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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 S-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 S-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 S-ensembles, which are point processes admitting the joint
density
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for constraining potential V: R — R and inverse temperature S > 0 (see [1] for background), the important cases of
B € {1,2,4} famously admit additional structure. These allow for explicit computations of the correlation functions,
albeit with slightly different formalisms in the cases 8 = 2 versus the cases 8 € {1,4}, and they make N — oo limits
relatively straightforward. Moreover, when specializing to the classical 8 € {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 § > 0, a powerful overarching idea was introduced in [2(]: to define random operators whose spectra
would give the local point process of S-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 sineg 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, 15, 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 Schrodinger 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-8 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 S-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
B-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 8 > 0, let 85 be a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance
4/p started at i in the upper half-plane, meaning that 83 solves the It6 stochastic differential equation

dB,g(t)z%ImBﬁ(t)dW(t) with  Bg(0) =i (1.2)

where W is a standard complex Brownian motion. Then, setting
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the stochastic sine operator is the random differential operator sending u: (0, 1) — C? to
- 0 1,0),
(Ré1 ov)Ju' where J:= 0 ! and with boundary data u(0) Il (1,0) . (1.4)
I 0 u(l) || (ReBg(e0),1) if 8> 2.

Here v(f) := —log(1l — ¢) 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 sineg point process [42].
We also introduce the stochastic Airy operator, which appears at the soft edge. It is a random Schrodinger operator
densely defined on L?(0, o) as mapping f to

Hf(1) =—f" (1) + (t + %B’(r)) f(r)  withboundarydata  f(0) =0 (1.5)

where B 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 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 —Airyg.

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 (a, b) C Ris a differential equation of the form

, . _ [0 -1
Ju' = —zHu with J = (1 0 ),

where H: (a,b) — C> is called the coefficient matrix, z € C and u: (a, b) — C2.

It may be necessary to impose boundary conditions at a and at b, 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 I?B = Rp o v and the same boundary data given in (L4). The stochastic Airy
operator cannot directly be represented as a canonical system, but we will see in Section2.4lthat 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 Hg g := 2VE (Hp — E) yields the canonical
system on (0, co) with coefficient matrix

Hg g = —1 \/Egé’E fBiEgzﬁ’E
T oWE\lergsE  Fie



where fg £ and gg g are fundamental solutions to Hg g f = 0 which satisty fg £(0) = g}i £(0) =1 and f//i £(0) =
gp,e(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 Hg r 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 ), and therefore it provides a way to unify the analysis of the Airyg and sineg point
processes under the same mathematical framework. In particular, the convergence of the shifted Airyg point process

2VE (Airyg + E) to sineg 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 7 = [0,1) if B < 2 and I = [0,1] if B > 2. For any diverging sequence {E, },en C (0, ), there
are €' bijections ng,: [0,1+e&g,) — [0, 0) where eg, = 0 when 8 < 2 but &g, | 0 when 8 > 2 such that

~ law ~
Hp.E, =g, (Hp E, °nE,) —— Rg = Rgov

in the vague topology of coefficient matrices on 1.

Remark. The number g appears for technical reasons that will be explained in Sections 2l and Bl At this point, the
mapping ng should essentially be understood as a time change from (0, 1) to (0, o0). 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 z € C when started at the identity matrix /.

Corollary 1.1. Let {E,}nen C (0, 00) be a diverging sequence, and let TI:Iﬁ £, TR’B : T x C — C>? be the transfer
matrices of the shifted and scaled Airy system and of the sine system respectively. Then

law
Ty . — Th
Hp,En n—oco Rp

compactly on I x 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 {Ey}nen C (0, 0) be a diverging sequence, and let myy, ., ,mg,: H — H., be the Weyl-Titchmarsh
functions of the shifted and scaled Airy system and of the sine system respectively. Then

law
MHg.E, > MRg

n—oo

compactly on H. This holds jointly with the convergence of transfer matrices in Corollary and furthermore the
Weyl-Tichmarsh function is invariant under the time change, so m Ap.r, = MHp 1, In particular, the spectral measures
of the corresponding systems converge vaguely in distribution.

Remark. The spectral measures associated to mpy ., mg, 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 8/2 and 4/g. This was proven in [4(, Proposition 3] in the case
of the sine operator, and we prove it here in Corollary BT.1lin the case of the shifted Airy operator. Hence, it follows
that the associated empirical spectral measures of Hg g converge vaguely to the empirical spectral measure of the sine
operator, which gives a new proof of the convergence of the point process 2VE (Airyg + E) to the sineg point process.



As the behavior of the sine system near the right endpoint of its domain is qualitatively different if 8 < 2 than if
B > 2, the proof is split in these two cases. When § < 2, the theory of canonical systems shows that this result is
basically a corollary of the vague convergence of coefficient matrices. When S > 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 Hp f = 0 towards —co. As part of this proof, we obtain the
following result.

Theorem 3. Let Hg be defined on the full real line from a two-sided Brownian motion. If f solves Hgf = 0, then for
t>1,
f(=1) = Crot 18X cosép(r)  and  f'(~t) = Crot 18X sin g4 (1)

where Cjzc0 = f2(=1) + f2(-1), &g is a process that satisfies ég(t) — 27r|_§g—£:)J — U in law as t — oo for
U ~ Unif[0,2r), and X is a process such that for any &, > 0, there are C,C’ > 0 for which

Plvi > 1,1X(1)] < c+c’(1ogt)‘/2+5] >1-e.

This complements the + — co 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
B-ensembles, and there are many significant related works. [17] shows convergence of the Bessel operator in the limit
of large a (the charge at 0) to the Airy operator. The Bessel operator is again a random Schrodinger operator, and
the convergence is in the norm-resolvent sense (see [34, Theorem 1.VIIL.20] for this and other notions of resolvent
convergence). We note that it is possible to define the resolvent (Si — z)~! of a canonical system H with appropriate
boundary conditions (see Theorem29]in appendix B)). Moreover, as a corollary of Theorems[Iland[] for z € C \ R and
any compactly supported continuous function ¢ : 7 — C2,

(Sapp, —0 ' — (Széﬁ -2y

compactly in z (this essentially follows from the integral representation for a canonical system’s resolvent—see Propo-
sition B0). For a Sturm-Liouville operator, the canonical system resolvent (S Apr — z)~! 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.VIIL.25]). We note that in related problems in random Schrédinger
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 S-ensemble, requires making a Schrodinger to Dirac type convergence. For the circular S-ensembles, this
instead can be done using Dirac to Dirac type convergence [42].

Related work on Airy;. In [28], the authors give an analytic construction of the stochastic Airy function SAia (1),
which is a random entire function of A € C satisfying Hg SAi, (1) = —ASAi,(¢) in L?(0, c0) as a function of 7 with
explicit almost sure t — oo asymptotics. The Weyl-Titchmarsh function of Theoremladmits a representation in terms
of this function, namely

SAT (9 (©) h Ap(2) = -E (1.6)
_ where (7)) =—-FE - —— .
VE SAiy, (1) (0) 2\/_

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.

MHg g (2) =



Corollary2l1. Let g denote the stochastic zeta function of [41]. There is another random analytic function¢: H — C
such that for any z € H,
SAT @O aw 21 L0
VE, SAiy,,, (2)(0) n—e g(=2)

where q is a standard Cauchy random variable independent of ¢ and (.

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[Cl

In [2, Theorem 11], an independent construction of the stochastic Airy function is given via canonical systems.
They define the regularized Fredholm determinant for z € H,

p(2) = dety (Id—zH; ") = lim €7 (Tyy, (1, 2))

t—o00

where Ty, is the transfer matrix and 7 (#) is the trace of 7{[3‘ ! restricted to [0, ] (c.f. (B:2), which gives an integral

representation for ;). The function p(z) can also be related explicitly to SAi, (0).

Finally, we comment that there is an independent approach of [23] and [22] which constructs the semigroup of the
stochastic Airy operator exp(7THg). 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 —2VE (Airyg + E) and of —sineg. 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 £ — oo.

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 5/2 and mean 2, as proven
in [40, Proposition 3] for the sine system, and here in Corollary B1.1] 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 —2VE (Airyg + E) to —sineg is already known: it was proven by
Valké and Virag in [39, Corollary 3] from a comparison with the Gaussian S-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 Section2] 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[I] including the construction
of the time change ng. We start the proof in Section ] in which we build a coupling between the Airy and sine
systems. We continue in Section[3} where we derive the asymptotic behavior of processes that appear in the entries of
the shifted and scaled Airy system’s coeflicient matrix. We then use these results to conclude the proof of Theorem/[I]
in Section[@l 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 [Al There are three more appendices: Appendix [Bl which contains
some basic theory about canonical system’s resolvents, Appendix [C] which contains the proof of Corollary P11l 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 := {z € C : Imz > 0} the upper half-plane, and by H., its closure in the
Riemann sphere, which we denote by Co,. We write Hol(H, Ho,) for the set of generalized Herglotz functions, that is,



holomorphic functions H — H., (which are just holomorphic functions H — H along with extended real constants).
We also denote by 2: €% \ {0} — C. the map that sends (z, w) to z/w.

We usually parametrize the points of the unit circle $! by an angle 6 € [0, 27r), and then write ey = (cos 6, sin 6).
In particular, eg == (1,0).

If f,g: R — R, we use the notation f < g to mean that f(r) = O(g(t)) as t — 0.

We denote by ACjoc(a, b) the set of locally absolutely continuous functions on the interval (a, b), that is, functions
f: (a,b) — Csuch that for some g € (a, b), f(t) = f(to) +ft: g(t)drforag € Llloc(a, b). If we write u € ACjoc(a, b)
and u is a vector function, we mean that u € ACj(a, b) entrywise.

Finally, we point out that we use the convention that a standard complex Brownian motion W has independent
standard real Brownian motions as its real and imaginary parts, so that in particular IE|W(¢)|> = 2¢ for all ¢ > 0.
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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 subsection2.3
Finally, we show in subsection2.4lhow 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),112, [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 (a, b) C Ris a differential equation of the form

, . _ (0 -1
Ju' = —zHu with J = (1 0 ),

where H: (a,b) — C> is called the coefficient matrix, z € C and u: (a, b) — C2.
Throughout, we always suppose that coefficient matrices satisfy the following.

Hypothesis 1. The coefficient matrix H of a canonical system has the following properties.
i) H: (a,b) — R>?,
ii) H e L (a,b)entrywise,
iii) H(t) = Ofora.e.t € (a, b),
iv) H(t) # Oforae.t € (a,b).

As coefficient matrices do not have to be very regular, solutions to canonical systems are understood in the following
weak sense: u: (a,b) — C? is said to solve the system on (a, b) provided u € ACjoc(a, b) and the equality Ju’ = —zHu
holds a.e. on (a, b). Moreover, by the theory of ordinary differential equations, the initial value problem for a canonical
system, that is, the problem

Ju' = —zHu with u(tg) =v

for some 79 € (a,b) and v € 2, always has a unique solution (see e.g. [33, Theorem 1.1]).



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 u: (a, b) — C2, define

b
fulfy = [ w @@ o
This seminorm induces the separable, infinite-dimensional Hilbert space
L%I(a,b) =L [{ueL:|lullp=0} where L= {u: (a,b) — C? : u is measurable, ||u|| g < 00}.

This is entirely analogous as the usual construction of an L? space, except for the fact that when H is not invertible, it
can be possible for an element of L%{ (a, b) 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 H is invertible everywhere on (a, b), then the canonical system is exactly the eigenvalue equation
of u — —H 1 Ju’, which is a differential operator on L%_I (a,b). When H is not invertible, there is no operator, but there
is still a maximal relation

Th = {(u, V) € Lz(a, b) @ Lz(a, b) : u has a representative ug € ACioc(a, b) with Juj = —Hv a.e.},

where by a relation on a Hilbert space # we simply mean a linear subspace of #Z @ 7. When H is invertible, this
maximal relation is simply the graph of the corresponding operator. Otherwise, 7g 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 7 is a relation on 7, then
its adjoint is

T = {(u,v) e X :YNw,x) € T,{u,x) = (v,w)}.

This is defined so that if 7~ is the graph of an operator T with adjoint 7%, then 7" is the graph of 7*. A relation 7" is
then said to be self-adjoint if 7~ = 7. 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 7 be a self-adjoint relation on a Hilbert space # . Let
74 =D(T) where D(T) = {ue%:ﬂve%’,(u,v)E‘T} and I = {vE%:(O,v)e‘T}.

Then X =% & %> and T =T\ & T, where T; .= T N (H; & H;). Moreover, Ti is exactly the graph of a self-adjoint
operatoron 1, and T, ={(0,v) e X ® H :v € > }.

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 @ and b 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 H 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 7y be the maximal relation of a canonical system on (a, b).
i) If both endpoints are limit point, then Ty is self-adjoint.
ii) If a is limit circle and b is limit point, then for each 0 € [0, ), with ey := (cos 8, sin0), the restriction of Ty by
the boundary condition e Ju(a) = 0 is self-adjoint.
iii) If a and b are both limit circle, then for 6,¢ € [0,r), the restriction of Tu by the boundary conditions
epJu(a) = e’;lu(b) = 0 is self-adjoint.



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 a, and subject to the boundary condition ejJu(a) = 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 Hypothesis2lis the function T : (a, b) x C — C>*?

such that for each z € C, the function T = Ty (-, z) is the (matrix) solution to JT' = —zHT with T(a) = I, 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 b is limit circle. Fix 6 € [0,7), and for each z € H, let
u: [a,b] — C? denote a non-trivial solution of the canonical system satisfying the boundary conditions egJuz(a) =
ey Juz(b) = 0. The Weyl-Titchmarsh function for this problem is the map m?: H — He, defined by m?(z) := Pu_(a)
where P(z, w) = z/w.

Remark. By definition of the transfer matrix, m?(z) = PTy(b,z) ' eq.

Definition 5. Suppose that Hypothesis [ holds and that b is limit point. For each z € H, let u,: [a,b) — C? be
a non-trivial Lfi (a, b) solution of the canonical system. The Weyl-Titchmarsh function for this problem is the map

m: H — H,, defined by m(z) = Pu,(a).

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 m be a Herglotz function. Then there are a € R, b > 0 and a
positive regular Borel measure u on R with fR ﬁ du(t) < oo such that

m(z) =a+bz+/ﬂ{(i— litz)dy(t),

and a, b and u are uniquely determined by m. Conversely, any m defined as such is a Herglotz function.

In particular, the spectral measure u can be recovered from the Weyl-Titchmarsh function through Stieltjes inversion:
its absolutely continuous part u,. satisfies duac(t) = % Imm(t) d¢, and its singular part can be recovered from the fact
that p({r}) = —ilimg o em(r + ie) for all 1 € 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 7 the topology generated by all
maps y — fI ¢du for ¢ € €.(Z,C). From this, we can define the following.

Definition 6. Let CS 7 denote the set of coefficient matrices of canonical systems defined on 7, and for which the
endpoints included in 7 (if any) are limit circle. We call the vague topology on CS I the topology obtained by
identifying the entries of coefficient matrices with signed measures on 7, and using the vague topology.



This vague convergence on CS 7 can be described using the pseudometrics
dy(H,H') = | /I & (0 (H(1) - H () (1) &

for ¢ € €.(I,C?). Indeed, since coeflicient matrices are symmetric, it is easy to check that H, — H vaguely on T
if and only if d,(H,, H) — 0 for any ¢ € €.(Z,C?). Just like in more familiar cases of weak and vague topologies,
the above pseudometrics can be combined to build a metric on CS 7, and it can be proven from the Stone—Weierstrass
theorem that the resulting space is separable.

Theorem 7. Let {¢; }ren C G.(I,C?) be a countable collection of functions that is dense with respect to the topology
of compact convergence. Let d: CST X CST — [0, o) be defined by

&1 dy (H H')

dHH) => 22—
kzz;zk 1 +dy, (H,H’)

Then d is a metric on CS I that induces the vague topology, and (CS I, d) 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 TM 1 the space of transfer matrices of canonical systems
that satisfy Hypothesis[2l As a space of continuous functions between hemicompact, locally compact metric spaces,
TM I 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 = [a,b) or I = [a,b]. Given f € L} (I), let
CSs 1 = {H €eCSI:wH< fon (a,b)}.
Then the map CSy I — TM I 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, He,) of generalized Herglotz functions, which is also a separable metric space under the
topology of compact convergence. Moreover, as Ho, 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[2l 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 TM J into
its subsets TMyp 7 and TM| ¢ 7 of transfer matrices of systems which are respectively limit point and limit circle at b.

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 = [a,b) or [a,b]. Let T, € TMI and T € TMyp 1 be transfer matrices with corresponding
Weyl-Titchmarsh functions m,,m € Hol(H, Hw). If T, — T compactly, then m,, — m compactly. In particular, the
map TMrp I — Hol(H, Hw,) 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[Qlin the limit circle case is the convergence of the
obvious map TMi c[a, b] X sl — Hol(H, ﬁw), where the unit circle $' 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[Qlshows how the convergence goes through in any case in which the limit
system is limit point at b, while the continuity of the map TMyc[a, b] x $! — Hol(H, H,,) handles systems that are
all limit circle at b. Yet, it is possible for a sequence of systems that are limit point at b to converge to one that is limit
circle at b. In our sense, it seems more appropriate to consider these along with convergent sequences of systems that
are limit circle at b for two reasons. The first one is that the type of result we are looking for is the continuity of a



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 b can converge to one that is limit
circle at b. 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 7, € TMyp[a, b)
with u,,: [a,b) x C — C? such that u,(-,z) is an integrable solution to the corresponding canonical system, and
take T € TMyc[a, b] with boundary condition ey, Ju(b) = 0. Then, given times t, € [a, D), the Weyl-Titchmarsh
functions of the systems in the sequence can be written as m,,(z) = PT,(t,, 2) " Yun(t,, 2), and that of the limit system
is m(z) = PT(b,z) 'ey. Hence, for m,(z) — m(z), it suffices to find #,’s such that both T,,(,,z) — T(t,,z) and
Puy(ty,z) — cot. If t, T b, we can then think of this convergence as that of the systems restricted to [a, t,] (Which
effectively become limit circle at #,,) to the limit system, along with the convergence of the “boundary conditions” at
t,, (this being Pu, (t,, z), which are not proper boundary conditions since they depend on z) to cot. If this works, it
is straightforward to stretch the time domains [a,t,] to [a, b] without changing properties of the restricted systems,
and then the problem is reduced to the convergence of systems which are all limit circle at b, only with “boundary
conditions” which depend on z.

This motivates the following result.

Theorem 10. Define M: TM,c[a,b] X € (H, C?) — CH by M(T,w) := PT(b,-)"'w. Then M is continuous on
M! (Hol(H, Hw)) under the topology of compact convergence.

Proof. To prove the continuity of M on M ™! (Hol(H, ﬁm)), it suffices to prove that M (T, w,) — M(T,w) compactly
whenever (T,,, w,) — (T, w) compactly in M ~! (Hol(H, ﬁw)), and to do so, it suffices to prove that M (T, wy)(z) —
M(T,w)(z) for every z € H, as the space of generalized Herglotz functions is sequentially compact.

Fix z € H. As T, — T compactly, (‘é: g’;) =Tu(b,2)"' 5 T(b,2)™" = (2 B). Now, if both |M (T, w)(z)| < o0
and |Pw(z)| < oo, then CPw(z) + D is bounded away from zero, so C, Pw,,(z) + Dy, is bounded away from zero for
n large enough, and
ApnPw,(2) + By APw(z)+ B
ChPwn(z) + Dy - CPw(z)+D
If IM(T,w)(z)] < oo but Pw(z) = oo, then M(T,,w,)(z) — Alc = M(T,w)(z). Finally, if M(T,w)(z) = oo,
then CPw(z) + D = 0, and it must be that |2w(z)| < co and that APw(z) + B # 0 because detT(b,z)~' = 1, so
M (T, wn)(z) — oo. u

M(Tn, Wn)(z) =

=M(T,w)(z).

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 Hy,, H be random coefficient matrices with values in CS 1. If
% P
[ @0 - HOp0 @ 0

forall ¢ € G.(I,C?), then H, — H vaguely on T in probability.

Proof. Let € > 0, and let d and {¢y}ren be the metric and functions from Theorem [l If d(H,, H) > & and
K is large enough so that 37° ., 1/2* < #/2, then there must be a k < K with dy, (Hn, H) > ¢/2. Therefore,
P[d(Hn, H) > €] < 3K | Pldy, (Hn, H) > #/2], and the result follows. n

Now, we have seen in Theorem [§] that the map from coeflicient 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.

Proposition12. Let I = [a, b) or [a, b]. Let H,, H be random coefficient matrices with values in CS I, and let Ty, , T
be their transfer matrices. Suppose that for any € > 0, there are fc, g, € Llloc (Z) such that P[trH < f.] > 1 — & and
PltrH, < g¢] =2 1 — ¢ for any n large enough. If H, — H vaguely on I in probability, then Ty, — T compactly in

probability.
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Proof. Let dcs r and dty  denote the metrics on CS 7 and TM 7. If €, { > 0, by hypothesis there is an N € IN such
that forn > N,

Pldtv 7 (Th,. Tu) > {| < Pldtvr(Th,. Tu) > {trH < fo,trHy < g| +26.

Now, pick w, w, in the sample space such that tr H(w) < fe and tr H, (w,) < ge, and define

H:=H1 {rH<fe} +H(w)1]{trH>fg} and Hn = Hnﬂ{tanggE} +Hn(wn)ﬂ{trH,,>gE}-
ThenH,, H € CS¢, 4g. 1,s0by Theorem[§] thereis a ¢ > 0 such that dcg I(I:In, I:I) > § whenever dTMI(Tgn, Ty) > <.
But by definition of H,, and A, this implies that

Pldtv 7 (TH, . Tu) > {,trH < fo,tt Hy < 85| < P|dcs 7 (Hn, H) > 6.

Therefore, if P[dcs 7 (Hn, H) > 6] — 0, then P{drm 7 (TH,,, T) > {] < 3e& for any n large enough, and Ty, — T
compactly in probability. ]

2.4 Generalized Sturm-Liouville operators as canonical systems

By a generalized Sturm-Liouville operator on some interval (a, b) € R, we mean a second-order differential operator

1 , . /
L:fH—(—(f[lJ) +sf“J+qf) with U= p(f +5f), 2.1
w

where p,q,s,w: (a,b) — Rsatisfy p # 0and w > O a.e.on (a,b) and p~',¢q,s,w € Llloc(a, b), and fI is called the
(first) quasi-derivative of f. Here, L is acting on functions from

D1 = {f € ACioc(a,b) : f11 € ACioc(a, b)}.

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 L is allowed to have a distributional potential, as s
does not have to be differentiable. Nevertheless, from the classical theory of ordinary differential equations, it can be
shown that for any g € Ll ((a,b), w(t) dt), any x, y,z € C and any y € (a, b), the initial value problem

loc

Lf=zf+g,  fo)=x, )=y

has a unique solution f € Dy (see [[19, Theorem 2.2]).

Itis 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 A: (a, b) — R>*?
that solves, for some 7y € (a, b) and an Ay € R>*? with det Ag = 1,

(1] (1]
, s q . h

A= (p_1 _S)A with A(fg) = Ag,  sothat A= (gg , )

for two linearly independent solutions g and % to L f = 0 which are determined by Ag. Here, 7 could also be chosen to
be a if it is limit circle, and likewise for b. Now, suppose that f solves L f = zf for some z € C, and set F := (f[!1, f).

Then
, s g—zw a1 _0 w
() e[ %)

Because (A™')" = —A~1A’A~!, it follows that u := A~!F solves the canonical system with coefficient matrix

01y, (g* gh
H=wJA (0 o] A= (5 i) 2.2)

where in order to get the second expression, we used the fact that the Wronskian hgl!l — hlllg is constant, meaning
that the determinant of A 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 g and 4 solve the eigenvalue equation L f = zf for
the same z (here, z = 0).
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The equivalence between solutions of the eigenvalue equation L f = zf and solutions u of the canonical system with
coefficient matrix (Z.2) goes one step further. Indeed, since J has the property that MTJM = J det M for any invertible
M, it is straightforward to see that with u = A~LF as above,

b b b
lulfy = [ @H@u = [ w0 (8 (1)) Fayd= [l P ar
a a a
Hence, a solution u of the canonical system has the same norm in L%I(a, b) as the associated solution f to Lf = zf
has in L2((a, b), w(t) dt). In particular, this shows that the correspondence u = A~ F 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 Hg, and then we build a canonical
system that is equivalent to the shifted and scaled operator Hg g = 2VE (Hp — E). We then introduce the time change
ne used in Theorem [Il 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 Hg g f = 0, and by switching the canonical system’s
coeflicient matrix into these polar coordinates, we obtain a heuristic argument for the vague convergence of Theorem|[I]
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 (L3). Originally, Edelman and Sutton avoided the white noise by defining an equivalent operator on a weighted
L? space, and then defining the Airy operator by conjugating it with an isometry between the weighted and unweighted
L? spaces [20]. Ramirez, Rider and Virdg 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

2 ¢ 2 2 4
Hpf(1) = =(f' = —=Bf) () = =B\ f = =Bf)(0) + (1= 2B (1)) f (1), 3.1)
(= Zarf - Zaolr- Zasjo (- o)
acting on functions f* € Dgy, = { f € ACjpc(0,00) @ f" — #B f € ACoc (0, oo)}, where B is a standard Brownian
motion. This operator fits the framework studied in [[19], which we related to canonical systems in Section with

4 , 2
=1, 1)=t—-—=B°(t), s()=-—=B(t), and w=1, forallte (0,00).
p q(1) 3 (1), s@) NG (1) (0, 0)
Differentiating formally the above expression, one retrieves the heuristic expression (I.3) of the operator that was given
in the introduction.

In the sequel, we will also need a characterisation of the solutions to Hgf = zf in the form of a stochastic
differential equation. To obtain it, note that if a stochastic process f does solve Hp f = z f pathwise, then by the theory
of generalized Sturm—Liouville operators, its sample paths must be absolutely continuous with a derivative f” a.e. such
that f' — \/%B f is absolutely continuous. It follows that f is a semimartingale with finite variation. Two expressions

for the It6 differential of f" — \/LEB f can then be computed: Itd’s formula shows that

.2 o 2 2
alr = 5Br) W =dr@ - 00 - —

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

B(1) f' (1) dt,

Ay = ZBr)0 = (1= ZBr) Wt =250 =SB0+ (1= B0 <) oy ar.
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Comparing these expressions shows that f solves
df(0) = f"(1) dr,

2 (3.2)
df'(r) = (t —2) f() dt + — f(¢) dB(2).
VB
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 operator Hg g = 2VE (Hp — E) for E > 0. Following the ideas
from Section[2.4] we know that as a generalized Sturm-Liouville operator, Hg £ is equivalent to a canonical system on
(0, 00). To set up the equivalence, let Ag g : [0, 00) — R**? solve

-2B(t) t—-E-%BX1) EM 0
’ _ Y/ B . _
A,B,E(t) = ( '81 zﬁB(t) A,B,E(t) with A,B,E(O) = ( 0 EI/A) .

Then Ag g can be written as

AB’E =

Yagr 2 pis apr 2 s
(E &r~ ypE 'Bepe E MG p - BE Bfﬁ,E) (33)

El/4gﬁ’E E_l/4fﬁ’E

where gg g and fg g solve Hg g f = 0 with initial conditions fg £(0) = gb’E(O) =1 and f[’g’E(O) =gge(0) =0.
Then the procedure detailed in Section [2.4] shows that f solves the eigenvalue equation Hp g f = zf if and only if

= Azl ( S J[cl] ) solves the canonical system

1 (VEZ, f
Ju' = —zHggu on (0,000  with Hgpi= —— | SRE PESRE] (3.4)
oVE \pegse  Else

Note that the boundary condition f(0) = O of the (shifted) stochastic Airy operator corresponds to the boundary
condition e;Ju(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 g : (0,1 + &g) — (0, ) is an absolutely
continuous bijection for some € > 0, then a direct calculation shows that the system (3.4) is equivalent to

JV =-m(Hgrong)v on (0,1+¢E)

in the sense that u: (0, c0) — C? solves (3.4) if and only if v := u o 57g 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
oo while the sine system is either limit point (when § < 2) or limit circle (when 8 > 2) at its right endpoint 1. Hence,
when 8 < 2, the right endpoints of all systems are limit point and we take e = 0. However, when 8 > 2, the behavior
at the right endpoint changes from limit point to limit circle so, following the ideas from Section2.2] we rather want to
take g | 0, and work out the vague convergence of the canonical systems on [0, 1].

A good candidate for g stems from the zero-temperature limit case 8 = oo, in which the problem becomes
deterministic. Indeed, when 8 = oo the Brownian motion disappears from Hg £, so the functions fe £ and g g are
simply solutions of the equation 2VE (=f”(1) + (t = E) f(t)) = 0. These are simply solutions of the Airy differential
equation but shifted by E, so fw g and g« g can be written as linear combinations of Ai(- — E) and Bi(- — E), where
Ai and Bi are the usual Airy functions. The Wronskian property AiBi’ — Ai’ Bi = I/ then directly leads to

fwo.£(f) = 7(Bi’(=E) Ai(t - E) — AV’ (~E) Bi(t - E)), (3.52)
8e.£(1) = 7(Ai(~E) Bi(t - E) - Bi(-E) Ai( - E)). (3.5b)
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The Airy functions have well-known asymptotic expansions (see e.g. [14,131]). For ¢ < E, these lead to

E' 2 4, 2 .

_ = /2 32 _ 3/2
o) = o (003(3 S(E-1) ) +O((E-1) )), (3.62)

_ 1 . (2 3/2 2 32 =32
goo,E(t) = m(sm(3 3 (E t) ) + 0((E - t) ) . (36b)

Dropping the errors, it follows that if ng < E, then
W (Heoo s 0 1) ~ 1 ( sin*(0g o nE) sin(0g o nE) cos(fk o 77E))
EVTE® 2\/_ VE —7g \sin(0 o ng) cos(0g o nE) cos? (0 o nE)

where 0g (1) = %E‘W - %(E - t)s/ %, Now, ng should be chosen so that this coefficient matrix converges to R, o v,
which is identically equal to %12 since when 8 = oo, the “hyperbolic Brownian motion” 8B, has zero variance, so it
is stuck at i at all times. If the function 6g o ng grows increasingly fast with E, 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 %12 as E — co. This leads us to choose ng as a function that makes the
prefactor go to 1, that is, g should solve equation

ny =2ceVENE —ng  with  ng(0) =0, (3.7)

where cg is something that converges to 1 in an appropriate sense. The simplest choice is, of course, to force the cg’s
to be constants. In that case, the differential equation is separable and the initial value problem is solved by the function

ne(t) = E —E(1 —cgt)*. (3.8)

However, this is only a bijection [0,1/cx] — [0, E]. When 8 < 2, we are looking for a bijection [0, 1) — [0, o), so
we can take cg = 1, use (3.8)) as a bijection [0, 1 - 1/vE] — [0, E — 1] and complete it with a bijection [1 - I/VE, 1) —
[E—1,00). When 8 > 2, we are looking for a bijection [0, 1+&g) — [0, ), s0if cg < 1 we can use (3.8)) as a bijection
[0,1] — [0,E — E(1 — cg)?]. To simplify the analysis, we take in this case cg = 1 — I/VE so that ng(1) =

In both regimes of 3, the above gives a bijection [0,7g] — [0,E — 1] for 7g = 1 — I/vE when 8 < 2 and
7g = 1 when 8 > 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

t— E—-1-cglogE —2cglog(te + |/VE — 1)

which is a bijection [7g, g + I/VE) — [E — 1, 00) and always verifies ng(7g) = E — 1. The constants are also chosen
so that T]/E(TE) =2cE VE , which matches the value obtained on the first part.
To sum up, our time change is a €' bijection ng: [0, 7 + I/VE) — [0, o) defined as

(] 2 ~
ne(t) = {E E(l=cet) ife< e, (3.9)

E-1-cglogE —2cglog(tg + Y/VE—1) ift>1g

where cg = 1 and 7z = 1 — I/VE when 8 < 2 while cg = 1 — I/VE and 7g = 1 when 8 > 2. It always satisfies
ne(te) = E - land ny(te) = 2ceVE.

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. Let Hg £ be deﬁnedfrom a standard Brownian motion B on a filtered probability space (Q, F , {F: }+>0, P),
and let ng, cg and tg be as in ). If f solves Hg g f =0, then fort € [0, 1],

Cro

o 1) = ——
fone() BT

ePsE(1) cos &5 (1) and  f ong(t) = CoE*\1 — cpteP#E W singg g (1)
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where CJZCO = VE£2(0) + T%f’z(O) and pg g and &g g solve the coupled stochastic differential equations

1 1 CE 2 . CE
d H=|= - — = 2 - 4 t dr — sin 2 dBg(t
pp.E(1) (ﬁ’ (ﬁ’ 2)003 fﬁ,E(f)+ﬂCOS &p.e( ))1_ = +\/;Sln ¢p.e(D\ 72 = E(1),
3/2 2 2 1 1
de,E(l‘) =-2cgE"*(1 - cgt)“dr - (,E - 5) s1n2§5 e(t)+— s1n4§5 E(l‘)
+ — COS 2&p.E(1) dBE(f)
with pg.£(0) = 0 and & £(0) = arctan(f'(0)/VEf(0)), and where Bg(t) = — 7)1 dB(s) is a Brownian

2cgVE J0 VE-s

motion and a martingale with respect to the filtration {F,,,. (1) }+e[0,75)-

Proof. Lety = f ong and define two real-valued processes r and & from

iy’
S

r+l$

=Sy+—

where S: [0, 7] — (0, oo) will be specified later. Note that since Hp g f = 0, f and f” satisty the coupled SDEs given
in (3.2) with z = E. It then follows from the Dambis—Dubins—Schwarz theorem that

d(f o nE) (1) = () — E)f 0 (0 (r) di + %f o (D)1, () dBE (1)

where
1 ne(t)
dB(s) = —— ———dB(s)

/WIE(t) 1
0 b, o nzl (s) 2¢eVE Jo E—s

is a standard Brownian motion and a martingale with respect to {F,,,. (1) }+¢[0,75)- 1t0’s formula then shows that

Bg(t) =

&y’ (1) = L () ' o () di + n;gu)((nE(r) _E)f om0 di+ %f o ne () J (1) dBEu)).

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

"

, g
dy’ = —Zy'dt + () (ne — E)y dt + —(nE)3/2y dBg.
’7E VB

We now use the above expression to find the 1t6 differentials of r and ¢. Applying 1t6’s formula,
dr+idé = d(log(Sy + iy’/s))

7\,

S 2%
O = B0 = 507 e T ae

((S'y + Sy’ )dt+l(n,

T Sy+ s s s? VB
2 3y
P S dt
BT e
(g2 g st s TEQD? 3y ST s/zyy
=e ((SSy +87yy + 77}5 2 +(ng) (ne S2 3 ) \/E( E)
+ i(iyy’ + () (e — E)y* - 2 (y’)2) dr + —l(n}g)3/2y2 dBE)
Mg S VB
2 4 afa YODE Y
+Ee r(nE) (y — S4 —21 Sz )dt
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We thus get the It differentials of » and & by reading off the real and imaginary parts of the equation. Using the
identities y = %er cos¢ and y’ = Se” siné, these differentials can be written only in terms of r and £ as

2 32 4 ’ )2 -F
dr = N (n§2) cos¢siné dBg + (SE cos” & + (52 + (775)(;77215)) cosgsing
. . (3.10a)
(5 - 5o € S covefeos’ ¢ —sin )
and y 2
, ) , _E 17 ’
dg:i(nE) cos’ £ dBE + Mcoszf+(n—‘g— S )cosfsinf
VB 2 S2 Mg S
e (3.10b)
— S2 sin2 IB TISE4 COS &sin f) dr

We now choose S so as to simplify the equations (Iml) on [0, 7g]. To do this, note that by definition of g on that
interval, ng (1) — E = —E(1 — cgt)* = “ E( E(t)) Hence, if

’ 7 \4
Mg ) (1) 4
=——L£ __ then ~E)=- = -s*4,
V2cgE" Ol Cre = £) 42 E

which means that the coeflicients of the cos & sin & dr and sin” & dr terms in dr cancel out, and that the coefficients of
the cos? £ dt and sin® £ dt terms in dé are equal. Moreover, with that choice of S,

S g ek ind (p®)’ 4EE  2cp
S(1)  mp()  1-cgt RO A0) T 1—cpt’

so the stochastic differential equations for r and & become

e+ 22 cose(r)siné
—CE

dr(t) = (— cos? £(1) + % cos® £(1) (cos? £ () — sin? f(t))) 0 7B

CE
dBE(1
o dBE ()

(3.11a)
and

dé (1) = —(2CEE3/2(1 —cpt)? -

cos E(r)siné(r) + E -

cos 3£(n) smg-‘(t)) dr
(3.11b)

\/i 2 CE
+%cos (1) T dBE(1).

Simplifying with trigonometric identities, we see that £g g = ¢ satisfies the desired stochastic differential equation.
For the radial part, we first rewrite as

dr(r) = (l _1 (g - l) cos2£(t) + E cos4§(t)) dt+ \/jsm2§(t)

5 27572 dBE(t)

Then we can define

F(p) = r(O)—%‘/t s ds—r(0)+ log(l—cEt)

in order to integrate out explicitly the ter é =
stochastic differential equation. Moreover, pg, E(O) = 0 by definition, and

e"OHEO) = \DepEY £(0) +iv2cgEY £7(0)
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SO

£(0) = arctan(LO)) and O = \/2CEE(\/E £2(0) + % f’2(0)> = \2czECho.

VE(0)
This finally yields the announced representations
_ 1w _V2EE" ippiin) G0 e
f o UE(I) = me COSf(Z‘) = We ’ COS{"'B’E(I) = m er COS{"'B’E(I)

and

SO ) g = —
n%(t)e sin& (1) Pk

Using the polar coordinates introduced in Proposition we can write the time-changed fundamental solutions
fg,r o nE and gg £ o nE from pairs (pg’E,fg’E) and (p/ga,E’f/%,E) as

f one(t) = " s sin £p (1) = CpoE N1 — cpt ePBED singg p(r).  m

_ 1
EVtg g onp(t) = ———— W cos £l (1), (3.12a)
EV4\T = cgt ’
1 g
EV = —— PV cosgd (1), 3.12b
2B8.E OTIE( ) E1/4\/1——C‘El e COSfﬁ’E( ) ( )
with g—‘;; £(0) =0and g—‘[‘% £(0) = 7/2, and we can write their derivatives as
E_I/Afé’E o T]E(l‘) = E1/4\/1 —CEt ep/fi.b'(t) sjné—‘[fg’E(l‘), (3.12¢)
E'gl ponp(n) = EV\1 - cpt P sin &5 . (1). (3.12d)

These four polar coordinates are not completely independent from one another. Indeed, as fg £ and gg g both solve

Hg, e f =0, their Wronskian fg g g[[;g — f}gl 1J€ gp,E is constant. It is thus equal to its value at 0, which is 1, at all times.
Hence,

_ foLe £ £ L2 . f
1= (fg.eep g — T p2p.E) 0 NE = EPEPBE cosép psingg , — ePEBE cos L | sinéy
and it follows that R
- o f
1 = ePBEYPBE s1n(§/g3’E - fﬁE) (3.13)

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

2
(1) (VEg fp.E8p.E
N (0 Hp.p o ne (D) = typans g | (D). (3.14)
oVE \IsE8sE  FlpE
Changing variables to polar coordinates, this matrix becomes, for ¢ € [0, 7£],
¢PB.E cos? &8 PBEYPRE cos £ cos &S
’ _ B.E B.E B.E
ng(Hppone)=ce| . . oot
e’B.EYPB.E cog f/fz,E cos f;ga,E ePB.E cos? f/fz,E
_A® g o
cpePhE 1 e 8. cos Aé el cE ¢*B.E cos 2% ¢¥P.E COs Zg £
— il + - k4 - »
2 e Y%E cos AL e X 2 | ¢%e cos 28 e¥P.E cos 268
B.E B.E B.E

where we introduced the notations Ag’ g = p}gg, E- plfg’  and Zg’ g = pfg’ e+ p;;’ - and likewise for phases. Remark

A _2pt . .
that (3.13) implies that ¢ ~“4E sin Aé’ g=e€ %Pp.e | Using this to replace the prefactor, we get

£ 2 /4
As.E cos A;E) L CE (eZF’ﬁ,E cos 2§§’E eZB.E cos ZE’E )

AP P f .
e 2 | e¥s.E cos E'g’E e B.E cos 2§£’E
(3.15)

L (H y=—f ( : ¢
Ng\IBECNE) = —% AP
2¢ M6.E gin Ag,E e "B.E cos Ag’E e
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Recall that the coefficient matrix of the stochastic sine canonical system is given by

1 1 —ReBgov

2ImBgov \-ReBgov  [Bgovf (3.16)

Rgov =
where B is a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/g started at i in the upper half-plane and v is a logarithmic
time-change. Comparing the two coefficient matrices, we see that (3.13) will converge to (3.16) if the second term of
(B.19) vanishes in the vague limit (which is what we expect because of the increasingly fast oscillations of the phases

flfg’ g and g};’ g) and if — exp(—AZ’ £~ iAg’ E) converges to a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/g started at i
in the upper half-plane, run in logarithmic time.
To see how this can be true, we can compute the Itd differential of the process — exp(—Ag E— iAg E). First, taking
the differences of the SDEs from Proposition[I3] we get
2V2 . CE
Ay, (1) = o AL (1) cos 5 (1), /1_7 dBg (1)
A 3.17)
- ((E - 1) sinAg’E(t) sinX E(t)+—sm2A§E(t) sin2X E(t)) El
and
2
dAS (1) = - 22 A8 () sinEh ()| —2— dBi (1)
\/B B, 1—-cgt
(3.18)
- (i - 1) sin A% (t) cos ¥ (t) + 2 sin2A% (t) cos 25¢ (t) dr
B B.E pEW T g B.E pE T g O

Then, applying Itd’s formula to — exp(—A B £ zAf 1) and using the expressions (3.17) and (3.I8), we get

AP inE 2 o 2
d(—e e ) (1) = 7 86 sin A% (1) e 20855 (1) /1_CCEE dBE (1)

B 1—-cgt

(3.19)
e %™ g A;;E(t) ((E

_0j &8 _4i &8 o, o . .
Due to the strong oscillations of e %%k and e 4151“5, it is reasonable to expect the second line here to vanish as
E — oo. 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

t
et o [ 2
/ e 2Ee® [_ZE qpp(s). (3.20)
0 1—-cgs

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/[I] that is, the proof of the vague convergence of the canonical system
equivalent to Hg g to the sine canonical system as E — oo. 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 Bg and a single complex Brownian
motion W such that the process (3.20) becomes pathwise close to W as E — co. This first step is the purpose of this
section and the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 14. Let {E, },en C (0, 00) satisfy E,, — co. There exists a probability space on which are defined a collection
{BE, }nen of standard real Brownian motions and a standard complex Brownian motion W such that szi, g, IS the

solution with f;’; g (0) = 7/2 to the SDE from Proposition[I3ldriven by Bg,,, then of any a € (0,1/2) and § € (0, @), for

all E,, large enough,
t
. 2
/ e 25k, (S)\/deEn(s) - Woug, ()
0 l-cg,s

where vg, (t) = —log(1 — cg,t) and where C > 0 depends only on 8, & and 6.

]P[ sup > E“”‘s] < 3E} log” E, exp(— CEM/%)

g, 1e[0,1-E, 7]

“4.1
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Remark. This probability space therefore supports a sequence of shifted and scaled stochastic Airy systems. Indeed,
each Brownian motion Bg can be taken to define two pairs of polar coordinates (plfg’ E’f/fz, ) and (p[gg, E,f;’;, £) as
solutions to the SDEs from Proposition[I3] with p;;’ £(0) =p% (0) = flfg’ £(0)=0and flgg’ (0) = 7/2, and these can be
used to define fundamental solutions fg £ and gg £ as in (3.12), which then allow to define a coefficient matrix (3.14)
for the canonical system equivalent to Hg . 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 W.

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 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 E > 0. Let Bg be a standard real Brownian motion, and let flgg’  be the solution
with flgg’ £(0) = 0 to the SDE from Proposition[[3]driven by Br. We discretize the time interval [0, 7] with a partition

t;: 1Y with the bounds 7y := 0 and cgty = 1 — I/VE, and wit
{J}j\’_0 ith the bound 0 and 1-1 d with

1

celi == E oy

for 1<j<N-1

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

__[ logE ]< EPlogE

2 42
2log(1+EP)| = T2-E» 4.2)

where the inequality follows from log(1 + x) > x(1 — x/2), which holds for any x > 0.
We begin by considering the first integral in (4.1)) at discrete times {¢; }¥ ., that is, we focus on the discrete martingale

J=r
n tj . . 2
Z B¢ where Bt = / 6_2’5515(“), / e dBg(s) 4.3)
3 J J tio 1-cgs
forn € {1, ..., N}. To compare this with a discretization of a complex Brownian motion, we will first compare it with

the discrete martingale
n . N _a(s. Zj . 2
>, ¢~ (Ee -0 =0(1-1)) g0 where BY = e 200 [_ZCE dBE(s) 4.4)
J=1 ! / tjio1 1—-—cgs

and where 6 is the deterministic part of gg £ that is, 0 solves

0’ (1) = =2cgE*(1 = cgt)>  with  6(0) = /2, so  0(r) =

[SSII S

g EV(1=(1=cgn)?). (4.5)

The %9’s are Gaussian, and due to the fast oscillations of 6, we expect their real and imaginary parts to be almost
independent and to have variances close to

1j 1—cgti_
ot = / °E ds = log(ﬁ) =log(l+E™P) (4.6)
tio1 1-cgs 1- CElj

for j < N. The actual correlation structure of 93]‘.’ is given by the correlation matrix

_ ]E(Re%j‘.’)z ERe % Im B¢
77 \ERe B! Im %!  E(Im%BY)> |’

so if we define -
W) = o 2 e =000 s g 4.7

where we identify x + iy € C with (x,y) € R?, then W; ~ CN(O, o?) in the sense that its real and imaginary parts
are independent are distributed as N(0,0%). Indeed, multiplying 93;’ by Zj_.l/ * removes its correlation structure so
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0'2;1/ 293]‘.) ~ CN(0, 0%), and since the multivariate normal distribution is invariant under multiplication by orthogonal

martices, the multiplication by ¢ 2 (-0=0(-1)) hag no effect on the distribution. This also shows that the W;’s
are independent.
Our first goal is thus to study, forn € {1,...,N},

n
D (B =Wy = A5 + ATV
j=1
where
n n
£60 & =2i(&5 L (tj—1)—6(tj- - Z20(£8 (1;-1)=0(t;-
ALY = Z;(gg/ _ o A (1) =01 1))‘%5](?) and Agw - Z;(e (&5 (tj-1)=6(1; 1))%f—Wj).
J= Jj=

Setting AS? := 0 = AW, both {A; “} N
by {BE(tj)}j-v:(y

N, and {ASY}N are martingales with respect to the filtration { F; }N ' , generated

Step 1: Replacing the phase by its deterministic approximation. We first control the martingale {Afa f:’ 0
Fixing j € {1,...,N — 1} and using the identity e =2'* — ¢72¥ = 2j¢~"(**¥) 5in(y — x), we can write the martingale’s

Jjth increment as

BE - UL =)= 015-1)) g0

J
_ 2
=2i/ I8 1 (5)+0(5) =017 1) +ES 1 (1 1))Sm(9(s) 00t 1) = £, (5) + €5 (1) 1)) [ CCE 4B (s).
t

J-1

This expression already makes it obvious that the quadratic variation of the stochastic integral is bounded by 802,

(£ (1) 0(ts
~2i(&p £ (1j-1) H(tf‘l))%f is 80-2-subgaussian, both conditionally on F;_1 and

and therefore that the increment 93/‘5 —-e
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 1t0’s isometry to the above expression for the jth increment, and as sine is 1-Lipschitz, we get

]E[@jf _ e—2i<§,§,5<z,»_1)—e(rj_m%ﬂz ‘ ojj_l] < SE

/ |9(s)_9(t] 1) - é:IBE(S)-'-é:BE(t] 1)| ds‘t/’] 1]

tj-

Now, by definition of 6 and 52, g forany s € [tj-1,25],

s21 1
6(s) — 0(1j-1) = €5 (5) + &5, (15-1) =/ ((E - —)sin2§[gg’E(u)+ﬁs1n4§-‘BE(u))—du

. 2 1—-cgu
s

_2_\7'; o cos fBE(u)‘/ dBE(u)
1

The first term is immediately bounded by ( % + 5)0'2, while the quadratic variation of the second one is bounded by

%0‘2 so Bernstein’s inequality for martingales (see e.g. [36, Exercise IV.3.16]) shows that for any x > 0,

o t \/_‘/ cos fﬁE(M)\/idBE(u)|>x|gj 1] <2€Xp( Bx 2)

On the complementary event, we thus see that

]P

! 31 2
ftjl|0(s) —0(1j-1) —ff},E(s)+§f;,E(t,~_1)|21_071zEs ds < ((E+E)0-2+x) o2
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Now, using a layer cake representation, we can write

. 2
]E[L%jg 3 e—zz(fﬁg,E(t_,-fl)—9(f_i—1))%6‘2 ‘ 9'—1] < S(E + l) ot
J J I B 2

) tj 2 CE
+8/ P / Q(S)—Q(I'_l)— g (S)+ g (ti-1) ds > ‘97'_1](31 ,
(341206 ZH‘ J $pE $pel) ‘ 1—cps Y1y Yy
and changing variables by setting y = (( % + %)0'2 + x)20'2, We can use our previous estimate to get
i D60 3 1)2 (3 1 2
IE[|%’f — ¢ A& ) 9(:_;—1))g?|2 | 9/4] < 8(— + —) o® +320'2/ (— + —)0’2 +x exp(— Px )
J J :8 2 0 ﬁ 2 160’2

= 8(% + %)20-6 +64(% + %)\/go-s + %0-4.

For any E > 1, we know that 0 = log(1 + E™P) < E™P < 1, and thus for E > 1 we find the estimate

& _2-(§g (tji—1)-0(t;-1)) 2 . . 3 1\2 (3 1 256
E||f - e Ge 0 gof |7 | < Cpot with G = 8(E+§> +64 E(E+5)+7' 4.8)
Finally, from the estimate on the conditional variances of increments and the fact that the increments are
802-subgaussian, both conditionally on their past and unconditionally, we can apply Corollary 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 x > 0,

2/ 2
JP[ sup |A59|>X}S2(2+N(N—1))exp(—%min{(xmg2)3 X" log?2 })

l1<n<N-1 120v2 9Cs(N - 1)o4
xlog2 1/ xlog2\%3
+4exp(— exp(— .
3y2Cs(N - 1)a2 4(120\/5)
Asc? < E™P and N < EP logE for all E large enough by [#.2), this shows that
1 E"Pxlog2\* EPx*log?2
P| sup |A59| > x| < 2E% longexp(——min{( X108 ) , * 08 })
1<n<N-1 2 1242 9Cglog E 49)
xlog?2 1 (E"’xlog2\¥> ‘
+4exp| ————ex —(7)
3y2CslogE  \4\ 12V2

for any E large enough.

Step 2: Comparing with a Gaussian random walk. We now estimate the supremum of the martingale {AJV}Y .
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 e_Zi(gﬁg’E“f")_9(”"))93/(.’ -W; = e 2 e (=)= 00-0) 0'2;.1/2)93/(.’ by definition of W, where
again we identify complex numbers with vectors in R? for matrix products. This means that

Z20(E8  (ti_1)—0(ti_ 2 -1
lE[|e e rm0=00-0) g0 _yy | |GJ]-_1] < oz, - LIBE[|1BY1? | Fi1].

The definition of 93;’ directly yields

Bl1s8f 551 = [ 12 as =202
o 1 —CES

so we only have to estimate the norm of the matrix a'Zj_.l/ > — I, which is its largest eigenvalue, in magnitude.

Following [29],

02 ) 0 0
]E(Re%j) +4/det X 1ERe93j Im%j
2 9
ERe%;)Im%’;) ]E(Im(%;.)) +4/det;

1

tI'Zj + ZVdeth

2 _
Zj =

21



and from this together with the fact that trX; = ]E|<93’]‘.) |> = 202, it is straightforward to compute that 0'2;. v I> has
trace and determinant

1+0"2‘/det2j ) “1) o2 1+a"2‘/det2j !
R A +

/
d det(cX.”” — D) = -2
2074 det X; an et I 2) YdetX; 20074 det Z;

and it follows that the eigenvalues of 0'2;.1/ *— I are

tr(ox; - h) =2

1-0724/detX;

In particular, 1 (tr(o'ZJ_.l/2 - 12))2 = df:t(O'Z;l/2 ~ D)+ Sy
J

1+0"2\/det2j 1 —a"zvdeth
S —— i S ——
204 det ZJ' 204 det Zj

As X} is positive semi-definite, it must be that detX; < 1(trX;)? = %, so these eigenvalues are real and the one with
the largest magnitude is that with the positive sign. Hence,

L 1+ 0 2\Jdel S, — 204 det 3 | - o2,/dety;
loZ. " =Dl =41 + 14—
J 204 dets; 20 4dety;

As0 < o4 detX ;i < 1, we can get rid of the first square root using Bernoulli’s inequality, which yields

o= D, < (1-072\fdetT;)(1 + 2072 [detZ; ) 1 - o2\[detT;

j 4o~ det z; 204 dety;

<3(a'4—det2j)+ ot —deth 410
=T ddets; 2dets; (4.10)

It thus remains to control the difference between o* and det X ;- Note that because ]E|9§H [> =202,

ot — detT; = o* —~ E(Re #Y)2 E(Im %Y)* + (ERe B¢ Im B! )’
_ 0 02 2 02 2 042
= (ERe B/ Im B])" - (0° — E(Re %7)°) (0° — E(Im B})?).

By 1t6 isometry,

tj
]EReQ?f Im%‘f =/ cos 26 (s) sin26; (s)
tj—

Jj-1

02—E(Re%f)2 = /tj( —2cos?26; (s))

tj-1

/ sm49j(s)c—E ds,
1-cgs
f cos46?j(s)1 e

02—E(Im%f)2:/ (1 —2sin?26; (s)) sds:/ cos40; (s)

J-1 J-1

ds,
ES

ds,
CES

SO
2

.
f T 00 _CE 4
tio 1—cgs

To estimate this, we use the fact that 6’ (s) = —2cgE”*(1 — cgs)? to write

/[_i e4i€(.§‘) CE ds = I / e4lg(s) 4[9/(5‘) ds
ti1 l—cgs 8E (1-cgs)3

J

ot —dety; = 4.11)

An integration by parts then gives
ftj SHi0(s) _CE g _ i e0(s)
tj-1 I —cEs 8E2\(1 - cEs)?

22
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ti-i ti-1 (1 - CES)
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which can be bounded as

T e 1 1 1 1’ 1
/ 6419(A)C—Eds' < S ( 5+ 3 +3/ e 1 ds) = — 3
i1 1—-cgs 8E°1 (1—CEl‘j) (l—CEl‘j_l) i1 (I—CES) 4E/2(1—CEtj)

J= J

Using this with (@.11) in @.10),

o= = b < ! 5o+ ! , where  §j = ———,
J 4(160’4—5j) 2(160’4—(52.) E’/z(l —CEl‘j)
v J
and from this we conclude that
) 362 S 2
]E[|e—2l<§,§,b~<rj_1>—e<z,»_1>>%jje —w,f | ojj_l] < 202( j J ) @.12)

+
4(1604 - (5?) ’2(160’4 _ 53)

To ensure that this estimate on the conditional variance of increments is small, we must ensure that ¢; is small
compared to 0. If we take cetj € [0,1 - E "'+ for some a € (0,1/2), then by definition of t; we know that
(1+EP) <E'"2 50

. logE
<(1- — =" < (1- .
j=<( 2a)210g(1 TE) S (1 =2a)N, 4.13)

and as (1 + E~P)N=! < VE by definition of N, it follows that

-p\3Jj .
o= LHEDT +Ez/p) L < g < pHO20 ) ¢ prietey
E» 2

lw

Combining this with the bound log(1 +x) > x(1 — x/2) for x > 0 by which 20> > E™P(2 - E™P),
3log E
eXP(z(zig—n )

i
i o p-Ga-p)
202 2-E-P

If we take p < 3a, then the right-hand side vanishes when E — oo, since N grows faster than log E (more precisely,
like E? log E). In that case, this shows that 6; < 202 for any E large enough.
So, choosing p < 3 and cgt; € [0, 1 — E '] we obtain that 6; < 20°? and the estimate @.12)) becomes

5 §; 2 o7 1
J J ) J (4.14)

2i(EE (1 1)—0(1: 2

E[e 25 £ (1-1)=0(1;-1)) g0 _ . |g,_ ] < 202( + _

| 7 =Wl Fi 802 ' 2452 202 202E3(1 - cgt;)®
for any E large enough.
Z2i(E8 (tr) -0t . o .
Now, by definition, the increments e 20(8p, (1j-1)=6(1j-1)) 93](.’ — W; are centered Gaussian conditionally on their past.
Therefore, the estimate (£.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 {A?") of the full martingale (which is essentially
the sum of the conditional subgaussian constants—see Appendix [A] for the full definition). Summing up @.14) while
assuming that cgt, € [0,1 — E~/**] so that the estimate applies to all increments, we get

Ay = ZE“e—zi(fﬁg,h—(n-l)—e(tj-l))ggje _ Wj|2 | 97,--1]
i=1

1 & i (A+EPY(Q+EP)"_]
<~ > (1+EP)Y =
T 202E3 jzz;( ) 202E3 E-pr

Asheren < (1 -2a)N,

NG -p\6
Ay < A+ E7P) pop-sis-2a)tegly) - UTEP) 3020 0 sga-p)
"TO2-E°P 2-E-»P
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The first two factors here converge to 1/2 and 1 respectively, since N grows faster than log E, so this shows that
(AW, < E72GeP) for any E 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 x > 0,

P E2(3a—p)x2)

2

sup|AZV]| > x] < 4exp(— (4.15)
n

where the supremum is taken over all z such that cgt, € [0,1 — E™/>+],

Step 3: Extending to the continuum. Now, we extend the random walk {W; }5‘; _11 to a complex Brownian motion.
To do this, extending the probability space, we define a collection {X; }j_v: ‘11 of independent complex Brownian bridges
with X;(0) = X;(1) = 0, taken to be independent of Bg. From these, we start by defining Brownian motions on
intervals [UE(l‘j_l), UE(tj)] where vg () == —log(1 — cgt). Since W; ~ CN (0, 02), both real and imaginary parts of
0"1Wj are real standard normals, so given an independent random variable Z, by properties of Brownian bridges, each
process

s — UE(lj_1)> s = UE(lj—l)W_
J

s0—>Z+0'Xj( 5 5

(o (o

is a complex Brownian motion on [U e(tj-1),ve(t j)] with the law of Z as its distribution at time vg (¢;-1). To build our
complex Brownian motion W, we can stitch the above Brownian motions together as follows. We set W(0) := (0), and
thenfor0 < s < vg(ty—1) wesetk(s) := min{j € N : s < vg(tj+1)} tobetheindex j suchthatvge(t;) < s < vg(tj.1),
and

k(s) s —vE(tks))y 8 —VE(ti(s))
W(S) = Z Wj + O—Xk(s)+1( ) ) ) + 2 ) Wk(s)+1.
= o o

Finally, for s > vg(ty-1), we simply extend again the probability space to add an independent standard complex
Brownian motion W, and we define W(s) := W(ve(tn-1)) + W(s — ve(tn-1)).

Since W is a complex Brownian motion on each interval [UE (th-1), vE(tn)] forn < Naswellason [vg(ty—_1), ),
to check that it is a complex Brownian motion on [0, co) we only have to check that it is a.s. continuous at the endpoints
vE(t,) of these intervals. To do this, fixn < N, and note that k (v (#,,)) = n by definition, so that W (vg (2,)) = W
for each n < N. It is clear that this is a.s. the value approached from the right, since k does not change from that
direction (or just because W is a.s. continuous if n = N — 1). With s T vg(1,), k(s) = k(ve(t,)) =1 =n—-1,and as
vE(ty) = ve(ta_1) = 0%, we get that

n—1 n
W(s) = D\ Wi+0Xu(1)+ Wy = D\ W
j-1 Jj=1

Hence, W has a.s. continuous paths on all of [0, c0), 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
t
gt (s [ 2
/ . 2§§,E(~)\/EdBE(S)—WovE(I)
0 1-cgs

WithSg o ={neN:0<cgt, <1-E /@) " we can extend a little bit the interval over which the supremum is
A< sup sup

taken to write
t
oy 2
/ B th,f,E(S)\/IdBE(s) - Woug(l)
nESE,(l te[tn—l’tn] 0 1 h CES
Th-1 . 2
/ e—thé,E(S)\/IdBE(s) —Wouvg(th-1)
0 1—cgs

In Y 2
/ ¢ 2i.e(5) idBE(s)|+|WouE(t)—WovE(tn_l)| .
f 1-cgs

A= sup

cete[0,1-E12+a]

< sup
neESE,a

+ sup sup (

nESE, o t€[th-1,tn] -1
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The integral that appears in the first line is exactly Z;?;ll %’f, and W o vg(t,—1) = Z:!;ll W; by construction of W.
Therefore,

A< sup [AFC)+ sup [ASY] (4.16a)
neSe, o neSE o
o oier (s) | 2cE
+ sup sup / e “epe) [ ——— dBEg(s) (4.16b)
neSE,a teltp-1.tn |1/ t0-1 1 —CES
+ sup sup |WovE(t) —WOUE(tn_1)|. (4.16¢)

nESE, o t€[th-1,tn]

The first line is controlled by the results and from Steps 1 and 2. In the other two lines, for fixed n the
supremum is that of a complex martingale on [#,_;,?,], 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 are both bounded by

2 1 —cgta-
f L g5 =21og — Bl _olog(1+ EP) < 2E7P,
3 1—cgs 1-cgt,

n-1

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

t
-2 2
/ . 2l§§,E<S)\/IdBE(s)
th-1 - e

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

P

sup

pr2)
teltnflJnJ

> x] < 4exp(—

1—-cgt,—
vE(ty) = vE (1) = 2 log % <2E°P,
— CEln

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

EPx2

]P[ sup |W ovg(t)—Wo vE(tn_1)| > x] < 4exp(—
te|

[nfl,[nJ

)

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 E large
enough and x > 0,

1 E"’xlog2\¥* EPx*log2
P[A > x] < 2E*P log® E exp ——min{( 08 ) ,— o2 }
2 482 144Cglog E

xlog2 (1 E"Pxlog2 2/3)) E?Ba=p)y2 EPx?
+4expl ————exp| - | ——— +4exp|l————— | + 8N exp|— .
p( 1225 l0gE " il 482 ) -5 o)

Notice that the powers of E and x are balanced if we set p := 2. With this value for p, if x = E~2*° then all exponents
are at least of order E°°? for E large enough, and we conclude that

P[A > E-“*°] < 3E* log2 Eexp(—CEz‘%),

where C > 0 depends only on 3, @ and 6.

Step 5: Combining all spaces together. The above construction yields, for a given E > 0, a probability space on
which are defined a standard real Brownian motion Bg and a standard complex Brownian motion W such that
holds if E is large enough. Thus, given a sequence {E, },en C (0, o) such that E,, — oo, 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 (R,, #,,P,) and W, denote the probability space and the complex Brownian motion built above for E = E,
and a standard real Brownian motion Bg,. As the initial Brownian motion Bg, is arbitrary, we can choose it to be
defined as arandom variable Bg, : Q, — € ( [0, c0), ]R) , using the construction of Brownian motion on a Wiener space.
In the same way, taking the Brownian bridges used to built W,, with continuous paths, W,, has surely continuous paths,
and W,,: Q, — %([0, ), C) where the space %([0, ), C) is endowed with a product of the Wiener measure with
itself. Using these constructions, on each space (2, %, P,,) we have two Brownian motions Bg, and W, with joint
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law Pw, g, on % ([0, 00),C) x €([0, o), R) with the completion of its Borel c-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 pg, |w, : €([0,0),C) x B(% ([0, ), R)) — [0, 1] such that
Pw, . B, =Pw, ® pp, |W,-

Now, set Q = € ([0, ), C) x ([0,0),R)" and let F := B(Q) be its Borel c-algebra. Then, define kernels s,
on the partial products € ([0, %), C) x l—I;‘=1 ([0, ), R) by setting ptn(w, b1, ..., by_1,A) = PBg, W, (W, A). By
the Tonescu-Tulcea theorem, there exists a measure IP on (€2, %) such that for A € (% ([0, ), C) x € ([0, ), R)"),

)]N

(o) n
Pax [ ) :/(I—IpBEn|Wn(w,dbn))]PWn(dw),
j=n+1 Atj=1

and in particular if A € B(€ ([0, ), C)) and B € B(F ([0, ), R)), then

P(AXQy X XQu g XBXQu_y X--+) = / / PBg, (W, (W, db)Py, (dw) = Pw, 5, (A X B).
AJB

Therefore, for any n € N the projection onto coordinates 1 and n + 1 has the desired distribution for the pair (W, Bg,, ),
and all of the Brownian motions we need are well defined on the space (Q2, &, P). [ ]

S Asymptotic behavior of some processes

This section is devoted to the next step of the proof of Theorem Now that we have an appropriate probability
space on which to work with specific real and complex Brownian motions Bg and W, we wish to compare the process
- exp(—AZ £ iAg’ ) that appears in the first term of the time-changed shifted Airy system’s coefficient matrix as
written in (3.13) with a hyperbolic Brownian motions driven by W. 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 W is a geometric Brownian motion driven by Im W, and
second because by the Wronskian identity (3.13), the imaginary part of — exp(—Ag’ E— iAg’ ) can be written in terms
of p - only.

For most of this section, we will work on the probability space (Q, %, P) from Lemmal[l4] and therefore we restrict
the shift E to be part of some diverging sequence {E, },en. To simplify notation, we will drop the n subscript and
simply talk about limits as £ — oo, although in this context these should be understood as limits taken along a discrete
sequence.

When working on that space, we will still use p/gf, B pé’ £ gé’ g and g-‘[fg’ g to denote the solutions to the SDEs from
Proposition[13] with p/g}’E 0) = pg’E (0) =0, é:[f?,E (0) =0 and §§’E (0) = #/2, but now these solutions will always be
taken to be driven by the corresponding Brownian motion Bg from Lemmal[l4]

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 Hg g f = 0, which causes them to average out when E is large.

Lemma 15. Let &g g be a solution to the SDE from Proposition[I3] driven by a standard Brownian motion B. Let Xg

solve
dXE(1) = ag (D XE (D) —o— di + bp () Xe (1) | —o— dB(1)
1—-cgt 1—cgt

on [0, 1], where ag and bg are complex stochastic processes on [0,7g]. Fix T € (0, 7g] and a nonzero k € R, and
suppose that ag and bg are bounded on [0,T] by constants mgy, mp > 0 independent of E. Then, there are constants
C,C’ > 0depending only on B, my, my, and k such that for any M,x > 0,

! e (s cM
]P({ sup |Xg| < M} N { sup |f XE(s)eklfﬁ.E(S)L ds| > X+ }73;)
1€[0,T] refo,TJo 1-cgs E¥(1 = cgT)

< 4dexp

C'E3(1 = cgT)%x?
(_ M? )
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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 ag Xg and bg Xg 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 £g £ satisfies

_ 3201 _ 2 & CE & CE
dfﬁ’E(t)— 2cgE"*(1 = cgt) dt+R,B,E(t)1_ Etdt+S'8’E(t) 1 Zcpt dB(t)

where
2 1
&
RS =~(3 e 2)
An application of 1t6’s formula then shows that

d(e*esE) (1) =eki§ﬁ’E(’)(—2kicEE3/2(l—cEt)zdt+kiS§E(t) Ty e - dB(1)
EONTT

+(kiR§’E(t) ~ BE(I))

1 2V2
sin2ég g — 7 sin4ég and SE’E = ——cos’ép .

VB

)

Thus, for ¢t € [0,T],

/ X (s)ekipr() _E g _ ! ft X(s) d(e"1eE) (s)
0 1-cgs 2%ikE? Jo (1-cgs)?

— kiS§ p(s)ekien ) |—E__ 4B(s) (5.1)
1- CES

. . CE
_ okigpE(s) (kle,E(s) - TSE,E(S)z) g ds).

If Ye(t) == (1 — cgt) > Xg(f), then

CE VCE
dYg(t) = Xg(t)(3 + 1)) —————dt + Xg(t)bg () ————————dB(1),
(1) = Xe()(3+ag( ))(l—cEt)4 £(1) E()(l—cEt)7/2 (1)
which also implies that
KigsEN(py _ 1s kigp g (1) g€ __‘E
d(YEg, e""P-E)(t) = kiXg(t)e" 5P S'B’E(t)bE(t)(l m——: dr

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

[ g(ebenr - X
¢

t
—ki/ XE(S)eki.fﬁ,E(s)SgE(S)bE(S)C—Eds

y (1-cEs)? (1-ces)® |y 0 ’ (1-ces)*
t
- ki .k (s) Y _ Nee
A Xge(s)e ((3 +ag(s)) 0 —cps)? ds+bg A cp) dB(s))
and substituting this in yields
f Xp(s)ekiene() _—E__ 4

0 1 —CES

1 XE(s)eklfﬁ,E(s) t t Kin(s) (15cE \/C_

S ( | - A X ()M e (kiSE L () + bE(s))m dB(s) (5.2)
0
) c
- ‘/0 Xg(s)ekiene() (klR'fE(s) —S'fE(s)2 +3+ag(s)+ szg’E(s)bE(s))m ds).
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Given M > 0, each of the three terms can easily be bounded on the event & = {sup,E[O,T 1 Xe(@)] <M } First, since
1 —cgT < 1, on @ the first term is bounded by

M 1 M
3 ( 3+ 1) S T 3
20k|EV2\(1 = c£T) IK|EV2(1 = cgT)’

Then, since |R§’ gl <3/p+1/2and |S§’ el < 2V2/\B, the third term of (5.2) is bounded on € by

M (3|k| |k| 4k? 2klmpV2y [P cE M 3 1 4lk| 3+mg 2mpV2
—+—+—+3+m,+ ) ds 7 (—+—+—+—+ )
20klEN B2 B VB o (1-cgs)? 6E(1-cgT)3\B 2 B |k| VB

Finally, still on €, the brackets of the real and imaginary parts of the second term of (3.2) are bounded by

LZ(MW)Z/’ ey M? (N @)2
A2E3\" B b 0 —cps) = 2B )\ VB T T

As this holds for any ¢ € [0, T, applying Bernstein’s inequality for martingales to both the real and the imaginary parts
of the stochastic integral shows that for any x > 0,

1 ! - \VCE
PN S — X kigp.e(s) (kiS4 +b ——dB > }
( {ZESII(JFTJ 2ikE3/2,/o £(s)e (ki 5.6 () E(s))(1 7 (s)| = x
< dero| 12 2V2  mp\2E3(1 — cgT)0x?
< 4€exXp ( \/E m) —M2 .

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

11 2kl 3 mg mpV2

= —+—+—0—+ + +
2 12 38 2|kl 6lk]  3+/B

This result has two immediate corollaries.

and C = 12(2\/\/3_ %) 2. ]

Corollary 15.1. Ifk # 0 and a € (0,1/2), there are C,C’ > 0 depending only on 8 and k such that for any x > 0,

]P[ sup
cte[0,1-E™2+a]

Proof. We apply the lemma with Xz = 1 so that ag = bg = 0, and with ¢cgT = 1 — E""**®_ As in that case
]P[supte[o’ﬂ | XE ()| > 1] =0, we can take M = 1 to get that there are C, C’ > 0 such that for any x > 0,

_ (' Foa 2
< 4o CETX

t
/ ekigﬁ,ﬂs)CiE ds‘ > x+CE3@
0 1-cgs

3 6,2
< 4e—CE (I—CET) X .

sup |/ ekicpe(s) L ds‘ >X+—————— < 3
te[()T 1 -cgs E2(1 - cgT)

This is exactly the announced result since E¥>(1 — cT)3 = E3®. [

Corollary 15.2. If k # 0, then for every € > O there is a C. > 0 depending only on B, k and & such that

t
sup |f okigpe(s) _CE ds‘ > Cs] <&
rel0,7£]J0 1-cgs

Proof. Applying the lemma with Xg = 1 so that ag = bg = 0 and with M = 1 and T = 7, we get that for some
C,C’ > 0 depending only on g and k, for any x > O,

P

]P[ sup ‘/ ekigpE(s) 2 d|>x+C < 4e €N,
te0,7g ] 1 —CES
and taking x large enough so that 4e7Cx < ¢ yields the result with C, == x + C. ]
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5.2 The geometric Brownian motion

—2p8 . . . .
We are now ready to tackle the convergence of the process e pE t0a geometric Brownian motion driven by Im W.

Proposition 16. On the probability space from Lemma if @ € (0,1)2) and 6 € (0, @), then for any E € {E; }neN
large enough, there is a C > 0 depending only on 3, a and  such that

]P[ sup 2plgg’E(t) +log GB,E(t)‘ > E_‘”d] < 4E** log? E exp(-CE*’")

cpte[0,1-E™ 12+
where Gg g (1) = exp(\/%_g ImW ovg(t) - %UE(I)).

Proof. By definition of pfg i

sup
cpte[0,1-E 12+

pr;’E(f) + 2 ImW ovg(t) — ’%UE(t)‘

VB

2 ! 2cE 2
< sup — / sin 2£5 () dBg(s) + —=ImW o vg(t)
CEZG[O,I—E_1/2+"] \/B 0 B.E 1- CES \/B
4 — t 2 t
+ 4-Al sup / cos 2§-‘§ £(8) e ds' += sup / 005452’; £(9) L gy,
ﬁ CEtE[O’l_E*I/Z-Ht] 0 ? 1- CES CEtE[O,l—E71/2+"] 0 ’ 1- CES

The first supremum can immediately be controled by Lemma [I4] simply by taking the imaginary part in (Z.I). The
other two are controlled by Corollary [[5.1] which implies that there are constants C, C}, C4, C} depending only on
such that for any x > 0,

t

P|: Sup Ak|f COS kf[g? E(s)ciE ds‘ > x4+ CkE—3(y:| < 4e_cllcE6(tx2

CEtE[O,l—E_l/Zﬂl] 0 ’ 1- CES
4-pBl

for k =2 and k = 4 and where A, = lT and A4 = 2/g. Then for all E large enough,

2 2
]P[ sup 2p[g3E(t)+—ImWovE(t)— —vE(t)‘ > E“”‘S}
cete[0,1-E ra] B

VB
<P sup 205 £ (1) + \/% ImWouvg(t) - %UE(O‘ > %E‘M +(Cy+ C4)E‘3”]
cpte[0,1-E™"2ra) ’
C’ E4ar+25 C’ E4ar+25
< 3E* log® E exp(-CE™") + 4 exp(—zT) + 4exp(—4T)

where C is the constant from Lemma [I4] with the bound A%E ~a@+% These bounds are dominated by the first term, and
combining them together for E large enough yields the announced result. ]

_h 8 g .
Using properties of Brownian motion, we can take the exponential and compare e . and e*B-E to the geometric
Brownian motion Gg g and its reciprocal.

Corollary 16.1. In the setting of the proposition, for any 6 € (0, @) and any E large enough,

_ 2
]P[ sup e WpE® _ Gﬁ,E(t)| > E_‘”‘5] < , (5.3)
cprel0,1-E™'Pa] log £
and if a > [ﬁ and § < %(a(ﬁ +2) — 1), then for any E large enough,

2

20% (1) 1 ‘ Q’(IB+2) —ﬁ(;— 1 :| ,85
P su e"BEY — ———| > exp|— logE)| <2expl-————10gE|. (54)

LE,E[O,I_‘;W Gp.e (1) d 2 e£) P~S6t1 -2 25)
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Proof. Since
_2p8 2 .
‘e e - Gﬁ’E| < Gp el2pf, ; +10g Gp o] metioe Onr|
and
20 p+log Gp,kl

20% 1 ‘
eTBE — 2 +logGg.Ele
| Gp.e Gp.e | p/g E gGp, E‘

given the proposition, what remains to control here is only the suprema of the geometric Brownian motion Gg g and
its reciprocal.
Recall that

2 2
Gl (1) = eXp(J_r— ImWouvg(r) ¥ —UE(Z‘)).
e VB B
We are interested in the supremum of this process over cgt € [0, 1 — E~"/>*@], which can be understood as the supremum

over s = vg(t) € [0, (% — a)log E]. Now, from the joint density of a Brownian motion and its running maximum,
an application of Girsanov’s theorem shows that for y > 0 (see e.g. [4, Part II, §2.1, formula 1.1.4] for the precise

statement),
1 1 B (1= 20)log B
_5(1—erf(§(y\/(1_2a)log]§i\/ B )))

P13 e | 2E))

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 — erfx < ¢™* for x > 0, and we can simply bound the second one with the basic property
%(1 —erf) < 1. We thus obtain for y = loglog E and E large enough that

]P[ sup (i— ImW(s) ¥ —) 2y
el0.(-a)10gE] " VB B (5.5

2 2
]P[ sup (— ImW(s) — —S) > loglogE]
€[0,(1-a)log E] VB B

1 1 B (1 -2a)logE\2 1 1
< Eexp(—z(loglogE\/(1 “2a)log E +\/ I ) +exp( loglogE) YR logE’

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

1 1
2E (724 logE'

]P[ sup Gpe(t) >2logE| <
cptel0,1-E™"2ra]

(5.6)

On the intersection of the complement of this event with the complement of the event in the proposition with § replaced
with d/2,
£
sup ‘e_ZPﬁ:E(’) ~Gpp(n)| < EZ**Pexp(E~*)logE < E~**°
cpte[0,1-E 2+
for E large enough, and combining the tail bounds (which are dominated by the 1/iog £ term) yields (3.3).

With the bottom sign in (3.3), we use again the bound 1 — erfx < e~ valid for x > 0, but now on both error
functions, so this is only valid for y > 1_‘# log E. This yields

2 2s 1 B (1 -2a)logE\2
]PL[ e (_«/_/?Imw(shﬁ)zy] eXp( (y\/(l—Za)logE \/ 5 ))

€[0,(3-a)logE]

Taking y = (T +£)log E, we get

[se[() <7_a’) logE]
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On the intersection of the complement of this event with the complement of the event in the lemma with § replaced

with ¢/3,
; 6 1-2 0
Sexp(E“'+é/3+(—a/+§+ 5 a+§)10gE)

£
sup epet) _
crte[0,1-E™'2+a] Gp.e(1)

1
< exp(—ﬁ (a/(,B +2) - 6 - 1) log E)

for E large enough. If @ > +2, then taking 6 < 3 (a/(,B +2) — 1) ensures that the exponent is negative, and combining
the tail bounds (which are dominated by the negative power of E) gives (3.4) for E large enough. ]

5.3 The real part of the hyperbolic Brownian motion

_opt . . . .
In the last section we saw that the process e %Pp.E becomes a geometric Brownian motion driven by ImW as E — oo.
Now, we use t.his to prove the following result, hence finishing to compare — exp(—AZ’ £~ iAg’ ) With a hyperbolic
Brownian motion driven by W.

Proposition 17. On the probability space from Lemmall4 for any a € (0, 1/2) and 5 € (0, @/4), there is a C > 0 such
that

> E_”/“*‘s} < ¢

]P[ sup —e e cog AL () - 2 /t Gp,e(s)d(ReW ovg)(s) <
cetel b VB Jo logE

0,1—E71/2+"J
forany E € {E,}nenN large enough.
Proof. We can get an SDE for —e %E cos Aé’ £ by taking the real part of the SDE for — exp(—AZ’ E iAg’ E) given in

(B19). As the Wronskian identity (3.13) implies that ¢ gin Ag E= ¢ ¥pE , this SDE can be written as
_ 2c
d(-e B5.E cos AEE)(t) = e g 25/3 £(0) e dBE(t)
’ \/B ) (5.8)
_ e %™ (——1) 268 (1 + 4¢8 (1 —dt
e ( 3 sin fﬁE( ) sin fﬁE( ) —

Now, to prove the proposition, we proceed as follows. First, we find a good event on which the growth of ™ 5.k can be
controlled. From this, we can deduce that the second line in (3.8) vanishes when E — oo, thus reducing the problem
to comparing the first line in (3.8) to the real part of the hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by W. To do this, we
discretize the time interval as in the proof of Lemma[I4]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 Gpe(1) < logE} N { sup |e_2p§:E(t) -Gpe@)| < E“’+5}. (5.9
cptel0,1-E™2+a) cptel0,1-E™2+a)
We have seen in (3.6) in the proof of Corollary[16.1]and in (3.3)) in the corollary itself that the complements of both of
these events have probability at most 2/iog £ for E large enough, so ]P(?C) < 4/1og E. Therefore, in order to prove the
proposition, it suffices to prove that
1
logE’

]P(f? N { sup e ME® cosAfE(t) / Gpp(s)d(ReW o UE)(s)| >E "/4“5})
cpte[0,1-E™"2+a] ‘/_

Step 2: Controlling the oscillatory terms. We now show that the second line in (3.8) does not contribute. An
P 2
application of Itd’s formula (or just taking the imaginary part of (3.19) and using ¢ ~“#-E sin Ag E= e~ *.£) shows that

d(e‘zﬁ’fw)(t) = —%e‘z"fw(’) sin 2§§’E(I)\/1_C:f_y‘dBE(t)

ot 4 4
o W) ((E - 1) COS2E5 (1) + 7 034 1 (1) dr.

1—cgt
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This SDE has precisely the form appearing in Lemma [13] with
2V2

4 .

,E cos4§;’;’E and bg = —7 sin 2§§’E,

which are both bounded processes with bounds depending only on 8. Applying this lemma for some k # 0 with
ceT =1—E ™ so that EV*(1 — cgT)3 = E3®, we see that there are C, C’ > 0 depending only on 3 and k such that
for any x > 0,

4
—_(Z_ g _
ag = (ﬁ 1)003251“5

_ o Vrki ‘ 2ClogE
]P({ sup ¢ ¥pe) < 210gE}ﬁ{ sup f e 2p§,E(“)+k’§[§,E(“)C7Eds| >x+ i})

_ 3a
cere[0,1-E~\2+a] cere[0,1-E~'2+a]'J0 l-cps £
C/E6a/x2

S4exp(—72 )
4log” E

By definition of &, e ¥hE <2 log E on &, so taking x = E~*/**% in the above shows that for E large enough,
t ) rplle/2428
cpte[0,1-E™'2ra] /0

1—cgs 4log* E
and this bound vanishes faster than !/iog E as E — oo. Using this with k£ = —2 and k = —4 gives the control we need on
both terms of the second line of (3.8).

Step 3: Reducing to a discrete-time problem. It remains to compare the first line of (3.8) with the real part of a
hyperbolic Brownian motion driven by W 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 Lemmal[l4] we partition
the time interval with a sequence {7 ]} deﬁned with tg := 0, cgty = 1 — I/VE, and with

1 .
CElj.:l—m for O<]<N
where here we set p := @/2. As we have seen in (£.2)) and in .13) in the proof of Lemma[l4] this means that
EPlogE -
N < 1+% andthat  cpr; € [0,1 - E7/*9] = j < (1-2a)N.

Now, with Sg o = {j e N: 0 <cgt; <1- E~'7*@) we can write

/te ZPBE(x)c032§BE(s)1[ dBE(s) f Gp,e(s) d(ReW ovg)(s)
0 0

sup
cetel0,1-E™2+a]

tj-1 2 -1
< sup / Zpﬁ £(s) cos 25,8 E(S) ———— dBg(s) - / Gg, £(s) d(Re Wo UE)(S) (5.10a)
jeSg.aldo —CES 0

t

+ sup  sup / ¢ 5.0 cog 265 1 (9) L 4Bk(s) (5.10b)
JESE,a teltj_1,tj]ldtjy ’ 1- ES

t
+ sup  sup / Gp,e(s) d(ReW o vg)(s)|. (5.10c)

JESE,a teltj-1,tj]ld1j

Here, the two last lines are easily controlled on €. Indeed, on this event e o < 2log E uniformly for cgt €
[0, 1 — E~'**@] 50 the bracket of the integral in (3.10D) is bounded for any ¢ € [tj-1,t;] by

tj 2
410g2E/ ] e
tiog L —CES

J

ds = 8log® Elog(1+E~P) < 8E P log’ E.

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

L e 2cE EPx?
P{€ N} su ‘f e Pp.EB) o528 (5)4/ dB (s)‘ > x;) <2exp(-———F—).
( {te[tj—ll),tj] i1 B.E 1 -cEgs E p( 1610g2 E)

J
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Summing up the bounds and using that N < EP log E = E*”*log E for E large enough, we get
EZ(S

2
£ 4B (s)
1-cgs

t
]P(?ﬂ{ sup  sup ‘/ e ¥5E®) cog 252, £(8) > E_”/“d;) <2E? logEeXp(—
. .

JESE.a teltj_1,tj]' /i1

1610g2E)'

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

I 4
long/ d(ReWouvg)(s) = long/ ds < E"Plog? E.
ti—q t

= i 1-cgs
Applying Bernstein’s inequality on each increment and summing up the bounds as done above, we get that

t B E26
]P(f? ﬁ{ sup  sup |f Gﬁ’E(s)d(ReWovE)(s)‘ >E "/4+5}) <2E°" logEexp(— 5 ),
JESE o teltjo1,t;1'to 2log” E

-

which again is certainly O (!/logE).

The problem is thus reduced to controlling (3.10a).

Step 4: Controlling the difference of discrete-time martingales. It remains to control (3.104), the supremum of
the difference of discrete martingales. To do this, given a process X, we let R(X) denote the process X modified to be
reset at every time 7 of the partition, that is, R(X)(s) := X(s) — X(tx_1) for s € [tx_1, ). Using this notation, we can
split each difference of increments in in four differences, so that the full difference takes the form

tj-1
/0 e #5E®) cog 25/3 £(5)

ZCE

dBE(s) - / a Gp,e(s)d(ReWovg)(s)

- / o R(e™ ) (5) cos 285 . (s) —dBi () (5.11a)

0

—_

j-
+ ( =20 (tk-1) Gﬁ’E(tk_l))‘/ costﬁE(s) ZCE dBE(s) (5.11b)

t-1

\..»
Ln

199 2
ZG,;E(tk 1)(/ costBE(s) Cf dBg(s) —ReWouvg(tx) + ReWovg(tr-1) (5.11¢)
k=1 Tk—1

_Atj_l R(G,B,E)(s) d(ReWOUE)(S). (Slld)

We will control each of these four lines independently.
We start with the easiest ones. First, the integral in a single term of (3.11b) has bracket

73
248
2‘/tk_1 cos 2§-"8’E(s)1

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

Tk ZCE
P 248 dB
[ cos2ep oo T2 ameco

Since |e_2pff’b‘ - Gg,el < E"?"% on @, it follows that for any k and any x > 0,

tr 5a/2-26,2
208 (11 _ g |_2cE ‘ } BT
]P(? N {|e B.E G,B,E(lk—l)”‘/t;l cos 2§-‘ﬁ’E(s) [ —eps dBe(s)| = x| < 2exp( ) )

Summing up the increments up to j — 1, taking the supremum over j € Sk, and using that N < E“/*log E for E large
enough, we get

L ds<2log(l+EP)<2EP,
=

> X

E”xz)

< 2exp(—

/t cos2§-‘ﬁE(s) ZCE dBE(s)| > x})

k-1

Jj-1 .

]P(f? ﬁ{ sup Z|e_2pﬁ£<t"") — Gp g (te-1)|
JESE.a k=1

Fla-26,2

< E“ longeXp(—W).
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With x = E~“/**%_ this bound is O (1/log E) as needed.
Then, to control (5.11d), we use the tail bound @.1)) we got in Lemmal[l4] Indeed, as Gg g < log E on &, for any k
we get that for E large enough,

E—a/4+6 E—3n/4+5
> > E7R,
NGpe(tk-1) ~ log’E
so by Lemma [14]
tx 2CE 0/4+6
P(f N {G,;,E(tk_l)f cos 265 ,.(s) —dBE(s) ~ Re W o vis(1e) + Re W o vi(ic- 1)| })
tk-1

< 3E** log? Eexp(—CE"/“).

Summing up the increments and taking the supremum then yields

199 2
f costBE(s) e dBE(s) Re Wouvg(tx) +Re Wouvg (tx_ 1)‘ >E "/“5})
17

k-1

j-1
]P(fﬁ{ sup Z G’g,E(l‘k_l)

jESE,(t k=1
< 3E"1og’ E exp(-CE""),

which again vanishes faster than !/log E.
Now, the stochastic integral in (3.11d) has quadratic variation

‘/Oj_1 R*(Gp,p)(s) d(Re W o vg)(s) = Z G,BE(S) GpE(tk- 1)) ds (5.12)

—CES

1 2
4 S / (/ Gp,e(u)d(ImW o vg)(u) E_ .

1 -cgs

For any fixed k, for s € [7x_1, tx] the bracket of the remaining stochastic integral is bounded on & by

173
longf 1 e ds = log? Elog(1+E™P) < E"P log*E,
trk-1 —CES

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

]P(f? N { max sup

Isk<j=lselte 1]

ft Gp,e(u)d(ImW o vg) (u)‘ > y}) <2(j - l)exp( ZfopgzzE).

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

4 2 j-1 pn 4y2 tj-1 4y2 242
e f L ge= e dSZ—LIOg(l—CEtj—l) < LlogE.
B S Ju, 1 —cEs B Jo l-cEs B B

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

P ?m“‘/tﬂR(G )(s)d(ReW o v )(S)|>x} <2(j—-1ex (— EPy” )+2ex (_ﬂixz)
0 B.E E = = J p 210g2E P 4y2 logE .
We can get the exponents to match by setting y> = 1//3 ;z%,Ex, which yields
1j-1 VBE"x
Pl N |f R(Gg,r)(s)d(ReWouvg (s)|2x)§2jexp -
( { 0 B ( ) } ( 2\/5105/21;)

Taking the supremum over j € Sk, replaces the prefactor with N> < E® log2 E, and with x = E~“/**9 the power of E
in the exponent remains positive, so the upper bound is O (1/iog E).
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It only remains to bound (5.114), which we do in the same way as in the last case. The stochastic integral in (5.11a)
quadratic variation

=1 e g g 2 c
2 ( 205 p(s) _ _ZPﬁ’E(lk—l)) cos2 2£8 E_ 4.
;‘/l; € ¢ fﬁ,E(s)l—c g

ES

Now,
|e—2p§,5(s) _ e_2p/g3,b‘(fk—l)| < |e—2p§,5(s) _ G,B,E(S)| + |G,8,E(s) _ Gﬁ,E(tk—1)| " |G/;,E(tk—1) _ e—2p,i‘b~<tk-1)|.

The square of this can be bounded using Young’s inequality together with the fact that |e_2p b — GpEel <E ~a+d on
&, and this shows that the above quadratic variation is bounded on & by

Jj-1 179 , o
42/ (|G,B,E(S) ~Gp.p(te-1)| + 4E—2(t+26)7 ds.
=1 S T

Here, we can directly bound the second term by 16E~2?*29 Jog(1 — cetj-1) < 8E~22+29 Jog E 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 (3.11d). Using what we found in that case, we get that for any y > 0

j-1 7 2
2 20428 CE y —2a+26
]P(g N {4 kE=1[ 1(‘G'3’E(s) - G,B,E(tk—l)‘ +4F * )1—7C‘Es ds > S(E +E + )IOgE})

Epy2
<2(j—=1)expl— .
(-1D P( 210g2E)

This controls the quadratic variation of the stochastic integral in (3.114d), so a further application of Bernstein’s inequality
shows that for any x > 0,

]P(? N {|‘/0tj1 R(e‘prf,E)(s) cos 2§§’E(s),/% dBE(S)| > x})

. EPy? Bx?
<2(j-1 - +2exp(— .
G )eXp( 210g2E) eXp( 16(y2+ﬁE‘2‘”25)10gE)

Setting y* = / B gz_gfx would make the exponents match if the extra term BE ~>**2% did not appear in the denominator
of the second exponent. Nevertheless, if the y> part of the quadratic variation dominates, this still gives the best order

for y2, and taking this we obtain
\/BEp/zx ( 2 /Z,BEP/Z_z‘”w _1)
1+ ) .

1j-1 _2p8 ZCE
P(egn |/ R(e™5.)(5) cos 262 . (5)+] dB(s)
( { 0 Sp. I—cps © 4V21og"’E xy/log E

Taking the supremum only converts the 2 factor into an N factor, so with x = E~*/**¢_ the bound remains O (!/iog E)
like in the other cases.

This finishes to control the supremum of the difference between the two discrete-time martingales in (5.104), and
therefore concludes the proof. ]

> x}) <2j exp(—

6 Vague convergence of the canonical systems and convergence of solutions

In the last section, we showed that the process —exp(— Ap g)» which appears in the first term of the Airy
system’s coefficient matrix (3.13), becomes as E — oo a hyperbohc Browman motion driven by W. Heuristically, this
shows that the first term of the coefficient matrix (3.13) 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 M be a continuous martingale on an interval [0,T) with M(0) = 0. For any &,6 > 0, there is a
y > 0 such that

M (t
P| sup #”12)1 <e.
refo.ry 1+ (M)(1)'"/>+9

Proof. Setting T; = inf{s > 0 : (M)(s) > t}, by the Dambis—Dubins—Schwarz theorem, B(t) := M (T;) is a standard
Brownian motion on [0, (M)(T)) and M () = B((M)(t)) for any ¢ € [0,T). Therefore,

__ MOl _ |B(1)]
refo.r) L+ (MY comyry) 1 +17+97

and the result will follow if we can prove that for any €, > 0, there is a y > 0 such that

B(t
]P[ sup 7| (1)|5 >yl <e.
ref0,00) 1 1277
Now, since
2t loglogt
——— >0 as t— oo,
1 +1'/2+6
then
. |B(?)] . |B(1)] , \2tloglogt
limsup ——— < (hm sup 7) (hm SUp ———— —— ) =0
R 100 (2floglogt/\ 1o 14140

a.s. by the law of the iterated logarithm. Since the map 7 — |B(¢)|(1 + t/**9)~! is a.s. continuous, it follows that the
random variable sup; ¢ (g o) |B(1)[(1 + 1'7+9)=1 i5 as. finite, and because

B(t B(t
{sup ¢<m}=U{ sup ¢<n;,
tef0,00) 1 +11/7+0 nev lref0,00) 1+ 117240

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 pg g solve the SDE from Proposition[[3 with pg £ (0) = 0. For any € > 0, there are constants
C,C’ > 0 depending only on B and € such that

]P[Vt € [0, 7%], (pﬁ,E(t) + % log(1 cEt)| < C+C'(~log(1 - cEt))3/4] >1-¢

g g f f
Remark. This gives a good control on e*#.£, ¢’s."p.6 and ¢*5.£, which are the amplitudes of the entries of the
shifted Airy system’s coefficient matrix. Indeed, it shows that for £,/ € R and & > 0, there are C,C’ > 0 such that

kp[gg,E(t) + lplfg’E(t) < C+C'(-log(l - cEt))S/4 - % log(1 — cgt) with probability at least 1 — &, and on that event,
c
e

kPE ) €
(1 —cpr)*is

< exp(C’(— log(1 — cEt))3/4).
Now, for any y > 0, the continuous function

3 1
exp(C’(—log(l - cEt))}/4 +7ylog(1 - cEt)) —0 as t— o
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so it is bounded on [0, 1/cx) by some C”” > 0 which depends only on y and on 8 and ¢ through C’. Hence, on the good
event from the proposition, if k + [ = 2 then for all ¢ € [0, 7],

X c C
okPhE (R () C’e - C’e '
T (1 =cgt)¥sry T (1 —1)¥ery

6.1)

When 8 > 2, one can choose 7y so that 2/g +y < 1, and then this last upper bound is integrable on [0, 1) and does not
depend on E.

Proof. Recall from Proposition[[3] that pg g satisfies

12 1 1 2
dpp.e (1) = (E ¥ (E - 3) cos 2656 (0) + 508 45,;,,;0))1_"7; dr+ \E sin 265, (1) [ 7= dBE(1)

with pg £(0) = 0, where £g g solves the other SDE from Proposition Therefore, it suffices to show that for any
& > 0 there are Cp, C4 > 0 such that for k =2 or 4,

t
P| sup / cos kég () L gs| > Ck| < i (6.2)
ref0,711J0 l—cgs 3
and a C > 0 such that
1 r CE ~ &
P| sup 7 sin2&g £ (s) dBe(s)| > C| < =. (6.3)
re[0.76] 1+ (—log(1 — cgt)) "o 1 -cps 3
The first statement (6.2) holds by Corollary[I53.2] For the second one, note that
t
. CE
M(t) = / s Zfﬁ’E(S) dBE(s)
0 V1-cEs
is a continuous martingale on [0, 7] with M (0) = 0 and bracket
L 2 CE
(M) (t) = sin” 2&g £ (s) ds < —log(1 — cgt).
0 1-cgs
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[Il What we prove is the following stronger result.

Theorem 20. Let {BE, }nen and W be the Brownian motions from Lemmall4) and let Hg f,, and Rg 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[Id Let T = [0,1) if B <2 and I = [0,1] if B > 2. Then, for any ¢ € €.(I,C?),

/I @' (1) (1, (VHp 5, © 711, (1) = Ry 0 v(1)) (1) dt ——> 0. (6.4)

In particular, '7;?,, (Hp,E, ©nE,) = Rpg o v 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
b

P 5 g
B.E COS Zﬁ’E

_Ap g ng ) g
CE 1 e AECOSA cg [€7FE cos2é e
g (Hp,e onE) = ( A B.E| , E B.E
e

Y ok £ 280 2 | e £ 205 & £
De “B.E SmA/é,E B cosAﬁ,E e B e BE cosZﬁ’E e BE costB’E

as it was done in (3.13). 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 v(f) = —log(l — ¢) into
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vg(t) = —log(1 — cgt). Then, the rest of the proof is split in two main parts: first we show that holds when
N (Hg,E © nE) is replaced with the first term of (3.13), and then we show that the second term converges to zero.

Remark that once is proven, the fact that n; (Hg, £ o) — Rpgov vaguely on I in probability follows directly
from Proposition[T1l

As we have done before, in order to simplify the notation throughout the proof we omit the explicit indexing of
the shift sequence {E, },en. In particular, any limit as £ — oo is taken along that sequence, and should really be
understood as a limit as n — oo.

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 — E~'/**® for some fixed o € (ﬁ, %), i.e., that

1
* ’ IP
‘[ 1 ® (t) (T]E(I)Hﬁ’E o 7’]E(t) - Rﬁ o U(t))(p(t) dr E—> 0. (65)
_E_ +a —00

Notice that if 8 < 2, then ¢ is compactly supported in [0, 1) so this statement is trivial as for any E large enough, the
whole interval [1 — E~"**@ 1] has left the support of ¢.

To show that (6.3)) also holds when B > 2, recall that in that case tr(Rg ov) is a.s. integrable on [0, 1), s0 ¢*(Rgov) ¢
is a.s. integrable on [0, 1), and therefore

1
/ ¢ (HRgov()p()dt >0 as E — oo
1—E"2+a

g f
a.s. and in probability. The same is true with the other coefficient matrix, as its entries are bounded by e p.e , e*B.E or

e’ 5 tp e . Indeed, we have seen in (6.I) in the remark following Proposition[19]that given y > 0, for any € > 0, there
is a C > 0 depending only on 3, ¥ and € such that
Cs

Plvi € [0, 1], Mhe O™ o T |5 g g
s s = (1 _ t)z/ﬁ+7 = s

and with 8 > 2 this upper bound can be taken to be integrable by choosing vy so that 2/g + y < 1. Thus, on this event,

I ECa) (1-y=2/p)

1
“(On'(1)Hg g o ne(t)e(t) dt < 2C, 20/ dt = 2C, |||} —m8M8
[ € OT 0 000 ol L

1_g-Y+a (1 = )78y
which vanishes as E — co since 1 —y —2/g > O but -1/2+ @ < 0. So, given &, ¢ > 0, with C. > 0 as above, for any E
large enough so that

2 EClra)(1-y=2p)

26l =

<,

we get that

<eg,

1
IP“ [ ¢ OM 0t om0t a > ¢
1—E"2+a

that is, this integral converges to O in probability as E — oo.
So for any g > 0, the problem is reduced to showing that

l_E—1/2+a
/O ¢ (1) (n (N Hp.e onE(t) = Rg o v(1))p(r) dr E*]_P;j 0.

Step 2: Changing the logarithmic time scale of the sine system. We now change the logarithmic time scale of
the sine system from v(¢) = —log(1 — 1) to vg(#) = —log(1 — cgt). Recall that cg = 1 when 8 < 2, so vg = v in that
case, and again there is only something to prove when g > 2.

To see that the change of time scale can also be done when 8 > 2, note that for ¢ € €, ([0, 1], CZ),

1-E " '12+a 1 CE(l—E_l/zm)
/0 ¢ (ORg o vE(p(n) dr = /0 & (tfer)Rg 0 0(s)g (5/cc) ds
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by changing variables from ¢ to s := v™' o vg(f) = cgt. Then

1-E 12+a
/O 0* (1) (Rﬁ ou(r) - Rg o UE(t))m) dr

Ll;(l E 1/2+a) 1 I_E—l/zﬂl
= / (tp*(t)Rﬁ ov(t)p(t) — —¢*(//ce)Rg © v(t)tp(t/cE)) dt+/
0 CE c

1 @ ()Rp o u(t) () dr.
E(I—E7 /2+a)

Here, since ¢* (Rg ov)¢ s a.s. integrable, the second integral goes to zero a.s. since the size of the interval of integration
is (1 — E™'**®)/\/[E — 0. Then, since Rp is real and positive semi-definite, the first integral can be written as

Re'/(]u;(l E /2+Q)(‘p*(t)+\/%_EQD*([/CE))RBOU(I)("0(I)_\/%_EQD(I/CE))dt

The integrand is dominated by - el tr(Rg ov) < 8llell2, tr(Rg o v) for E large enough, and this bound is
a.s. integrable. Hence, by dominated convergence, the integral vanishes in the limit since for every ¢ € [0, 1)

\/i?cp( /ce) — (1) as E — oo (understanding that ¢(*/cx) = 0 in case E is not yet large enough so that t/cx < 1)

Therefore, we conclude that

1-E 12+a
/ ©* (1) (Rﬁ ou(t)—Rgo vE(t)><p(t) dt -0 as E—>
0
a.s., so also in probability.

For any 3 > 0, this reduces the problem to proving that

1-E 12+
* ’ P
[ COu0HE om0 - Ryovew)eat 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 (3.13) to that of the sine system. Recall that by definition
1 . _ (1 —ReSBg
Re = s aex, Sqerx, o Xe Wi X s (0 Im B )

where Bg is a hyperbolic Brownian motion with variance 4/g started at i in the upper half-plane and driven by the
complex Brownian motion W. The first term of the coefficient matrix (3.13) has the same structure

AP & - &
CE 1 e "B.E cos AB E CE T i (1 e "BEcos AB E
My p o Aé e M cos AE 2| T Ddetyy AEBE VI YBE S g oa ]
Qe “BE SlnAﬁ,E e £ COS 3 e , B.E e £ SIn B.E
These representations allow to write
YT Vg - (Xgoup) Xgou
2detYpp PEPE T DdetXgouvp P TPTTE
CE CE 1 T
— Xgov Y, Xgov +( - ) Xgovg) Xgov
T 2detYsp (= X o ve) (Y = X o ve) 2detYpp  2detXpovg (Xg ove) Xgove
CE

Y Sdetr,p VPE T Xgove)! XBOUEJrW(Xﬁ”E) (Yp.e — Xpovp).
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If we sandwich this matrix between ¢* and ¢, we get

*( CE

_E Yy Ygp-—— (X "X 0|
2detYB BEVBE S e Xy o vy AP O VE) XpovE)$

(Xg ovr)g|f

CE 1
(Y. — XBoUE)‘Pnz |2detY/;E B 2detX,goUE|H

2detY
detY |Re (Xp ovE)p, (Yp.E ~ Xp OUE)90>|
21 |y Xy 0 v 21 ||2| 15 0 vl
< detYﬁ, B.E B E llmax Pl detYB, detXB ovE B E [lmax 66
L"O”%“X I Allell3 1Xs 0 vl Vo — X5 0 vl :
\/EdetYﬁE '8 vE de detYﬁ’E B Ellmax{l18.E B E lImax

where [|Allmax = max; geq1,2|Ajx| for A € R?*2, and where we used that cg is either 1 or 1 — I/VE to split the the
second term. From the results from Section[3] it is not hard to find a good event on which this difference is small.

Indeed, recall that solving the SDE for Im Bg shows that Im Bgovg = Gg £, with Gg f defined as in Proposition[16]
and then the SDE for Re B gives

ReBﬁovE(t)=% fo Gp.(5) d(Re W o v) (5).

Thus, Corollary [16.1] shows that for E large enough,

i i o 5
P sup e %™ gin AE’E(t) —Im®Bgo UE(I)‘ > E P < oo’ (6.7a)
Lepref0,1-E~/2+a) 1 log
and Proposition [17] shows that for some absolute C > 0 and E large enough,
i i o c
P sup e e cog AE’E(t) +ReBg o UE(I)‘ > E B < ook (6.7b)
Lepre[0,1-E~12+a] 1 log

Together, these two statements allow to control [|Yg g — Xg © UE|Imax. Similarly, Corollary[I6.1]also shows that for E
large enough,

1 1
detYB,E B detXﬁ oUVE

s

P _rPe
36(1 - 2a)

sup
cpte[0,1-E 12+

| > E“S} < 2exp(— logE) (6.7¢)

where § = 55 (@(8+2) —1) > 0.
Then, recall that we have seen in (3.6) that for E large enough,

]P[ sup ImBg o vg(r) > logE}
cpte|

O’I_E_I/Z-Hz] lo g

On the complementary event, for any ¢ € [0, 7],

(Re Gg g cvE)(1) = 4 ‘/I|Im85 ovE(s)|2d(ReWovE)(s) < ﬁlongft ds < %10g3 E,
B Jo B 0 B

1—-cgs
so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any x > 0,

2

]P({ sup |ReBﬁ o UE(t)| > x} N { sup ImBg ove(r) < logE}) < 2exp(—

cpte[0,1-E 12+ cpte[0,1-E 2+

410g3E).

Taking x = log2 E, the bound on the probability becomes a negative power of E, and it follows that for E large enough,

]P[ sup ”X,B ° UE”de > 10g E]
cete[0,1-E~ 2+

< TogE" (6.7d)
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Finally, Proposition [I9] (in particular (6.1) in the remark) shows that for any &,y > 0, there is a C. > 0 depending
only on 3, y and € such that

1 Ce £
P|vr € [0, %], < |21-2. 6.7
[ TE] det YB,E(t) (1 _ l)z/ﬁ+y 2 ( e)
So, by combining all of the tail bounds in (@.7), given &,y > 0 we can set
CE. ey = { sup IYp,e — X o vell <E_”/5;U{ sup L ! ‘ <E_‘5}
»EY T s max
cure[0,I-E"12+a] cpref01-g- e detYp E detXgovp
1 Ce
U sup I Xz 0 vElImax < long} U {Vt € [0, 1¢], < }
{CEfG[O,l—E_l/Z-Hl] - det Yﬁ»E(t) (1 - t)z/ﬁ+y

and for any E large enough, P(%¥¢ . ,) > 1 — C/iog E — ¢/2 where C > 0 is an absolute constant.
To conclude, take y > 0 arbitrary if 8 < 2 but such that2/g+y < 1 if 8§ > 2, and then fix &, > 0. On G ,, using
the representation (6.6)), we can bound

I_E_I/Z-Hz
* CE T 1 T )
MNe——Y5 Y~ —F———(X X t)(t)dt
/0 ¢ O Sqerr T80 ~ S gargspr X o ve) X 0 ve) (1)

ETE ()2 g
< 2C.E — 2 _dr+2E °log*E ()13 dt
0 (1 —r)lp+y 0 ?

e 2 _ e 2
vrcrtrogtr 5 MO o [ @I
© & 0 (1 - t)z/ﬁ"‘)’ € g 0 (1 _ t)2/5+7

All of these integrals are finite. Indeed, if 8 < 2, then the integrands are all bounded because the support of ¢ is
compact in [0, 1), while if 8 > 2, then the integrands are all dominated by ||¢||% (1 — r)"/#~7, which is integrable by
definition of y. Therefore, the right-hand side here vanishes as £ — oco. Taking E large enough so that it is bounded
by ¢ and so that C/iog E < #/2, we find that P($g . ,) > 1 — ¢ and that

12+a

1-E~
* CE T 1 T
]P| t( Yo p¥pe— 5~ ——(X X )t tdt‘z )
[,é ay 2detYg g B.EBE 2detXﬁoyE( povE) Xpgove)(1)e(r) Jl<e

Hence, this integral converges to 0 in probability as E — oo.

Step 4: Convergence of the second term to zero. It remains to prove that the second term of the coefficient
matrix (3.13) vanishes in the limit. More precisely, given the simplifications made in the first steps of the proof, it
remains to prove that for ¢ € G,.(I,C?),

_rpra 208 g £
/ e ( et cos 265 (1) i e cos(£5 (1) + £ 1 (1)
0

P
~ p(t)ydt — 0
oPhE O+ 1 (1) COS(f;’;,E(t) + f/f;,E(t)) ePp.e® cog 2§£’E(t) ) E—eo

which, by linearity, follows if for any ¢ € €.(Z,R),
() kO OO (1) (e 1€ e -2 0 6.8
[ e =1 cos (K o (1) + 1€ (1) di —— (6.8)

when k,! € Ny satisfy k + = 2. To prove (6.8), we will work on an event on which exp(kp[gg gt lp;; ) can be
controlled. As in other cases, Proposition[I9 guarantees that given &,y > 0, there is a C. > 0 depending on 3, y and &
such that the event

C 1/a—1/p if 8> 2,
He o = {Vl e [0, TE]’ekpf;,E(t)Hpé,E(t) < _752/[“} where y = [4—=1/28 1 B 6.9)
(1 = cgt)’s+y 1/4 ifg<2

has P(#%.) > 1 — ¢/2. Note that when 8 > 2, y is chosen so that 2/g +y = 1/a+3/25 < L and t = (1 — 1) 777 is
integrable on [0, 1].
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Now, we start by replacing the test function ¢ by a piecewise constant approximation. To do so, we discretize the

time interval with a partition {t i}z of [0, 7£] defined by setting 7o := 0, and then recursively
EP 1/a+1 if 2,
CEtj = CElj_1 + S d where p = fa+ 18 1 B> (6.10)
2cgE /2(1 - CEtj_1)2 1/4 if B <2,

until this would give cgt; > 1-1/VE, in which case we set j =: N and ¢ty := 7 (remark that this does happen in a finite
number of steps because what is added to cgf;_1 is bounded below by %E'3/2+” on [0,7£]). Then, define ¢: 7 — R
as o . .
p=¢; = ﬁ‘/ @(s)ds on [tj-1,t}) (6.11)
J J tj-1

foreach j < N, and then ¢(¢n) = ¢(7g) and ¢ = 0 on (7g, 1].
Since ¢ is continuous and compactly supported in 7, ¢ is compactly supported in 7, and it is also bounded
with ||@lle < |l¢lle. Moreover, since ¢; is the average of ¢ in [t;_1,¢;), then for t € [t;_1,¢;), it is clear that
lp(t) — @il < wy (|tj —tj1 |) where w,, denotes a modulus of continuity for ¢. By definition of the ¢;’s, this means that

lo(0) - &] s%( rEP )gww(;),

2¢2E(1 = cgtjy)? 2c2E'-p

and as this estimate does not depend on j, it is in fact a bound on ||(¢ — ¢) 19, 7|l It follows that, on #%_ ., we can
indeed replace ¢ with ¢:

/ " kg (040l £ (1) cos (k&5 (1) +1&p £ (D) (9(1) = ¢(1)) dr
; : :

b4 TE ﬂsupp(,ﬁ(t)
< Cga)¢(—2 — )/ T e dz,
2CEE/2p 0 (1 —r)¥B+y

and the remaining integral is always finite, either because supp ¢ is compact (when 8 < 2) or because 2/g+y < 1 (when
B > 2). As the right-hand side vanishes as £ — co and P(#%,:) > 1 — /2, this shows that the integral converges to
zero in probability as E — oo, and therefore it suffices to prove that

L ko (4 (1) e £ P
@(t)e™PpE 5.E cos(kfﬁ’E(t) +1ég (1)) dt = 0. (6.12)
O —00

On any interval [¢;_1,;), since ¢ is constant, we can integrate by parts. Recall that

dpp. (1) = R p () 7o di 4 S}, 1 (1) | 7—o— dBE (1)
—CE
and
dég (1) = —2¢gE(1 = cpt)?dr + RE () —E— dr + 8¢ (1) | —E— dBg (s
gﬁ,E() CE ( CE) ,B’E()l_ it ,B,E() 1 - cpt E()
where RB > Sﬁ £ RBE E and S% _p are sums of products of constants and trigonometric functions of multiples of ég .,

which are always bounded by constants. Starting from these Itd differentials, an application of 1t6’s formula shows that
if k+1 =2, then

_ it P
¢ Mpp M lop (1) d(ekpfgfvE”pﬁ-E sm(kff} gt lf,f;,E))(f)

(6.13)
= —4cpE(1 - cp1)? cos(ke§ o (1) + 16h £ (1) di + R 1 () 7—— dr + S} (1) /1—672; dBE (1)

where Ré’ g and SE’ g are processes which are bounded by constants depending only on . It follows that for each j,
)
/ *PhE (P (1) cos(kflgj, () + lfg £ (1) dr
t ’ ’

-1
! /tj 1 ( kp$, +lpf .
=- d(e Pp.eMPpE gin (k&S . + 1EL )(t)
4CEE3/2 to (1 — CEt)Z ( B.E ﬁ,E)

kpﬁ b(t)+lpﬁ E(t)RE (t)

t dr — kpﬁb(t)+lpﬁ E(t)SE (l)

dBE(f))
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Integrating by parts and summing up the increments, we get

Tk (0Pl (1) e £ R
A P(t)e PpE B.E cos(ka’E(t)+Z§B,E(t))¢p(t)dt

1N, MO iR ()4 1€ ()

=— 5 6.14a
4CEE3/2 Jzz;‘pj (1 _CEt)z tj-1 ( )
1 E kol ()+lof .
* b /O @(1)e"0p.eO*op®) (2 sin(kég (1) +1ép £ (1)) + REE(t))ﬁ dr (6.14b)
1 TE kp% . (1)+lph (1) o= CE
—_ p(1)e"Poe P gz (Y= dBg(1). 6.14c
g | ee () e dB (1) (6.14¢)

To control (€.14), first recall that on #%_, for any ¢ € [0, 7g],

Kb (¥R (1) Ce
(1- cEt)z/r’f”

By definition of ¢z and 7, this upper bound is always bounded by C.E"#*"">. When 8 > 2, we defined y = /4 — 1/2p
and p = 1/4+1/28, 50 I/g+7/2=p —7v/2. When B < 2, wetook p =y = 1/4s0 p—7/2> 0 and it is still true that
(1 = cgt)™/#~7 < EP™ for E large enough and 7 € supp @, as the latter set is compact in [0, 1). This shows that in
any case,

ekpéyE(t)Hpg,E(t) < C.EP™ where p-

z:{1/8+3/4ﬁ if 8> 2, 6.15)

2 s ifp<2

for t € supp ¢ and E large enough.
Now, on #g ., the estimate (6.13) shows that is bounded for E large enough by

Cs“‘P“ooEp_y/z N ( 1 1 ) CellolloEP™ 72 NZ +E
4CEE3/2 =) (1 —C‘El‘j)2 (1 — CElj- 1) 4-C‘EE3/2 =1 (1 —CEl‘j)2

We directly see that the first and last terms vanish as E — oo since they are of order E~/**P~77 and E~/*P~/
respectively while p —¥/2 < 1/2 in any case. Then, using the definition (6.10) of the times #;, we can easily see that the
second term also vanishes as E — oo:

Cellelle NZ:I nEP Csllelle
nE? 2cgEP(1 = cptj)? —  nE"

cgty — 0.

As this holds on #% ., this shows that (6.14a) converges to 0 in probability as £ — oo.
To control (6.14B), remark that the estimate (6.13) implies that this term is bounded on #%_ . for E large enough by

E—1/2+p—7/2.

Csllwlloo(2+IIRE,EIIoo)E"‘y/Z/TE CE Collelloo (2 + 1RG£ lloo)
o

4-C‘EE3/2 1- C‘El‘)3 - 2cg

Since p — ¥/2 < 1/2, this vanishes as E — oo, and it follows that (6.14b)) converges to 0 in probability as E — oo.
Finally, using again the estimate (6.13)), we see that the quadratic variation of (6.14d) is bounded on #% . for E
large enough by

21012 1CE 112 B2p—Y 211112 1< |12
C2HlglI% IS5 ¢ I E / ce CUPIZISE eI 1
0o

r <
16¢2E3 1 - cpt) 16¢3,

Therefore, by Bernstein’s inequality, for any x > 0,

1 TE ) Kot (1) Hphe (1) o CE CEE1—2p+yx2
P . N {(7/ @(1)e st e gy NTE dBE(t)| > xt] < 2ex p( —)
( © ldcgEY Jo PEST (1= cpnh CzllellZ IS5 2115
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Again, since p — ¥/2 < 1/2, E'72P*Y — oo as E — oo, 50 for any x > 0 and any E large enough, the right-hand side is
bounded by &/2. As P(#E, ) = 1 — ¢/2 by definition, it follows that for any E large enough,

N
P[ (1 —CEZ‘)S/2

and this shows that (6.14c) converges to O in probability as £ — oo.
As all three terms of (6.14) converge to 0 in probability as E — oo, the second term of the shifted Airy system’s
coeflicient matrix does converge vaguely to 0 as E — oo, and this concludes the proof. [

1 TE .
m/ ga(t)ekpé,E(l)+lP;f,E<t)S§E(l) dBE(t)‘ > x] <e,
CEL= Jo ’

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 given in the introduction.
More precisely, we can prove the compact convergence of the transfer matrices on our probability space constructed in
Section[d]

Theorem 21. Let T = [0,1) if f < 2and I := [0,1]if B > 2. Let Ty ., ong, : T XC — C*? andTg,ov: I xC —
C**? be the transfer matrices of the time-changed shifted Airy system and of the sine system, respectively, both defined
on the probability space from Lemmall4 Then TH, f, ©1E, — TR, o v compactly on I X Cin probability as n — oo.

Proof. By Theorem[20land Proposition[I2] it suffices to find for any £ > 0 functions fe, gs € LllOC [0, 1), also integrable
near 1 if § > 2, such that tr Rg o v < f and trny (Hg,g o ng) < g with probability at least 1 — & for any E large
enough.

We start by finding a suitable bound for tr Rg o v. Recall that by definition,

trRgov = 1+|$ﬁov|2)

1
ZImBBov(

where Bg is a hyperbolic Brownian motion started at i with variance 4/g and driven by the imaginary part of the
Brownian motion W from Lemma[I4l Now, by properties of Brownian motion (for instance, applying Proposition[18]),
for any & > 0 there is a C; > 0 and an event with probability at least 1 — £/2 on which for any ¢ € [0, 1),

[ImWou(r)| < Ceo(l+ v(n™),
and therefore for any § > O there is a C. > 0 such that on that event, for any 7 € [0, 1),

1
C—(1 1) <ImBg ou(t) < Ce(1 —1)7F79,

If Im Bg o v is bounded in that way, then

4C? 4C? 4c?
f(1 )% d(Re W o v)(s) = /(1 yp=o- 1ds<2 55

Hence, Bernstein’s inequality shows that for any x > 0,

5 2 - Bo)x?
p{{limwouo] < o+ )] o f sup Rego v > o} | < 20mn(-CTEE),
te[0,1) 8Cs
and this bound can be made smaller than #/2 by taking x large enough. Combining the above, we get for such an x that
for any €,6 > 0,
Ce(1+C2+x?)

T

]P[Vt € [0,1),trRgou(r) <

This dominating function is always L! [0, 1), and it can be taken to be integrable on [0, 1] when 8 > 2 by choosing &

small enough so that2/g + 6§ < 1.

loc
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When 3 > 2, we have also already seen it in (6.1)) that Proposition[9] gives, for any & > 0 and § > 0 small enough
so that 2/g + 6 < 1, an event of probability at least 1 — & on which for any ¢ € [0, 1),

2C,¢

202 (1) 208 (1) S
tr(n’E(t)H,B,E OUE(I)) < eThE +eThE = (1 _ t)Z/ﬁ+6

(6.16)
for a suitable C. > 0. As this upper bound is integrable, the proof is complete for 8 > 2.

When 8 < 2, we slightly modify the argument. Proposition [[9]shows in the same way that for any &, > 0, there
is an event of probability at least 1 — & on which the bound (6.16) holds for any ¢ € [0,7g) = [0,1 — 1/vE). This
means that for any compact [0, b] c [0, 1), the bound (6.16) holds uniformly on [0, ] for all E large enough so that
b < 1 —1/vE, and therefore Theorem [20 and Proposition [12] show that the transfer matrices converge compactly in
probability on [0,b] X C. Since b is arbitrary in [0, 1), we can deduce from this the full compact convergence in
probability on [0, 1) x C. Indeed, taking a sequence of compact sets K,, € 7 X C such that U,en K, = [0,1) X C, a
metric on TMpp[0, 1) is

d(T,T') = 1 L _dal/.8) where dn(f.g) = sup |T(t,2)-T'(t,2)|

n=1 2" 1+dn(f,8) (t,2)€Kn

Now, Th, p © g — Tr, o v compactly on K, X C for any n by the previous argument, so given &, > 0, we
can first take N large enough so that 3> 27" < ¢/2, and then take E large enough so that for each n < N,
dn(THy . onE. TR, 0v) < §/2N with probability at least 1 — &/n. Combining, d(Hg, £ one, Rgov) <  with probability
at least 1 — ¢ for any E large enough, that is, T, . o g — Tr, © v compactly on I x 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[2l To do this, we prove that the convergence of the Weyl-Titchmarsh functions holds in probability on the
probability space from Lemmal[l4l By the theory of canonical systems, there is really only something to prove when
B > 2. Indeed, when § < 2, Theorem 21l directly yields the following, which proves Theorem[2]for 8 < 2.

Corollary 21.1. Let mpy . and mgy, 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 Lemmall4d When 5 < 2, m Hp.p, — MRy
compactly on H in probability as n — oo, and in particular the corresponding spectral measures also converge in
probability.

Proof. By Theorem[2]] the transfer matrices of these systems converge in probability as E — 0. Hence, by continuity
of the map TM; p[0, 1) — Hol(H, H,,) which sends a transfer matrix to the corresponding Weyl-Titchmarsh function
(see Theorem[3), m Hgr — MR, 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 8§ > 2. In that case, the convergence of the
Weyl-Titchmarsh functions will be a consequence of the continuity of the map TM ¢ [0, 1] x € (H, C?) — CH sending
a transfer matrix and a right boundary condition to a Weyl-Titchmarsh function (i.e., Theorem [T0Q), 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 ¢ := lim;,., Re B5(¢). The
time-changed shifted Airy system is limit point at 1 + I/VE, 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 u o ng to J(uz ong) = —zny(Hp,g o ne)(uz o ne) on (0,1 + 1/VE), which therefore varies with z € H. By
construction of the canonical system, such a solution u, always has the form

[1] -1/4 —_E VA ’
Uz = A;IE (hZ ) = k 1/4fB’E E1/4 /fﬁ’E (hz)
=\ by ~EVgpEe E 8s.E hz
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where £, is an integrable solution to Hg gh, = zh, and where Ag g is the matrix (3.3). Now, notice that using the
representations (3.12) of fg £ and gg £ in the polar coordinates from Proposition[13]

— f
E 1/4fﬁ,E ] ]]E(l) = epﬁvb'(l) COng’E(l)
= ¢ %.6() cos AE’E(I)epéE(I) cosflgg’E(l) +e e sinAg,E(l)epfg‘»E(l) sing-‘[gg’E(l),

and we retrieve the expression in polar coordinates of £/ ‘g £ onge(1) in the first term. The Wronskian identity (3.13)),

which gives e %2 sin Ag g = e é’E, also simplifies the prefactor of the second term, and this yields
EMtg i one(1) = e e cos AE,E(I)EI/Agﬁ,E one(1) +e 5V sin £5.(D).
The same manipulations can be applied to £ ’1/4f/’3 g °ne(l), and yield
E71/4f//3,E ong(l) = e_AgyE(l) cos AE,E(I)EI/“gAE ong(l) - e_péyE(l) cos SE’E(I).
It follows that

(E‘/“f,; g —Ef

ﬁ?E 1
Blgpr  Elg, )(UE( )

—e MM og Ag’E(l)
1

=E'"

) (—gﬁ,E one(l) gzpo 77E(1)> +ePrE®) (Sinfé’E(l) COSfE’E(l)) ,

0 0

and therefore that

A2 (1) & s 8 g ’ _
“zonE(l)=E1/4(W(hz,gB,E)(E—1)(_e - COSAB,E“))H—PE,EU) (Smfﬁ»E(l) C"Sfﬁ»E(l)) (hz(E 1))

1 0 0 h(E—-1)
(7.1)
where ‘W (f, g) denotes the Wronskian of f and g, and where we used that ng(1) = E — 1. Remark that the vector
remaining in the first term should converge to the right boundary condition of the sine system, since — exp(—AZ’ E —iAg, )
converges to the hyperbolic Brownian motion by the results of Section[3l
Now, notice that

1

o2 / 2 o2
zﬁq{ﬁ,Ef(E'”):_(f __(BE_BE(E))f> (E+f)—ﬁ(BE(E+f)—BE(E))(f —ﬁ(BE—BE(E))f)(EH)

VB
+ (r - %(BE(E +1) - BE(E))Z)f(E +1),

as the extra B (E) terms cancel out. This shows that if f solves Hg g f = zf, then f(f) := f(E+t) solves Hg f =
if this Hg is defined from the Brownian motion ¢ — Bg(E +t) — Bg(E). Therefore, for any 1 > —E,

v

(ho(E +1), 8.5 (E +1) "2 (a SAiyuyz (1), 8.£(1)) (7.2)
where a € C\ {0}, g g solves Hggg r = 0 with §g g (-E) = 0 and g;;’E(—E) = 1, and SAi, is the stochastic Airy
function introduced in [28], which is the only (up to a multiplicative constant) integrable solution to Hg f = —Af.

Combining the equivalence in law of solutions with the expression (Z.I)) provides a plan to see how the
convergence of the right boundary conditions happens. If E*W (SAi-opyz, 88,£)(—1) stays bounded away from zero,
we can use the inverse of this value to choose the constant @ which normalizes the integrable solution, thus removing
the prefactor of the first term in (Z.I). With this setup, the right boundary condition converges provided the second
term vanishes in the limit. Notice that the Wronskian satisfies

W (SAi-<pye, Bp,£) (—1) = W(SAio, §5,) (= 1)+ (SAi-zppyz — SAio) (=1)& £ (1)~ (SAI’,, = SAiy) (=1 Ep,e(~1).

The last two terms vanish by analyticity of A + SAi,, and the first one is equal to SAip(—E). Therefore, the solution
to the problem essentially lies in understanding how SAigy behaves towards —oo.
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The rest of this section is organized as follows. We first derive polar coordinates for SAip on the negative real line,
in the same way as we did earlier in Section 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 f to Hg f = 0 on the negative real line. To do so, we must have Hp
defined on the whole of R, and therefore we now understand Hp 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 Hp be defined from a two-sided standard Brownian motion B, and let E(t) = B(-t). If f solves
Hgf =0, then fort > 1,

f(=t) =1 D coség(r)  and  f(~1) =~ singg(r)
where rg and Eg solve the stochastic differential equations

1

drﬁ(t) = l(—

1 1
5 (4 ﬁ) cos 26(t) + — 35 COS4§B(t)) dr - ﬁ sin 2£5(1) dB(1),

dés(r) = \/—dt——((z ’B)Sln2§ﬁ(t)+ 1ﬂsm4gﬁ(t))dz— %cos &5(1) dB(r)
with rg(1) = $1og(f2(—1) + f'2(~1)) and &g(1) = arctan(/'(=1)/(-1)).

Proof. Set y(t) = f(—t). Then, reversing time in the equation Hp f = 0 shows that

0=-(v"+ By) O+ S+ B0 - [1+ B0

and then applying It6’s formula in the same way as we did in Section [3.1]shows that y’ satisfies
2 -
dy’(1) = —ty(1) dt = —y(1) dB(1).
VB

Now, define the real-valued processes rg and &g so that e’ ()*16s(1) = /4y () + jt~'/*y’(¢). By 1t&’s formula,

1
1Py () + ity (1)

1_ _
drg(1) +idép(r) = (Zl Py de - 4 1Y (1) de + 17y (1) de + it dy (t))

1 1 -1/2 ’
- d
+ 3 ( #4y(1) +it_1/4y’(t))2t ()

— 20 ((411 e Z(t) —3/2 /2(1‘)) dr — \/__y(t)y (1) dB(t)

- i(zy(t)y'(t) +y72 (1) + tyz(t)) dr - \/—/_gyz(t) d§(t))
e SO0 (1520 = 0 = 2iv (0 ()
As €81 cos ég(t) = t1/4y(t) and e’ () sin £g(1) = +*"/*y’ (1), this simplifies to
drg(r) +idég(r) = (cos £p(t) —sin® ég(1)) dt — % cos &g (1) sin &g (1) dB(1)
1 . 2i 5
- i(z cos &g(1) sinép(t) + \/Z) dr - é cos” &(1) dB(1)

+ %(% cos? Ep(t) — % cos? &p(1) sin’ Ep(t) — % cos® &g (1) sin f,g(t)) dr

47



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 pg g and ég g that we used
earlier to describe solutions to Hp g f = 0. In particular, the growth of £5 leads to the following result, analogous to
Corollary[13.2]

Lemma 23. Let &g solve the SDE from Proposition[221 For any k # 0 and & > 0, there is a C. > 0 such that

1 pkigs(s)
P sup/ ds| >C.| <¢
t>1'J1 s
Proof. By Itd’s formula,
. . 3k? 1 2ki
d(e*ie8) (s) = eX1ép ) (—kivsds — —d - =R ds — — cos dB 73
(eH16) (9 = M489 (=i ds = 2 ds = SRu(6(9)) ds = = cos? () 4BCs)) (1.3)
where
Ry (&) = ki ( )sm 2§+ sm4§+ L cos 2& + L cos4é. (7.4)
k = ki — — —_— )
4 ,3 2B B 48
Therefore,
: ] : : 3k2 1 2ki <
klfﬁ(s)d =Ld kiép _ v ki&g(s) -~ 4 R d et 2 dB
e s e (e )(s)+k\/Ee (4ﬁs s+S k(€s(5)) s+\/mcos &p(s) (s)),
and

t ekifﬁ(s) i t 1 ki 3kl klfﬁ(.&‘) ktfﬁ(s)
- - . &g - - -
./1 ds P ‘/1 KR d(e™#)(s )+ T ds+ — . ./1 Rk(fﬁ(s)) ds

N

2 [ ekigs(s) (75

VBJi 8
Integrating the first term by parts gives
- t 1 . : kifﬁ(s) t 3 t kifﬁ(s)
if L a(ekigsy (g = LT +_l/ e s
kJi s k $2 | 2k )y s

The first term is immediately bounded by 2/k, and since s — s~ 72 is integrable on [ 1, c0), the remaining integral is also
bounded by a constant depending only on k. In the same way, by definition of Ry, the second and third terms of (Z.3))
are bounded by constants depending only on k and 8. As to the remaining stochastic integral in (Z.3), its bracket is
bounded by

cos’ £a(s) dE(s).

/ — cos fﬁ(s) ds < — 3,8

and thus Bernstein’s inequality shows that

< 4exp(—3’BTx2).

> X

kigg(s) _
]P[sup%"/l ¢ ss coszfﬁ(s) dB(s)

t>1

If C > 0 denotes the constant that bounds the first line of (Z.3), the above shows that for any x > 0,
t ekifﬁ(s) 3,8)(2
/ ds
1 S

P >C+x S4exp(—T),
and the result follows by taking C, := C + x with x large enough so that 4 exp(—

sup
t>1

3ﬁ")<.9 ]

From the above averaging result, it is not hard to see how the radial coordinate rg behaves towards —co, which gives
a similar description to what we found about the radial coordinates pg r of solutions to Hg g f = 0 in Proposition[I9]
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Proposition 24. Let rg solve the SDE from Proposition22] Then for any €,6 > 0, there are C,C’ > 0 such that

1
P|vi > 1,(rﬁ(t) —rp(1) - ﬁlogt‘ <C+C'(logn)*| > 1-¢.

Proof. Recall from Proposition[22] that rg solves

1 1 1 1
drg(t) = —(— ( ) cos2&5(t) + — cos4é, (t)) dt — — sin2&4(1) dB(t)
B 28 4 ﬁ B 28 B VBi B
where &3 solves the other SDE in Proposition22]l By Lemma[23] given & > 0, there are C, C4 > 0 such that for k = 2
and k =4,
" cosk
P sup/ coskgp(s)| ck] < (7.6)
t>1 s 3
Then, the martingale
1 [ sin2&(s) <
M(t) = —/ —————=dB(s)
VB Ji Vs
has quadratic variation
I+ gin* 2&5(s 1
o= [ 5250 4y Liog(1 4.
B ,3
By Proposition[I8] it follows that for any 6 > O there is a y > 0 such that
M(t-1
P[SupH—N > y] 2
=1 1+(11310gt)‘/2+5 3
and the result follows by combining this event with those of ([Z.6). ]

We now show that the noise drives e’¢# to become uniform on the unit circle in the limit. The following result,
together with Propositions[22land 24 proves Theorem[3] stated in the introduction.

Proposition 25. Let ¢ solve the SDE from Proposition22) If U ~ Unif S!, then

PO 5

t—00

Proof. Recall that if U ~ Unif $!, then E ™V = 0 for any integer m # 0. Hence, by density of the trigonometric
polynomials in continuous functions on the unit circle, it suffices to prove that IE ”é8(") — 0 ast — oo forany m # 0,
which means that if ¢,, () = E X,,,(t) where X,,(1) := exp(mi(&g(1) + %tS/Z)), it suffices to prove that ¢,,(t) — 0 as
t — oo for any m # 0.

Now, from the expression of the Itd differential of 45,

AXon(s) = —Xon (s)(— + SR (g,;(s))) ds — i/%_iXm(s) cos? &5(s) dB(s),

SO
t 2
o) =X (1)~ E [ %,(5) (35 + 1 Rn6(9)) 8

and it follows that 5

3m 1
T 5 E X, (5) R (5 (5))-

To simplfiy notation in what follows, let p := %. Multiplying by s and integrating, we get another expression for
Pm:

() =

() = P om(1) ~ 1P /1 P X () R (€5 (5)) s, an
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As p > 0, it is clear that the first term vanishes as t — oo. Then, recall that R,,,(&¢) was defined in (Z4) as a linear
combination of ¢*¢ and e*¢. Therefore, in order to prove that ¢,,(¢) — 0, it suffices to prove that

1 ! ;
Umi(t) = - IE/ P X ()8 ds 50 as 1o o
1

fork =2 and k = 4.
Using again the expression (Z.3) of the Itd differential of eX4#, we can write

. t t 2
Ui (1) = #(E/I Sp_z/zxm(s)d(ekigﬁ)(s)+1E/1 Sp—i/zxm(s)ekifﬁ(s)(% +Rk(§ﬁ(s)))ds). (7.8)

Now, if ¥, (s) := s?~X,,(s), then

2mi

7 P72 X, (s) cos? £g(s) dB(s),

dY,,(s) = —%s”_s/ZXm(s) ds — 57X, (5) Ry (€5(5)) ds —

which also shows that ak
d<Ym, eki‘fﬁ>(S) = —Tms”_s/sz(s)eki‘fﬁ“) cos* &p(s)ds,

and from this, we can integrate the first term of y,,, x by parts:

t t t
. el 3 (s
E/ PP X (5) d(€X18) (5) = E 5P~ X, (5)e* 4P +§1E/ PP X (5)€"48 ) ds
1 1

1

! (s 4k d i £a(s
+ ]E/ PP X (5) R (€p(5)) €158 ) ds + 7’” ]E/ P72 X, (5) €168 5) cost £5(s) ds.
1 1

Finally, because X, Rx(é), Rm(ép) and e¥1¢s are all bounded processes, substituting the result of this integration
by parts in the expression (Z.8) of ¢, 1 (f) shows that |y, 1 (£)] < 7, and thus that Umk(t) = 0 ast — oo, 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 8 > 2. The following result completes the proof of Theorem 2]

Theorem 26. Let mpy, , and mg, be the Weyl-Titchmarsh functions of the shifted Airy system and of the sine system
respectively, both being defined on the probability space from Lemmall4d When 8 > 2, m Hp g, — MR, compactly on
H in probability as n — oo, 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 by continuity
of the map TMy c[0, 1] x € (H, C?) — Hol(H, H,) that sends a transfer matrix and a right boundary condition to the
corresponding Weyl-Titchmarsh function (i.e., Theorem[I0), 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 n subscript from the
notation as we did in previous proofs, and we understand a limit as E — oo as being taken along the sequence {E,, },eN-

Fix acompact K C Hand let z € K. As the time-changed shifted Airy system is limit point at 1 + 1/VE, its restriction
to [0, 1] keeps the same Weyl-Titchmarsh function if it is given the (z-dependent) boundary condition u, o ng(1) at
1, where u, o g is an integrable solution on (0, 1 + I/VE). By construction of the canonical system, such a solution

Al

has the form u, = AEIE( i ) where h; is an integrable solution to Hg gh, = zh,, and therefore as seen in (Z.I) the

boundary condition is

—A2 (1) & B g ’ _
uzone(l) = E¥W(h,gpe)(E-1)|7¢ ™" COSAﬁ,E(l))H—Pﬁ,E“) (Smfﬁ,E(l) Cosfﬁ,E(l)) (”’Z(E 1)).

1 0 0 h,(E—-1)
Recall also that the right boundary condition of the sine system is (Re Bg(c0), 1), where B is a hyperbolic Brownian

motion with variance 4/ started at i in the upper half-plane, and driven by the complex Brownian motion W from
Lemma 4l
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Now, the integrable solution /. is defined only up to a constant factor. To fix this ambiguity, on the event
Cp = {E1/4|(W(SALZ/2\/E, gp.0)(-1)| > 1}, (1.9)

following (7.2), set h, so that for any t > —F,

1
E'*W (SAi-ppyg, 8p.£)(—1)

(he(E +0,gp.6(E +0) = ( SAi-yae (1), 8.5 (1))

where gg £ solves Hpdp g = 0 with 35 £(~E) = 0 and g (—E) = 1. With this normalization for A, the scaled

Wronskian E*W (h., gg,e)(=1) =1. On ?C, we cannot always choose & in this way, as the prefactor of SAi-.)
might blow up, so we simply replace it with 1. We start by showing that P(€g) — 1 as E — oo, so the first step is to
control the Wronskian.

Because ‘W (SAiy, gz £) = SAip(—E), then

W (SAi e, 8p,6) (1) = SAig(—E) + (SAi--ove —SAio)(—l)gAE(—l) - (SAi’_Z/Z\,E— SAiy)(-1)gp e (-1).

To control this, we can write SAig(—-E) = E *e"E) cos £g(E) where rg and &g are the polar coordinates from
Proposition22l Then by Proposition24] we know that for any &, § > 0, with probability at least 1 — &/e,

rg(E) > rg(1) + (% - 5) log E

for E large enough. Since rg(1) is a well-defined random variable, it is possible to find £ > 0 small enough so that
e’ > 7 with probability at least 1 — ¢/6, and therefore "#(F) > fE'/2~% with probability at least 1 — £/3. Then,
by Proposition 23] and the Skorokhod representation theorem, we know that there is a U ~ Unif[0, 27) such that

&(E) - 271|_§BZ(7TE)J — U in probability as E — oco. Thus, |¢g(E) — 27r|_§ﬁ2(f)J — U| < ¢ with probability at least

1 — ¢/¢ for any E large enough. Taking ¢ smaller if necessary, we can assume that [cos x| > 1 —**/2 for - < x < £, and
as U is uniform, we may also assume that |cos U| > 2 (1 — ¢*/2)~! with probability at least 1 — /6. This shows that

2
|cos§ﬁ(E)| > |cos U|(1 - %) -{>/¢

with probability at least 1 — £/3 for any E large enough. It follows that for any E large enough,
E"*|SAig(-E)| = erﬁ(E)|cos fﬁ(E)| > F2EV-6
with probability at least 1 — 2£/3. Now, by analyticity of 1 +— SAi(-1),

. . . . X diam K
max{|SA1,z,2@(—1) ~ SAig(=1)|, [SAY j, - (~1) - SA10(—1)|} <SS E (7.10)
for some positive random variable X. Hence, there is a C > 0 such that this maximum is bounded by C/VE with
probability at least 1 — #/6, and this is uniform in z € K. Finally, since

~ 1 - g ) 1 , N g
8.6 (-D| = |gg.eonp(D] < EePre™ and |5, p(-D)] = |gppone(D)]| < EVePrE®),

it follows from Proposition that if 6’ > 0, there is a C’ > 0 such that both |8g £(-1)| < C'E"V+1B+6" and
| 5. DI <CE “Y#+1/p+8" with probability at least 1 — /6. Combining everything, we finally get that for any E large
enough,

E W (SAi <oz, 8p.£) (-1)| 2 (PEV#7 —2CC'E™#HE+ (7.11)

with probability at least 1 — &. If we choose 6 < 1/25 and 6" < 1/2 — 1/, then the right-hand side here diverges, so it
is certainly at least 1 for E large enough. In that case, the event (Z.11)) contains g, so this shows that P(¥r) — 1 as
E — .
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We now return to the comparison of the right boundary conditions. On &g, the second entries of the right boundary
conditions are equal (to 1), and as P(€r) — 1 it already follows that u; > o ng(1) — 1 in probability. To control the
first entry, for @ € (0,1/2), set Te.o = (1 — E’l/”“)/cE. From the representation (Z.1)), we see that on &g,

uz10one(l) —Re 85(00)‘ = ‘—e_AZ-E(l) cos Ag (D) + e_AZ-E(TE’”) cos Ag E(TE,a)| (7.12a)
+|—e ¥ (TE) cog A% £ (TE.a) —Re B 0 vE(Tr0)| (7.12b)
+|Re Bg o vp(TE,0) — Re Bg(o0)| (7.12¢)

+e bW sings ()R (E -1 ¢ ()ha(E—1 7.12d
e ’ Slné:lg’E( ) Z( - )+COS§'3’E( ) Z( - )| ( . )

To conclude, we verify that if Yg is any of these four terms, then for any &, > 0, P(¥g N {|Yg| > {}) < & for any E
large enough.

The second and third lines are obvious to control given what we already know. First, recall that by definition,
vE(TE. o) = (% —a)log E, so of course Re Bg o v (TE, o) — Re Bg(c0) a.s., which is enough to control (Z12d). Then,
we know from Proposition[I7]that there is a C > 0 such that for any E large enough,

C

S )
logE

]P“—e_AZ‘E(TE’”) cos AE’E(TE,Q) —ReBgo UE(TE,Q)| >E P

which is enough to control (Z.12b).
Now, to control (7.124), recall from (5.8) that

. 2 2
d(~e™x cos AS ) (1) = 7 W) cos 268 (1) 1 _CfEt dBE (1)

A A (7.13)
—20% (1) . . CE
— ¢ *PB.E ((,E - 1) s1n2§§,E(t) + E sm4§[gg,E(t)) T dr.
Given £ > 0, we know from Proposition[19]that for some C,C’ > 0,
1 3
]P[Vt € [0,1], |p§’E(t) + 5 los(1 - cEt)( < C+C(~log(1 - cEt))‘/“] > 1- g

On that event, if ¢ > 0 then there is a (different) C > 0 such that for any ¢ € [1£, 4, 1],
e—P,g;‘E(t) <C(1- cEt)l/‘B_d < CE—(I/Z—G)(I/ﬁ—5),
and thus forboth k =2 and k = 4,

: =205 g (1) o g8 CE 2 p-2(12-a) (1/p-6) 1 -CETE
e TBEY sinké E(t)i dt| < C°FE IUE=0) log —————
B. 1—-cgt

TE.a

= @C2E2(=a)(Yp=0) logE.
1- CE

Taking ¢ < 1/, this shows that for any ¢ > 0, the second line in (7Z.13) is bounded by ¢/2 with probability at least 1 — &/2
for any E large enough. In the same way, the bracket of the stochastic integral in (7.13)) is bounded by

8aC*
B

with probability at least 1 — /4, so by Bernstein’s inequality, for any > 0,

E40ma) (5-0) o

P

BEH-a) (15-0) 2 )
64aC*log E

2 [T k) . 2cg (] e
sup |—/ e e cos 265 (s) dBE(s)‘ > 2| <> +2exp(-
telTE,ar»lJ \/B TE,a B.E 1 — CES 2 4 (

Therefore, if E is also large enough so that the right-hand side here is bounded by /2, we get that

]P“—e_AZ-E(TE"’) cos AE’E(TE,Q) +e %M cog AE’E(l)‘ > /| <eg,
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which is good enough control on (Z.12a).
Finally, in order to control (Z.12d), we use again Proposition[I9] which shows that for any &,6 > O there isa C > 0

such that e #5. (D) < CE™V2+5 with probability at least 1 — £/3, and this upper bound vanishes as E — co with § < 1/28.
Then, by definition of 4, on &g,

law 1

~NEVW (SAi <oy, Bp.E) (—1)

Iho(E - 1) S (=) £ [SAiLpavz (<1) = SAig(=1)] + [SAig (-1,

and a similar bound in terms of SAij, and SAi’,Z_/2 & holds for 77 (E — 1). By analyticity of A > SAi,(—1), the first term
is of order I/VE as seen in (Z.10), so since SAig(—1) is a well-defined random variable, it follows that there is an M > 0

large enough so that
£
P(Ze N {|h(E - 1)| > M}) < 3

and again the same works with /7 (E — 1). Therefore, given > 0, for any E large enough so that 2CME RESCIPYe
we find that .
]P(?E N {e_Pﬁ,E(l)|Sin§§,’E(1)h;(E D) +cosél (Dho(E - 1) > g}) <e.

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 M = {M, },enN, With respect
to a filtration {F, },eN,, We denote by AM,, := M,, — M,_; the increments of M. We define the bracket or quadratic
variation process of M as

(M), = > E[(AM))* | Fj1].
Jj=1

Moreover, given an adapted process V = {V, },en, We say that M is V-conditionally subgaussian if each increment
AM,, is V,,-subgaussian, that is, if foralln € N and all 1 € R,

2
E[e"Mr | F,_1] < € iz .

We then define the subgaussian bracket { M) of M as the smallest nonnegative, nondecreasing predictable process so
that M is V-conditionally subgaussian for V,, := (M), — {(M),_,, and we say that M is subgaussian if {M) < co.

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 M = {My}nenN, be a discrete-time martingale with respect to a filtration
{Fn}tnen, and with My = 0. Suppose that for some a > 0, the increments of M satisfy |AMy| < a for alln € N. Then
forany N € N and any x,y > 0,

P[ sup [Mp| > x,(M)n <y

1<n<N

log2 2
< 2exp(——O§ (f A x_))
a 'y

Proof. Since (M) is a non-decreasing process, the event that sup; .,y M,, > x and (M )y < y is contained in the event
that M,, > x and (M), < y for some n. Hence, it follows from the original statement of Freedman’s inequality [21,
Theorem 1.6] that

P| sup M, >x,(M)Ny <y

1<n<N

a2 X/a+,V/a2
Sex/“(L) =exp(%(—(1+ﬂ)10g(1+ﬂ)+ﬂ)). (A1)
Xfa +Y[a? a y y y

To get a simpler expression for the exponent, let

bp(§) = -C&P + (1+&)log(1+8) - ¢
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for p =1 or p =2, with C > 0 to be determined. Note that b),(¢) = —CpéP~1 +log(1 + &), so in particular for & > 1,
b (&) = =C +log(1+¢) 2 —C +log2, and b is increasing on [1, c0) if C < log2. Because by(1) = -C +2log2 -1,
this guarantees that by > Oon [1, c0) if C < 2log?2 — 1. Then, using the concavity of log(1+-), we see thatif & € [0, 1],
then b/ (&) > —2C¢ +€log2 2 0if C < % log2, so by > 0 on [0, 1] under the same condition, since b, (0) =0

Combining the condition for b, on [0, 1] with that for b on [1, ), we get that if C < % log2 < 2log?2 — 1, then
—(1+8) log(1+&)+& < —C(& AE?) forany & > 0. Taking the best constant C = % log 2, this shows that the exponent
of the tail bound is bounded by

2.2 2
_logZL(@Aa X ):_logZ(f/\x_)'
2 a?\y y2 2 \a vy
The theorem now follows by applying the above to both M and —M, 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 M = {M,}neN, be a discrete-time martingale with respect to a filtration {F,}neN, and with
My = 0. Suppose there are K,V > 0 such that for each n, the increment AM,, satisfies IE[(AM,,)2 | 9,,_1] < Vandis
K-subgaussian both conditionally on F,_1 and unconditionally. Then for any N € N and any x > 0,

1 . ((xlog2\¥ x*log2 ) ( xlog2 (1 xlog2 2/3))
P| s M, | > < (2+N(N +1))exp|—= min R +2¢€ .
[1<:EN| g x] ( (N+1) Xp( 2™ {( 6VE ) 9NV } Pl SNV ( = )

Proof. Take a > 0 to be determined later. Notice that M can be decomposed as

n
My = Y (AM; — E[AM; | F51]) = M + M;
=1

where M,f = ’f_l AMS and M, = 3"_ AM> are martingales with increments
Jj= J J=1 J
AME = AM ;3 (jart; 1 <a) = E[AM; V(s <ay | Fji] and AMT = AM;T (i >a) = B[AM;T ar 150y | Fi1 ]
Now, since M= has bounded increments and has (M)y < NV, Freedman’s inequality (Theorem27)) shows that

log2 x?
< Zexp( > (2a A W)) (A2)

Thus, to control the supremum of M, we only need to to control the supremum of M~. To do so, first remark that if
0 < x < a, then

]P[ sup |MZ| > x

1<n<N

P[|AMj|ﬂ{|AM,-|>u} >x] =]P[|AM]'| > a],

because for [AM;|T(am;|>a} > X, the indicator must not vanish, so it must be that [AM;| > a, in which case it is also
true that [AM;| > x. If x > a, then when |[AM;|T(jam;|>a) > X it must also be true that |AM;| > a, and we conclude
that for any x > 0,

P|AM; |1 (ap;15ay > x| < P[|AM;] > a].

Hence, for any x > 0,

N n N n
]P[ sup ZAM Tam,>ay| > X| < D] JP[\AM,-H{|AM,.|>H}| > < SISTP[IAM,] > g,
1<n<N'j n=1 j=1 nl wE=

and as increments are K-subgaussian,
2

g %)

sup
1<n<N'j

ZAM T(jan; >a}| > X (A3)

<N(N+1) exp(

It remains to control the mean terms of the increments of M~. By Cauchy—Schwarz, for each j,

[E[AM1(jam;150) | Fi1]] < \/E[(AMJ)Z | Fj-1|P[1AM;] > a | F5-1].
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and as each increment AM; is also K-subgaussian conditionally on &;_1, it follows that

2

<n 2Vexp(—Z—K).

n
Z}E[AMJH{IAM_HM} | Fj-1]
P

With the subgaussian tail bound of bounded random variables, this also gives for any x > 0

xlog2 a® )
P| su E[AM;1 F ‘>x < 2exp(- 22282 exp(L)). (A4
[l<nENjZ: [ (s l>a | - ! p( NV2V p(4K) )

To conclude, we write

n

DI E[AM; T an-a) | Fi-1|
=

sup |M,| < sup |[M7|+ sup

1<n<N 1<n<N 1<n<N'j

Then the tail bounds we got in (A.2)), (A3) and give

ZAM 1]{|AM,‘>“} sup

1<n<N

< 2exp( lozgz(éa A 9)16\]2‘/)) HNN+ DeXp(_%) +2€XP(_;1\17(1}%;V exp(g)).

We now choose a in such a way that the exponents in the first two tail bounds match, that is, so that

P| sup |[M,|>x

1<n<N

log2 a’ Kxlog?2 log2  a® 1(xlog2\¥s
roes_4 o= 08 , which gives X082 _@ _ _(x 8 ) .
12a 2K 6 12a 2K 2\ gvK
Using this value for a 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 M = {M,}ncN, be a martingale with respect to a filtration {F, } neN, and with
My = 0. If M is subgaussian, then for any N € N and any x,y > 0,

2

X
sup |Mo| > x, (M) < y] <2exp(-5-).
1<ns<N 2y

P

Proof. For A > 0, let
/12
&, = exp(/an - 7<<M>)n).

Then {&,}nen, is a supermartingale by definition of the subgaussian bracket of M, and it satisfies &y = 1. Hence, if
=inf{n € N : M, > x or {M), > y}, the optional stopping theorem shows that E Er,n < 1 forany N € N.
Now, let Ay = {T < N} n {{M)y < y}. Note that for Ay to occur, it must be that My > x, because this is the
only way that T < N can occur at the same time as (M) < y. It follows that

2

2
1> E&ran > E[Eran | AN]P(AN) = exp(/lx - 7y)JP(AN),

which gives an upper bound on P(Ax). Optimizing over 4, we see that the best upper bound is achieved with A = x/y.
Unraveling the definition of Ay, we get that

22
P| sup My, >x,{M)y <y <exp(——)
l<n<N 2y
which is half of the desired bound. The full result follows from applying the above to —M and combining the results
for M and —M 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 H be the coefficient matrix of a canonical system on an interval (a, b). Consider a self-adjoint realization Sy of
the system’s maximal relation 7z, for example one of the relations described in Theorem[3l The resolvent of Sy at a
z € C outside of its spectrum is the relation (Sg — z)~!. It can be shown that this relation is in fact always a bounded
normal operator on L%I(a, b), 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 Sy be as above and let 7 € C\ R. Fort € {a, b}, let u; be a non-trivial
solution of Ju' = —zHu that satisfies the boundary or integrability condition near t, and normalize these solutions so
that ulJuy, = —1. Then forv € L%_I(a, b),

b
(St - 27") (1) = / G(1,5,2)H(s)v(s) ds

where
G(t,5,2) = up(Dul (5)V(ar)(s) + ua(t)uy ()1 p) (5).

Remark. It is easy to see that such solutions u, and u;, always exist, and are unique up to a multiplicative constant (see
(33, Lemma 3.2]). Moreover, while the normalization condition u Ju; = —1 might look very strong at first glance, it
only concerns the ambiguity in these multiplicative constants. Indeed, the quantity u] Juj, which can be seen as the
Wronskian of u, and up, is already constant:

(uZJub)’ = —(Ju;)Tub + uZJu}Q = z(Hua) "up - zuZHub =0

since H is symmetric.

When the system satisfies Hypothesis 2| and z € H, the integral kernel G of the resolvent can be expressed
in terms of the system’s transfer matrix Ty and of its Weyl-Titchmarsh function m. Indeed, u,(t) = Ty(t,z)eo
and up(t) = Ty(t, z)(m(f)) are solutions of the system by definition of the transfer matrix. If b is limit circle,
then m(z) = PTy(b,z) 'up(b) by definition so u; must satisfy the boundary condition at b, and if b is limit
point, then it follows from Weyl theory that u; € Lz(a,b)—see [35, Theorem 3.14(a)]. As uy(a) = ep and
ubJup = (ulJup)(a) = eJ J(™®) = —1, these two solutions can be used to define the kernel G. A direct computation
then shows that

G(t,5.2) =Tu(t,2) qu)ng) ﬂ“”g))(s) T} (s.2). (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 G as written in (B.1l), we immediately
get the following.

Proposition 30. Let T = [a,b) or I = [a,b]. Forany ¢ € €.(I,C?) and any z € C \ R, the mapping Sz,0: CST %
TM T x C — € (I,C?) given by

b
Sep(H,T,m)(t) =T(t,2) / (M’Z (5) ““”3“) TT (s, 2)H(s)¢(s) ds

is continuous with respect to the topology of compact convergence. In particular, given self-adjoint realizations Sp,,
and Sy of canonical systems maximal relations, (Sp, — z)"'¢ — (Su — z) '@ 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 L%_I(a, b) on which a canonical system’s
resolvent acts depends on its coefficient matrix H, 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 Lz(a, b) spaces
into a given one, and see how the resolvents behave in that space, which is not obvious to do in general. Nevertheless,
all €.(I, C?) functions certainly lie in any Lfi (a, b) space for H € CS I, 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 L
at z € C \ R with appropriate boundary conditions at limit circle endpoints acts on g € L2 ((a, b),w(t) dt) as

b
(L-2)"g)(0) = / G (1.5, 2)g(s)w(s) ds (B2)

where f, and fj are solutions to L f = zf that satisfy the boundary or integrability conditions at @ and b respectively,
and where the integral kernel is

Gsi(t,s,2) =

1
o o) fa() V) () + fa () fo ()T [1,p)(5)
Wy oy o a6+ SaDJo ()T ()
with W(fp, fu) = fb fi” - fa b[ 1 being the (constant) Wronskian of f;, and f,,.
Let A: (a,b) — R*? denote the matrix which maps solutions of the eigenvalue equation L f = zf to solutions of
the associated canonical system, as described in Section By construction, the functions u, and u; defined so that
Aug = ( fam , fa) and Auyp = ( fbm, f») are solutions of the canonical system that satisfy the boundary or integrability

conditions at @ and b respectively. Using the identity M "JM = J det M, which holds for any invertible M, and the fact
that det A = det Ag = 1, we see that

T —fb
ulJup =ul ATATTA " Aup = ul ATJ Auy, = (fy[” fa) (f[” =W(fa i),
b
so if we choose f, and f; to be normalized so that ‘W (f,, f») = —1, then u, and u; can be used to characterize

the canonical system’s resolvent as in Theorem Then, if x denotes either a or b, by expanding the definition
H=wJA™'(§1)A of the coefficient matrix, we see that for any v € L2 (a, b),

uT()H(s)v(s) = w(s)ul (s)AT(s)AT (s)JA™ (s) (8 (1)) A(s)v(s)

= w(s)(Aun) ()] (8 o) 496 =9 AT (), ) = A

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 z € C \ R from Theorem[29 satisfies

. "1 fa')

AD(S -2 )1 = / b Ja($)Tan)(s) + |74 Jo ()T 11,6 (5) | (Av)2(s)w(s) ds. (B.3)
a \\ fo(2) Ja(1)

In particular, the generalized Sturm—Liouville operator’s resolvent evaluated at (Av), can be extracted as the second

entry of this vector.

C Proof of Corollary

In this section, we detail the proof of Corollary 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 systemis mpy, . (z) = Pu(0, z) whereu: [0, 00)XC —
(2 is defined so that foreach z € C, u(-, z) is an integrable solution to JOu(+, z) = —zHg gpu(-,z). By construction of the
canonical system, u(0, z) = A/;’IE (0)(011(0,z), h(0,z)) where h(-,z) is an integrable solution to Hg g h (-, z) = zh(-, z)
for each z € C. This means that (-, z) also solves Hgh(-,z) = (E + ,2), and therefore by definition of the
stochastic Airy function, £(0, z) = SAi_g_.;,yz(0). Hence,

SAijlu(z) (0) z

(2) = —E2 h Ae(z) = —E — ——. C.1
My (2) VE SAir, o (0) where E(2) e C.hH

o)A
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We now recall the definition of the stochastic zeta function { introduced by Valké and Virdg in [41]. Let b; and
b, be two independent two-sided standard Brownian motions on R, and define the processes

~ [ y(s)dbi(s) ifs <0,

t
y(1) = exp(bz(t) - E) and  x(t) = {/Ozy(s) db (s) ifs>0.

Then, set

R, (1) = ! X: (ilogt)XTﬁ(% log?) where Xy = (1 —x).

2y(%logt) K 0 vy

Following [41, Definition 43], we now define 7z as the random Dirac operator mapping u: (0,1) — C to R;ﬁlju’ with
boundary conditions u;Ju(0) = ujJu(1) = 0 where again 1o := (1,0), but now u; = (g, —1) where ¢ is a standard
Cauchy random variable independent of b and b,.

Finally, the stochastic zeta function (g is the secular function of 1g as defined in [41], Definitions 13 and 43]. For
our purposes, it suffices to understand {g through its characterization as the solution of a differential equation: if
v: (0,1] x € — €2 is defined so that for each z € C, v(-, z) is the unique solution to

1
-1 _ . . . _
RTB.Ialv( ,2) =z2v(+,2) with tlgl(l) v(t,z) (O) ,
then {g = (1, —¢q)v(1, z). This can be taken as a definition of {;, since by [41, Proposition 18], this differential equation
always has a unique solution.
As detailed in [41, Section 4.2], the operator 7 is orthogonally equivalent to the stochastic sine operator. Indeed, if

1 0 1 g 1
S = ( ) and Q= ( )
0 -1 Je+i\-loa
and if p denotes a transformation acting on function f on (0, 1] by sending it to pf(¢) = f(1 — t), then the operator
p‘lSQ‘r/;(SQ)‘1 p has the same distribution as the stochastic sine operator by [41l, Proposition 46]. Writing 7g = R} ﬁl Jo
with 0 being a derivative operator, this means that the stochastic sine operator (ngl o v)J 0 has the same distribution

as p~'SQR; ﬁlJ d(SQ)~'p. Now, dp = —pd, so this equivalence yields the equivalence of coefficient matrices

R ov'® p ISQR;1I(SQ) Ip. (C.2)

With v as above, define u: [0, 1) x C — C2 by setting u(t, z) := pSQv(t,—z). Then by definition of v, for z € [0, 1)
and z € C, u solves

Jowu(t,z) = =JSQOv(1 —t,-2) = ~zJSQJR; (1 = t)v(1 =1, ~2) = —=zJSQJR,(1 - N(S0)tu(t, 2),

which shows that u(-, z) solves the sine canonical system with spectral parameter z. Moreover, by definition of v, as
t—1,

u(l‘, Z) i SQ ((1)) = \/%_'_1 (?) .
q

By [41, Lemma 45], g is the point to which converges the hyperbolic Brownian motion that drives the sine system in this
setup (i.e., with coefficient matrix p‘lJSQJRTﬁ(SQ)‘lp). This shows that u(-, z) satisfies the sine system’s boundary
condition at 1 when 8 > 2. When 8 < 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 (g, 1) as time goes to 1. Indeed,

111X 0 u() f(0)]2
> _ 1 HXgov(f(I*
I/l Rgow = 5 /O Im Bg o v(r) &

and

- Re B85 o
Xg o () f (1) = (f l(t}z(tﬁffl)zsﬁe o 50)1](0 '
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Because Re B3 (f) a.s. does not vanish as t — oo but Im Bg(r) does, f(r) must become parallel to (Re Bg(c0), 1) as
t — 1 for || fl|Rgor to be finite. As an integrable solution exists, the uniqueness statement of [41, Proposition 18]
therefore implies that u(-, z) is (a multiple of) that integrable solution. Hence, for any 8 > 0, u can be taken as the
solution that defines the system’s Weyl-Titchmarsh function, that is, mg(z) faw Pu(0,z).

Now, v(1,2) = (SQ)~'u(0,-z), and as S~! = S and Q' = QT, a direct computation shows that

L(z) = (1 —q)v(1,2) = /g% + 1uz(0,-2).

law u1(0, Z) u1(0, Z)
mp,(z) = =P+ 1 —=. (C.3)
’ u2(0,2) {p(=2)
By general canonical systems theory, the function £(z) = u;(0, z) is entire. Moreover, since ¢ is independent of the
Brownian motions from which g is defined, it is independent of the solution u, and therefore of ¢ and (.

Thus, Corollary simply follows from Theorem 2] because of the representations (C.I) and (C3) of the two
Weyl-Titchmarsh functions.

Therefore,

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 I'(@, 1) a Gamma distribution with shape and rate parameters
a>0and A > 0.

Proposition31. Let {A;} ;> 1 be the negatives of the eigenvalues of the stochastic Airy operator, i.e., the zeros of SAi(0)

inA. Let {T';} j>1 be an iid family ofl“(g, %) (mean-2) random variables. Then

- Iy aw 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 I'j random variables.

Corollary 31.1. The spectral measure of the shifted and scaled Airy canonical system has the distribution
Z F]6A, (/1) )
j=1

where {A;} j>1 are the eigenvalues of the canonical system, and {I';} j>1 are iid F([—Zg, %) (mean-2) random variables.

Proof. We can recover the spectral measure ppy . (dz) of mpy . by Stielgjes inversion, i.e.

1 . .
Mg (d2) = - lm(}+ Im(mp, . (z +ig)) dz,
E—

as a weak limit of measures.
From (1.6), the Weyl-Titchmarsh function of the Airy canonical system is
0: SAiy, (£)(0)

m (2) =
5.5 (2) VE SAiy, () (0)

9 SAiy () (0)
VE SAiy (2 (0)
zeros of 1 — SAi,(0). Moreover, by taking limits, we have that the residue at these poles is given by

0; SAi 0 20, SAiy; (0
lim (Z+2‘/E(/1j+E)) i SAi, (2)(0) __ t i 1;(0) .
- E(4;+E) VE SAij(5)(0)  9a(SALA(0))]a=y,

where Ag(z) = —E — ﬁ The function has simple poles at z = —2\/E(/1j + E), where {1} > are the
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Now, because A — SAi,(0) has a simple zero at 4,

8, SAiy, (0) , 28 SAi1(0)8,; SAi(0)
= lim (1 - A)) —
0a(SAi1(0))[a=2;, -4 SAi,(0)
SAi1(0)0, SAi1(0) — SAi(0)8,8; SAiA(0)
SAi, (0)2 -

d; SAi(0)
SAiL(0)

0
-1 _ 3 \2Y IR DAY
= /llgl/%j(/l ) Algl}j(/l Aj)0a

Hence, if we have realized the I';’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
0 SAi,(0) r;
A1(SAiL(0)]azr, 27

Therefore, as the masses at the poles of m Hg g are the negatives of the residues, we find that

Hrp (d2) = D Fj(s—Z‘/E(/lj+E)(dZ)' u
=

We now turn to the proof of Proposition[3T}

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 @ > 0, a y, random variable has density proportional to x@le=x'/21 x>0 and X%, ~T (%, 2). In
terms of these variables, we define the semi-infinite tridiagonal matrix

bl ai
ar by ar
A=

ax b

where b; ~ N(0,2) and a; ~ ygj. We let @y (z) = det([z — (4N,8)_1/2A]N,N) where [A]n, N is the top left N X N
submatrix of A. Then by the Cramer’s formula,

Oy (2) s N g
DN (2) - ([Z_ (4Np) A]N,N)N’N - Z T(N)

j=1 z—/lj

where {¢ }j.\’: | are the spectral weights and where {/T;N) }j.\’: , are the eigenvalues of [ (4NB)™?A] . By the Dumitriu—

Edelman theorem, weights and eigenvalues are independent, and the weights have a Dirichlet(%, g, R E) distribution.
Following [28], we let forn < N,

_ [ -1
Wn(Z) = ((zﬂ)l/4eNz22_n(NZ2) /12 %) ,

and we define ¥,,(1) = (w,®,)(1 + 21\;1—2/3) We also let /l;.N) = 2N2/3(;1§.N) — 1). Then we have the representation that

forA € H,

2
N g e o1 (D)

N e N

]Z:} (A=aM)2 ¥n (1)

On taking N — oo, the random function on the left-hand side converges weakly and locally uniformly in H to the
random function

o 2- ;)%
By [28, Theorem 1.1], as N — oo we have the convergence on compacts of

Wn-1() _ N, Pn-1() PN (D) law 9, SAi(0)

¥n () ey A "

Ny .
4 SAi (0)
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