) → 0 as C → ∞ for any < ≠ 0,

which means that if i< (C) ≔ � -<(C) where -<(C) ≔ exp
(
<8(bV (C) + 2

3
C

3/2)
)
, it suffices to prove that i<(C) → 0 as

C → ∞ for any < ≠ 0.

Now, from the expression (7.3) of the Itô differential of 4<8bV ,

d-<(B) = −-<(B)
(3<2

4VB
+ 1

B
'<

(
bV (B)

) )
dB − 2<8√

VB
-<(B) cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B),

so

i< (C) = � -<(1) − �

∫ C

1

-<(B)
(3<2

4VB
+ 1

B
'<

(
bV (B)

) )
dB,

and it follows that

i′< (B) = −3<2

4VB
i< (B) −

1

B
� -<(B)'<

(
bV (B)

)
.

To simplfiy notation in what follows, let ? ≔ 3<2

4V
. Multiplying by B? and integrating, we get another expression for

i<:

i<(C) = C−?i<(1) − � C−?
∫ C

1

B?−1-<(B)'<
(
bV (B)

)
dB. (7.7)
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As ? > 0, it is clear that the first term vanishes as C → ∞. Then, recall that '<(b) was defined in (7.4) as a linear

combination of 428 b and 448 b . Therefore, in order to prove that i< (C) → 0, it suffices to prove that

k<,: (C) ≔
1

C?
�

∫ C

1

B?−1-<(B)4:8 bV (B) dB → 0 as C → ∞

for : = 2 and : = 4.

Using again the expression (7.3) of the Itô differential of 4:8 bV , we can write

k<,: (C) =
8

:C?

(
�

∫ C

1

B?−3/2-<(B) d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) + �

∫ C

1

B?−5/2-<(B)4:8 bV (B)
(3:2

4V
+ ':

(
bV (B)

) )
dB

)
. (7.8)

Now, if .<(B) ≔ B?−3/2-<(B), then

d.<(B) = −3

2
B?−5/2-<(B) dB − B?−5/2-<(B)'<

(
bV (B)

)
dB − 2<8√

V
B?−2-<(B) cos2 bV (B) d ®�(B),

which also shows that

d
〈
.<, 4

:8 bV
〉
(B) = −4:<

V
B?−5/2-<(B)4:8 bV (B) cos4 bV (B) dB,

and from this, we can integrate the first term of k<,: by parts:

�

∫ C

1

B?−3/2-<(B) d
(
4:8 bV

) (B) = � B?−3/2-<(B)4:8 bV (B)
����
C

1

+ 3

2
�

∫ C

1

B?−5/2-<(B)4:8 bV (B) dB

+ �

∫ C

1

B?−5/2-<(B)'<
(
bV (B)

)
4:8 bV (B) dB + 4:<

V
�

∫ C

1

B?−5/2-<(B)4:8 bV (B) cos4 bV (B) dB.

Finally, because -<, ': (bV), '<(bV) and 4:8 bV are all bounded processes, substituting the result of this integration

by parts in the expression (7.8) of k<,: (C) shows that |k<,: (C) | . C−3/2, and thus that k<,: (C) → 0 as C → ∞, which

completes the proof. �

7.2 Convergence of the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions

We now have all of the pieces that we need to complete the plan laid out at the beginning of the section to prove the

convergence of the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions when V > 2. The following result completes the proof of Theorem 2.

Theorem 26. Let <�V,�=
and <'V

be the Weyl–Titchmarsh functions of the shifted Airy system and of the sine system

respectively, both being defined on the probability space from Lemma 14. When V > 2, <�V,�=
→ <'V

compactly on

ℍ in probability as = → ∞, and in particular the corresponding spectral measures also converge in probability.

Proof. Since the transfer matrices of these systems converge compactly in probability by Theorem 21, by continuity

of the map TMLC [0, 1] ×�(ℍ,ℂ2) → Hol(ℍ,ℍ∞) that sends a transfer matrix and a right boundary condition to the

corresponding Weyl–Titchmarsh function (i.e., Theorem 10), it suffices to prove that the right boundary conditions of

the systems converge compactly in probability. To simplify notation in what follows, we drop the = subscript from the

notation as we did in previous proofs, and we understand a limit as � → ∞ as being taken along the sequence {�=}=∈ℕ.

Fix a compact  ⊂ ℍ and let I ∈  . As the time-changed shifted Airy system is limit point at 1+ 1/√�, its restriction

to [0, 1] keeps the same Weyl–Titchmarsh function if it is given the (I-dependent) boundary condition DI ◦ [� (1) at

1, where DI ◦ [� is an integrable solution on (0, 1 + 1/√�). By construction of the canonical system, such a solution

has the form DI = �−1
V,�

(
ℎ
[1]
I

ℎI

)
where ℎI is an integrable solution to HV,�ℎI = IℎI , and therefore as seen in (7.1) the

boundary condition is

DI ◦ [� (1) = � 1/4W(ℎI, gV,� ) (� − 1)
(
−4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)

1

)
+ 4−d

g

V,�
(1)

(
sin b

g

V,�
(1) cos b

g

V,�
(1)

0 0

) (
ℎ′I (� − 1)
ℎI (� − 1)

)
.

Recall also that the right boundary condition of the sine system is (ReBV (∞), 1), where BV is a hyperbolic Brownian

motion with variance 4/V started at 8 in the upper half-plane, and driven by the complex Brownian motion , from

Lemma 14.
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Now, the integrable solution ℎI is defined only up to a constant factor. To fix this ambiguity, on the event

�� ≔

{
�

1/4
��W(SAi−I/2

√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1)

�� ≥ 1
}
, (7.9)

following (7.2), set ℎI so that for any C ≥ −� ,

(
ℎI (� + C), gV,� (� + C)) law

=

( 1

� 1/4W(SAi−I/2
√
� , g̃V,�) (−1) SAi−I/2

√
� (C), g̃V,� (C)

)

where g̃V,� solves HV g̃V,� = 0 with g̃V,� (−�) = 0 and g̃′
V,�

(−�) = 1. With this normalization for ℎI , the scaled

Wronskian �
1/4W(ℎI, gV,� ) (−1) = 1. On �

∁
�

, we cannot always choose ℎI in this way, as the prefactor of SAi−I/2
√
�

might blow up, so we simply replace it with 1. We start by showing that ℙ(�� ) → 1 as � → ∞, so the first step is to

control the Wronskian.

Because W(SAi0, g̃V,� ) ≡ SAi0(−�), then

W(SAi−I/2
√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1) = SAi0(−�) +

(
SAi−I/2

√
� − SAi0

) (−1)g̃′V,� (−1) − (
SAi′−I/2

√
�
− SAi′0

) (−1)g̃V,� (−1).

To control this, we can write SAi0(−�) = �
−1/44AV (� ) cos bV (�) where AV and bV are the polar coordinates from

Proposition 22. Then by Proposition 24, we know that for any Y, X > 0, with probability at least 1 − Y/6,

AV (�) ≥ AV (1) +
( 1

2V
− X

)
log �

for � large enough. Since AV (1) is a well-defined random variable, it is possible to find Z > 0 small enough so that

4AV (1) ≥ Z with probability at least 1 − Y/6, and therefore 4AV (� ) ≥ Z�
1/2V−X with probability at least 1 − Y/3. Then,

by Proposition 25 and the Skorokhod representation theorem, we know that there is a * ∼ Unif[0, 2c) such that

bV (�) − 2c
⌊ bV (� )

2c

⌋
→ * in probability as � → ∞. Thus,

��bV (�) − 2c
⌊ bV (� )

2c

⌋
− *

�� ≤ Z with probability at least

1− Y/6 for any � large enough. Taking Z smaller if necessary, we can assume that |cos G | ≥ 1− G2/2 for −Z ≤ G ≤ Z , and

as* is uniform, we may also assume that |cos* | ≥ 2Z (1 − Z 2/2)−1 with probability at least 1 − Y/6. This shows that

��cos bV (�)
�� ≥ ��cos*

��(1 − Z2

2

)
− Z ≥ Z

with probability at least 1 − Y/3 for any � large enough. It follows that for any � large enough,

�
1/4 |SAi0(−�) | = 4AV (� )

��cos bV (�)
�� ≥ Z2�

1/2V−X

with probability at least 1 − 2Y/3. Now, by analyticity of _ ↦→ SAi_(−1),

max
{��SAi−I/2

√
� (−1) − SAi0(−1)

��, ��SAi′−I/2
√
�
(−1) − SAi′0(−1)

��} ≤ - diam 

2
√
�

(7.10)

for some positive random variable - . Hence, there is a � > 0 such that this maximum is bounded by �/√� with

probability at least 1 − Y/6, and this is uniform in I ∈  . Finally, since

|g̃V,� (−1) | law
= |gV,� ◦ [� (1) | ≤ �

−1/44
d

g

V,�
(1)

and |g̃′V,� (−1) | law
= |g′V,� ◦ [� (1) | ≤ �

−1/44
d

g

V,�
(1)
,

it follows from Proposition 19 that if X′ > 0, there is a �′ > 0 such that both |g̃V,� (−1) | ≤ �′� −1/4+1/V+X′ and

|g̃′
V,�

(−1) | ≤ �′� −1/4+1/V+X′ with probability at least 1 − Y/6. Combining everything, we finally get that for any � large

enough,

�
1/4

��W(SAi−I/2
√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1)

�� ≥ Z2�
1/2V−X − 2��′� −1/2+1/V+X′ (7.11)

with probability at least 1 − Y. If we choose X < 1/2V and X′ < 1/2 − 1/V, then the right-hand side here diverges, so it

is certainly at least 1 for � large enough. In that case, the event (7.11) contains �� , so this shows that ℙ(�� ) → 1 as

� → ∞.
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We now return to the comparison of the right boundary conditions. On�� , the second entries of the right boundary

conditions are equal (to 1), and as ℙ(�� ) → 1 it already follows that DI,2 ◦ [� (1) → 1 in probability. To control the

first entry, for U ∈ (0, 1/2), set g�,U ≔ (1 − � −1/2+U)/2� . From the representation (7.1), we see that on �� ,

��DI,1 ◦ [� (1) − ReBV (∞)
�� = ��−4−Δd

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1) + 4−Δ

d

V,�
(g�,U ) cosΔ

b

V,�
(g�,U)

�� (7.12a)

+
��−4−Δd

V,�
(g�,U ) cosΔ

b

V,�
(g�,U) − ReBV ◦ h� (g�,U)

�� (7.12b)

+
��ReBV ◦ h� (g�,U) − ReBV (∞)

�� (7.12c)

+ 4−d
g

V,�
(1) ��sin bg

V,�
(1)ℎ′I (� − 1) + cos b

g

V,�
(1)ℎI (� − 1)

��. (7.12d)

To conclude, we verify that if .� is any of these four terms, then for any Y, Z > 0, ℙ
(
�� ∩ {|.� | > Z }

)
< Y for any �

large enough.

The second and third lines are obvious to control given what we already know. First, recall that by definition,

h� (g�,U) =
(

1
2
−U

)
log � , so of course ReBV ◦h� (g�,U) → ReBV (∞) a.s., which is enough to control (7.12c). Then,

we know from Proposition 17 that there is a � > 0 such that for any � large enough,

ℙ

[���−4−Δd

V,�
(g�,U ) cosΔ

b

V,�
(g�,U) − ReBV ◦ h� (g�,U)

��� ≥ �
−U/5

]
≤ �

log �
,

which is enough to control (7.12b).

Now, to control (7.12a), recall from (5.8) that

d
(−4−Δd

V,� cosΔ
b

V,�

) (C) = 2√
V
4
−2d

g

V,�
(C )

cos 2b
g

V,�
(C)

√
22�

1 − 2� C
d�� (C)

− 4−2d
g

V,�
(C )

(( 4

V
− 1

)
sin 2b

g

V,�
(C) + 4

V
sin 4b

g

V,�
(C)

)
2�

1 − 2� C
dC.

(7.13)

Given Y > 0, we know from Proposition 19 that for some �, �′ > 0,

ℙ

[
∀C ∈ [0, 1],

���dg

V,�
(C) + 1

V
log(1 − 2� C)

��� ≤ � + �′ (− log(1 − 2� C)
)3/4

]
> 1 − Y

2
.

On that event, if X > 0 then there is a (different) � > 0 such that for any C ∈ [g�,U , 1],

4
−dg

V,�
(C ) ≤ � (1 − 2� C)1/V−X ≤ ��−(1/2−U) (1/V−X) ,

and thus for both : = 2 and : = 4,

���∫ 1

g�,U

4
−2d

g

V,�
(C )

sin :b
g

V,�
(C) 2�

1 − 2� C
dC

��� ≤ �2�−2(1/2−U) (1/V−X) log
1 − 2�g�,U

1 − 2�
= U�2�−2(1/2−U) (1/V−X) log �.

Taking X < 1/V, this shows that for any Z > 0, the second line in (7.13) is bounded by Z/2 with probability at least 1− Y/2

for any � large enough. In the same way, the bracket of the stochastic integral in (7.13) is bounded by

8U�4

V
�−4(1/2−U) (1/V−X) log �

with probability at least 1 − Y/4, so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any Z > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

C∈[g�,U ,1]

��� 2√
V

∫ C

g�,U

4
−2d

g

V,�
(B)

cos 2b
g

V,�
(B)

√
22�

1 − 2�B
d�� (B)

��� ≥ Z

2

]
≤ Y

4
+ 2 exp

(
− V�

4(1/2−U) (1/V−X) Z2

64U�4 log �

)
.

Therefore, if � is also large enough so that the right-hand side here is bounded by Y/2, we get that

ℙ

[���−4−Δd

V,�
(g�,U ) cosΔ

b

V,�
(g�,U) + 4−Δ

d

V,�
(1)

cosΔ
b

V,�
(1)

��� ≥ Z

]
< Y,
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which is good enough control on (7.12a).

Finally, in order to control (7.12d), we use again Proposition 19, which shows that for any Y, X > 0 there is a � > 0

such that 4
−dg

V,�
(1)
< ��

−1/2V+X with probability at least 1− Y/3, and this upper bound vanishes as � → ∞ with X < 1/2V.

Then, by definition of ℎI on �� ,

|ℎI (� − 1) | law
=

��� 1

� 1/4W(SAi−I/2
√
� , g̃V,� ) (−1) SAi−I/2

√
� (−1)

��� ≤ ��SAi−I/2
√
� (−1) − SAi0(−1)

�� + ��SAi0 (−1)
��,

and a similar bound in terms of SAi′0 and SAi′−I/2
√
�

holds for ℎ′I (� − 1). By analyticity of _ ↦→ SAi_(−1), the first term

is of order 1/√� as seen in (7.10), so since SAi0(−1) is a well-defined random variable, it follows that there is an " > 0

large enough so that

ℙ
(
�� ∩

{
|ℎI (� − 1) | > "

})
<
Y

3
,

and again the same works with ℎ′I (� − 1). Therefore, given Z > 0, for any � large enough so that 2�"�
−1/2V+X < Z ,

we find that

ℙ

(
�� ∩

{
4
−dg

V,�
(1) ��sin bg

V,�
(1)ℎ′I (� − 1) + cos b

g

V,�
(1)ℎI (� − 1)

�� > Z }) < Y.
This completes to prove the convergence of the first entry of the boundary conditions, and thus concludes the proof. �

A Concentration inequalities

The purpose of this appendix is to recall and prove some concentration inequalities for martingales that are used in the

main text. The results we need are simple extensions of classical concentration inequalities (Freedman’s and Azuma’s)

to martingales with subgaussian increments. Throughout, given a discrete-time martingale" = {"=}=∈ℕ0
with respect

to a filtration {ℱ=}=∈ℕ0
, we denote by Δ"= ≔ "= − "=−1 the increments of " . We define the bracket or quadratic

variation process of " as

〈"〉= ≔
=∑
9=1

�
[
(Δ" 9 )2 | ℱ9−1

]
.

Moreover, given an adapted process + = {+=}=∈ℕ, we say that " is +-conditionally subgaussian if each increment

Δ"= is +=-subgaussian, that is, if for all = ∈ ℕ and all _ ∈ ℝ,

�
[
4_Δ"= | ℱ=−1

]
≤ 4

_2+=/2 a.s.

We then define the subgaussian bracket 〈〈"〉〉 of " as the smallest nonnegative, nondecreasing predictable process so

that " is +-conditionally subgaussian for += ≔ 〈〈"〉〉= − 〈〈"〉〉=−1, and we say that " is subgaussian if 〈〈"〉〉 < ∞.

The first concentration inequality that we need is an extension of Freedman’s inequality [21]. Our starting point is

the following formulation of Freedman’s inequality.

Theorem 27 (Freedman’s inequality). Let " = {"=}=∈ℕ0
be a discrete-time martingale with respect to a filtration

{ℱ=}=∈ℕ0
and with "0 = 0. Suppose that for some 0 > 0, the increments of " satisfy |Δ"= | ≤ 0 for all = ∈ ℕ. Then

for any # ∈ ℕ and any G, H > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
|"= | > G, 〈"〉# ≤ H

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− log 2

2

( G
0
∧ G2

H

))
.

Proof. Since 〈"〉 is a non-decreasing process, the event that sup1≤=≤# "= > G and 〈"〉# ≤ H is contained in the event

that "= > G and 〈"〉= ≤ H for some =. Hence, it follows from the original statement of Freedman’s inequality [21,

Theorem 1.6] that

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
"= > G, 〈"〉# ≤ H

]
≤ 4

G/0
(

H/02

G/0 + H/02

) G/0+H/02

= exp

(
H

02

(
−
(
1 + 0G

H

)
log

(
1 + 0G

H

)
+ 0G
H

))
. (A.1)

To get a simpler expression for the exponent, let

1? (b) ≔ −�b ? + (1 + b) log(1 + b) − b
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for ? = 1 or ? = 2, with � > 0 to be determined. Note that 1′? (b) = −�?b ?−1 + log(1 + b), so in particular for b ≥ 1,

1′
1
(b) = −� + log(1 + b) ≥ −� + log 2, and 11 is increasing on [1,∞) if � < log 2. Because 11(1) = −� + 2 log 2 − 1,

this guarantees that 11 ≥ 0 on [1,∞) if� < 2 log 2−1. Then, using the concavity of log(1+ ·), we see that if b ∈ [0, 1],
then 1′

2
(b) ≥ −2�b + b log 2 ≥ 0 if � ≤ 1

2
log 2, so 12 ≥ 0 on [0, 1] under the same condition, since 12 (0) = 0.

Combining the condition for 12 on [0, 1] with that for 11 on [1,∞), we get that if � ≤ 1
2

log 2 < 2 log 2 − 1, then

−(1 + b) log(1 + b) + b ≤ −� (b ∧ b2) for any b ≥ 0. Taking the best constant � = 1
2

log 2, this shows that the exponent

of the tail bound (A.1) is bounded by

− log 2

2

H

02

(0G
H

∧ 02G2

H2

)
= − log 2

2

( G
0
∧ G2

H

)
.

The theorem now follows by applying the above to both " and −" , and combining the results with a union bound. �

We now prove the following extension of Freedman’s inequality,which allows to weaken the condition that increments

are bounded at the price of increasing the tail bound.

Corollary 27.1. Let " = {"=}=∈ℕ0
be a discrete-time martingale with respect to a filtration {ℱ=}=∈ℕ0

and with

"0 = 0. Suppose there are  ,+ > 0 such that for each =, the increment Δ"= satisfies �
[
(Δ"=)2 | ℱ=−1

]
≤ + and is

 -subgaussian both conditionally on ℱ=−1 and unconditionally. Then for any # ∈ ℕ and any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
|"= | > G

]
≤

(
2 + # (# + 1)

)
exp

(
−1

2
min

{( G log 2

6
√
 

)2/3

,
G2 log 2

9#+

})
+ 2 exp

(
− G log 2

3#
√

2+
exp

(
1

4

( G log 2

6
√
 

)2/3
))
.

Proof. Take 0 > 0 to be determined later. Notice that " can be decomposed as

"= =
=∑
9=1

(
Δ" 9 − �[Δ" 9 | ℱ9−1]

)
= "≤

= + ">
=

where "≤
= ≔

∑=
9=1

Δ"≤
9

and ">
= ≔

∑=
9=1

Δ">
9 are martingales with increments

Δ"≤
9 ≔ Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 | ≤0} −�

[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 | ≤0} |ℱ9−1

]
and Δ">

9 ≔ Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} −�
[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} |ℱ9−1

]
.

Now, since "≤ has bounded increments and has 〈"〉# ≤ #+ , Freedman’s inequality (Theorem 27) shows that

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
|"≤

= | > G
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− log 2

2

( G
20

∧ G2

#+

))
. (A.2)

Thus, to control the supremum of " , we only need to to control the supremum of ">. To do so, first remark that if

0 < G ≤ 0, then

ℙ
[
|Δ" 9 |1{ |Δ" 9 |>0} > G

]
= ℙ

[
|Δ" 9 | > 0

]
,

because for |Δ" 9 |1{ |Δ" 9 |>0} > G, the indicator must not vanish, so it must be that |Δ" 9 | > 0, in which case it is also

true that |Δ" 9 | > G. If G > 0, then when |Δ" 9 |1{ |Δ" 9 |>0} > G it must also be true that |Δ" 9 | > 0, and we conclude

that for any G > 0,

ℙ
[
|Δ" 9 |1{ |Δ" 9 |>0} > G

]
≤ ℙ

[
|Δ" 9 | > 0

]
.

Hence, for any G > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#

��� =∑
9=1

Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0}
��� > G

]
≤

#∑
==1

=∑
9=1

ℙ

[��Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0}
�� > G

=

]
≤

#∑
==1

=∑
9=1

ℙ
[
|Δ" 9 | > 0

]
,

and as increments are  -subgaussian,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#

��� =∑
9=1

Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0}
��� > G

]
≤ # (# + 1) exp

(
− 0

2

2 

)
. (A.3)

It remains to control the mean terms of the increments of ">. By Cauchy–Schwarz, for each 9 ,

���[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} | ℱ9−1

] �� ≤ √
�

[
(Δ" 9 )2 | ℱ9−1

]
ℙ
[
|Δ" 9 | > 0 | ℱ9−1

]
,
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and as each increment Δ" 9 is also  -subgaussian conditionally on ℱ9−1, it follows that���� =∑
9=1

�
[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} | ℱ9−1

] ���� ≤ =√2+ exp
(
− 0

2

4 

)
.

With the subgaussian tail bound of bounded random variables, this also gives for any G > 0

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#

��� =∑
9=1

�
[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} | ℱ9−1

] ��� > G
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− G log 2

#
√

2+
exp

( 02

4 

))
. (A.4)

To conclude, we write

sup
1≤=≤#

|"= | ≤ sup
1≤=≤#

|"≤
= | + sup

1≤=≤#

��� =∑
9=1

Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0}
��� + sup

1≤=≤#

��� =∑
9=1

�
[
Δ" 91{ |Δ" 9 |>0} | ℱ9−1

]���.
Then the tail bounds we got in (A.2), (A.3) and (A.4) give

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
|"= | > G

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− log 2

2

( G
60

∧ G2

9#+

))
+ # (# + 1) exp

(
− 0

2

2 

)
+ 2 exp

(
− G log 2

3#
√

2+
exp

( 02

4 

))
.

We now choose 0 in such a way that the exponents in the first two tail bounds match, that is, so that

G log 2

120
=
02

2 
⇐⇒ 03 =

 G log 2

6
, which gives

G log 2

120
=
02

2 
=

1

2

( G log 2

6
√
 

)2/3

.

Using this value for 0 in the tail bounds yields the desired inequality. �

Finally, we prove a version of Azuma’s inequality for martingales with subgaussian increments.

Theorem 28 (Azuma’s inequality). Let " = {"=}=∈ℕ0
be a martingale with respect to a filtration {ℱ=}=∈ℕ0

and with

"0 = 0. If " is subgaussian, then for any # ∈ ℕ and any G, H > 0,

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
|"= | > G, 〈〈"〉〉# ≤ H

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− G

2

2H

)
.

Proof. For _ > 0, let

E= ≔ exp
(
_"= −

_2

2
〈〈"〉〉=

)
.

Then {E=}=∈ℕ0
is a supermartingale by definition of the subgaussian bracket of " , and it satisfies E0 = 1. Hence, if

) ≔ inf{= ∈ ℕ : "= > G or 〈〈"〉〉= > H}, the optional stopping theorem shows that � E)∧# ≤ 1 for any # ∈ ℕ.

Now, let �# ≔ {) ≤ #} ∩ {〈〈"〉〉# ≤ H}. Note that for �# to occur, it must be that ") > G, because this is the

only way that ) ≤ # can occur at the same time as 〈"〉# ≤ H. It follows that

1 ≥ � E)∧# ≥ �[E)∧# | �# ]ℙ(�# ) ≥ exp
(
_G − _2

2
H
)
ℙ(�# ),

which gives an upper bound on ℙ(�# ). Optimizing over _, we see that the best upper bound is achieved with _ = G/H.
Unraveling the definition of �# , we get that

ℙ

[
sup

1≤=≤#
"= > G, 〈〈"〉〉# ≤ H

]
≤ exp

(
− G

2

2H

)
,

which is half of the desired bound. The full result follows from applying the above to −" and combining the results

for " and −" with a union bound. �

B Resolvents of canonical systems

In this section, we give a few results about resolvents of canonical systems. In the case where a canonical system is

derived from a Sturm–Liouville operator, we also describe the relationship between the two associated resolvents.
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B.1 Integral representation of a canonical system’s resolvent

Let � be the coefficient matrix of a canonical system on an interval (0, 1). Consider a self-adjoint realization S� of

the system’s maximal relation T� , for example one of the relations described in Theorem 5. The resolvent of S� at a

I ∈ ℂ outside of its spectrum is the relation (S� − I)−1. It can be shown that this relation is in fact always a bounded

normal operator on !2
�
(0, 1), although it can have a kernel (see [35, Theorem 3.1]). This resolvent can be described

as an integral operator.

Theorem 29 (Theorem 3.3 of [35]). Let S� be as above and let I ∈ ℂ \ ℝ. For C ∈ {0, 1}, let DC be a non-trivial

solution of �D′ = −I�D that satisfies the boundary or integrability condition near C, and normalize these solutions so

that DT0�D1 ≡ −1. Then for E ∈ !2
�
(0, 1),

((S� − I)−1E
) (C) = ∫ 1

0

� (C, B, I)� (B)E(B) dB

where

� (C, B, I) ≔ D1 (C)DT0 (B)1(0,C ) (B) + D0 (C)DT1 (B)1[C ,1) (B).
Remark. It is easy to see that such solutions D0 and D1 always exist, and are unique up to a multiplicative constant (see

[35, Lemma 3.2]). Moreover, while the normalization condition DT0�D1 ≡ −1 might look very strong at first glance, it

only concerns the ambiguity in these multiplicative constants. Indeed, the quantity DT0�D1, which can be seen as the

Wronskian of D0 and D1, is already constant:

(DT0�D1)′ = −(�D′0)TD1 + DT0�D′1 = I(�D0)TD1 − IDT0�D1 = 0

since � is symmetric.

When the system satisfies Hypothesis 2 and I ∈ ℍ, the integral kernel � of the resolvent can be expressed

in terms of the system’s transfer matrix )� and of its Weyl–Titchmarsh function <. Indeed, D0(C) ≔ )� (C, I)40

and D1 (C) ≔ )� (C, I)
(
<(I)

1

)
are solutions of the system by definition of the transfer matrix. If 1 is limit circle,

then <(I) = �)� (1, I)−1D1(1) by definition so D1 must satisfy the boundary condition at 1, and if 1 is limit

point, then it follows from Weyl theory that D1 ∈ !2
�
(0, 1)—see [35, Theorem 3.14(a)]. As D0 (0) = 40 and

DT0�D1 ≡ (DT0 �D1) (0) = 4T0 �
(
<(I)

1

)
= −1, these two solutions can be used to define the kernel�. A direct computation

then shows that

� (C, B, I) = )� (C, I)
(
<(I) 1[C ,1) (B)

1(0,C ) (B) 0

)
)T

� (B, I). (B.1)

B.2 Remarks on the convergence of canonical systems’ resolvents

Given the integral representation of the resolvent from Theorem 29 with the kernel� as written in (B.1), we immediately

get the following.

Proposition 30. Let I = [0, 1) or I = [0, 1]. For any i ∈ �2 (I,ℂ2) and any I ∈ ℂ \ℝ, the mapping (I,i : CSI ×
TMI × ℂ → �(I,ℂ2) given by

(I,i (�,), <) (C) = ) (C, I)
∫ 1

0

(
< 1[C ,1) (B)

1(0,C ) (B) 0

)
)T (B, I)� (B)i(B) dB

is continuous with respect to the topology of compact convergence. In particular, given self-adjoint realizations S�=

and S� of canonical systems maximal relations, (S�=
− I)−1i → (S� − I)−1i compactly whenever the associated

coefficient matrices, transfer matrices and Weyl–Titchmarsh functions all converge.

It is natural to ask whether the above resolvent convergence result can be strengthened. After all, the resolvent of a

canonical system is a bounded operator on a Hilbert space, and therefore it would be natural to hope for the resolvents of

a convergent sequence of systems to converge in norm or at least in the strong operator topology, for example. However,

it is not obvious to extend this result in general, because the Hilbert space !2
�
(0, 1) on which a canonical system’s

resolvent acts depends on its coefficient matrix �, so it changes along a sequence of systems. To extend the convergence

of resolvents to one of operators on a Hilbert space, one would need to isometrically map all of the !2
�
(0, 1) spaces

into a given one, and see how the resolvents behave in that space, which is not obvious to do in general. Nevertheless,

all �2 (I,ℂ2) functions certainly lie in any !2
�
(0, 1) space for � ∈ CSI, hence the above result.
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B.3 Sturm–Liouville operator resolvents

Unsurprisingly, there is a relationship between the resolvent of a generalized Sturm–Liouville operator and that of its

associated canonical system. Following [19, Theorem 7.3], the resolvent of a generalized Sturm–Liouville operator !

at I ∈ ℂ \ℝ with appropriate boundary conditions at limit circle endpoints acts on 6 ∈ !2
((0, 1), F(C) dC

)
as

(
(! − I)−16

)
(C) =

∫ 1

0

�SL(C, B, I)6(B)F(B) dB (B.2)

where 50 and 51 are solutions to ! 5 = I 5 that satisfy the boundary or integrability conditions at 0 and 1 respectively,

and where the integral kernel is

�SL(C, B, I) =
1

W( 51, 50)
(
51 (C) 50 (B)1(0,C ) (B) + 50 (C) 51 (B)1[C ,1) (B)

)
with W( 51, 50) ≔ 51 5

[1]
0 − 50 5

[1]
1

being the (constant) Wronskian of 51 and 50.

Let � : (0, 1) → ℝ2×2 denote the matrix which maps solutions of the eigenvalue equation ! 5 = I 5 to solutions of

the associated canonical system, as described in Section 2.4. By construction, the functions D0 and D1 defined so that

�D0 = ( 5 [1]0 , 50) and �D1 = ( 5 [1]
1
, 51) are solutions of the canonical system that satisfy the boundary or integrability

conditions at 0 and 1 respectively. Using the identity "T�" = � det" , which holds for any invertible " , and the fact

that det � ≡ det �0 = 1, we see that

DT0 �D1 = D
T

0�
T�−T��−1�D1 = D

T

0�
T��D1 =

(
5
[1]
0 50

) (− 51
5
[1]
1

)
= W( 50, 51),

so if we choose 50 and 51 to be normalized so that W( 50, 51) ≡ −1, then D0 and D1 can be used to characterize

the canonical system’s resolvent as in Theorem 29. Then, if G denotes either 0 or 1, by expanding the definition

� = F��−1
(

0 1
0 0

)
� of the coefficient matrix, we see that for any E ∈ !2

�
(0, 1),

DTG (B)� (B)E(B) = F(B)DTG (B)�T(B)�−T (B)��−1 (B)
(
0 1

0 0

)
�(B)E(B)

= F(B) (�DG)T(B)�
(
0 1

0 0

)
(�E) (B) = F(B) (�DG)T(B)

(
0

(�E)2(B)

)
= 5G (B) (�E)2(B)F(B).

It follows that if S denotes the self-adjoint realization of the canonical system’s maximal relation corresponding to the

boundary conditions taken here, then the integral representation of its resolvent at I ∈ ℂ \ℝ from Theorem 29 satisfies

�(C)
(
(S − I)−1E

)
(C) =

∫ 1

0

((
5
[1]
1

(C)
51 (C)

)
50 (B)1(0,C ) (B) +

(
5
[1]
0 (C)
50 (C)

)
51 (B)1[C ,1) (B)

)
(�E)2(B)F(B) dB. (B.3)

In particular, the generalized Sturm–Liouville operator’s resolvent evaluated at (�E)2 can be extracted as the second

entry of this vector.

C Proof of Corollary 2.1

In this section, we detail the proof of Corollary 2.1. The proof simply amounts to understanding how to express the

Weyl–Titchmarsh functions of the Airy and sine systems in terms of the stochastic Airy function and of the stochastic

zeta function.

The Weyl–Titchmarsh function of the shifted and scaled Airy system is<�V,�
(I) = �D(0, I) where D : [0,∞)×ℂ →

ℂ2 is defined so that for each I ∈ ℂ, D(·, I) is an integrable solution to �m1D(·, I) = −I�V,�D(·, I). By construction of the

canonical system, D(0, I) = �−1
V,�

(0) (m1ℎ(0, I), ℎ(0, I)
)

where ℎ(·, I) is an integrable solution to HV,� ℎ(·, I) = Iℎ(·, I)
for each I ∈ ℂ. This means that ℎ(·, I) also solves HVℎ(·, I) = (� + I

2
√
�
)ℎ(·, I), and therefore by definition of the

stochastic Airy function, ℎ(0, I) = SAi−�−I/2
√
� (0). Hence,

<�V,�
(I) =

SAi′_� (I) (0)√
� SAi_� (I) (0)

where _� (I) = −� − I

2
√
�
. (C.1)
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We now recall the definition of the stochastic zeta function ZV introduced by Valkó and Virág in [41]. Let 11 and

12 be two independent two-sided standard Brownian motions on ℝ, and define the processes

H(C) ≔ exp
(
12(C) −

C

2

)
and G(C) ≔

{
−

∫ 0

C
H(B) d11(B) if B ≤ 0,∫ C

0
H(B) d11(B) if B ≥ 0.

Then, set

'gV (C) ≔
1

2H( 4
V

log C)
-∗
gV

(
4
V

log C
)
-gV

(
4
V

log C
)

where -gV ≔

(
1 −G
0 H

)
.

Following [41, Definition 43], we now define gV as the random Dirac operator mapping D : (0, 1) → ℂ to '−1
gV
�D′ with

boundary conditions u∗
0
�D(0) = u∗

1
�D(1) = 0 where again u0 ≔ (1, 0), but now u1 ≔ (−@,−1) where @ is a standard

Cauchy random variable independent of 11 and 12.

Finally, the stochastic zeta function ZV is the secular function of gV as defined in [41, Definitions 13 and 43]. For

our purposes, it suffices to understand ZV through its characterization as the solution of a differential equation: if

E : (0, 1] × ℂ → ℂ2 is defined so that for each I ∈ ℂ, E(·, I) is the unique solution to

'−1
gV
�m1E(·, I) = IE(·, I) with lim

C→0
E(C, I) =

(
1

0

)
,

then ZV = (1,−@)E(1, I). This can be taken as a definition of ZV, since by [41, Proposition 18], this differential equation

always has a unique solution.

As detailed in [41, Section 4.2], the operator gV is orthogonally equivalent to the stochastic sine operator. Indeed, if

( ≔

(
1 0

0 −1

)
and & ≔

1√
@2 + 1

(
@ 1

−1 @

)

and if d denotes a transformation acting on function 5 on (0, 1] by sending it to d 5 (C) = 5 (1 − C), then the operator

d−1(&gV ((&)−1d has the same distribution as the stochastic sine operator by [41, Proposition 46]. Writing gV = '−1
gV
�m

with m being a derivative operator, this means that the stochastic sine operator ('−1
V

◦ h)�m has the same distribution

as d−1(&'−1
gV
�m ((&)−1d. Now, md = −dm, so this equivalence yields the equivalence of coefficient matrices

'−1
V ◦ h law

= d−1(&'−1
gV
� ((&)−1�d. (C.2)

With E as above, define D : [0, 1) ×ℂ → ℂ2 by setting D(C, I) ≔ d(&E(C,−I). Then by definition of E, for C ∈ [0, 1)
and I ∈ ℂ, D solves

�m1D(C, I) = −�(&m1E(1 − C, −I) = −I�(&�'gV (1 − C)E(1 − C,−I) = −I�(&�'gV (1 − C) ((&)−1D(C, I),

which shows that D(·, I) solves the sine canonical system with spectral parameter I. Moreover, by definition of E, as

C → 1,

D(C, I) → (&

(
1

0

)
=

1√
@2 + 1

(
@

1

)
.

By [41, Lemma 45], @ is the point to which converges the hyperbolic Brownian motion that drives the sine system in this

setup (i.e., with coefficient matrix d−1�(&�'gV ((&)−1d). This shows that D(·, I) satisfies the sine system’s boundary

condition at 1 when V > 2. When V ≤ 2, there is no boundary condition at 1, but it is easy to see from the definition of

the sine system’s norm that an integrable solution must become parallel to (@, 1) as time goes to 1. Indeed,

‖ 5 ‖2
'V◦h =

1

2

∫ 1

0

‖-V ◦ h(C) 5 (C)‖2

ImBV ◦ h(C)
dC

and

-V ◦ h(C) 5 (C) =
(
51 (C) − 52 (C) ReBV ◦ h(C)

52(C) ImBV ◦ h(C)

)
.
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Because ReBV (C) a.s. does not vanish as C → ∞ but ImBV (C) does, 5 (C) must become parallel to (ReBV (∞), 1) as

C → 1 for ‖ 5 ‖'V◦h to be finite. As an integrable solution exists, the uniqueness statement of [41, Proposition 18]

therefore implies that D(·, I) is (a multiple of) that integrable solution. Hence, for any V > 0, D can be taken as the

solution that defines the system’s Weyl–Titchmarsh function, that is, <'V
(I) law

= �D(0, I).
Now, E(1, I) = ((&)−1D(0,−I), and as (−1 = ( and &−1 = &T, a direct computation shows that

ZV (I) =
(
1 −@) E(1, I) = √

@2 + 1 D2(0,−I).

Therefore,

<'V
(I) law

=
D1(0, I)
D2(0, I)

=

√
@2 + 1

D1(0, I)
ZV (−I)

. (C.3)

By general canonical systems theory, the function b (I) ≔ D1(0, I) is entire. Moreover, since @ is independent of the

Brownian motions from which gV is defined, it is independent of the solution D, and therefore of b and ZV .

Thus, Corollary 2.1 simply follows from Theorem 2 because of the representations (C.1) and (C.3) of the two

Weyl–Titchmarsh functions.

D The spectral weights of the Airy canonical system

In this section, we show by comparison with finite-dimensional systems that the spectral weights of the Airy canonical

system are independent of the eigenvalues and iid. We do this by proving an intermediate result characterizing a certain

random meromorphic function. Recall that we denote by Γ(U, _) a Gamma distribution with shape and rate parameters

U > 0 and _ > 0.

Proposition 31. Let {_ 9 } 9≥1 be the negatives of the eigenvalues of the stochastic Airy operator, i.e., the zeros of SAi_(0)
in _. Let {Γ 9} 9≥1 be an iid family of Γ( V

2
, 4
V
) (mean-2) random variables. Then

∞∑
9=1

Γ 9

2(_ − _ 9 )2

law
= −m_

mC SAi_(0)
SAi_(0)

,

with the equality in distribution as random analytic functions on the upper half-plane ℍ.

From here, we derive that the spectral weights of the Airy operator have the law of these Γ 9 random variables.

Corollary 31.1. The spectral measure of the shifted and scaled Airy canonical system has the distribution

∞∑
9=1

Γ 9XΛ 9
(_),

where {Λ 9 } 9≥1 are the eigenvalues of the canonical system, and {Γ 9 } 9≥1 are iid Γ( V
2
, 4
V
) (mean-2) random variables.

Proof. We can recover the spectral measure `�V,�
(dI) of <�V,�

by Stieltjes inversion, i.e.

`�V,�
(dI) = 1

c
lim
Y→0+

Im
(
<�V,�

(I + 8Y)
)
dI,

as a weak limit of measures.

From (1.6), the Weyl–Titchmarsh function of the Airy canonical system is

<�V,�
(I) = mC SAi_� (I) (0)√

� SAi_� (I) (0)

where _� (I) = −� − I

2
√
�

. The function
mC SAi_� (I) (0)√
� SAi_� (I) (0)

has simple poles at I = −2
√
� (_ 9 + �), where {_ 9 } 9≥1 are the

zeros of _ ↦→ SAi_(0). Moreover, by taking limits, we have that the residue at these poles is given by

lim
I→−2

√
� (_ 9+� )

(
I + 2

√
� (_ 9 + �)

) mC SAi_� (I) (0)√
� SAi_� (I) (0)

= −
2mC SAi_ 9

(0)
m_(SAi_(0)) |_=_ 9

.
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Now, because _ ↦→ SAi_(0) has a simple zero at _ 9 ,

mC SAi_ 9
(0)

m_(SAi_(0)) |_=_ 9

= lim
_→_ 9

(_ − _ 9 )2 mC SAi_(0)m_ SAi_(0)
SAi_(0)2

= lim
_→_ 9

(_ − _ 9 )2 mC SAi_(0)m_ SAi_(0) − SAi_(0)m_mC SAi_(0)
SAi_(0)2

= − lim
_→_ 9

(_ − _ 9 )2m_
mC SAi_(0)
SAi_(0)

.

Hence, if we have realized the Γ 9 ’s on the same probability space as the Airy canonical system so that the relation in

Proposition 31 holds almost surely, by Proposition 31 we have that

mC SAi_ 9
(0)

m_(SAi_(0)) |_=_ 9

=
Γ 9

2
.

Therefore, as the masses at the poles of <�V,�
are the negatives of the residues, we find that

`�V,�
(dI) =

∞∑
9=1

Γ 9X−2
√
� (_ 9+� ) (dI). �

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 31.

Proof. We will show the identity holds by using the coupling results of [28], which couple the tridiagonal Dumitriu–

Edelman matrix [18] to the Airy operator.

Recall that for any U > 0, a jU random variable has density proportional to GU−14−G
2/2

1G>0 and j2
U ∼ Γ

(
U
2
, 2

)
. In

terms of these variables, we define the semi-infinite tridiagonal matrix

A =

©­­­­­
«

11 01

01 12 02

02 13

. . .
. . .

. . .

ª®®®®®
¬

where 1 9 ∼ N(0, 2) and 0 9 ∼ jV 9 . We let Φ# (I) ≔ det
([I − (4#V)−1/2A]#,#

)
where [A]#,# is the top left # × #

submatrix of A. Then by the Cramer’s formula,

Φ#−1 (I)
Φ# (I)

=

([
I − (4#V)−1/2A

]
#,#

)−1

#,#
=

#∑
9=1

@2
9

I − _̃(# )
9

where {@2
9 }#9=1

are the spectral weights and where {_̃(# )
9

}#
9=1

are the eigenvalues of
[
(4#V)−1/2A

]
#,#

. By the Dumitriu–

Edelman theorem, weights and eigenvalues are independent, and the weights have a Dirichlet( V
2
,
V

2
, . . . ,

V

2
) distribution.

Following [28], we let for = ≤ # ,

F= (I) ≔
(
(2c)1/44#I

2

2−= (#I2)−1/12

√
=!

#=

)−1

,

and we define Ψ= (_) = (F=Φ=) (1 + _
2#2/3 ). We also let _

(# )
9

= 2#
2/3(_̃(# )

9
− 1). Then we have the representation that

for _ ∈ ℍ,

#
#∑
9=1

@2
9

(_ − _(# )
9

)2
= −#1/3m_

Ψ#−1 (_)
Ψ# (_)

.

On taking # → ∞, the random function on the left-hand side converges weakly and locally uniformly in ℍ to the

random function ∞∑
9=1

Γ 9

2(_ − _ 9 )2
.

By [28, Theorem 1.1], as # → ∞ we have the convergence on compacts of

−#1/3m_
Ψ#−1 (_)
Ψ# (_)

= −#1/3m_
Ψ#−1 (_) − Ψ# (_)

Ψ# (_)
law−−→ −m_

mC SAi_(0)
SAi_(0)

. �
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