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ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE

AMOL AGGARWAL

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the Toda lattice (p(t); g(¢)) at thermal equilibrium, meaning
that its variables (p;) and (e ~%+1) are independent Gaussian and Gamma random variables,
respectively. We justify the notion from the physics literature that this model can be thought of
as a dense collection of solitons (or “soliton gas”) by, (i) precisely defining the locations of these
solitons; (ii) showing that local charges and currents for the Toda lattice are well-approximated
by simple functions of the soliton data; and (iii) proving an asymptotic scattering relation that
governs the dynamics of the soliton locations. Our arguments are based on analyzing properties
about eigenvector entries of the Toda lattice’s (random) Lax matrix, particularly, their rates of
exponential decay and their evolutions under inverse scattering.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Toda lattice is a Hamiltonian dynamical system (p(t); g(t)), where p(t) = (p;(t)) and q(t) =
(gi(t)) are indexed by a one-dimensional integer lattice ¢ € J that could either be an interval
J =[Ny, N3], a torus I = Z/NZ, or the full line J = Z. Its Hamiltonian is given by

2
H(p;q) = Z <% + e‘“_‘““>,
i€Jd
so the dynamics 0,q; = 9, 9(p; q) and dyp; = —0,,H(p; q) are
at%’(t) — pi(t), and 8tpi(t) — eqifl(t)*qi(t) _ eqi(t)*QiJrl(t)_

This model may be thought of as a system of particles moving on the real line, with locations (g;)
and momenta (p;). It was originally introduced by Toda [49] as a Hamiltonian dynamic that admits
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.08018v1

2 AMOL AGGARWAL

soliton solutions, which (loosely speaking) are localized, wave-like functions that retain their shape
as they propagate in time. Since the works of Flaschka [19] and Manakov [32] exhibiting its full
set of conserved quantities, and that of Moser [39] determining its scattering shift, the Toda lattice
has become recognized as an archetypal example of a completely integrable system.

A basic question about the Toda lattice is to understand its behavior as the domain J and time
t become large. In situations when its initial data either decays or approximates a profile that is
smooth almost everywhere, detailed answers have been attained (largely by analyzing associated
Riemann-Hilbert problems) in works of Venakides—Deift-Oba [50], Deift-Kamviss—Kriecherbauer—
Zhou [12], Deift-McLaughlin [I3], Bloch-Golse-Paul-Uribe [5], and Kriiger—Teschl [28].

However, much less is known when the initial data is rough and not decaying, or random. These
situations were emphasized Zakharov, broadly within the context of classical integrable systems,
under the terms “soliton gases” [51] and “integrable turbluence” [52]. They are especially prominent,
since invariant measures for integrable dynamics are of this type. For example, perhaps the most
natural invariant measure for the Toda lattice, sometimes called thermal equilibrium, is when the
(p;) and (e% ~%+1) are independent Gaussian and Gamma random variables, respectively.

Over the past decade, an extensive framework has emerged in the physics literature for predicting
how an integrable system behaves in these situations. It is based on the notion that it can be
thought of as a dense collection of many solitons, each possessing an amplitude A; and a location
Q;(t), which have two properties that together pinpoint the system’s asymptotics. First, interesting
quantities describing the integrable system, such as local charges and currents, are approximable
by simple expressions of the solitons (for example, in the Toda lattice, the number of particles in
an interval should nearly equal the number of solitons in it). Second, the evolution of these solitons
is well-approximated by an explicit equation, which for the Toda lattice reads [16, Section IV]

(1) Q=) +Mt—2 > logle—N|+2 Y log|hk — Ayl
J:Q; () <Qxk (t) J:Q;(0)<Q(0)

The relation () can be informally interpreted as follows. The k-th soliton, initially at Q(0),
moves with velocity A until it meets another soliton, say that j-th one. At that moment, the
k-th soliton instantaneously moves forward or backward by 2log|A\x — A;|, depending on whether
it met the j-th soliton from the right or left, respectively (this could make it pass another soliton,
producing a “cascade” of such interactions, but no two solions can interact with each other twice in
this way). Then, the k-th soliton proceeds at velocity A until meeting another soliton, when the
procedure repeats. The reason for the choice 2log|Ax, — A;| is that it is the Toda lattice’s scattering
shift, describing the phase displacement of just two solitons passing through each other. As such,
if the collection of solitons is sparse, one may expect them to mainly interact successively in pairs,
thereby giving rise to the above dynamics. This reasoning led to the prediction in [51] that a form
of (L) should hold in this sparse setting, for the Korteweg—de Vries (KdV) equation .

That a relation such as (1)) should persist if the solitons are dense was first postulated (for var-
ious quantum integrable systems) by Bertini-Collura—De Nardis—Fagotti [4] and Castro-Alvaredo—
Doyon—Yoshimura [I0]. Although less intuitive in this dense regime, some of its consequences for
the Toda lattice at thermal equilibrium were investigated through simulations by Cao—-Bulchadani-
Spohn in [9], and verified to striking numerical accuracy. Below, we refer to (1) as the asymptotic
scattering relation; it is also sometimes called the “collision rate ansatz” or “flea-gas algorithm.”

The question of mathematically making sense of, and justifying, the above framework (for at least
some Hamiltonian integrable system) has received considerable interest in recent years. To that
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end, the soliton amplitudes A; are understood. They are defined to be the conserved quantities for
the system, given by the eigenvalues of its Laz matriz. For the Toda lattice, this is the tridiagonal,
symmetric matrix L(t) whose diagonal and off-diagonal entries are the (p;) and (e(%i—%+1)/2)
respectively [19, [32]. When J is large and (p(t); q(t)) is random, L(¢) becomes a high-dimensional
random matrix. Its eigenvalue density then prescribes the distribution of soliton amplitudes in
the Toda lattice, whose computation was addressed by Spohn [44] (after initial work of Opper
[40]) under thermal equilibrium and many other invariant measures. He predicted formulas for its
limiting density (and derived expectations for local currents), which were later verified in works of
Mazucca, Guionnet, and Memin [33] 24} [34].

The above results do not address the evolution of the soliton locations (Q;) in time. Even a
coherent definition of these locations (Q;) from a given state (p; q) of the Toda lattice does not seem
to exist in the mathematics literature. In fact, we only know of two integrable systems for which such
a definition has been given; they are the hard rods model and box-ball system. For the former, the
soliton locations are simply the positions of the rods; for the latter, they can be recovered through
a combinatorial algorithm of Takahashi-Satsuma [46]. In each case, the analog of the approximate
evolution (LI)) becomes exact, and it is an eventual consequence of the inverse scattering that
linearizes the system; see the works by Boldrighini-Dubroshin—Suhov [6] and Croydon—Sasada [I1].

As most integrable systems lack a definition for their soliton locations from a given state, re-
searchers have turned to studying specific families of solutions for them, called finite-gap solutions
(see the survey of Dubrovin-Matveev—Novikov [I7]). These are associated with an algebraic curve
and allow logical candidates for solition locations to be incorporated as tunable parameters called
phases. The physics work of El [I8] proposed a specific scaling limit, involving making the curve’s
genus large and the phases random, under which finite-gap solutions to the KdV equation should
satisfy the analog of ([LI)). While certain infinite genus finite-gap solutions have been studied by
mathematicians since the work of McKean-Trubowitz [35], the scaling limit from [I8] does not seem
to have received a thorough mathematical treatment. Still, in a different direction, the papers by
Girotti, Grava, Jenkins, McLaughlin, Minakov, and Nanjudel analyzed finite-gap solutions of low
genus with many solitons (allowing for random amplitudes) [20, 22]. By modifiying these solu-
tions to include one large soliton passing through the many small ones, they used Riemann—Hilbert
methods to prove [21] that the position of this large “tracer” soliton satisfies a version of (ITJ).

While finite-gap solutions can sometimes be amenable to analysis, they become very complicated
when expressed in terms of the original variables on which the integrable system is defined (which,
for the Toda lattice, would be the (p;q) ones). Partly for this reason, a precise interpretation
and proof of (1) for Hamiltonian integrable systems under most natural families of random ini-
tial data (particularly product measures, such as thermal equilibria) had until now been unavailable.

The task of making sense of, and justifying, the framework behind (LI)) may be viewed as
threefold.

(1) Define the soliton locations (Q;(t)).

(2) Show that relevant quantities for the integrable system (such as local charges and currents)
are approximable by simple functions of the soliton locations (Q,(¢)) and amplitudes A;.

(3) Establish that the approximate asymptotic scattering relation () holds.

In this paper we implement these three tasks for the Toda lattice at thermal equilibrium. See
Definition for the first; Proposition 2.10] for the second; and Theorem 2.17] for the third.
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We should mention that there is also the fourth task of using (II]) to prove asymptotic results
about the Toda lattice. This can be done as well, though we defer its implementation to the sequel
paper [I], as the ideas used there are almost entirely orthogonal from the ones introduced here.

Before describing the ideas in this paper, we briefly explain on the setup. Recall that the domain
J of the Toda lattice is either an interval, a torus, or the line. As Proposition below, we will
show (if the lengths of the interval and torus are sufficiently large) that these three choices lead to
approximately equal systems, which differ by an error decaying exponentially in the time parameter
t. So, we mainly assume below that J = [N7, No] is an interval of length N = No — N7 +1 > ¢.
Then, the rows and columns of the Lax matrix L(t) = [L;;(t)] are indexed by 4, j € I = [Ny, NaJ.

We consider the Toda lattice at thermal equilibrium, with parameters 5,0 > 0. This means
(see Definition 2.4)) that we sample the diagonal and superdiagonal entries of the tridiagonal, sym-
metric Lax matrix L(0) independently, with probability densities Cge*512/2 and nggazw’le*ﬁzz,
respectively (where C3,Cpggo > 0 are normalization constants). The near-invariance of thermal
equilibrium implies that this description continues to approximatelyﬂ hold for L(¢), when ¢ > 0.

1. Soliton locations: First, we must provide a definition for the location Q;(t) of the j-th soliton
at time ¢. Recall that its amplitude is an eigenvalue A; of the Lax matrix L(¢). So, we examine the
corresponding unit eigenvector w;(t) = (u;(N1;t),...,u;(Na;t)). Central to our analysis is the fact
that, if L(¢) is under thermal equilibrium, then w;(t) is exponentially localized. This means that it
admits some “center” ¢ € [Ny, No| such that |u;(i;t)| < Ce™¢l"=¢l likely holds for any i € [Ny, Na].
Such exponential decay of eigenvectors holds generally for random tridiagonal (or bounded band)
matrices with independent (or weakly correlated) entries. It was first proven in the context of one-
dimensional Anderson localization by Molchanov [37] and Kunz—Souillard [29], though the precise
estimates we will use are due to Schenker [42] and Aizenman—Schenker—Friedrich-Hundertmark [2].

Now fix a parameter ¢ > 0 that is not too small; we will take ( = e~ ¢log Ny (which decays
in N superpolynomially, but not stretched exponentially). Define a (-localization center of A; with
respect to L(t) to be any index ¢.(j) € [IN1, N2| for which |u;(¢:(5);t)] > ¢; see Definition [Z6l We
view this localization center ¢;(j) as the index of the particle associated with the j-th soliton, so
we then define the location of this soliton on R to be this particle’s position Q;(t) = gy, (;)(t)-

Observe that there may be multiple choices for this index ¢;(j), and thus for the soliton location
Q;(t). However, exponential localization of u;(¢) quickly implies that all such choices will be very
close to (within O(]log¢|) = N°( of) each other, so will be equivalent for asymptotic purposes.

Before proceeding, let us mention that, guided by quantum mechanics, one might be inclined to
instead define the index ¢;(j) to be random variable, whose probability of equalling any k € [Ny, Na]
is uj(k;t)?. Indeed, this notion was hypothesized in the earlier physics work of Bulchandini-Cao—
Moore [7), Section 3.2], who observed this probability distribution concentrates on few indices (also
attributing it to Anderson localization). If we had adopted this as the definition of ¢;(j) in our
context, we would have obtained essentially the same results as below, with similar proofs.

2. Approzimate locality: Next, we must verify that interesting quantities of the Toda lattice (local
charges and currents) are simply expressible through the soliton locations @, (t) defined above. This
will follow from a more fundamental property, which is the “approximate locality” of eigenvalues.
To explain this, a local quantity for the Toda lattice is one that is expressible as a function of
the Lax matrix entries L;;(t), for ¢ and k in a uniformly bounded subinterval of [Ny, N3]. The

I Thermal equilibrium is exactly invariant if J is the torus or line. While this does not quite hold when J is an
interval, the above-mentioned comparison between these domains implies that it is approximately true in this case
as well. To ease this introductory exposition, we ignore this subtlety for now and act as if invariance held exactly.
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momentum p;(t) of the i-th particle is an example of one, as it is the diagonal (i,i)-entry L;;(¢) of
L(t). On the other hand, eigenvalues A; of L(¢) are not local, as they depend on all entries of L(t).

However, we will see under thermal equilibrium that A; is “approximately local” around its
localization center ¢;(j); informally, this means that the “dependence” of A; on the i-th row and
column of L(t) decays exponentially in |i —¢:(j)|. A more specific (but slightly simplified) statement
is, if £ > 1 is a parameter and i}(t) is a tridiagonal matrix whose (7, k)-entry coincides with that
of L(t) whenever i,k € [p:(j) — £, 0:(j) + {], then L(t) likely has an cigenvalue X, satisfying
[A; — 5\]| < Ce~; see Corollary and Corollary B.6 for precise formulations. This approximate
locality can be deduced from the exponential eigenvector localization of L(t). Similar deductions
were used by Molchanov [38] and Minami [36] in their studies of spectral statistics for random
Schrodinger operators.

Given this approximate locality, let us outline how local charges and currents can be recovered
from soliton data. Instead of explaining this in complete generality (which would require us to recall
the full family of Toda charges and currents; see Definition for that), to simply the exposition,
we consider a specific example, which computes the total momentum of Toda particles in a large
interval J C R. In this case, the predicted relation reads [16], Section I11.B|

Z pi(t) ~ Z )\j.

irqi (t)eT 7:Q;(t)eT
Its left side is the total momentum (which is the first local charge) in 7, and its right side is the

total amplitude of all solitons in J; see Proposition 2.10 for the general statement. It can be shown
that the Toda particles (¢;(t)) are nearly ordered, so since Q;(t) = gy, (;)(t), the above reduces to

(1.2) Yomlty= YN,

i€l Jipe(F)€T

for any large interval of indices Z C [Ny, Na] (whose endpoints are the smallest and largest ¢ for
which ¢;(t) € J). The left side of (L2 is the trace of the matrix L(t) obtained from L(t) by setting
any entry with indices not in Z to 0. Now, by approximate locality, most eigenvalues A; on the
right side of (L2) (namely, those whose localization centers ¢;(j) are not too close to an endpoint
of T) are approximately equal to a corresponding eigenvalue \; of L(t). This confirms ([I2), as it

implies that
dopit)=TrLt) =) N~ > A
€L J Jpe(4)ET
3. Asymptotic scattering relation: It remains to access the soliton dynamics, by proving (LI)).
We first use the inverse scattering relation for the Toda lattice, shown in [39], providing the explicit
(linear) evolution for the first entry ug(N1;t) of the eigenvector uy(t) of L(t). It states that

(1.3) 2log |ug(N1;t)| = 21og |uk(N1;0)| — Akt + €(2),

for some constant €(¢) independent of k. Now, recall since ug/(s) is exponentially localized for any
s € ]0,¢] that log|ux(Ny;s)| decays linearly in ¢s(k) — Ni. In fact, there is a Lyapunov exponent
Y < 0 satisfying log |ug(N1;8)| = v - (ps(k) — N1), which admits an exact formula called the
Thouless relation. Predicted by Thouless [48] and established by Avron—Simon [3], it states

(1.4) 290 =2 Ellog Lissa(s)] ~2 [ log P = Ao\

— 00
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where p is the limiting eigenvalue density for L(s) (as its dimension becomes large), and i €
[N1, N3 — 1] is any index (since the L; ;41(s) are identically distributed under thermal equilibrium,
E[L; i+1(s)] does not depend 7). While the relation (I4) will not be of direct use to us in proving
(L), a discrete variant of it will be. More precisely, by combining a linear algebraic identity in
[48], the transfer matrix arguments of [3], and the approximate locality of eigenvalues, we will show
(see Proposition [6.]) that

(1.5) 21og |uk(N1;8)| = qn, (8) — Qi(s) — 2 Z log |A\r, — Al
Jips () <eps (k)

Let us briefly indicate the relation between (L)) and (I4]). Since (by definition) 2log L; ;41(s) =
¢i(5) — qiy1(s) and Qi = gy (k)(5), one may expect the first two terms on the right side of (L)
to approximate the first term on the right side of (L)), multiplied by ¢s(k) — N7. Also, since the
sum on the right side of (L) constitutes (k) — N7 terms (and since g is the limiting density of
the (A;)), one may expect it to approximate the integral on the right side of (L)), multiplied by
©s(k) — Ny. In this way, ([3) may be thought of as a discrete form of (4.

Inserting (I35)) at s € {0,¢} into (L3)) yields
Q) = Qu(0) + M) =2 > loghe—A+2 Y logh — Al

(1.6) Fie () < (k) Jxpo(3) <o (k)
+aqn, (t) —d4n, (O) - Q(t)

It can be shown that €(t) =~ gn, (t) — gn, (0). Using this in (L6]), with the fact that the (¢;) are
ordered (to transform the restrictions on ¢ (j) in (LG) to ones on g, _(;)(s) = Q;(s)), gives (L.
In fact, upon implementing this outline, one finds (see Theorem ZTT) that the error in (1)) is
quite small, of order (log N)¢. This indicates that the asymptotic scattering relation is close to
exact, which might explain why the simulations in [9] had such a high degree of numerical accuracy.

Before proceeding, we briefly comment on the potential applicability of the above framework to
other initial data or different integrable systems. First, there are many (an infinite-dimensional
family of) invariant measures for the Toda lattice other than thermal equilibrium; they are the
generalized Gibbs ensembles with polynomial potential (see [44], Section 2]). Under these measures,
the entries (p;, e(%~%+1)/2) of the Lax matrix L(t) are not independent, but their coupling is of
finite range. It was indicated in [42] Section 2] that the arguments of [42] should apply to show that
such tridiagonal matrices also have exponentially localized eigenvectors. Thus, it could be possible
to establish above results under generalized Gibbs ensembles, as well.

Next, one might inquire about initial data that is not invariant. If this initial data is sampled
under a product measure (or one with finite-range couplings), then again the framework of [42]
should yield exponential eigenvector localization of the initial Lax matrix L(0). However, since the
initial data is not invariant, this does not immediately extend to later times ¢ > 1. If one could
show that the eigenvectors of L(t) were still localized for ¢ > 1, then it may again be possible to
show the asymptotic scattering relation (LI]) remains valid away from invariant initial data.

There are numerous other integrable systems admitting Lax matrices that are (skew-)symmetric
tridiagonal or of Cantero-Moral-Veldzquez (CMV) [8] type. These include the Volterra lattice;
generalized Toda lattices studied by Deift—Nanda—Tomei [14]; and Ablowitz—Ladik (and Schur flow)
hierarchy considered by Killip-Nenciu [27]. As explained by Grava—Gisonni-Gubbiotti-Mazzuca
[23] and Spohn [45], invariant measures analogous to thermal equilibrium exist for these systems.
Moreover, relevant eigenvector properties of the associated random matrices are known in many of
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these cases (though sometimes in a weaker form than what we use here). For example, exponential
eigenvector localization and an analog of the Thouless relation for random CMV matrices were
established in [43] by Simon. These properties also hold in certain settings for various continuum
integrable equations, such as the KdV equatiOIE [37,3]. It would be of interest to investigate if the
framework developed here can be applied to these contexts, as well.

Acknowledgements. The author heartily thanks Alexei Borodin, Patrick Lopatto, Jeremy Quas-
tel, and Herbert Spohn for valuable conversations. This work was partially supported by a Clay
Research Fellowship and a Packard Fellowship for Science and Engineering.

2. RESULTS

We introduce the Toda lattice and its Lax matrix in Section 2.1l and we define its thermal
equilibrium initial data in Section In Section [2.3] we introduce localization centers, and we
explain how they can be used to access locally conserved quantities (also called local charges) and
currents. We then state the asymptotic scattering relation for the Toda lattice under thermal
equilibrium (Theorem ZTT]), in Section [Z4

Throughout, for any a,b € R, set [a,b] = [a,b] NZ. A vector v = (v1,va,...,v,) € C" is a unit
vector if Y, vZ = 1; we call it nonnegatively normalized if v; > 0, where j € [1,n] is the minimal
index such that v; # 0. For any real symmetric n x n matrix M, let eig M = (A1, A2, ..., An)
denote the eigenvalues of M, counted with multiplicity and ordered so that Ay > Ao > --- > A,,.

2.1. Toda Lattice.

2.1.1. Open Toda Lattice. In this section we recall the Toda lattice on an interval. Throughout, we
fix integers N1 < N3 and set N = Ny — Ny + 1 (which will prescribe the interval’s endpoints and
length, respectively).

The state space of the Toda lattice on the interval [N, Na], also called the open Toda lattice, is
given by a pair of N-tuples (p(t); q(t)) € RY x RY, where p(t) = (pn, (1), pny+1(t), - -, PN, (t)) and
q(t) = (gn, (1), an,+1(t), - - -, an, (t)); both are indexed by a real number ¢ > 0 called the time. Given
any initial data (p(0);q(0)) € RN x RY the joint evolution of (p(t);q(t)) for t > 0 is prescribed
by the system of ordinary differential equations

(2.1) 0iq;(t) = pj(t), and  Oup;(t) = et (V700 — ar (=01 (0)]

for all (j,t) € [IN1, N2] x R>g; here, we set gn,—1(t) = —o0 and gn,+1(t) = oo for all £ > 0. One
might interpret this as the dynamics for N points (indexed by [N1, Na2])) moving on the real line,
whose locations and momenta at time ¢ > 0 are given by the (¢;(¢)) and (p;(¢)), respectively.

The system of differential equations (21]) is equivalent to the Hamiltonian dynamics generated
by the Hamiltonian § : RV x RV — R that is defined, for any p = (po,p1,...,pn_1) € RY and
q=(qo0.q1,.--,qv-1) € RN, by setting

N-1 p2
(2.2) LIMEDY (EJ - eqﬂ'%‘ﬂ),

Jj=0

2As observed by Saitoh [41] (and by Matetski-Quastel-Remenik [26]), the KAV equation can also be formally
recovered from a limit degeneration of the Toda lattice. It remains to be seen whether this can be justified to allow
asymptotic frameworks about the latter to carry over to the former.
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where gy = oco. The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (21 for all time ¢ > 0, under
arbitrary initial data (p; q) € RY x R¥ | is thus a consequence of the Picard-Lindeléf theorem (see,
for example, the proof of [47, Theorem 12.6)).

It will often be useful to reparameterize the variables of the Toda lattice, following [19]. To that
end, for any (i,t) € [Ny, N2] x R>¢, define

(2:3) ri(t) = qia(t) —ai(t);  ait) =R bi() = pit).

Denoting a(t) = (an,(t),an, +1(t),-..,an,(t)) € RYy and b(t) = (bn, (1), by, 41(t), ..., b, (1) €
RY . the (a(t);b(t)) are sometimes called Flaschka variables; they satisfy rn,(t) = qn,+1(t) —
qn, (t) = 0o and ay, (t) = e~"™2(0/2 = . Then, &) is equivalent to the system

(2:4) Oray(t) = aj2(t> (b5 (1) =bjsa (1), and  Ob;(t) = a1 (1) — a(t)7,

for each (j,t) € [N1, N2] x R>q.

It will at times be necessary to define the original Toda state space variables (p(t);q(t)) from
the Flaschka variables (a(t); b(t)); it suffices to do this at ¢ = 0, as (p(t); q(t)) is determined from
(p(0); g(0)), by ZI)). We explain how to do this when 0 € [N, N2] (as otherwise we may translate
(N1, N2) to guarantee that this inclusion holds)ﬁ By ([23), the Flaschka variables a(0) only specify
the differences between consecutive entries in g(0), so the former only determines the latter up to an
overall shift. We will fix this shift by setting ¢o(0) = 0, that is, we define (p(0); q(0)) by imposing

(2.5) q0(0) = 0; ¢i+1(0) — qi(0) = —2loga;(0);  pi(0) = b;(0),
for each i € [IN1, N2]. Then, (p(0);q(0)) is called the Toda state space intial data associated with

(a(0); b(0)). The evolution (p(t), g(t)) of this initial data under (ZT]) is called the Toda state space
dynamics associated with (a(t), b(t)); observe that we may have qo(t) # 0 if ¢ # 0.

2.1.2. Lax Matrices, Locally Conserved Quantities, and Currents. In this section we recall the Lax
matrix, locally charges, and currents associated with the Toda lattice. Throughout, we fix integers
N; < Ny and set N = No — Ny + 1. Let (a(t);b(t)) € RY, x RY be a pair of N-tuples indexed
by a real number ¢ € Rsg, where a(t) = (a;(t)) and b(t) = (b;(t)) satisfies the system (24) for
each (j,t) € [N1, N2] x R; we assume (as explained above ([2.4))) that an, () = 0 for each ¢t € R>.
Under this notation, the Lax matrix (introduced in [19] 32]) is defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Lax matrix). For any real number ¢ > 0, the Lax matriz L(t) = [L;;] = [L;;(t)] is
an N x N real symmetric matrix, with entries indexed by ¢, j € [IN1, N2], defined as follows. Set

L;; = bi(t), for each i € [[Nl, NQH; Li,i—i—l = Li-i—l,i = ai(t), for each i € [[Nl, Ny — 1ﬂ
Also set L;; = 0 for any 4,5 € [N1, No] with |i — j| > 2.

A fundamental feature of the Lax matrix is that its eigenvalues are preserved under the Toda
dynamics ([Z4]). This was originally due to [19]; see also [39, Section 2].

Lemma 2.2 ([I9,[39]). For any real numbers t,t' € R>q, we have eig L(t) = eig L(t).

Lemma provides a large family of conserved quantities for the Toda lattice, given by the
eigenvalues of the Lax matrix. However, these are “non-local,” in the sense that they depend on all
of the Flaschka variables (a(t); b(t)), as opposed to only the (a;(t), b;(t)) for i in some (uniformly)

3In this work, we will usually have N1 and N3 be large negative and large positive integers, respectively, and we
will be interested in the (p;(t); ¢;(t)) for ¢ in some interval containing 0.
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bounded interval. To remedy this, observe that Lemma [22] implies that Tr L(¢)™ is conserved for
any integer m > 0. Since L(t) is tridiagonal, the diagonal entries of L(¢)™ are local quantities (see
[45] Section 2.1] for further information), whose total is preserved; they are called local charges and

have associated currents. In what follows, for any matrix M, we let [M];; denote the (4, j) entry
of M.

Definition 2.3 (Local charges and currents). Fix an integer m > 0, an index i € [Ny, N2], and a
real number ¢ > 0. Define the m-th local charge €™ (t) of L(t) at i by setting €™ (¢) = [L(t)™]:.
Define the associated m-th current jgm] (t) of L(t) at i by setting

i) = @ (8) - [L(6)™iir, iti€ [N +1,N0]; X)) =0, ifi<Njori> Na.

For example, the first local charge EE” (t) = bi(t) = pi(t) denotes momentum. To explain the
currents, using (2.4) it can be verified that (see [45] Equation (2.24)])
(2.6) Bt (s) =™ (s) =il (s),  for alli € [Ny, N2] and s > 0.

[m]

In this way, the current j;"" signifies the “rate of transfer” of the local charge ¢ across the edge

connecting 7 + 1 to i.

2.2. Thermal Equilibrium. In this section we describe a class of random initial data that we
will study for the Toda lattice; it is sometimes referred to as thermal equilibrium, and is given
by independent Gamma random variables for the a Flaschka variables, and independent Gaussian
random variables for the b ones. In what follows, we fix an integer N > 1 and real numbers 3,6 > 0.

Definition 2.4 (Open thermal equilibrium). The (open) thermal equilibrium with parameters
(3,0; N) is the product measure g = pg g = p1g.9.8—1.8 on RV=1 x RY defined by

950 \ N1 N-2 ,  No ,
—1\—N, 20—1_—Ba? —Bb?
p(da; db) = (W) (2~ ~N/2. H a2’ e P da; H e PY2db;,
Jj=0 3=0
where a = (ag,...,an—2) € Rgo_l and b = (bg,b1,...,by_1) € RV, It will be convenient to view
1s.0:N—1,n as a measure on RY x RN by, if we denote a(0) = (ag, a1, ...,an—2,0) € R]ZVO, then also

saying (a;b) € RY x RY is sampled under HB.0:N—1,N-

Thermal equilibrium, as described above, is related to invariant measures for the Toda lattice;
the latter are measures on the Flaschka variable initial data (a(0);b(0)) such that, for any ¢t > 0,
the law of (a(t); b(t)) under the Toda lattice is the same as that of (a(0);b(0)). The open Toda
lattice on a finite interval [Ny, N3] admits no nontrivial invariant measures. However, the Toda
lattice on the full line Z does, though this must be made sense of, as it involves infinitely many
variables. In this context, the thermal equilibrium product measure of Definition [24] (extrapolated
to when N = o00) is perhaps the most natural invariant measure.

The following proposition, to be shown in Section 3] below (as a consequence of Proposition [£.7]
which addresses more general initial data), states this to be the case. Specifically, it shows that at
thermal equilibrium the Toda lattice on Z can be defined by taking a limit of open Toda lattices
on growing intervals; confirms that thermal equilibrium is invariant for this infinite Toda lattice;
and provides a quantitative approximation for it by open Toda lattices at thermal equilibrium on
finite intervals.
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Proposition 2.5. Let (a;)ez and (bj)jez be mutually independent random variables, whose laws
for each j € Z are given by

p(daj) = 28°T(0)~* -a?efle_ﬂ“?daj, and  p(db;) = (2np~H)"Y/2. e_ﬂb?mdbj.

For any integers Ni < Ny, let (alNoN2I(t), bINUN2l(1)) denote the open Toda lattice (2.4) on
[Ny, Na], with initial data (a™+N21(0); BINUN21(0)) given by alNoN21(0) = (an,, an, 41, an, 1)
and bINUN(0) = (byy, by 41,5 DN,)-

(1) For each (j,t) € Zx Ry, the limits imy_ oo aB_N’N] (t) = a;j(t) andlimy 00 b§N) (t) =b;(t)
exist almost surely; are finite; and solve (2.4).

(2) For each t > 0, denoting a(t) = (a;(t))jez and b(t) = (b;(t)) ez, the laws of (a(0);b(0))
and (a(t); b(t)) coincide.

(3) For any p € (0,1), there exist constants ¢ = ¢(8,0,p) >0 and C = C(8,0,p) > 1 such that
the following holds. Let R > 1 and T > 0 be real numbers, and K > 1 and N < —K <
K < Ny be integers, such that

R>1logN, and RT <K < NP, where N = Ny — N; + 1.
Then, with probability at least 1 — Ce_CR2, we have

) _[N1,N2] . _ p[N1,N7] —-K/5
seforr] €IV TN, — K] (ls) —a; O]+ 50—, O) = ™

The system (a(t); b(t)) from Proposition 2] is the Toda lattice on Z, under thermal equilibrium
with parameters (3, 6). Let us briefly interpret the third part of Proposition 2.5 when the interval
length N satisfies T < N < el It states that, with high probability (at least 1 — Ce*(logT)z),
the Flaschka variables at site j of the Toda lattice on Z approximately coincide with those of the
open Toda lattice on [N1, N2], up to an error that is exponentially small in T, as long as j is in the
“bulk” of [N, N2] (that is, not too close to its endpoints N7 and Na; otherwise, boundary effects
on the interval should become more visible and make this comparison invalid). Thus, asymptotic
questions about the Toda lattice run for some large time 7', on Z under thermal equilibrium, can
be recovered from those about the open Toda lattice on a finite interval at thermal equilibrium.
Hence, we will throughout focus on the open Toda lattice on the finite interval [Ny, No] for times
t € [0,T] with T € [N°, N'=9] for some small constant 6 > 0 (though the statements below will
permit more flexibility in T'), and be interested in its variables at sites j in the bulk of [Ny, No].

Before proceeding, let us mention that one might also be interested in analyzing Toda lattice on
the torus Ty = Z/NZ, for which thermal equilibrium is also invariant (see Section B.I] below). It
can be deduced from Proposition [£.3] below that a counterpart of Proposition holds comparing
this Toda lattice on Ty to the open one on [Ny, Na], indicating they are likely very close to each
other in the bulk of [Ny, Na], for times T' < N = Ny — N1 + 1 (for much larger times, we expect
the periodicity of the torus to become more visible, again making such a comparison invalid).
As such, asymptotic questions about the Toda lattice on Ty at thermal equilibrium, for times
T € [N%, N'=9], also reduce to those about the model on the interval.

2.3. Localization Centers. As explained in Section[Z.1.2] while the eigenvalues of the Lax matrix
L(t) are conserved under the Toda dynamics, they are not local, as they depend on all entries of
L(t). Still, we will see under thermal equilibrium that they are “approximately local,” in that they
only depend on a few entries of L(t), up to a small error. These entries will correspond to those on
which the associated eigenvectors of L(t) are mainly supported; we call them localization centers,
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given (in a more general context) by the below definition. Here, we again let N7 < N3 be integers
and set N = Ny — Ny + 1.

Definition 2.6 (Localization centers). Let u = (u(N1),u(Ny + 1),...,u(Ns)) € RY be a unit
vector. For any ¢ € R>q, we call an index ¢ € [Ny, Na] a (-localization center for w if |u(p)| > C.

Next, let M = [M;;] be a symmetric N x N matrix, with entries indexed by ¢,7 € [N1, Na].
If A € eig M, then we call ¢ € [Ny, No] a (-localization center for A\ with respect to M if ¢ is
a (-localization center for some unit eigenvector u € RY of M with eigenvalue \. Further let
(u1,u2,...,uy) denote an orthonormal eigenbasis of M. We call a bijection ¢ : [1, N] — [Ny, N2]
a (-localization center bijection for M if ¢(j) is a (-localization center for w,; for each j € [1, N].

One might first ask whether (-localization center bijections exist. The following lemma, whose
quick proof appears in Section [0l below, verifies this if ¢ < (2V) 1.

Lemma 2.7. Any symmetric N x N matriz M admits a (2N)~-localization center bijection.

One might next ask if such localization centers bijections are unique; this is not always the case.
An extreme example is if M is the adjacency matrix for the discrete Laplacian on a torus of length
N, in which case one can verify that any bijection from [1, N] to [Ny, No] is an N~1/2-localization
center bijection.

However, we will show that this uniqueness is true “up to some error,” if M is the Lax matrix
for the Toda lattice run under thermal equilibrium. To make this precise, we require some notation,
which will frequently be adopted throughout the remainder of this paper.

Assumption 2.8. Fix real numberd] B,60 > 0, and assume that the stretch parameter
I(6)
rw "
For each t > 0, let L(t) = [L;;(t)] denote the Lax matrix for the open Toda lattice (a(t);b(t))
on [Ni, N2] (as in Definition 21)). Set eig L(t) = (A1, A2,...,An), which does not depend on ¢
by Lemma [22] and for each k € [1,N] let ui(t) = (ugp(N1;t),ur(Nast), ..., ux(Na;t)) denote
the nonnegatively normalized, unit eigenvector of L(t) with eigenvalue \;. At ¢ = 0, abbreviate
L = L(0); (a;b) = (a(0);b(0)); and wy, = ur(0) = (ur(N1), ug (N1 +1),...,ur(Nz2)). Assume that
the initial data (a;b) is sampled under the thermal equilibrium pg g, ny—1,5 from Definition 2.4
Let (p(s);q(s)), over s € Rx>p, denote the Toda state space dynamics associated with (Flaschka
variable) initial data (a(0);b(0)), as in Section [ZT11

Let T > 1 and ¢ > 0 be real numbers satisfying

(2.8) Ny < —N(ogN)™ < N(logN) "' < Ny; 1<T<N(ogN)7; (> e 1000osN)?,
For each s € R let o5 : [1, N] — [N1, N2] be a (-localization center bijection for L(s), and denote
(2.9) Q(5) = gp.(p(s),  for cach (j,) € [1, N] x Rs.

The reason for the term, “stretch parameter,” is given by Lemma[3.12]below, which indicates that
the average spacing E[g;(0) — ¢i+1(0)] = a between points in the Toda lattice at thermal equilibrium
is a. The assumption ([2.7) states that the stretch parameter « is nonzero, which implies that the
Toda particles (g;(t)) do not “accumulate” (with infinite density) around 0.

Let us briefly explain ([2.8]). Its first bound indicates that 0 is in the bulk of [Ny, Na]. Its second
ensures that the time scale T is sublinear in N, in accordance with the discussion at the end of

(2.7) a=logf —

4Throughout this paper, constants may depend on 8 and 6, even when not explicitly stated.
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Section (as this will guarantee that the boundary of [N, N3] does not asymptotically affect its
bulk under the Toda lattice). Its third ensures that ¢ is not too small. In (28], the constants 7,
100, and 3/2 are of little significance (we will need e~ (108 N)* « ¢ < N=C for C sufficiently large).

Under Assumption 2.8 we view @;(s) as the “location” of A; on the lattice [Ny, Na], and Q;(s)
as the location of the corresponding Toda particleﬁ 4y, (;j)(s) on the line R (the latter may be thought
of as the location for the “soliton with amplitude \;,” as described in Section [).

The following proposition, to be shown in Section [[] below, indicates that the location g (j) is
likely unique, up to a small error (as long as it is in the bulk of [Ny, No]).

Proposition 2.9. Adopt Assumption[2.8. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following
holds with probability at least 1 — ¢~ te—cllog N)* . For any real number t € [0,T]; eigenvalue A\ €
eig L(t); and two (-localization centers ¢, $ € [N1, Na] for A with respect to L(t), satisfying

(2.10) N; +T(log N)? < ¢ < Ny — T(log N)?,
we have | — @| < (log N)3.

As mentioned above, one may think of the “location” of A; on the lattice [N1, Na] at time s as
being ¢;(s). One manifestation of this is through Corollary (and Corollary (.6) below, which
essentially states the following. Let A € eig L have (-localization center . If one perturbs the
entries of L, whose indices are sufficiently far from ¢, to form a tridiagonal matrix L, then there
exists an eigenvalue e eig L that is close to A (and whose N ~!(-localization center is close to ¢).

We will not state that result more precisely in this section, but instead mention the following
relevant consequence of it, to be proven in Section [[.3] below. It indicates that the (sums of) local
charges and (integrated) currents from Definition 23] are well-approximated by local sums of AT
over j satisfying Q);(t) ~ ¢;(t). Thus, to analyze asymptotics of the former, it suffices to understand
the limiting dynamics of the particle locations @, (%).

Proposition 2.10. Adopt Assumption [2.8. For any integer m > 0, there exists a constant ¢ =
c(m) > 0 such that the following two statements hold with probability at least 1 — ¢~ le—cllog N)?,
Below, we let t € [0,T] be any real number and J C R be any interval satisfying

J C [aNy + (T + |N1|*/?)(log N)?,aNy — (T + Na/*)(log N)?], if a > 0;
J C [aNs + (T + Ny/?)(log N)®, aNy — (T + [N1['/?)(log N)?], if a < 0.
(1) We have

(2.11)

(2.12) < (log N)™*6,

ool - >

iiqi (H)eT Q5 ()eTg
(2) For any k € J, we have

t
/0 iMeds+ 30 ar— 3T an

J7:Q; (H)<k 7:Q; (0)<k

(2.13) < (log N)™6,

50ne might ask why we impose that ¢ : [1, N] — [N1, N2] is a bijection, as opposed to any map such that
p¢(j) is a ¢-localization center of u(j;t) for each j € [1, N]. As suggested by Proposition 2.9 below (which addresses
arbitrary localization centers, and not only localization center bijections), this would not be necessary for our results
below to hold. Still, we adopt it since it has the aesthetic property of exhibiting a one-to-one correspondence betwen
eigenvalues of the Lax matrix and particles in the Toda lattice.



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 13

Let us briefly comment on Proposition ZI0 First, the assumption (2I1]) on J implying that J
is bounded away from aN7; and N5 indicates thatd this inveral only contains particles ¢; of index
i in the bulk of [Ny, Nao]. Second, it is typical in the context of hydrodynamical limits to consider
local charges on an interval J whose length is of order T. Then, the sums (or integrals) on the
left side of (2Z12) (or ([2I3])) will also be of order T, which can be taken to be much larger than
(log N)™*6_ s0 the error on the right side of ([Z.12)) is negligible in comparison.

2.4. Asymptotic Scattering Relation. The following theorem, proven in Section BJ] below,
provides the asymptotic scattering relation that governs the dynamics of the Q(t). In what follows,
the condition II%E} ensures that the “initial location” ¢g (k) of A is in the bulk of [N, Na]]. Observe
that the erron] (log N)® on the right side of ([2I5]) is quite small, negligible in comparison to any
power of N. So, Theorem [2.11] indicates that the asymptotic scattering relation is quite close to an
equality.

Theorem 2.11 (Asymptotic scattering relation). Adopt Assumption[2.8. There exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — ¢~ te—c(log N? Letk e [1, N satisfy

(2.14) Ny +T(log N)® < o(k) < Ny — T(log N)°.
Then, for each t € [0,T], we have

Mt — Qr(t) + Qu(0) — 2sgn(a) > log|Ap — Ayl
(2.15) :Qq () <Qu ()
+2sgn(e) Y. log Ak — Ail| < (log N)%.
:Q4(0)<Qx(0)

In Appendix [Bl below, we will provide a heuristic (following the physics literature) for how
Theorem [ZTT] can be used to evaluate the limiting velocities of the A, as predicted in [16], 45].
While we do not know how to mathematically justify this heuristic directly, its output will be
established for sufficiently small 6 in a sequel work [1], through a different method.

2.5. Notation. For any integer n > 1, denote T,, = Z/nZ. For any point z € C and set A C C,
denote dist(z, A) = inf,c4 |z — s|. Denote the complement of any event E by EC. Denote the set of
n X n real matrices by Mat,, x,,. For any M € Mat,, x,, denote its transpose by MT. Denote the
set of n x n real symmetric matrices by SymMat,, ., = {M € Mat,x,, : M = MT}.

As in Definition 211 it will often be convenient to index the rows and columns of n X n matrices
by index sets different from [1,n]. Given a nonempty index set I C Z of size n = |J|, let Maty
denote the set of n x n real matrices M = [M;;]; jes € Maty,xn, whose rows and columns are
indexed by J; also let SymMat; = Maty N SymMat,,, ,, denote the set of real symmetric matrices
whose rows and columns are indexed by J. Given any matrix M € Maty and subset K C 7, let
MK = [Mi(;c)]iﬁjej € Matgy denote the matrix obtained from M by setting all its entries in a row

or column indexed by an element of I to 0, namely, Mi(;c) = ligk - Ligkc - M.
Throughout, given some integer parameter N > 1 and event Ey depending on N, we will often
make statements of the following form. There exists a constant ¢ > 0, independent of N, such that

6Indeod7 since qo(0) = 0 and the stretch parameter o denotes the expected value of g;+1 — ¢, the extreme particles
in the Toda lattice should reside around gn, (0) =~ aN1 and g, (0) = aNa.
"No effort was made to optimize the exponent 15, which could likely be improved.
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IP’[E?V] < f(e, N) holds for an explicit function f : Rsg X Zs¢ — R>q, which is non-decreasing in ¢
and satisfies limpy o0 f(c, N) = 0 and lim_,o f(c, N) > 1 (an example is f(c, N) = ¢~ te—closN)?),
When proving such statements we will often implicitly (and without comment) assume that N > Ny
is sufficiently large. Indeed, suppose there exist Ny > 1 and ¢y > 0 such that ]P’[ES:V] < f(eo,N)
holds whenever N > Ny. Since lim.o f(c, N) > 1, there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that for
N < Ny we have f(c1, N) > 1, in which case ]P’[E?V] <1< f(e1,N) holds for N < Ny. Thus, taking
¢ = min{co, ¢;} guarantees that P[ES] < f(c, N) holds for all N > 1.

2.6. Outline. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We begin in Section [3] with
some miscellaneous facts about the Toda lattice and random matrices; the results there are mainly
known (and those for which we lack a reference are proven in Appendix [A]). In Section F we provide
comparison estimates for the Toda lattice on different domains, showing Proposition in the
process. In Section [}l we show various results (Corollary and Corollary below) indicating
that eigenvalues of the Lax matrix under thermal equilibrium are approximately local, which will be
used in Section [ to prove the results about localization centers stated in Section 2.3} In Section
we provide an effective approximation for the rate of exponential decay for entries of random Lax
matrix eigenvectors, which is used to establish the asymptotic scattering relation (Theorem 2.TTI)
in Section B

3. MISCELLANEOUS PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Periodic Toda Lattice. In this section we recall the periodic Toda lattice on an torus (which
will be parallel to Section 2-T.T]). Throughout, we fix an integer N > 1 and a real number T € R
(which will prescribe the torus size and a periodicity constraint, respectively). The state space of
the Toda lattice on Ty, also called the periodic Toda lattice, with parameter T is given by a pair
of N-tuples of real numbers (p(t); g(t)) € RY x RN, where p(t) = (po(t),p1(t),...,pn—1(t)) and
q(t) = (qo(t),q1(t),...,qn-1(t)); both are by indexed a real number ¢ > 0 called the time. Given
any initial data (p(0); g(0)) € RY x RY | the joint evolution of (p(t); q(t)) for ¢t > 0 is prescribed by
the system of differential equations (Z1) for all (j,¢) € [0, N — 1] x R>¢. Here, we have set

pirn(t) =pi(t), and qi+n(t) =q(t)+ 7T, for each (i,t) € Z x Rxy,

which corresponds to the periodicity constraints of considering the Toda lattice on the torus T .
The system of differential equations (2.]) is equivalent to the Hamiltonian dynamics generated by
the Hamiltonian $) from (22]) (where again we set gy = go + T). The existence and uniqueness
of solutions to () for all time ¢ > 0, under arbitrary initial data (p;q) € RY x RY, is thus a
consequence of the Picard-Lindel6f theorem; see [47, Theorem 12.6].

We moreover again define r(t) = (ro(t),r1(¢t),...,rn-1(t)), as well as the Flaschka variables
a(t) = (ao(t),ar(t),...,an—1(t)) € RY, and b(t) = (bo(t),b1(t),...,bxy-1(t)) € RY, according to
(@3). Then, ) is equivalent to the system (24, for each (j,t) € Z x Rsg, where the periodicity
constraints become

N
ai(t) = amn(t);  bi(t) =bin (D) m() =ran(®); Y=Y r(b),
j=1
for each (i,t) € Z x R>o (where the fact that T is independent of ¢ follows from the fact that
;i (t) = 2a;(t)~1 - dra;(t), by dividing both sides of the first equation in (24 by a;(¢) and then
summing over j € [0, N — 1]). If 0 € [Ny, N2], then we can prescribe Toda state space variables
(p(t); q(t)) associated with these Flaschka variables (a(t); b(t)) as in Section 2111
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Next we recall the Lax matrix associated with the periodic Toda lattice. In what follows, we
adopt the notation above, letting (a(t); b(t)) € RY x RN denote the periodic Toda lattice.

Definition 3.1 (Periodic Lax matrix). For any ¢ € R>, define the Laz matriz L(t) = [Lijli jes =
[Lij(t)] € SymMaty, y_q7 as follows, where L;; = Li;(t). Set

L;; = bi(¢), for each i € [0, N — 1].
Set
Lii+1 = Liy1, = ai(t), for each i€ [0,N —2]; Lon-1=Lx_10=an_1(t).
Also set L;; = 0 if (¢, j) with ¢ # j is not of the above form.

As in Lemma (for the open model), the eigenvalues of the Lax matrix are preserved under
the periodic Toda dynamics (Z4]). This was originally due to [19]; see also [47, Theorem 12.5].

Lemma 3.2 ([I9, [47]). For any real numbers t,t' € R, we have eig L(t) = eig L(t').
Next we define thermal equilibrium for the periodic Toda lattice (similarly to Definition 2.4]).

Definition 3.3 (Periodic thermal equilibrium). Fix 8,0 € R<q. The (periodic) thermal equilibrium
with parameters (3, 6; N) is the product measure p = g9 = pgo.n on RY x RY defined by

91/230+1/2 N N-1 o1 , N1 .

. — - _ﬂaj . _Bbj 2 .

/,L(da,db) = <m> . H aj e dCLJ H e / de,
=0 7=0

where a = (ag,a1,...,any_1) € Rgo and b= (bg,by,...,by_1) € RV,

We now recall the notion of invariance for the periodic Toda lattice. To that end, fix an integer
N > 1; let i denote a probability measure on R]>VO x RY; and sample (a;b) € Rgo x RN under pu.
Consider the periodic Toda lattice in the Flaschka variables ([Z4) on Ty, denoted by (a(t);b(t)),
with initial data (a(0);b(0)) = (a; b). If the law of (a(t); b(t)) coincides with the law u of (a; b) for
each t > 0, then we say that the measure p is invariant for the periodic Toda lattice.

The following (known) lemma states the invariance of the above measure for the periodic Toda
lattice. Its proof is a quick consequence of the Liouville theorem, with the fact that the quantities

N-1 N-1
(3.1) > loga;(t),  and > (2a;(1) + b;(1)?),
j=0 j=0

are conserved under the Toda dynamics ([Z4)); see, for example, [23] for further details.

Lemma 3.4 (|23 Sections 2 and 3]). For any integer N > 1 and real numbers 3,0 € Rsq, the
thermal equilibrium pge.n is invariant for the periodic Toda lattice on Ty .

3.2. Lax Matrix Eigenvector Evolution. Before proceeding, we state the following consequence
of Lemma 22, to be proven in Appendix [A.2] below. It indicates that, over time ¢ € R>q, the
maximum magnitude of an entry of the Lax matrix L(t) can change by at most a constant factor.

Lemma 3.5. Adopt the notation of either Definition[21] or Definition[31, and let I = [Ny, Na] in
the first (open) case and J = [0, N — 1] in the second (periodic) one. Denote

A) = max | (0, B(®) = max bi(1)],

Then, for any t,t' € R, we have A(t) + B(t) < 6(A(t') + B(t)).
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We next discuss how the eigenvectors of Lax matrices evolve under the open Toda lattice. This
discussion will only apply to the open case, so for the remainder of this section we restrict to
that case, meaning we consider the Toda lattice on [Ny, N3]. Then L(t) is for any ¢ € R>o a
real, symmetric, tridiagonal matrix with nonzero off-diagonal entries; as such, its eigenvalues are
mutually distinct (see [15, Proposition 2.40(a)]).

Denote eig L(t) = (A1, A2, ..., An), which is independent of ¢ by Lemma For any ¢t € R>q
and j € [1,N], let w;(t) = (uj(N1;t),u;j(N1 + 1;t),...,u;(Na;t)) € RY denote the nonnegatively
normalized, unit eigenvector of L(¢) with eigenvalue A; (so that L(t) - u;(t) = A; - u;(t)). The
following result, due to [39], identifies the evolution of the first entry of these eigenvectors under
the Toda dynamics (indicating that their logarithms evolve linearly, upon suitable normalization).

Lemma 3.6 ([39, Section 3]). For anyt € R>q and k € [1, N]|, we have

N -1
uk(Nl;t)2 = e_kktuk(]\]l; 0)2 . (Ze_)‘ftuj(]\fl; 0)2> .

j=1
3.3. Resolvents. In this section we recall properties of resolvents. Throughout, we let J C Z
denote a nonempty, finite set of indices, and set n = |Z|. Let M = [M;;] € Matg. Given z € C, the
associated resolvent of M is G(z) = (M — z)~! = [G,j(2)] = [Gi,j(2)], assuming that this inverse
exists. Denote eig M = (A1, Aa,..., A\n), and let (w1, us,...,u,) denote an orthonormal family of
eigenvectors of M, so that ug = (ug(?))icy is an eigenvector of M with eigenvalue A;. Then, for
any %,j € J, observe that

k=1

A — 2
which by the orthonormality of the (uy) implies for Im z # 0 that
(3:3) |Gij(2)| < [Imz|~".
Further observe, for any invertible matrices A, B € Mat,, x,, that we have
(3.4) A'-B'=A"B-AB'=BY(B-A)A"".
The following lemma indicates that, if the resolvents of two matrices are close, then their eigen-

values are as well. Its proof will appear in Appendix below.

Lemma 3.7. Fiz an index ¢ € J; real numbers n,(,6 > 0; and symmetric n X n matrices A, B €

SymMaty. Fiz an eigenvalue \ € eig A, with an associated unit eigenvector u = (u(i));es € R™;
denote z = X\ +in; and set G = [Gi;] = (A —2)"! and H = [H;;] = (B — 2)~'. Assume that

(3.5) §< )T @2 G |Gepl(z) = Hpp(2)| <6

Then there exists an eigenvalue p € eig B, with an associated unit eigenvector v = (v(i));eg € R,
such that |\ — p| < 3n¢2n and |v(p)| > (6n)~/2C.

3.4. Eigenvectors of Tridiagonal Matrices. In this section we provide (mostly known) facts
about the eigenvectors of tridiagonal matrices. Throughout, we let M = [M;;] € Maty, n,] denote
a tridiagonal, real symmetric N x N matrix, where N = Ny — N; + 1; we assume that M; ;11 # 0
for each i € [N1, N2 — 1]. The below lemma expresses certain eigenvector entries of M in terms
of the matrix entries of M; it was originally due to [48], but we provide its proof in Appendix [A.3]
below.
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Lemma 3.8 ([48, Equation (4)]). Let u € eig M, and let u = (un,,Un,+1,---,Un,) € RY denote
a unit eigenvector of M with eigenvalue . Then,

Na—1

log [un, | +loglun,| = Y log[Mza|— Y loglu—ul.
i=N1 w €eig M\{n}

Next we discuss more precise behavior for the eigenvectors of M through the method of transfer
matrices, following [3| Section 4]. For any integer k € [N1, Na — 1] and real number E € R, define
the transfer matriz Si(E) = Sp(E; M) € Mataxo by setting

0 1
3.6 Sk(E) = - " '
(3.6) K(E) [ M M1k Mg (B — Myy) }

Moreover, for any subset K = (k1, ko, ..., km) C [N1,No — 1] with k1 < ko < -+ < kyp, define
Sk(E) = Sk(F; M) € Matay2 by setting

(3.7) Sk(E) = Sk,,(E) - Sk,,_,(E) -+ Sk, (E).

The following (standard) lemma indicates how the above transfer matrices can be used to evaluate
eigenvector entries of M. Its proof is given in Appendix [A.3] below.

Lemma 3.9. Let p € eig M, and let u = (un,,un,+1,-..,un,) € RY denote an eigenvector of
M with eigenvalue . For each k € [N1, Na], set wi, = (ug—_1,ux) € R?, where un,_1 = 0. Then
Spi () - ws = wjy1 for any i,j € [N1, No — 1] with i < j.

The next lemma expresses entries of Sp; ;7(F) through eigenvalues of truncations of M its proof
appears in [47], but we also provide it in Appendix [A.3] below. In what follows, for any integers
k, 0 € [N1, No] with k& < £, we let M%¥ denote the (¢ — k + 1) x (¢ — k + 1) matrix obtained by
restricting M to rows and columns indexed by i, j € [k, £]; stated equivalently, for each 4, j € [k, ],
the (i, j)-entry of M™% is equal to the (i, j)-entry of M.

Lemma 3.10 ([47, Equation (1.65)]). Set eig Ml = (u[ ],u[; J],...,ugl Jz]-i-l) for any i,j €
[N1, No] with i < j. Then, for any i,j € [N1, No — 1], denoting £ = j — i + 1 we have

j—1 -2 o
—Mi—14 H Ml;;-i-l H(E - H%HJ 1 H Mk ;+1 H [” 1
—M;- MHM;; ki1 H (B = ) HM;: ki1 H )

3.5. Spectral Behavior of Random Lax Matrices. In this section we describe spectral prop-
erties of Lax matrices whose Flaschka variables are sampled from thermal equilibrium. In what
follows, we fix real numbers 3,60 > 0; the constants below might depend on them, even if not stated
explicitly.

The below two lemmas indicate that the stretch parameter o from Assumption 2.8 prescribe
the average distance between particles in the Toda lattice under thermal equilibrium. We establish
them in Appendix [A1] below.

St (E) =

Lemma 3.11. Let a > 0 be a random variable with law Pla € (a,a + da)] = 28° - T(6)~! -
a?0=1e=Bdq. Denoting a = e~*/2, we have that E[t] = a
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Lemma 3.12. Adopt Assumption[2Z.8. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds.
For any distinct indices i,j € [Ny, N2] and real number R > 1, we have
P[lg;(0) = 4:(0) — a(j — )| = R] < 2(e~/1l 4 emoh),
We next define events on which a symmetric matrix has bounded entries and eigenvalues, and

on which its eigenvalues are separated.

Definition 3.13 (Bounded and separated events). Fix real numbers A, > 0; let J denote an index
set; and let M = [M;;] € SymMat,. Define the events

v,v' €eig M
v#LY

Remark 3.14. Adopt the notation of Definition [B.13} let § C J be some index set; and denote M’ =
M@ (recall Section Z5). By the Weyl interlacing inequality, we have BNDas(A) C BNDps/ (A).

BNDas(A) = {max|Mij| < A} ﬁ{ max |\ < A}; SEPnp(8) = { min |y —v/| > 5}.
1,5€J A€Eeig M

If L(t) is the Lax matrix for a Toda lattice initialized under thermal equilibrium (recall Defini-
tion 24 and Definition B3]), then the following lemma bounds its entries and eigenvalues with high
probability. Its proof will be given in Appendix [A.4] below.

Lemma 3.15. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Fiz an integer N > 1; let
(a(t); b(t)) denote the Flaschka variables for a Toda lattice (Z4)), either in the open case on [Ny, Na]
(as in Section [Z11]) or in the periodic one on Ty (as in Section[31]). Denote the associated Laz
matriz by L(t) = [L;;(t)], as in Definition [Z1] for the open case (on [N1,N2]) and Definition [31]
for the periodic one (on Ty ). Assume that (a(0);b(0)) is sampled under pgo.n—1,§ in the open
case (on [N1, N2]), and under g o.n in the open case (on Ty ). Then, for any real number A > 1,

]P’[ ) BNDr(y(A)| >1—c'NeeA”,

teRZO

The following result indicates that the off-diagonal entries in the resolvent of a Lax matrix, of
the open Toda lattice under the thermal equilibrium, decay exponentially. The bound (B3) is a
special case of [42] Theorem 4] (and the remark following it) when z € R is real; together with [2]
Equation (B.8)], this implies that it continues to hold for any complex z € C.

Lemma 3.16 ([42, 2]). Adopt Assumption [Z8. For any real number s € (0,1), there exists a
constant ¢ = c(s) > 0 such that the following holds. For any z € C, denote G(z) = [Gi;(z)] =
(L —2)~t. We have
(3.8) sup E[|Gyj(2)[°] < ¢ temeli=dl,
z€R
The below corollary, which is due to [2, Theorem A.1] (using LemmaB. T8 to verify its hypotheses),
will quickly imply that eigenvectors of L are localized (see Lemma [5.1] below).

Corollary 3.17 ([2, Theorem A.1]). Adopt Assumption[Z8. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that

max max  BE[|ug(i)ug(j)]] < e tecli=dl,
ke[1,N] i,5€[N1,N2] “ k( ) k(])” -

The following lemma states that, with high probability, no distinct eigenvalues of L can be too
close (recall Definition BI3]). It is a quick consequence of the Minami estimates [36]; we provide its
proof in Appendix [A.4] below.
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Lemma 3.18. Adopt Assumption [Z.8. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that P[SEPL(4)] >
1— ¢ Y (6N3 + e=N*) holds for any real number § > 0.

4. COMPARISON ESTIMATES

4.1. Comparisons for the Toda Lattice on Different Domains. In this section we compare
Toda lattices (through their Flaschka variables ([233])) on different domains, that initially coincide
on a subdomain. Such estimates are variants of the Lieb—Robinson estimates for quantum systems
[31]; analogous bounds (in a slightly different form from what we use, but with similar proofs) have
also appeared for classical ones, including the Toda lattice [30} 25].

We begin with the below proposition that compares two open Toda lattices on different intervals,
assuming that they initially coincide on a subinterval of both.

Proposition 4.1. Let ]\71 <N <Ny < ]\72 b_e integers; set N = NQ—N1+1 and N = No— N7 +1.
For each t € Rxq, fix N-tuples a(t),b(t) € RN and N-tuples a(t),b(t) € RY, indezed as

7

a(t) = (aNl (t)7 d]\71+1(t)7 R d]% (t)); B(t) = (b]\71 (), BN1+1(t)7 R 6]\72 (t)):
a(t) = (an, (t),an,+1(1), ... an, (t)); (O, () by 1 (8)s - -+, b, (1))

For each s € Rxg, also set a;(s) = 0 = bi(s) if i € Z\ [N1,No — 1], and set a;i(s) = 0 = b;(s)
if i € Z\ [N1,N2 —1]. Assume (a(t);b(t)) satisfies 24) for each (j,t) € [N1,N2] x R>o, and
(a(t),b(t)) satisfies ZA) for each (j,t) € [N1, N2] x R. For any integers I < J and real number
t>0, let

S
o

~
~—

|

Grrn(t) = su max |a;(s) —a;(s)| + max bis—l;is>;
o i (s o) = 3.)| s, 1) = i)

H t)=06- i a; b; l;i .
() = 6 sup (e ou(o)] + s 30|+, (9] + a5 )

Now let K > 1 and N{ < ]}@ be integers such that Ny < N{ < NJ < Ny and N{+ K < N, — K. If
a;(0) = a;(0) and b;(0) = b;(0) for each j € [N{, N3], then for any T € R>¢ we have

TK K—-1
(4.2) Givi+x,Ny—k)(T) < 1 GIving) (T) - H Hynyping—i(T).
' =0

To establish this proposition, we first require the following variant of the Gronwall inequality.

Lemma 4.2. Let T' > 0 be a real number; K > 1 be an integer; and let gi, hy : R>o — R>q be
nondecreasing functions, for each k € [0, K]. Assume for each (k,t) € [0, K — 1] x [0,T] that

(4.3) 0 (t) < hesa (1) / Gisn (5)ds.

Then, for any (j,t) € [0, K] x [0,T], we have

=

(4.4) g;(t) < (= 9K (t) - H hi(t).
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Proof. We verify ([£4) by induction on K —j. Since ([@4]) holds at K —j = 0, let us fix jo € [0, K —1]
and prove that ([@4]) holds for K — j = K — jjo, assuming it holds whenever K — j < K — jo — 1.
This follows from the estimates
t t gK—jo—1
50(8) < yin(®) [ aiyia (s < o) [

K
-gK(S)~ H h1(5>d8

— 4n — |
0 (K .70 1) ’L:jo+2
K t o (K—jo—1
S
< gk(t)- hi(t) - / ———ds
Z-ZEIH o (K —jo—1)!
K —Jo

K
S K o) -9k (1) 'i:gﬂhi(t),

where the first bound holds by the k = jj case of ([@3)); the second by the inductive hypothesis;
the third by the fact that the g; and h; are nondecreasing; and the fourth by performing the

integration. ([l
Proof of Proposition [f-1. Observe from (Z4) that, for any (i,s) € [Ny, No] x R>o, we have
. 1 - a; z 7
Or(a; —a;) = 3 (i = biy1)(ai — a;) + ) : ((b1 —bi) = (biy1 — bi+1));

O (bi — bi) = (ai—1 — ai—1)(ai—1 + ai—1) — (a; — ;) (a; + @),
where we have abbreviated (@, a;; b, b;) = (a@i(s), ai(s); bi(s), bi(s)). Using @I, it follows that
- 1 . 1
|0ra;(s) — Orai(s)| = 3 |bi — bita| - Gi(s) + |ai| - Giivap(s) < 3 “Hpiiy1)(s) - Giyiap(s);
- - - 2
|0:b;(s) — Opbi(s)| = |ai—1 + @i—1] - Gi—1(s) + |a; + ai| - Gi(s) < 3 Hpi—1,ip(s) - Gpie,i(s)-

Summing these two bounds, fixing ty € R>g, integrating over s € [0, ¢o], and using (@) yields

~ to
|ai(to) — a@i(to)| + [bi(to) — bilto)| < Hpi1,i+1 (to)/ Gli—1,i+11(5)ds,
0
for any i € [N}, N3], where we have also used that a;(0) = a;(0) and b;(0) = b;(0) for such i. Taking
the supremum over ¢y € [0,t], we deduce that (£3]) holds for any (k,t) € [0, K — 1] x R>o, if we set
9k(t) = GINi v K~k Ny— K 1] ()5 hi(t) = Hing 4k —k,Ny—K+5] (1)
The lemma then follows from the (j,¢) = (0,T") case of Lemma [£2] O

The next proposition compares a Toda lattice (a(t); b(t)) on a torus to one (a(t),b(t)) on an
interval (of the same size), if the two coincide on a subinterval of their domains. Its proof is entirely
analogous to that of Proposition [£.]] and is therefore omitted.

Proposition 4.3. Let N; < Ny be integers; set N = No — Ny + 1. For each real number t € R,
fiz N-tuples a(t), a(t),b(t),b(t) € RY, indezed as

d(t) = (a’Nl (t)v &N1+1(t)7 ) ELN2 (t)); B(t) = (Z;Nl (t>a Z;N1+1(t)v ) BN2(t));

a(t) = (ao(t), aq (t), e ,aN_l(t)); b(t) = (bo(t), bl (t), ey bN_l(t)).
For each s € Rxg, also set a;(s) = 0 = b(s) if i ¢ [Ny, No — 1]; additionally set a;(s) = ain(s)
and bi(s) = bixn(s) for each (i,8) € Z x R>g. Assume that (a(t); b(t)) satisfies @4) for each
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(4,t) € [N1, N2] x R>q and that (a(t); b(t)) satisfies 2.4) for each (j,t) € [0, N —1] x R>q. Under
this notation, for any I <.J and t € Rxo, define Gy j(t) and Hyr yp(t) as in @I).

Now let K > 1 and N{ < N be integers such that Ny < N{ < N; < Ny and N{+ K < N, — K.
If a;(0) = @;(0) and b;(0) = b;(0) for each j € [N}, N3], then @2) holds for any T € Rx.

4.2. Approximate Thermal Equilibrium for the Open Toda Lattice. Unlike for the periodic
Toda lattice, thermal equilibrium pg o.n—1,5 (from Definition [27)) is not an invariant measure for
the open Toda lattice. In this section we establish the below proposition indicating that it, in a
certain sense, still “approximately is,” if time scale is much shorter than the domain size. Its proof
uses Proposition [£.3] to couple the periodic Toda lattice to the closed one.

Proposition 4.4. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 satisfying the below. Adopt Assumption[Z.8, and
fix t € [0,T]. There exists a random matriv M = [M;;] € SymMatyy, y,j, whose law coincides

with that of L(0), such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — c~le=clog N)* ' Fop any
real number K > T'log N, we have that

(45) |Lij(t) — Ml]' S e_K/5.

max
1,jE[N1+K,N2— K]

To establish Proposition 4] we first require the following quick consequence of Proposition [4.1]
and Proposition

Lemma 4.5. Adopt the notation and assumptions of either Proposition [{-1] or Proposition [{.3,
and suppose that T > 1. Fix a real number A > 1, and assume that K > 200AT and that
|ai(0)] + 1a;(0)] + [b:(0)] + [b;(0)| < A for each i € Z. Then, Gny4x vk (T) < e K/4.

Proof. By Lemma [3.5] we have
(4.6) Ging, v (T) < Hpwgng (T) < 36 - max (|ai(0)] + [5:(0)] + 14 (0)] + [6:(0)]) < 364.
Thus,

36e AT

TK K K o _
G-k (T) < o (364)H < 36A( ) <364-27F < 27K < em R
where in the first inequality we used Proposition [Tl with (£8]); in the second we used the fact that
K!> (e7'K)X; in the third we used the fact that 36e ATK ! < 100ATK ! < 1/2; in the fourth
we used the fact that 275/2 < 2710047 < (364)~! (as A, T > 1); and in the fifth we used the fact
that e < 4. This establishes the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition [f.4] We will compare the open Lax matrix L(t) to a periodic one R(t). To
prescribe initial data for the latter (through its Flaschka variables), define (a(0),b(0)), where
a(0) = (a;(0)) and b(0) = (b,(0)) for j € Z, as follows. First, for each i € [N1, Na — 1], set

Cll(O) = Li,i—i—l(o) = Q; (O), and bi (0) = LiJ' (0) = bl(O)

Letting vt € Ry denote a Gamma random variable, independent from L(0), with density Pt €
(r,r+dr)] = 28°-T(0) ' -r20=1e=F"dr, further set ay, = v and by, = L, n,(0) =bn,(0). We then
extend these Flaschka variables periodically, by imposing (a;4+n5(0);b,4n5(0)) = (a;(0);6;(0)) for
each j € Z. In this way, (a;(0); b;(0)) over j € [Ny, Na] is sampled under pg g.n from Definition B3]

Next, let (a(t); b(t)), where a(t) = (a;(¢)) and b(t) = (b;(¢)), denote the solution to the periodic
Toda lattice (2Z4) on the torus Ty, with initial data (a(0);b(0)). Here, (j,¢) ranges over Z x R,
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imposing the periodicity constraint (a;+n(¢); 6,4~ (t)) = (a;(¢);6,(¢)). It follows from Lemma 3.4
that, for each t € R>y,

(4.7) the law of (a(t);b(t)) coincides with that of (a(0);6(0)).

Define the associated Lax matridil R(t) = [Rij(t)] € SymMaty, n,j, by setting R;;(t) = b;(?)
and R; j+1(t) = Rjt1,;(t) = a;(t) for each j € [N1, N3], where we have denoted Rn,+1,n,(t) =
Ry, N, (t) and Ry, ny+1(t) = Ry, n, (£). If (4, j) is not of the above form, then we set R;;(t) = 0.

Now define M = [M;;] € SymMatpy, y,j by setting the (N1, N2)-entry and (Na, Ni)-entry of
R(T) to 0, namely M;; = 1(; j)(Ny,N2) * L(i,)#(No,y) - Rij (T). By (@), the fact that (a(0); b(0))
is sampled under 0. n; and Assumption [Z8, M has the same law as L(0).

It therefore remains to confirm that (43 holds with high probability. To that end, recalling
Definition [B.I3] define the event E; = ﬂs>0 BNDR(S (log N/800). By Lemma BI5 there is a

constant ¢; > 0 such that P[ES] < ¢7 e —e1(log N)? So we will restrict to E; in what follows.

Now we apply Proposition 3] and Lemma [ More specifically, since L;;(0) = R;;(0) for
i,j € [Ny + 1, Ny — 1], applying Lemma [L5] (with the (4; 1, J; K) there equal to (log N/200; N7 +
1, Ny — 1; K — 1) here, using the fact that (K — 1)/4 < K/5 for sufficiently large N, and our
restriction to Eq), yields (@H), since M;; = R;;(t) for i,j € [N1 + K, N2 — K]J. O

4.3. Infinite Volume Limit. Recall that our previous descriptions of the Toda lattice involved
a finite number of variables, and were thus defined on a finite domain. In this section we explain
conditions under which solutions of the Toda lattice on infinite domains can be realized as limits
of those on finite domains. These conditions are described through the below assumption.

Assumption 4.6. Fix real numbers R > 1 > p > 0. For each real number ¢t € R>( and integers
n>1>m,let

al™ () = (@) jepmn) €R™ alV(t) = (057 0)ser-nan R a = (ag)sens
Bl (8) = (™" () jegmng € R™HH 60 () = (05 () jefnm) € R b= ()52,
be (m + n + 1)-tuples, (2n + 1)-tuples, and infinite sequences of real numbers. Assume that
(al™™(t); ™71 (1)) is a solution to the open Toda lattice (Z4) on the interval [m,n], and that

(@™ (t); b (1)) is a solution to the periodic Toda lattice (Z4) on the torus Ta, 1, which we iden-
tify with [—n, n]. Further assume for any integers n > 1 > m and j € Z that

(48) ")+ |a’”"1< 0 < R(jI+1)P,  and | (0)] + |5 (0)] < R(lj] + 1)
Also assume ( ( );b; ( )) = (aj,b;) whenever j € [—n,n]; that bg.m’"] (0) = b; whenever j €
[m,n]; and that a[m "] (O) = a; whenever j € [m,n — 1] (and o™ (0) = 0).

Proposition 4.7. Adopt Assumption[.6] Then, for each (j,t) € Z x Rxq, there exist real numbers
a;(t) and b;(t) such that

(49)  lim =) = ay(t) = Tim_ al"(t); im o) = b () = im b\ (1).
Moreover, denoting a(t) = (a;(t))jez and b(t) = (b;(t))jez, we have that (a(t);b(t)) solves the
Toda lattice (24) for each (j,t) € Z x R.

8This convention is slightly different from the one in Definition [B.I] (where the rows and columns are indexed by
[0, N — 1] instead of [Ny, N2]); we use it for notational convenience.



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 23

Proof. Observe by ([.8) and Lemma 3.5 that, for any integers n > 1 > m and real number ¢ € R>,
(4.10) oo (a1 O]+ O] + 17 @) < 1280+ 1)

Jel—n,n
Now let K > 1 be an integer, and let N > 1 be an integer. By Proposition [£3] with the last
statement in Assumption (and the fact that 72R(n + 1)® < 144RnP for n > 1), we have

N _N,N N _N.,N tK
(4.11) ™M (1) — a7 N )| 4+ p ) — BN )] < < (144RNP)K+1,
for any (j,t) € Z x R with [j| + K < N. Thus, applying @II) at (N, K) = (n, [n/2]), we find
[n/2]
~ () [~n,n] @ [~n,n] - n/241 _
T (Ja0) a0+ 570 =) < lim o (4aRan A <0,

where in the last equality we used the fact that p < 1. Hence, it suffices to show that the first limits
in both of the pairs of equalities in (£9]) hold.
To that end, fix an integer J > 1 and a real number T' > 0. For (j,t) € [—J, J] x [0,T], we first

bound (ag-_n’"] (t), bg-_"’n] (t)) independently of n. To do this, observe (as used to obtain (@I1])) by
Proposition [£.1] with the last statement in Assumption that, for any integers N > N’ > 1,

_ NN NN TK
(4.12) |CLB N,N] (t) _ ag N',N ](t)} + |bBN,N] (t) _ bg N',N ](t)} < F . (14431\]13)K+17

for any (j,t) € Z x R with |j| + K < N’. Now let Ng > Ny > --- > N, be integers such that
Ny = N, such that N;/16 < N;y1 < N;/4 for each i € [0, — 1], and such that N, € [4J,16J].
Applying (£I12) with the (N, N’; K) there equal to (N;, N;11; Ni+1/2) here, we find that there exists
a constant C7 = C1(p, R,T) > 1 such that

_ N, N, _N, ) _N. N _N, ) TK
‘a-[j N;,N;] (t) _ CL; N;y1,Nit1] (t)| + |b£ N;,N;] (t) _ b-[] N1+1,N1+1](t)‘ S F . (144RN:3)K+1 S ClefNi,
where in the last bound we used the facts that K = N;;1/2 > N;/32 and p < 1. Hence, for any
integer m € [[1, 7], we have

—N,N —Np,Nop —N,N —Np,Nom
|al= "Mty — dl Tty + ol MMty — ol 101

m—1
[=Ni,Ni] [=Nit1,Nit1] [=Ny,Ni] [=Nit1,Nig1]
< . —a- . — bt
(4.13) = (|a] (t) —q; ()] + [b; (t) = b; (t)|)
m—1
<Cp Y e N <20e N
=0

Taking m = r and using (£I0) (with the n there equal to N, € [4J,16J] here), it follows that

414)  max _ sup (Jai "M@+ VN (@) < 2016 N 4+ 12R(N, + 1)P < 250RJ + 20
jel=J71 tefo, 1]

)

By [@I3) and @I2), (a"V™(#)) and (bg_N’N] (t)) are Cauchy sequences over N € Zxq. Hence,

J
these sequences admit unique limits a;(¢) and b;(t), respectively, as IV tends to co. This establishes

the first part of the proposition.
To establish the second, observe by ([AI4]) that there exists a constant Cy = Ca(p, R, J,T) > 1

such that [a;(t)] + [b;(£)] < Co and |a; VN (@6)] + VN (6)] < Gy, for all (7, 8) € [, J] x [0, ]
and N € Zs,. Since (al=M:N(t); bI=N:Nl(t)) satisfies (2.4), these estimates imply that the first two
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t-derivatives of ag-fN’N] (t) and bgﬁN’N] (t) are uniformly bounded, for all (j,t) € [—J,J] x [0,T].
Thus, the t-derivatives of a;(t) and b;(t) are also uniformly bounded for all (j,¢) € [—J, J] x [0, T].
Together with the fact that (al=N-N(t); bl=N:Nl(t)) satisfy (2.4)), this implies that (a;b) satisfy
(24), thereby confirming the second statement of the proposition. O

The below corollary indicates that the Toda lattice on the full line Z at thermal equilibrium
can be defined by taking a limit of periodic Toda lattices at thermal equilibrium pg e, N (recall
Definition B.3]). Here, for any integer N > 1, we identify the torus Ton 41 with the interval [—N, N
(instead of [0,2N7]), which will index the Flaschka variables of the associated Toda lattice.

Corollary 4.8. Fiz 3,0 € Ryg. Letay,as,...,b1,be,... be mutually independent random variables,
so that (aj,b;) has law pp g1 for each j € Z. For each integer N > 1, let (@™ (t),b¥) (1)) denote
the periodic Toda lattice ) on Tan1, with initial data (a™)(0);N)(0)) given by aN)(0) =
(a,N, A1 —Ny---y aN) and b(N)(O) = (b,N, blfN, ceey bN)

(1) For each (j,t) € Z x Rxq, the limits limy_00 ag-N)(t) = a;(t) and imy_ 00 bg-N)(t) = b;(t)
exist almost surely; are finite; and solve ([2.4]).

(2) Denoting a(t) = (a;(t))jez and b(t) = (b;(t)),jez, the law of (a(t); b(t)) coincides with that
of (a(0); b(0)), for any t > 0.

Proof. The second statement of the corollary follows from the first, together with Lemma B4l It
therefore remains to show the first, to which end it suffices by Proposition [4.7] to verify Assump-
tion .6, that is, to show that there almost surely exists a constant R > 1 such that |a;| + [b;]| <
R(|j| +1)'/2 for all j € Z. To that end, observe that there exists a constant C' > 1 such that, for
each j € Z, we have

(4.15)
Pllaj| + |b;| > 2(5] + 1)"/?] < Pla; > (| + 1)V?] + B[Ibs] > (3] + 1)V/?] < Cj|*F e P12,

where in the last inequality we used the fact that (a;,b;) has law ug g1 given by Definition [331
Since the sum of the right side of (1) over j € Z is finite, the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies the
almost sure existence of a constant R > 1 such that |a;| + |b;| < R(|j| + 1)¥/2 for all j € Z. O

We can now establish Corollary A8

Proof of Proposition [2.0. This will follow from using Lemma to compare the open Toda lattice
(al=N:=N(#), bl=N=N(1)) to one on the torus Tox 41 with the same initial data, and then applying
Corollary IR (and its proof) to confirm the large N limit of the latter. So let (a(t),b(t)), where
a(t) = (a_n(t),d1-n(t),...,an () and b(t) = (b_n(t),b1_n(t),...,bn(t)), denote the periodic
Toda lattice ([Z:4) on Ton41, with initial data obtained by setting @;(0) = a; and l;j (0) = b; for
each j € [-N, NJ]. Denoting for each integer k > 2 the event

k 0
1
Er= () {lasl+1bj] < g5 - (R+1log(k|+1) : E= ;DN Ex,

j=—k

we have from the explicit densities of a; and b; that P[EE] < ¢y teer(fitlog R for some constant
¢1 > 0. Hence, a union bound yields P[EF] < cgle’”R2 for some constant co > 0 (as R > log N).
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Restricting to E, we then apply Lemma 5] with the (N1, Na, A, K); (a(t); b(t)); and (a(t); b(t))

there equal to (—N, N, R/200, K); (a(t); b(t)); and (a(t); b(t)) here, respectively. This yields
[-N,N] e [-N,N] 7. —K/4

410 s s (o0 a0+ 10 - Bo]) < e

Letting N (and then K) tend to oo, the first two statements of the proposition therefore follow

from Corollary I8 (with the (a(t); b(t)) there equal to (&(t); b(t)) here).

To confirm the third, we assume that No > —N;j, as the case when —N; > Nj is entirely
analogous. We will first use [@I3)) to estimate the difference between (al=N2:N2l(t); bl=N2:Nal (1))
and (a(t); b(t)), and then use Lemma5 to estimate the difference between (al™N1-V21(t); pINuN21(1))
and (al=N2N2l(3); bl=N2:N21(1)). To implement the former, first observe that the assumption ()
holds in Proposition 7] (with the R there uniformly bounded for fixed p € (0, 1)), since on E we
have |a;| < (R+1ogj)/800 < (% +1logj)/800 < (|j] + 1)® for sufficiently large j. Therefore, ([LI3)
applies, with the (N, N,,) there equal to (M, N2) here for some 9N > 4™ Ny > 4m~1N. This yields
for some constantll C; = Cy(p) > 0 that

sup ([al () — al VN )] 1 bl ) — bl VN 1)) < e,
t€[0,T]

Letting m, and thus 9N, tend to co (and using the fact that No > N/3, as No > —Nj), we deduce

(4.17) D (la(t) — a0 @) | 4 [b; (1) — o V=M @1)]) < Cre N2,

We next apply LemmaB5], with the (Ny, No; Ny, No; A, K), (a(t ), b(t)); and (a(t); b(t)) there equal
to (N1, No; —Na, No; R/200, K); (al=N2:N2l(): bl=N2:N20(1)): and (alN1N21(t); bINV1-N21 (1)) here, re-
spectively (using our restriction to E, and the fact that R > log N, to verify its hypotheses). As in
the derivation of (18], this yields

[N1,N2] [ N2,Ns] [N1,N2] [ N2,Ns] —K/4
S max a t)—a t) + |a t)—a t <e .
T S (t) ()] +| (t) 1)) <

Together with [I7) (and the fact that K < N), this yields the third part of the corollary. O

5. LOCALIZATION CENTERS

Throughout this section, we fix 3,0 € Rsg; the constants below may depend on them, even if
not explicitly stated. We further let N; < Ns be integers and set N = Ny — N1 + 1.

5.1. Existence and Speed Bounds for Localization Centers. In this section we discuss local-
ization centers (recall Definition 26 and their properties. We begin by confirming their existence,
by proving Lemma 27

Proof of Lemma[2.7] Let (u1,u2,...,un) denote an orthonormal eigenbasis for M; assume that
the rows and columns of M are indexed by [N1,N2]. For each index j € [1, N], denote u; =
(uj(N1),uj (N1 +1),...,u;(N2)) and define the set

Z; = {i € [Ny, Na] : |ui(i)| > (2N) '}

9By our assumption RT < K < NP, it is quickly verified using @IZ) that this constant is independent of 7.
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We must show that there exists a bijection ¢ : [1, N] — [N1, N2] such that ¢(j) € Z; for each
j € [1,N]. To do this, it suffices by Hall’s theorem to show for any set J C [1, N] that |Z7| > | 7|,
where Z7 = (U ¢ 7 Z;. If this statement were false for some subset J C [1, N|, then we would have

N N
(TN =121Z71= Y0 > @ =37l (OF =D Y (@) — |TIN@2N) ™2

€Ly j=1 JET i€Z; Jj€J i=N1
1

where the first bound follows from the assumption; the second from the orthonormality of the
eigenbasis (u1, ug, . .., uy); the third from restricting to j € J; the fourth from using that |u;(7)| <
(2N)~! for i ¢ Z;; and the fifth from the fact that each u; is a unit vector. This is a contradiction,
so a (2N)~!localization center bijection for M exists. O

The next lemma concerns a random Lax matrix corresponding to the open Toda lattice, sampled
under thermal equilibrium (recall Section B.5l). It first states that its eigenvectors are exponentially
localized around their localization centers; it then states (as a quick consequence) that such local-
ization centers are essentially unique, up to an error of (log N)?/2.

Lemma 5.1. There exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that the following holds with probability at
least 1 — c~Le—c(log N)*, Adopt Assumption[Z8, but assume more generally that ¢ > e~200(og Ny
Fiz any index j € [1, N], and let ¢; € [N1, N2] denote any (-localization center for w;.

(1) For any i € [Ny, No] with |i — ¢;| > (log N)2/2, we have |u;(i)] < e~cli=¢il.

(2) If i € [N2, No| satisfies |i — ;| > (log N)?/2, then i is not a (-localization center for w;.

Proof. The first statement of the lemma implies the second (as ¢~ te~c(log N /2 < ¢ for sufficiently
large N), so it suffices to verify the former. To that end, observe for some ¢ > 0 that

¢ Elluy (D) < Efluy (i) - ()] < ¢ 'Nem =il
Here, the first inequality holds by the definition of ¢;; the second by summing Corollary B.IT7 over
J € [N1, N3] (and examining its (k,j) term equal to (j, ;) here). This, with a Markov estimate,

a union bound, and the facts that ¢ > e=200(log N** and li —¢j] > (log N)?/2, yields the first
statement of the lemma. O

The next lemma bounds the “speed” at which localization centers can move, for a Lax matrix
initially at thermal equilibrium.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that the following holds with probability at
least 1 — c~le—c(log N)* Adopt Assumption[Z8, and assume more generally that ¢ > e~200(og Ny
For each j € [1,N], let p; € [N1, N2] denote any ¢-localization center for u;(0). Then, for each

(4,8) € [1, N] x [0,T], we have
(5.1) luj(m; s)| < e~clm=¢il, for any m € [Ny, No] with |m — ;| > T(log N)?.
Moreover, m is not a localization center for u;(s) whenever |m — ;| > T(log N)?.

Proof. The first statement (5.I)) of the lemma implies the second, as e~°I"™=%il < ¢ for |m — ;| >
T(log N)? if N is sufficiently large; it therefore suffices to establish (5.I)). Recalling Definition 3.3
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and letting ¢ € (0,1) denote the constant ¢ from Lemma 5.1} and define the event

No N
(5.2) E= () BNDL(y(log N) 1 (1) () {Ljizy 2108 3272 - [u; (i3 0)] < el ),
s>0 i=Np j=1

By Lemma and Lemma [5.1] there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that P[EC] < ¢~le—clos V),
Therefore, we may restrict to E for the remainder of this proof.

We next recall a fact concerning the evolution of the Lax matrix L(s). For each s € R, define
the tridiagonal skew-symmetric matrix P(s) = [P;;(s)] € Matpy, n,) as follows. For each i €
[[Nl,NQ - 1]], set Pi,iJrl(S) = a1(8>/2 and BJFLZ'(S) = —CLi(S)/2; for all (’L,]) S [[Nl,NQ]]Q not of the
above form, set P; j(s) = 0. For each s € R, further let V(s) = [Vj;(s)] € Matn, n,], satisfying
the ordinary differential equation d;V'(s) = P(s) - V (s), with initial data V' (0) = Id; the existence
of such a matrix V(s) follows from the Picard-Lindeldf theorem. For any (i,5) € [Ny, N2]?, its
(i,7)-entry is more explicitly given by

(53) Id+z Z Z / / $1<82< <8 HR” 1,0n Sh d5h7
k=1i11=N4 ik—1=N1
where we have denoted (ig, i) = (4, 7). Then, by [39] Section 2], we have V'(s)~*-L(s)-V(s) = L(0).
This implies that L(s) = V(s) - L(0) - V(s)T, as V(s) is orthogonal (since V' (0) = Id, 9,V (s) =
P(s) - V(s), and P(s) is skew-symmetric). Hence, letting U(s) = [U;;(s)] € Matyxn denote
matrix of eigenvectors of L(s), whose (i,j)-entry is given by U;;(s) = u,(i;s) for each (i,j) €
[N1, Na] x [1, N], we have U(s) = V(s) - U(O). In particular,

(5.4) Z Vik(s) - u;(k; 0).

k=N,

Now observe whenever |i — j| > 20T log N that

oo k e8] k [eS)
65 W< > peleN)ts > (@) < Y et
k=li—jl k=l[i—j| k=li—jl
Here, in the first inequality we used (5.3), with the facts that each |P;;(ss)| < log N (as we have
restricted to the event E from (5.2])) and that P;; = 0 whenever |i — j| # 1 (meaning that there are
at most two choices for each 5, that gives rise to a nonzero summand in (5.3])); in the second we
used the bound k! > (e‘lk)k for each k > 0; in the third we used the bound 2k~ 'eslog N < e~! for
k > |i—j| > 20T log N; and in the fourth we performed the sum. Hence, for [m — ¢;| > T'(log N)?,

N2 N2
(3 8)] < D Lz im—ps /2 - Vink ()] + D Lgom|<jm—yp, /2 - 15k 0))|
k=N, k_Nl
No
<2 Lipmizimepy2-e T+ Z Ljk— gy m—g,| /2 - € e 1F7%3]
k= N1 k= Nl

< 16c_26_°|m_‘/’f|/2,

which verifies (BI)). Here, the first inequality follows from (B4, together with the facts that
luj(k;0)] <1 (as u; is a unit vector) and |Vi,k(s)] <1 (as V(s) is orthogonal); the second follows
from (5.5) (with the fact that T(log N)? > 40T log N for sufficiently large N) and the fact that
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we have restricted to the event E from (5.2) (with the fact that, if [m — ;| > T(log N)? and
|k —m| < |p; —m|/2, then |k — ¢;| > |m — ¢;]|/2 > (log N)?/2); and the third follows from
performing the sums. O

5.2. Resolvent Perturbation Estimates. In this section we estimate the effect of perturbing a
random Lax matrix, associated with the open Toda lattice sampled from thermal equilibrium, on
its eigenvalues. We first require some notation.

Assumption 5.3. Sample (a;b) under the thermal equilibrium pgg.n—1,n from Definition 2.4
where a = (an,,an,+1,---,an,—1) and b = (bn,, by, +1,- .-, 0N, ). Let L = [L;] € SymMaty, n,j
denote the associated Lax matrix (as in Definition 1)), and let L = [L;;] € SymMaty, n,j be
another tridiagonal matrix. Assume that there is an index set D C [Ny, No] and a real number
0 € (0,1) satisfying

5.6 max Li:| <2lo N; max Li;i — Lii| <6.
( ) z‘,jg([[Nl,Ng]]\DP' J|— g i,jElIN1,N2]]\D| J ]|

For any z € C, denote G(z) = [Gi;(2)] = (L — 2)~' and G(z) = [Gi;(2)] = (L — 2)~".

The following lemma bounds the difference between entries of the resolvents G(z) and G(z), in
terms of the distance from their indices to the set D where L and L might substantially disagree.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that the following holds with probability at

least 1 — ¢~ te—cllog N)* Adopt Assumption [L.3; let n € [6,1] be a real number; and define the set
Q={zeC:-N< Rez < N,p<Imz < 1}. For any integers i,j € [Ny, N2, we have

(5.7) sup |Gij(z) _ é”(z)‘ < e(logN)2n72(51/4 + efcdist(i,D)fcdist(j,D))'

z€Q)
Proof. Throughout, we suppose dist(i, D) > dist(j, D), as the proof in the alternative case is entirely
analogous. We may assume that dist(i, D) > 1, as otherwise (7)) holds deterministically, by ([B.3]).

W? first ShNOW a variant of (5.7)) for a fixed point z € . So, fix zg € Q; abbreviate Gim = Grm(20)
and Gim = Grm(20), for any k,m € [N1, N2]. Recalling Definition B13] also denote

(5.8) E = BNDg(log N), sothat  P[EC] < ¢le—cllosN)*

for some constant ¢ > 0, by Lemma [B.I5l Further let Dy = {k € [Ny, N2o] : dist(k, D) < 1}. Then,
for any real number s € (0, 1), there exist constants ¢; = ¢1(s) > 0 and Cy; = C1(s) > 1 such that

E[1g - |Gy — Gyj* ] < Z E[1e - |G (Lim — Jikm)ékjls}
ngk,mgNg
<n?”’ Z E[Le - |Gkl - [Lim — Lim|’]
N1<k,m<N2
< 6°n~* Z E[|Gik]®] +n7°(Blog N)® Z E[|Gik|®]
k¢Do kEDo
< C16°n~° Z ekl L 30~ (log N)® Z e~ crlk—il
k¢ Do k€D

< 87 ' Cy*(log N)* (6" + o1 8940200,

where in the first inequality we applied ([4); in the second we applied [B3)); in the third we used
(E4), with the definition (B.8]) of E (which implies that 1g - |Lgm — Lim| < 3log N) and the fact
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that L — L is tridiagonal; in the fourth we used (Z); and in the fifth we performed the sums.
Taking s = 2/3 and using the fact that Imzg > n (as z9 € ), we therefore deduce by a Markov
estimate that there exist constants c; > 0 and C3 > 1 such that

]P’[]lE . |Gij _ éij| > e(logN)2/277—1(5+ e—C1 dist(i,D))1/4]

(5.9) < o~ W0BN/3203(§ 4 emer D) U6 L B[ |Gy — Gy |2/

< 026762(10g N)? (5 + et diSt(i>D))1/2'

Now, let us extend the estimate (G.9) to simultaneously apply for all z € Q. To do this, set
§o = (0 + e~ dist@P)Y1/4 - Observe for any z,2’ € Q with |z — 2’| < & that

N
(5.10) Gij(2) = Gij ()] < |2 = 2| > 1Gi(2)] - |Gs(2)] < 0~ Néo,
k=1

where in the first inequality we used ([B4) and in the second we used [B3]) (with the fact that
min{Im z,Im 2’} > 7 for 2,2’ € Q). Let Qy C Q denote a dp-mesh of Q, so that [Qo| < 8N4, 2.
Denote the event

- { max G (2) — Gy (2)] < e<l°gN>2/2n‘150}'

Applying (E8) and (BQ) for all zg € Q, yields constants ¢ > 0 and C3 > 1 such that

(5.11)
]P)[FE] < Cze_CQ(IOgN)zég || —i—P[EE] < 802N6—C2(logN)2 + c—le—c(logN)2 < 036—03(logN)

2

Observe for sufficiently large N that |Gy;(z) — Gij(2)] < e10sN)* =250 holds for all z € Q on
the event F, due to (5I0) and the estimate e N)*/2p =150 4+ 29p=2N§, < e(losN) =25, Since
dist(i, D) > dist(j, D), this yields (GITI). O

Using Lemma [.4] and Lemma [B.7, we can establish the following two corollaries. The first
indicates that eigenvalues of L with localization centers distant from D are also nearly eigenvalues
of L (with the same localization center), and the second essentially indicates the reverse.

Corollary 5.5. There exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that the following holds with probability at
least 1 — ¢~ le—cllog N)?, Adopt Assumption [53; assume § < e 1000 N)2, and let ¢ > e—200(log Ny
be a real number. Fiz A € eigL, and let ¢ € [Ny, Na] denote a (-localization center of \ with
respect to L, satisfying

(5.12) dist(, D) > (log N)?.

Then there exists an eigenvalue Ae eigi such that

(5.13) A — :\| < e(logN)2(51/8 + e—cdist(ga,D))7
and ¢ is an N~1(-localization center for X with respect to L.

Proof. Let ¢ € (0,1) denote the constant ¢ from Lemma [5:4] and set

(514) 0o = §1/4 + e*CdiSt(%D); n= (e(log N)250)1/2.



30 AMOL AGGARWAL
Recalling the event E from (B8], also define event

(5.15) F=EnN { sup }GW,(E +in) — C:'W,(E + in)’ < e(logN)277_250}.
E€[-N,N]
By (5.0) and the min-max principle, on F, we have eig L Ueig L C [~ N, N] for sufficiently large N.
By (58) and Lemma [54] we may restrict to the e vent F. We then apply Lemma B with
the parameters (p;7,(,d; A, B) there equal to (¢;n,, (18 N)277*250;L,I~4) here. To verify (3.3,
observe that the first estimate there follows for sufficiently large N from the fact that

(5.16) (2n) - e(log N)? 0280 < 9p(log N)?/2 (51/4 —cdist(ga,D))l/Z < o—400(log N)*/2 <2,

where in the first bound we used (5.I4); in the second we used the facts that § < e~100esN)*,
that dist(p, D) > (log N)?, and that N is sufficiently large; and in the third we used the fact that
¢ > e 200(log N )*? " The second estimate in B3) follows from the fact that ¢ is a (-localization
center for A with respect to L, and the third follows from our restriction to F.

Thus, Lemma 377 yields some A € eig L such that [A — | < 3N¢ 25, which by (5.I4) (and
again the fact that ¢ > e=2000°e M)*) ¢onfirms (B.I3). Since (6N) 1/2¢ > N~1¢, Lemma [3.7 also
indicates that ¢ is an N ~!(-localization center X with respect to L, establishing the corollary. O

Corollary 5.6. There exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that the following holds with probability
at least 1 — ¢ le—cllogN)*, Adopt Assumption [5.3; assume that 6 < e‘lo(logN)2,' and let ( >
Ne—20000e N)** b o reql number. Fiz A € eigL, and let § € [N1, No] denote a (-localization

center of X with respect to L: suppose that
(5.17) dist(, D) > (log N)3.

(1) There exists a unique eigenvalue \ € cig L such that |\ — A| < e(08 N)*(§1/8 4 ¢—edist(2.D))
(2) We have that ¢ is an N~1(-localization center of A\ with respect to L, and any N~1(-
localization center ¢ € [N1, Na] satisfies | — @| < (log N)?/2.

Proof. Let ¢ € (0,1) denote the constant ¢ from Lemma[5.4] and set §p and 1 as in (IBEZI) Recalling
Definition B.I3 and the event F from (5.15), define the event G = F N SEP (e~ (s N)*/2) By ([E.R),
Lemma I8, and Lemma 54} there exists ¢; > 0 such that P[GP] < ¢ e —e1losN)* By (5.6) and
the min-max principle we have on G that eig L U eig L C [—N, N] for sufficiently 1arge N.

Restricting to the event G, we then apply Lemma [B7 with the parameters (p;n,(,d; A, B)
there equal to (@;n, ¢, (o8 N?*p=250: L, L) here. As in the proof of Corollary .5 the first bound
in &3) is verified by (5.I6); the second by the fact that @ is a (-localization center for A with
respect to L; and the third by our restriction to G. Thus, Lemma B.7 gives some A € eig L such
that |A — X| < 3N¢~2p, which by (514) (and again the bound ¢ > e~200(og N)B/z) yields some A
satisfying the first statement of the corollary. As any two dlstlnct eigenvalues of L differ by at least
e~ (08 N)*/2 1y qur restriction to G, and 6N¢ 2 < e~(0eN)* (by (14), (5.17), and the facts that
¢ > e200(og N and § < e~ 10(log N)2), such an eigenvalue A € eig L satisfying these hypotheses is
unique.

Since (6N)~1/2¢ > N~1¢, Lemma B also indicates that ¢ is an N~!¢-localization center A with
respect to L. Thus, the second part of Lemma [5.1] yields co > 0 such that, with probability at
least 1 — ¢, te~c2(log N)? any N—1(¢-localization center ¢ € [N1, Nao] of A with respect to L satisfies
lo — @] < (log N)?/2. This confirms the second statement of the corollary. O
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6. EIGENVECTOR ANALYSIS FOR LAX MATRICES

In this section we analyze the eigenvectors of random Lax matrices. We begin in Section [6.1] by
proving a result, Proposition[6.I] that approximates the exponential rate of decay of the first entries
of these eigenvectors, by reducing it to Proposition below; the latter indicates that eigenvalues
of the Lax matrix are close to those of certain truncations of it. We then show Proposition [6.3] in
Section and Section Throughout this section, we adopt Assumption 2.8

6.1. Eigenvector Decay for Lax Matrices. The following proposition estimates the behavior
of the first entries of eigenvectors of the Lax matrix L(t). Recall that we adopt Assumption 2.8
throughout.

Proposition 6.1. Let t € [0,T] be a real number. There is a constant ¢ > 0 so that the following
holds with probability at least 1 — ¢~ te—c(log N)* . For any integer k € [1, N satisfying

(6.1) Ny +T(log N)® + N1 < (k) < Ny — T(log N)® — N/,

we have
pi(k)—1

(6.2) log |uk(N1;t)| — Z log Lj j+1(t) + Z log |\ — Ail| < (log N)C.
J=N i1 () < (k)

To establish Proposition[6.1] we use the following lower bounds on log |ug(Ny; t)| and log |ux (Na; t)].

Lemma 6.2. Adopting the notation and assumptions of Proposition [6.1], we have with probability
2
at least 1 — ¢~ te=coe N)™ thqt

pe(k)—1
1
10g |uk(N1,t)| > ZN IOng)ijl(t) — . ()Z< o log |Az — )\k| — 5 . (10gN)6’
J=N1 iipe (1) <epr
(6.3) o
1
log |ug (No2; t)| > | Z log L j4+1(t) — | Z log | A\i — k| — 3 (log N)®.
J=p (k) i (1) >0 (k)

Given Lemma [6.2] we can quickly establish Proposition using Lemma

Proof of Proposition [61l. Let F denote the event on which (G3]) holds. By Lemmal[6.2] there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that P[F%] < ¢=le=¢(08M)* Tt suffices to show that (6.2) holds for sufficiently

large N on the event F; assume to the contrary that this is false. Since the first bound in (6.3])
holds but (6.2]) does not hold, we must have

pe(k)—1
log [ux(Ni;t)| > Y logLjjpa(t)— > log|Ai — Ae| + (log N)°.
Jj=N1 i1pe () < (k)
Together with the second bound in (E3)), this yields
Np—1
log |ug (N1; £)| + log [ug(Na; 1) = > log Lj 11 (t) — Y log |Ai — x| + % - (log N)®,
j=N1 ik

which contradicts Lemma [3.81 This verifies the proposition. O
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To prove Lemma [6.2] we will make use of Lemma [3.9] which expresses the eigenvector entries of
L(t) in terms of transfer matrices. The latter admit an explicit form, given by Lemma BI0, which
involves the eigenvalues of truncations of L(t). So, we require an estimate on how the eigenvalues
of the Lax matrix L(t) change after setting one of its rows and columns to 0. This is provided by
the first part of the following proposition. Its second part states that the localization centers of
these eigenvalues cannot differ by too much, and its third improves the bound on this difference
(making it independent of T') if one of the localization centers is not too close to an endpoint of the
domain [N7, No]. The proof of this proposition will appear in Section [6.3] below.

Proposition 6.3. Let t € [0,T] be a real number. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the
following holds with probability at least 1 — c~le=elogN)* " Lot ¢ [N1, N3] be an integer, and
assume that

(6.4) Ny + T(log N)* + N1 < ¢ < Ny — T(log N)* — N1/100,

Set P = L(t) and M = PY). Let u € eig M be any eigenvalue of M ; let ® € [Ny, No] be any
C-localization center for u with respect to M. Suppose that |® — £| > (log N)*.

(1) There exists a unique eigenvalue X € eig P such that |A — p| < e—cmin{|@—¢|,N1/19%}

(2) If v € [N1, N2] is a (-localization center for \ with respect to P, then we have |p — ®| <
T(logN)3.
(3) Assume that
1 1
(6.5) Ni +T(log N)? + 5 N1 <& < Ny — T(log N)® — 3 N1/100.
If p € [N1, N2] is a (-localization center for \ with respect to P, then |p — ®| < (log N)2.
Given Proposition [6.3] we can establish Lemma [6.21
Proof of LemmalG.2. We only establish the first bound in (6.3]), as the second would then follow
from symmetry. Throughout, we set P = [P,;] = L(¢t) and v; = ug(j;t) for each j € [Ny, No].
Recall from Section B4l the notation on the transfer matrices Sy, defined by (38) and B.1);
abbreviate S = [Si;] = SN, 4, (k)] (Ar; P) € Matayo, whose entries are indexed by i,j € {1,2}.
Also denote Q@ = PWN1#e(F)—1] where we recall from above Lemma that this is the matrix

obtained by restricting P to rows and columns indexed by [N, ¢¢(k) — 1]. Then Lemma 3.9 yields
S (0,vn,) = (Vg (k) Vgy (k)+1), SO S12 - UN, = Uy, (x)- We thus deduce for sufficiently large N that

log [un, | = log v, (k)] — log [S12]

pi(k)—1
>log ¢ —log|S12| > Z log Pj j+1 — Z log |1 — M| — (log N)?,
Jj=N1 pEeig Q

where in the second statement we used the fact that ¢, is a (-localization center bijection for P,
and in the third we used Lemma BI0 and the fact that ¢ > e—100(os Ny > ¢ (log N)* To verify

the first bound in (6.3)), it therefore suffices to show that with probability at least 1 —c~te~c(os ¥ )
we have

1
(6.6) Z log [ — Akl < | Z 1Og|)\i—)\k|+§ - (log N)°.
neeigQ ipy (1) <pe (k)

To that end, recalling Definition I3, define the event E; = BNDp(log N)NSEPp(e~ 198 ¥)*). Then
P[ES] < ¢ te=1(08M)® for some constant ¢; > 0, due to Lemma 315 and Lemma B8
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We next apply Proposition [6.3] with the £ there equal to ¢:(k) here; observe that the estimate
(E4) assumed in that proposition holds by (@I). Thus, Proposition yields a constant ¢y > 0
and an event Ey with P[ES] < ¢ tec2(los N)* such that the following holds on E;. Let y € eig Q be
any eigenvalue that admits a (-localization center ® € [Ny, ¢:(k) — 1] with respect to Q satisfying
© < ¢i(k) — (log N)*.
(1) There exists a unique eigenvalue A = A(y) € eig P such that |\ — p| < e~
(2) Letting A = Ay, for some ¢ € [1, N], we have |p:(v)) — ®| < T(log N)3.
(3) If @ > Ny + T(log N)? + N/190/2 then we further have |¢;(¢)) — ®| < (log N)2.

In what follows, we restrict to E; N Ez and show (G.6]) holds.

To that end, denote eig Q@ = (1, pi2; - - - , fhp, (k)—N, )» and let @ : [1, o4 (k) — N1 — [N1, @i (k) —1]
denote a (2N)~!-localization center bijection for @, which is guaranteed to exist by Lemma 2.7
Let J denote the set of indices j € [1,:(k) — Ni] such that ®(j) < @:(k) — (log N)*. For each
j € J,let 9; € [1, N] denote the unique index such that

log N)*

(6.7) Ay, — pa(| < ¢~ (log N)*, where j satisfies wu(¥) < u(k).

Such an index 1; satisfying the first bound in (67 exists and is unique by our restriction to Es.
To verify that v; satisfies the second observe that, if ®(j) > Ny + T'(log N)3 + N/100/2  then

ei(1;) < (j) + (log N)? < (k) — (log N)* + (log N)? < 4 (),
the first bound since we restricted to Es, the second since j € J, and the third since N > 1. If
instead ®(j) < Ny + T'(log N)3 + N'/100/2  then
1
@i(5) < @(j) + T(log N)* < Ni + 2T (log N)* + 5 N0 < 4 (K),
the first bound by our restriction to Ez, the second by our assumption on ®(j), and the third by
(©T). This confirms ([67). We also have that
log |un — M| <log N for all h € [1, (k) — Ny — 12];

6.8
(68) log 115 — Ak| < log| Ay, — Akl +e 18N forall j e 7.

Here, the first bound holds since |u; — A;| < 2log N (by our restriction to E; and the fact that
E; € BNDg(log N), by Remark [3.14)); the second holds since |y, — p;| < e~ 108 N)° " with the

bound [Ay, — Ax| > e~ (e N)* (by our restriction to E; and the fact from (67 that v # k).
Therefore,

> loglu— Al <> log | — Akl + (log N)®

HEQ j€eT
<) log Ay, — Akl +2(logN)® < > log|A; — M| + 3(log N)®.
Jjeg ipe (1) < (k)

Here, in the first estimate, we used the fact that at most (log N)* indices h ¢ J exist, with the first
bound in (6.8) for each such h. In the second, we used the second bound in (6.8]). In the third we used
the fact that ¢, (1;) < @i (k) for each j € J (by (61)); the bound log |A;— | < log(2log N) < log N
for all indices ¢ with ¢;(7) € [N1, (k) — 1] but that are not of the form ; for some j € J; and
the fact that at most (log N)* such indices i exist (as is quickly verified from the injectivity of ¢;
and 1, the second statement in (6.7), and the fact that there are at most (log N)* indices not in
J). This establishes the second bound in (6.6) and thus the lemma. O



34 AMOL AGGARWAL

6.2. Eigenvalues of Truncated Lax Matrices. In this section we begin the proof of Propo-
sition 6.3} we adopt the notation of that proposition throughout. We first address it when (G.5])
holds, that is, when ® is not too close to Ny or Ns.

Proposition 6.4. Proposition holds assuming (6.0]).

To prove Proposition [6.4] we first apply Proposition 4] which yields a constant c¢g > 0; random
matrix @ = [Q;] € SymMatyy, y,; With the same law as L(0); and an event E with P[EC] <

c~le=clog N)* quch that on E we have

(6.9) 'je[[NIE?(XN - |Pyj — Qij| < e /P, for any K > T'log N.
(2 1 dV2—

Lemma 6.5. If ([G.5]) holds, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following two statements
hold with probability at least 1 — ¢~ te—c(o8 N)?

(1) There exists an eigenvalue k € eig Q such that |p— k| <e
(2) The index ® € [Ny, N2] is an N~2(-localization center for k with respect to Q.

—cmin{|®—¢|,N1/1°0}

Proof. Define R = [R;;] € SymMaty, n,j by setting R = Q). Throughout this proof, we assume
that ® < ¢, as the proof when ® > £ is entirely analogous. Then denote by P’ = [P;;] and Q" = [Q},]
the top (¢ — N1) x (£ — Ni) corners of P and Q, respectively. In this way, their rows and columns
are indexed by i,j € [N1,£ — 1], and we have P/; = P;; = M;; and Q}; = Q;; = R;; for each such
(i,7); observe that eig P’ C eig M and eig Q' C eig R. Since ® < ¢, we also have p € eig P’.

To establish the lemma, we will first use Corollary [5.8] to show p is close to some v € eig R. To
that end, recalling Definition B.I3] define the quantities K,0 > 0 and event E; by

(6.10)

_ 1 : 1/100 T 3. _ _—K/4, _ log N
K = = -min{|® — (, N1} + = (log N)s 8= e /4, El_SOOBNDL(S)(W).

By Lemma BI5, there is ¢; > 0 so that P[ES] < ¢ te—c1(los N)*: we restrict to E; in what follows.
Applying Corollary requires (through Assumption 5.3) a bound on |P}; — Q.| for i, j suffi-
ciently far from N;. This will follow from (6.3); indeed, observe that Ny —¢ > T'(log N)* 4 N1/100 >
K, where the first bound holds by (6.4]) and the second holds by ([6.I0). Thus Ny — K > ¢, so since
(P;,Q1;) = (Pij, Qiz) for i,j < ¢, it follows from (6.9) that
6.11 P —Q.| <6é.
(6.11) e PG = @yl =
Using this, we next verify Assumption [5.3 with the (L, L) there given by (Q’, P’) here. To that
end, observe that |P;;| < (log N)/50 < 2log(¢ — N1), where the first bound follows from Lemma 3.5
and our restriction to E1, and the second follows from (6.4). This, together with (6.11)) and the fact
that @ has the same law as L(0), implies that Assumption 53] holds, with the (L, L; D; N) there
equal to (Q’, P';[N1, N1 + K — 1]; £ — Ny) here. Since (@3] and (EI0) together yield

1
(6.12) ® — N, >T(logN)? + 5 N0 > 9K 4+ (log N)?,

we deduce that ® > N; + K + (log N)3, verifying (517). Since u € eig P’, the first statement of
Corollary 5.8 yields a constant ¢; > 0 and an event Ep with P[ES] < ¢ 'e—c2(los N)* such that the
following holds on Es. There exists an eigenvalue v € eig Q' C eig R satisfying

(613) |V—,u| < e(logN)Z((Sl/lﬁ +67262|<I>7N17K|) < 67C2K,
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where in the last inequality we used ([6.12)) and the bound K > (log N)*/10 (as |® —¢| > (log N)*).
The second statement of Corollary further impies that ® is an N ~!(-localization center of v
with respect to @', and thus with respect to R. We further restrict to Es in what follows.

We now use Corollary again to show that v is close to some k € eig @Q; this will proceed
similarly to above. Since R;; = Q;; unless £ € {7, j} (and Q has the same law as L(0)), we have by
our restriction to ENE; that Assumption 53 holds with the (L, L;s; D) there equal to (Q, R;0; {¢})
here. Since |® — /| > (log N)*, the first statement of Corollary [5.6] yields a constant c3 > 0 and an
event Es with ]P’[Eg] <c3 Le—ealog N)* guch that following holds on E3. There exists an eigenvalue
k € eig Q such that

(6.14) |KJ _ I/l S e(]OgN)2 . 6_203‘¢_é| S 6_03‘¢_é|7

where in the last inequality we used the fact that |® — ¢| > (log N)*. Thus, (6.13)) and (6.14) imply
the first statement of the lemma. The second statement of Corollary 5.6 further implies that @ is an
N~2(-localization center for x with respect to Q, verifying the second statement of the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition [6f] Throughout this proof, we adopt the notation and assumptions from
Lemma and its proof. In particular, we recall the quantities K,5 > 0 and the event E; from
(EI10). Recalling Definition B.I3] we further define the event

(6.15) F, = SEPP(e*(logN)Q) n SEPQ(ef(logN)z)'

By Lemma 22, Lemma B8, and a union bound, there exists ¢; > 0 with P[F¢] < ¢ te—c1(los N)?,
We restrict to E;y N Fq, and further to the event that Lemma holds, in what follows.

We will use Corollary to show that s is close to some A € eig P. To that end, first observe
from (69) and our restriction to E N E; (with the fact that @ has the same law as L(0)) that
Assumption [5.3 holds, with the (L, L; D) there equal to (Q, P; [Ny, No] \ [N1 4+ K, N3 4+ K]) here.
Also, by 63), min{®—N; —K, Ny—®—K} > N'/190/2 > (log N')3, which verifies (5.12). Therefore,
Corollary 5.5 applies and yields a constant ¢; > 0 and an event Fy with P[FS] < ¢; te~c2(log N)* such
that the following holds on F». There exists A € eig P such that ® is a N ~3(-localization center of
A with respect to P, and

(616) |>\ _ IQ| < e(logN)2 (51/8 _|_6—202min{<I>—N1—K,N2—K—<I>}) < e—CQK,

where in the last inequality we used the facts that min{® — Ny, Ny — ®} > T'(log N)3 + N1/100/2 >
2K + (logN)? and |® — ¢| > (log N)*. Together with the first statement in Lemma 6.5 this
implies the existence of \ satisfying the conditions in the first statement of Proposition [6.3] upon
additionally restricting to Fo. The uniqueness of such a A € eig P follows follows from our restriction
to the event F; from (G.I5) (with the fact that |® — ¢] > (log N)%).

It remains to establish the third part of the proposition (which implies the second, as we have
assumed that (G.5]) holds), to which we must use Corollary (instead of Corollary B.H). Fix
any (-localization center ¢ € [Ny, No] for A with respect to P. Let a w(t) = (u(Ny;t),u(N1 +
1;t),...,u(N2;t)) € RY be a unit eigenvector of P with eigenvalue A\. Then, by the definition of ¢
and Corollary 5.5 we have

(6.17) lu(p;t) > ¢, and  [u(@;t)] > N3¢
We must show (&.I7), to which end we claim that, with high probability,
(6.18) min{y — Ny, Na — ¢} > K + (log N)?.
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To do so, observe that Lemma yields a constant ¢ > 0 and an event F3 with ]P’[Fg] <
¢y tecsllos N)* such that the following holds on F3. An index m € [N1, N2] can only be a N—3(-
localization center for A with respect to P if |m — ¢| < T(log N)?. Restricting to F3, the second
bound in (EIT) then implies that we must have |® — ¢| < T(log N)? for sufficiently large N.
Together with the estimate (by (65) and (GI0))

1
min{® — N;, Ny — &} > T'(log N)3 + 3 NY0 > K 4 T(log N)? + (log N)?,

this confirms (6.18).

The bound (GI8) (with @3)) verifies (5.17), with the parameters (L, L; \, ¢; 8; D) there equal to
(Q, P; \, ¢;6; [N1, No] \ [N1 + K, N2 — K])) here. Thus, Corollary [5.6] applies and yields a constant
¢4 > 0 and an event F, with P[F8] < ¢jle—cs(los N)* “such that on F, there exists x/ € eig Q with

|I£/ _ A| < e(log N)?2 (51/8 e min{«prlfK,Nngfap}) < 67C4(log N)?’,
where in the last inequality we used the definition (6.I0) of § (with the fact that |® —¢] > (log N)?)
with ([G.I8). Together with (6.16]), the fact that |® — ¢| > (log N)*, and our restriction to the event
Fy from (6.I5]), this implies that k = ’. Hence, the second part of Corollary implies that ¢ is
a N~ !(-localization center for x with respect to Q. Since ® is an N ~2(-localization center for x
with respect to @ (by Lemma [6.5)), it also implies that |¢ — ®| < (log N)?, verifying the third (and
thus also the second) statement of the proposition. O

6.3. Proof of Proposition[6.3l In this section we establish Proposition[6.3] adopting its notation
and assumptions throughout. For any z € C, denote the resolvents of M and P by G(z) =
[Gij(2)] = (M — 2)"" and G(z) = [Gij(z)] = (P — 2)~!, respectively. The following lemma
estimates the (¥, ®) entry of G — G, assuming that (G5 does not hold. Its proof is similar to that
of Lemma [5.4] (by using Lemma in place of Lemma B.10), so we only outline it.

Lemma 6.6. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 so that the following holds with probability at least
1 — ¢ le=closN)*  Gunnose that X)) does not hold, and let n € R satisfy e—eN'T < n < 1.
Denoting 2 ={2€C: —-N <Rez< N,n<Imz <1}, we have

_eN1/100

(6.19) sup
z€eQ)

é@@(z) — é@@(z)| <e

Proof of LemmalG.8 (Outline). Throughout this proof, recalling Definition B.13] we set
(6.20) F=BNDp(logN),  sothat P[FC] < ¢jle rlloaN)®

for some constant ¢; € (0,1), by Lemma We begin by using Lemma to estimate the
eigenvectors of P. To that end, first observe, by Lemma22 and the fact that P = L(t), that eig P =
(A1, A2,...,An). For each j € [1, N], recall that w;(t) = (u;(N1;t),u;(N1 + 15t),...,u;(Nast)) €
RY denotes the nonnegatively normalized, unit eigenvector of P with eigenvalue );. For each
j € [1,N], also let v; € [Ny, N2] denote a N~1/2-localization center for the eigenvector u; of L of
eigenvalue \; (which is guaranteed to exist, as w is a unit vector). Since (6.5 does not hold, (G4)
implies for sufficiently large NV that

1
|t — @] > Ko, where Ky = 3 (T(log N)* 4+ N1/100).
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Thus, for any i € {{—1,¢,f+1} and k € [Ny, Na2], we either have |® — ;| > Ko/2 > T(log N)? or
li — ;| > Ko/2 > T(log N)?. Therefore, Lemma [5.2] yields a constant ¢ € (0,¢;/25) and an event
Eo with P[ES] < ¢~le25¢(1e M)* sych that
(6.21) 1g, 'i:|?i%\xgl Z lur (@ 8)| - |ur(ist)] < N - e 20K < o~ 12eN1/100
ke[1,N]
Set E = Eo N F, which satisfies P[EC] < ¢~1e=20¢(os N)* 1y ([@20) and a union bound.
Now, let us show that (G.I9) holds with high probability for a fixed point z € Q. Fix zg € €;

abbreviate Gij = éij (20) and éij = éij(zo) for each i, j € [Ny, Na]. For p > e*CNl/mO, we have

E[Le - |Gos — Gao|] < Z E[le - |Gai - Py - Gjal]

ili—f)<1
Jili—e<1
<9~ ' logN- max E[lg-|Ga]
(6.22) itli—f|<1
N
<97 log N - max E{Jur (P )] - uk (351)]]
i:li—2|<1
~ k=1

— _ 1/100 _ 1/100
§9772-10gN-e 12¢N <€95N

— )

where the first inequality follows from (B.4)), together with the fact that P;; — M;; € {P;;,0} with
P;j — M;; =0 unless i, j € {¢ —1,¢,£+ 1}; the second from ([B.3]) (with the fact that Im zo > 7, as
20 € Q) and the definition (620) of F; the third from (B.2), together with the bound |Ay — zo| >
Im zy > n for any k € [1, NJ; the fourth from (@.21); and the fifth from the fact that n > em NV
The estimate ([6.22]), together with a Markov bound, verifies (6.19) at z = zp.

To extend it to all z € Q, we first use a union bound to apply ([622) on an e=3N phesh
Qo C Q. Then, using B4) and (B3]), we approximate the resolvents of M and P at an arbitrary
points z € Q by those at the nearest point zg € €. This is very similar to what was done at the
end of the proof of Lemma [5.4], so we omit further details. (|

Proof of Proposition [6.3. In what follows, we assume that (G.5) does not hold, as Proposition
establishes the proposition when it does. Letting ¢ > 0 denote the constant ¢/10 from Lemma [6.6]

set n = e=2N 4hd define the event (recalling Definition BI3)

Gi = BNDp(log N) N SEP p (e~ (o8 M%)

N { sup ‘qup(E +in) — é<pq>(E + in)| < e‘lO‘Nl/mo}.
E€[-N,N]

By Lemma 315 Lemma BI8 (with Lemma 22)), and Lemma 6.6 there exists a constant ¢; > 0

such that P[Gl] < ¢7te—e1los V),

Restricting to G1, we next apply Lemma B.7 with the parameters (A, ¢;1, ¢, d; A, B) there equal
to (u, ®;n, ¢, e‘lO‘Nl/mD; M, P) here. The first bound in (B8] holds for sufficiently large N by the
facts that ¢ > e~ 100008 M) 4nd gy = ¢=2eN"". the second holds since @ is a (-localization center
of p with respect to M; and the third holds by our restriction to G;. Hence, Lemma B yields
an eigenvalue \ € eig P such that |\ — p| < 3N(™2n < emeN! /10 (again as ¢ > e~ 100(log N)*2 41 q

n= e’QCNl/mO). This shows the first statement of the proposition; it remains to verify the second.
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To that end, observe that Lemma 3.7 further indicates that ® is an N ~!(-localization center for
A with respect to P. Letting U € [N, N2] denote an N~ !(-localization center of A\ with respect
to L, Lemma [5.2 yields a constant co > 0 and an event Gy with ]P’[Gg] < cgecllog N)* such that the
following holds on Gy. We have |m—¥| < T'(log N)? for any N ~!(-localization center m € [Ny, Na]
of A with respect to P. Applying this for m € {®, ¢} then yields |¢ — ®| < 2T (log N)? < T(log N)?
for sufficiently large IN; this confirms the second statement of the proposition. O

7. PROPERTIES OF LOCALIZATION CENTERS

We establish Proposition in Section [Tl and Proposition .10l in Section [[3] after showing
several estimates on spacings between particles in the Toda lattice in Section Throughout this
section, we adopt Assumption 2.8

7.1. Proof of Proposition In this section we show Proposition 2.9 by proving the following
generalization of it. Recall we adopt Assumption throughout.

Proposition 7.1. Assume more generally that { > N3e=20000g N)*2 - [ any real number 0 >
0, there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(0) > 0 such that the following holds with probability at least
1 — ¢ tec08N)* ' By real numbers t,t e [0,T]; an eigenvalue \ € eig L; and N~'(-localization
centers ¢, ¢ € [N1, Na] of A\ with respect to L(t) and L(t), respectively. If ¢ satisfies (ZI0) and

|t — ] < e N)* polds, then lo — | < (log N)3.

Proof. We may assume in what follows that 7' > 3 and that 0 is sufficiently small, in a way to be
determined later. We first restrict to sgveral events.

Let 7 C [0,7] denote an e 218 N)"_mesh of [0, 7], and fix s € 7. By Proposition B4, there
exists a constant ¢; > 0; an event E;(s) with P[E;(s)0] < cl_lefcl(logN)Q; and a random matrix
M(s) = [M;j(s)] € SymMatpy, y,j with the same law as L(0), such that the following holds on
Ei(s). Denoting N{ = N; 4+ T(log N)>/? and N} = Ny — T(log N)>/?, we have
7.1 max |M;:(s) — Li;(s)] < e~ (log N)*/2/5.

(7.) L (M) — Liy(s)] <

Corollary 58 (with the (L, L; D; 6; A) there equal to (M, L(s); [Ny, No] \ [N], Nj]; e=(s N)*/2/5. )
here) therefore yields a constant ¢; > 0 and an event Ey(s) for each s € T, with P[Ey(s)¢] <
¢y teme298 N)* "guch that the following holds on Es(s). There exists a unique eigenvalue p = u(s) €
eig M (s) so that, for any N~2(-localization center ¢s € [N + (log N)3, N5 — (log N)?] for X with
respect to L(s) and any N~3(-localization center v5 € [N1, Na] for u(s) with respect to M (s), we
have |¢s — 95| < (log N)2.

Set o' = 0/8. Recalling Definition B13] let E3 = erO BNDg ) (log N) ﬁSEPL(O)(e’a,U;’g N)Q), SO
Lemma 315 and Lemma 318 give a constant ¢z = ¢3(0) > 0 with P[ES] < ¢5te~¢s(1°8 M) Further
let E4 denote the event on which Lemma [5.2 holds, which satisfies P[ES] < ¢;'e=c(°8 M) for some
c4 > 0. We restrict to the event E = [, .(Ei(s) N E2(s)) N E3 N E4 in what follows, which for
0 < minf{e; /2, ¢2/2} satisfies P[EC] < cy teesllos N)* for some ¢5 > 0, by a union bound.

By Lemmal5.2] (and our restriction to E4), we have for any N ~!¢-localization center oo for A with
respect to L(0) that |p—@o| < T'(log N)? and |p—po| < T'(log N)?. Therefore, |p—@| < 2T (log N)2,
so (ZI0) implies that

T . T ,
(7.2) N1+5-(10gN) §¢§N2—5-(1ogN) .
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Now, fix ¢ € [0,T], and let s € T satisfy |s — t| < e 2098N)" 5o |5 — /| < 272008 N)”  We
will first apply Lemma [377] with the (A; B) there equal to (L(t); L(s)) here, to show that ¢ and ¢
are localization centers for A with respect to L(s). Then, we will apply our restriction to Ex(s) to
deduce that ¢ and ¢ are close to a localization center of u(s) with respect to M (s), and thus are
close to each other.

To implement this, we require the third estimate in &3). So, for any r € [0,T] and z € C,
denote the resolvent G(z;r) = [Gy;(z;7)] = (L(r) — 2)~' € Mat[y, n,). Observe that

max  |L;i(s) — L ()] < 2e200sN)* oy |LL(8)] < 677°l(1°gN)2,

max|Li(s) = Li(0)] < L (0] <

where in the second inequality we used (Z1I), (2-4), Definition 1] and our restriction to E3 (which
together imply that |Lj;(t)| < 2(log N)?). With ([B.3) and (B.4)), this implies that

sup max [Gug(z5t) — Giglzi )] < NP - A0 008 NI =T 0N =20 g V?,
2€Q 1,5€[N1,N2]
where we have denoted Q = {z € C: e~ 208 N)* <z < 1},

Now we apply Lemma [B.7] with the parameters (A, B; \; p;7,0) there equal to the parameters
(L(t), L(s); \; p; e~ 2% (108 N)? =20"(log N)*y here, This yields an eigenvalue X € ecig L(s) = eig L(t)
such that [A\ — N| < 3N2(~Le=2 (e N)* < o="(logN)* 4nq o is a N~2(-localization center for N
with respect to L(s). Due to our restriction to E3 C SEP ) (e='(10sN)*) " we have that A = X,
meaning that ¢ is an N~2(-localization center for A with respect to L(s). By similar reasoning, ¢
is an N ~2(-localization center for A with respect to L(s).

By our restriction to Ez(s), and the fact from [2.I0) and (7.2) that ¢, $ € [N} + (log N)3, N5 —
(log N)3], it follows that for any N ~3(-localization center 15 € [N1, Na] of u(s) with respect to
M (s) we have |p — 15| < (log N)? and |¢ — | < (log N)?2. Hence, |¢ — @| < 2(log N)?, confirming
the proposition. (|

Proof of Proposition [Z. This follows from the £ = t case of Proposition [l O

7.2. Spacing Bounds for the Toda Particles. In this section we prove the following lemma
approximating the distances between the Toda particles g;(s) under thermal equilibrium. Recall
we adopt Assumption 2.8 throughout.

Lemma 7.2. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following two statements hold with
2
probability at least 1 — ¢~ le—cllog N)*

(1) For any s € [0,T) and i,j € [Ny + T(log N)3, Na — T(log N)3], we have
(73) a:(5) — a5(s) — ali - )] < Ii - J1/* (g N}
(2) For any s € [0,T] and i,j € [N1, No] with |i — j| > T(log N)°, we have
|

|

(7.4) (a:(s) = a;(5)) - sen(ai — aj) > == - Ji = jl.

Proof. Observe that it suffices to show for any fixed s € [-T, T that the below two statements hold
with probability at least 1 — ¢~ te=¢108N)*  First, for any 7,5 € [Ny + T(log N)3, Ny — T(log N)?],

(7.5) lgi(s) — q;(s) — ali — j)| < 5 - |i — j|'/*(log N)?.

N~
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Second, for any i € [N1, Na] with |i — j| > T(log N)5,

(7.6) (qi(s) — qj(s)) -sgn(oi — aj) > % i — .

Indeed, if this were true then applying a union bound, we may restrict to the event E; on which
(CH) and (Z6) hold for all s € T, where T C [-T,T] is an N~2%-mesh of [-T,T]. Recalling
Definition B.T3] we may further by Lemma B.T8 restrict to the event Ex = (1,5, BND s (log V). In
view of (&), Z3), Definition 21l and our restriction to Eg, we have |¢,(s)] < log N for all s > 0
and k € [N1, No]. Then, the two statements of the lemma hold for any s € [-T, T]. Indeed, letting
s’ € T be such that |s — s'| < N72°, we have from (7F) and the above bound on |g}(s)| that

l2i(s) = qj(s) — a(i = )| < |a(s") = ¢;(s') — ali = 5)| + 2N~ log N
1
< 5 li—[V?(log N)* +2N"*log N < [i — j['/*(log N?,

which confirms ([Z3]). The verification of (4 from (.6]) is entirely analogous and thus omitted.

Hence, it remains to show (ZH) and (Z6). Throughout the remainder of this proof, we set K =
T(log N)3. By Proposition[£.4] there is a family of random variables @ = (an,, an,+1, - --,an,—1) €
RN=1 and b = (by,,bn,41,---,bn,) € RN, such that (a;b) has the same law as (a;b) and the
following holds. There exists a constant ¢; > 0 and an event E; with P[E[f] < ¢y terllog N 5o
that, on E;, we have
(7.7) max lai(s) — ai| + max |bi(s) — bs| < 2¢~ (08 N)*/5,

i€[N1+K,No— K] i€[N1+K,No— K]

We restrict to E; in what follows and let (p; g) € RN x RY denote the Toda state space initial data
associated with (a;b), as described in Section 2.1l Further define event

_ ) ) l 11/2
= () {1600 0O ~ali =) +1d @ —ali = )| < 3-1i — (0 N)}.
4,4’ €[N1,N2]

observing that P[ES] < ¢; te~c2(og N )* for some constant ¢, > 0, by Lemma 12 Recalling Defini-
tion B.I3] we also define the event

Es = (1) BNDL () (log N) N ﬂ {a;(0) > e~ 108M* 1 (G, > ¢~ (e )y
r>0 i=N1

which satisfies P[ES] < ¢5'e¢s(los N)* for some constant ¢z > 0, by Lemma and the explicit
form of the density pg.g.n—1,~ for a(0) (from Definition 2:4)). Denoting the event E = E; NEy N Es,
we restrict to E in what follows; it then suffices to show that (T.5]) and (Z.6]) hold.

To that end, first observe that, for any 7,7’ € [N] + K, Ny — K], we have

i —1
|0i(s) — qir(s) = (G — G)] <2 |logai(s) — log dil
k=1
<2N- max lai(s) = @il - (Jas(s)| 7" +as| ™) < N7,
€z,

where in the first bound we used (Z3]), and in the second and third we used (7)) and our restriction
to Ez N E3. This, together with our restriction to the event Eg, establishes (.3 and thus the first
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statement of the lemma. To show the second, we suppose that a > 0 and i > j + T(log N)®, as the
proof when a < 0 or i < j — T'(log N)® is entirely analogous. Then, observe

ai(s) — qj(s) > ¢i(0) — q;(0) = |gi(s) — @i (0)] — |g;(s) — g;(0)]
> a(i—j) = [i = j|'/*(og N)? = 2s - max [bi(s)

4
> = (i—4)—2TlogN 2 5 - (i j),

where in the first and second statements we used our restriction to EsNEs, the first equality in (21]),
and the fact that p;(t) = b;(t) by ([Z3); in the third we used the fact that i — j > T'(log N)® and our
restriction to Ez; and in the fourth we again used the fact that i — j > T(log N)5. This confirms
(Z8) and thus the second statement of the lemma when i > j + T'(log N)?; since (as mentioned
above) the proof when i < j — T'(log N)? is entirely analogous, this establishes the lemma. O

7.3. Proof of Proposition[2.10l In this section we establish Proposition 210l We begin with the
following lemma proving a variant of (ZI2]), when the second sum appearing there is over i such
that :(2) (as opposed to ¢;(t) or Q;(¢)) is in a prescribed interval. Recall we adopt Assumption [Z§
throughout.

Proposition 7.3. For any integer m > 0, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(m) > 0 such that the
following holds with probability at least 1—c~te=c(o8 N)* Lot Ni, N, € [N1, No] be indices satisfying

(7.8) N1+ T(log N)® + N1 < N < Njy < Ny — T(log N)® — N1/100,
Then, the following two statements hold for any t € [0,T].
(1) We have
N
(7.9) S~ 3T A < 12(log )™
=N irpe (i) E[NY,NS]

(2) For any k € [N, N3], we have

PILORDDEPY

i<k iy (1) <k

(7.10) < 12(log N)™*3.

Proof. The proofs of ([ZA) and (I0) are very similar, so we only focus on the former. We may
assume in what follows that (N7, N3) is fixed, by a union bound. Let us first establish (Z29) for any
deterministic ¢ € [0, 7], and then we will show it holds for all ¢ € [0, T].

So, fix t € [0,T]. We first apply Proposition 4.4 to deduce the existence of a constant ¢; > 0; an
event E; with P[E}] < ¢ te—c1(los N)’. and a random matrix P = [Pij] € SymMatpy, y,j with the
same law as L(0) such that, on E;, we have

(7.11) |Py; — Lij(1)] < e~ (log N)*

max
1,j€[N{—m,Nj+m]
where we used the fact that [N] —m, N} +m] C [Ny + T(log N)*, No — T'(log N)*]. Further set
N’ = N3 —Ni{+1 and define the N' x N' symmetric matrix @ = [Q;;] € SymMaty, y;j by setting
Qij = P;; whenever 1, j € [N], Nj]. Set eig@Q = (p1, pt2, ..., 1nv), and let ¢ : [1, N'] — [Ny, N3]
denote a (-localization center bijection for Q. Recalling Definition B.13] we define the event Es =
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BND ) (log N) N BNDp(log N) N BNDg(log N) N SEP (g (e~ (8 N)*), which by Lemma and
Lemma 318 satisfies P[ES] < ¢; te—c2(los N)* for some ¢z > 0. We restrict to E; N Ey in the below.
We will proceed by comparing the first sum on the left side of [T9) to TrQ = ZMEeng T
use Corollary [5.6] to approximate the eigenvalues of @Q by those of L(t); and compare the resulting
expression to the second sum on the left side of [C9). To implement the first task, observe that

N; N;
Yo - =| YL - Tr Q™
i=N] i=N]
(7.12) »
2
<| S [P - Q™| + Nem1E N m(log N)™,
i=N/

where we have denoted the (4, j) entry of any matrix M by [M];;; here, the first statement holds
by Definition and the second by (CII) and our restriction to Es. Next, since P and Q are
tridiagonal and satisfy P;; = @Q;; whenever 4, j € [N, N3], observe that [P™]; = [Q™]:; for each
i € [N] + m, Ny —m]. We further have by our restriction to E that each entry of P and Q is
bounded by log N, meaning (again since P and @ are tridiagonal) that each entry of P™ and Q™
is bounded by (3log N)™. It follows that

N
(7.13) > [P -Tr Q™| < > (I(P™)isl + 1(Q™)iil) < 4m(3log N)™.
i:N{ ZGHN{,Néﬂ

i@ [N{+m,Ny—m]

Next, denote Ni' = N{ + (log N)? and N = N} — (log N)3. Then,

(7.14) TrQ™ - >y

<2(log N)?- max_|u|™ < 2(log N)™"3,
. . neEeig Q
Jp(3)EINT N3]

where in the first bound we used that TrQ™ =3_ ... o #™ and [[N7, N3]\ [N{', N3']| < 2(log N)3,
and in the second we used the fact that |u| < log N for any p € eig @ (by our restriction to Es).

Now, we apply Proposition [ and Corollary 55 the latter with the (L; L;d; D) there equal
to (Q; L(t); e~ 108N’ [Ny, No] \ [N], N4]) here. This by (ZII) yields a constant ¢, > 0 and an
event E3 with P[ES] < cy te—callos N)* such that the following holds on Es. There exists a function
k:[1,N'] — [1, N] such that, for each j € [1, N'] with ¢(j) € [Ny, N¥],

3 . .
(7.15) i — Aeiy| < e 20BN and | (5) — @e(k(4))] < (log N)?.

The second statement in (ZI5) holds since Corollary [5.5 implies that t(j) is an N ~!(-localization
center of \,(;) with respect to L(t); therefore, since ¢;(x(j)) is as well, Proposition [Z.T] implies (as
¥(j) € [Ny, N{]) that [1(5) — p:(k(5))| < (log N)3. Further observe that, due our restriction to
Ea, we have |[A; — Ay| > e~ (08 N)* > 9e—e2(l0s N)* for any distinct 4,4/ € [1, N]; thus, x(j) # &(j')



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 43

for any distinct 7,5’ € [1, N'] with ¢(5),¢(j’) € [Ny, N§]. Therefore,

DR
(7.16) ' IWOIEINT N Jipe (4)EINT, N]
< mo__ ™. 3 m m+3
= > 5" = Nyl + 2(log N)* - oA IAI™ < 4(log N)
Jp(G)EINT N3]

where the first statement holds by changing variables from j to k(j) in the second sum there
whenever 1(j) € [Ny, NJ], and using (ZI5) with the facts that [N{ — (log N)3, No + (log N)3] =
[N{, N3] and that |[N7, N3]\ [N{, N4]| < 2(log N)3; the second follows from (Z.I5) with the fact
that |A| <log N for each X € eig L(t) (as we restricted to E3). Summing (712), (Z13), (7.14), and
([18), we deduce that

N3
717 PLECENED VIR B e
i=N] ixpe (1) €[NT, N3]

This verifies that ([Z3) holds with high probability for a fixed ¢ € [0,T]; it remains to show
it holds with high probability for all ¢ € [0,T] simultaneously. To that end, for any ¢t € [0,T],
let E(t) denote the event on which (ZIZ) holds. We then have that P[E()¢] < ¢ 'ecs(los Ny?
for some constant ¢s > 0. Denoting ¢ = ¢3/2, it follows from Proposition [[I] that there exists a
constant ¢4 > 0 and an event E4 with ]P’[EE] < ¢y temcallog N )* such that the following holds on E4.
For any s,s' € [0,T] with |s — s'| < e=<1°5N)* we have |p,(i) — s (i)] < (log N)3, whenenever
@ = (i) satisfies (ZI0). Letting T denote an e~ M*_mesh of [0, 7], we restrict to the event
Nser E(s) NE4N(,~0BNDg (- (log N), which we may by a union bound (and Lemma [3.15).

Now let ¢ € [0, be arbitrary, and let s € T satisfy |t — s| < <18 N)* Then, we claim that

(7.18) Z]e —e"(s)]

=Ny

<1

)

> A > A | < 4(log N)™F3,

iz (1) €[N, N3] it (i) E[N], N3]

which together with (TI7) (with the ¢ there equal to s here) would imply the proposition.
To verify the first bound in ([Z.I8]), observe for any i, j € [Ny, N2] that

|Lij(t) = Lij(s)] < |s —t| - sup [Li;(r)] < e *1=N"  5(log N)? < e~c(oeM)*/2,
re(s,t]

where in the second inequality we used Definition 211 [23)), (Z4]), and our restriction to the event
;>0 BNDL()(log NV). Since the same event implies that each entry of L(s) and L(t) is bounded
by log N, and both of these matrices are tridiagonal, it follows for any ¢ € [Ny, N3] that

e (6) = &) = [[L@" )i = (L))l < max - [Lij(s) = Lis (8)] - m(31og N)™

< e—c(logN)2/2 . m(3 logN)m < N~

Summing over ¢ € [Ny, Nj] confirms the first bound in (TI8]). The second bound in ([I8)) follows
from the fact that || <log N for any A € eig L(t) (by our restriction to BND ) (log N)), with the
fact that there are at most 4(log N)? indices i for which ¢s(i) € [IN{, N3] and ¢:(i) ¢ [N{, N3] or
for which ¢4(i) ¢ [Ny, N3] and ¢(i) € [Ny, N3] (as |¢:(i) — ¢s(i)| < (log N)3, by our restriction
to E4). This proves (ZI8) and thus (Z.9).
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As mentioned previously, the proof of (ZI0) is entirely analogous, and is obtained by replacing
the application of Proposition 4] and Corollary above with Proposition (with the ¢ there
equal to k here); we omit further details. O

We can now prove Proposition 2.10

Proof of Proposition [210. We assume that o > 0 in what follows, as the proof when a < 0 is
entirely analogous. The proofs of (212) and (2I3)) are very similar, so we only focus on the former.
Recalling Definition B.13] define the event E; = msE[O,t] BNDy (s (log N). By Lemma B.15, there
exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that P[E[f] < cl_lefcl(log N)Q, so we restrict to E1 in what follows. We
further restrict to the event E5 on which Lemma [7.2] holds, with the T' there both equal to 0 and T
here (we may take the T there to be 0 by the R = (log N)2|i — j|*/? case of Lemma [B.12).

Fix t € [0,T], and let N{ = min{i : ¢;(¢) € J} and Nj = max{i : ¢;(t) € J}. We claim that
(N{, N}) satisfy (.8). To verify this, assume to the contrary, so that either N{ < Ny +7T(log N)5 +
N1/100 op Ny > Ny—T(log N)® — N'1/190 holds. The analysis of these two cases is entirely analogous,
so we assume the former. Then,

an;(0) = qo(0) > gy (t) — Tlog N > aNy + (T + |N1|'/?)(log N)® — Tlog N
1
> aN; +T(log N)® + 3 |N, |12 (log N,

where the first statement holds since ¢o(0) = 0 and |¢i(t)| = |p:(¢)] < logN (by I), @3),
Definition 2.1} and our restriction to E;); the second holds by (Z.11) and the inclusion gy (t) € J;
and the third holds for N sufficiently large, by (28). This contradicts (Z3) (at s = T = 0),

confirming (7.8).
Therefore, Proposition [Z.3] applies and yields a constant co > 0 and an event E3 with P[Eg] <

cy tec2(log N)* such that (Z3) holds on Es; we restrict to Es in the below. Then, since ¢;(t) € J
implies that ¢ € [Ny, Ni], it suffices (by (Z9)) to show that

> Eml+ > ™ < (Blog )™,
i€[N{, N3 ()¢ T e (DN N L ap, ) (1) ET
Changing variables in the second sum from i to ¢; * (i), this is equivalent to
ool > ™ < Blog N
i€[N] N3 ()T i€[N], N3 ()T

Using the facts that each entry of L(¢)™ is bounded by (3log N)™ (as L(t) is tridiagonal and each
of its entries is bounded by log N) and that |A| <log N for each A € eig L(t), it remains to verify

(7.19) #{i € [N, N3] : :(t) ¢ T} < 2(log N)*.
To show this, observe that if i € [Ny, N3] satisfies ¢i(t) ¢ J, then either ¢;(t) < qn;(t) or
qi(t) > qny(t). In the former case, we have

0> qi(t) —an;(t) = a- (i = N{) = |i = Ni|'/? - (log N)?,

where the last inequality holds by our restriction to Eo. Hence i < N| + (log N)°/2, and there are at
most (log N)?/2 such indices in [N}, N3]. By similar reasoning, there are at most (log N)?/? indices
i € [N1, N3] such that ¢;(t) > qn;(t). Summing these bounds yields (Z.19) and thus ([2.12)).
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As mentioned previously, the proof of (ZI3)) is entirely analogous (using (ZI0) in place of (Z.9)))

upon observing that
[ i = 3 € - 3 e

i<k—1 i<k—1

which holds by (2.6)); integrating it over s € [0, ¢]; and summing it over i € [Ny, k — 1]. O

8. PROOF OF THE ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION

8.1. Proof of Theorem [2.11l In this section we prove Theorem .11l which will follow from the
following variant of it that replaces the @Q(¢)-dependent sums in (ZT5]) with ones that depend on
©¢(7). The latter will be shown in Section B3] below. We adopt Assumption 228 throughout.

Theorem 8.1. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds with probability at least
1—cte=eosN)* | Let k€ [1, N| satisfy @14). Then, for any t € [0,T), we have

(8.1)

Mt — Q) + Qe(0) =2 > log|hk—Xil+2 > log|hk — Aif| < 2(log N)*2.
i1 (4) < (k) i:0(1) <o (k)

Proof of Theorem [2.11l Throughout this proof, we assume that « > 0, as the proof when o < 0 is
entirely analogous; we also fix k € [1, N] satisfying (2.14]). We begin by restricting to several events.
Recalling Definition B.T3] first restrict to the event Ey = BND 1,y (log N)NSEP () (e~ (log N)z), which
we may by Lemma[B.I5] Lemma[3.18 and a union bound. Further restrict to the event E5 on which
Theorem [R.] holds; to the event E3 on which Lemma holds; and to the event E4; on which
Lemma holds.

In view of (8] (and our restriction to E3), we must show that

N2
2> | (Lp,(<er (t) — Lpotir<soe) — (Tuw<@n() — Lau0)<@n(@)] - |1log IAk — Ail|
1=N1

< (log N)' — 2(log N)'2.

Since by our restriction to E; we that |log|A\x — Ai|| < (log N)? for each i # k, it therefore suffices
to show that
No
(82) D |Lpi<otn — Loot<eo®) — (Loit<auty — Leu)<Qu)| < (log N)®.
i=N,

We first claim that the summand on the left side of [B2) is equal to 0 if 4 satisfies |pg(7) —
vo(k)] > 2T (log N)?. Indeed, fix such an index i, and assume ¢o(i) < o(k) — 2T (log N)®, as the
verification in the alternative case is entirely analogous. Then, (B (with our restriction to E4)
gives | (i) —po(i)| < T(log N)? and | (k) — o (k)| < T(log N)?, so for sufficiently large N we have
@i (i) < @i(k) — T(log N)®. As such, Ly, (5)<p, (k) = 1 = Lo (i)<po(k)- By (Z4) (and our restriction
to E3) whose assumption holds by the above bounds, we have for each s € {0,¢} that

Qr(s) — Qi(s) = Qou(k) — Qopa(i) = % : (SDS(k) - SDS(i)) > 0.

So, it follows that 1g,1<q.t) = 1 = 19, (0)<q.(0), meaning that the summand on the left side of
[B2) associated with i is equal to 0.
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Therefore, we may restrict the sum on the left side of ([8.2]) to indices ¢ satisfying |¢o(7) — o (k)| <
2T (log N)®. Fix such an index i; we claim for each s € {0,¢} that

(8.3) Lo, (i)y<ps (k) = LQi(s)<Qn(s)s unless |ps(i) — ps(k)| < (10gN)57

which would imply ([82]) and thus the theorem. To confirm [R3), fix s € {0,¢}, and assume that
los (i) — s (k)| > (log N)3; we will further suppose that ¢, (i) < ps(k)— (log N)?, as the proof in the
alternative case is entirely analogous. By our assumptions (ZI4) and |¢g(i) — o (k)| < 27 (log N)?,
observe (by (5.1]), using our restriction to E4) that (i), ps(k) € [N1+T(log N)®, No —T(log N)7],
so ([T3) holds (by our restriction to E4) with the (4, ) there equal to (¢s(i), ps(k)) here. Hence,

Qr(5) = Qi(S) = Gpr(5)(5) — Gi(5) () = - (01 () — i(s)) — |or(s) — pi(s)['/? - (log N)* > 0,

where the last bound holds since pr(s) — @i(s) > (log N)®. Therefore, 1g,(s)<ou(s) = 1 =
Ly, (i)<ep.(k), Proving [B3) and thus the theorem. O

8.2. Proof of Theorem [B.1] if 72 < N. In this section we establish the following case of Theo-
rem [B.I] which assumes that T2 < N (and a slightly stronger condition (84)) on ¢ (k) than imposed
in (Z14)) and addresses a fixed time ¢ € [0,T]. Recall we adopt Assumption 2.8 throughout.

Proposition 8.2. Fizt € [0,T]. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds with
probability at least 1 — ¢~ te—c(log N Letk € [1, N] satisfy

(8.4) Ni 4 T(log N)S + NY/100 < (k) < Ny — T(log N)¢ — N1/100,
If T? < N, then we have
(8.5)

Mt — Q) + Qe(0) =2 > loglhk—Xil+2 > log|hk — Aif| < 2(log N)M.
i1 (4) < (k) i:00(1) <o (k)

Proposition is a quick consequence of the below two lemmas. In what follows, we denote
N
(8.6) ¢(s) =log Z e N%u;(Ny; 0)2.
j=1

Lemma 8.3. Fiz t € [0,T]. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds with
probability at least 1 — ¢ 1e—c(lo8 N’ For any k € [1, N| satisfying 84]), we have

Q) —Qr0)+2 > loglhe—N[—=2 > logh — A — Mt

(8.7) i1 (4) < (k) 20 (1) <o (k)
— €(t) = qn, (t) + an, (0)] < 2(log N)°.
Lemma 8.4. Fizt € [0,T], and assume that T> < N. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

Pllan, (0) = an, (t) = €(t)] < (log N)''] = 1 — ¢ teelos ™)
Proof of Proposition [8.2. This follows from Lemma and Lemma R4 O

2

We now show Lemma [8.3] and Lemma [R.4]



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 47

Proof of Lemmal83 Fix k € [1, N] satisfying (84), and observe by Lemma [3.6] that
(8:8) ~2log Jup(Ny; £)] = At — 21og Juy (N; 0)| + €(1).

By Lemma [5.2] there is a constant ¢; > 0 and an event E; with P[ES] < ¢;'e=e1108N)” g6 that, on
E1, we have |p; (k) — @o(k)| < T(log N)2. Observe on E; that Ny + T(log N)® + N/100 < (k) <
Ny — T(log N)® — N/100 for each s € {0,t}, by (4). We restrict to E; in what follows.

By Proposition 6.1} there exists a constant ¢, > 0 and an event Ey with P[ES] < ¢5 e~ e(
such that the following holds on E;. For any real number s € {0,¢}, we have

log N)?
3

ps(k)—1
2log lug(N1;s)| =2 Y logLiipa(s)+2 > log|A — Mi|| < 2(log N)S,
i=N1 B0 (1) <es (k)

where we used that N + T(log N)® + N1 < o (k) < Ny — T(logN)®> — N'/190 We further
restrict to Eg below. Since Definition 2T], (2.3]), and Assumption 2.8 together imply that

@s(k)—1 ps(k)—1
2 ) logLiia(s) =2 Y logai(s) = qn,(s) = qp.(x)(5) = an, (s) — Qi(s),
’i:Nl Z-:]\,1

we obtain by our restriction to E; N Eo that, for each s € {0, ¢},

2log |ur(N1;s)| + Qr(s) — qn, (5) +2 Z log |\; — Mx|| < (log N)®.
i (1) <eps (k)

Subtracting this bound at s = 0 from it at s = ¢, and applying (B8], then yields the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[87] We will establish this proposition by averaging an estimate on the left side
of B1) over all k € [Ny, Nz]. To that end, let E; denote the event on which (&T) holds for
each k € [Ny, N3] satisfying (84]). By Lemma B3] there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that
PEY] < cy temcrllog N )*. We will define additional events on which we can bound the left side of
&) for k € [N1, N2] not necessarily satisfying (84). Specifically, recalling Definition .13} set

N2
E» = (] BND i (log N) 1 SEPL o) (-5 ): By = () {le(k) — go(k)] < T(log N)?}.
>0 k=N,

By Lemma 315 and Lemma [3.18] there exists a constant ¢y > 0 such that P[ES] < ¢; te—c2(los N)*,
Moreover, by Lemma [5.2] there exists a constant ¢z > 0 such that ]P)[Eg] < cztecsllog N)* . We
further define the event

Ey= N {1a:(0) = 4;(0)| < T(log N},
|i—j|<T (log N)?2

which by Lemma BI2 and a union bound satisfies P[ES] < c; tecallos N )* for some constant ¢g > 0.
Defining the event E = E; N Ex N E3 N E4, we may by a union bound restrict to E in what follows.
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Then, for any k € [Ny, Na], we have

Qr(t) = Qx(0) — g, () + qn, (0) — At — €(2)

+20 > doglhi— Ml =2 D log|hi — Al
ipe (i) < (k) i:00 (1) <o (k)
< g, (1) (0) = @y (k) ()] + 10, (1) (1) — Qo () (0)] + I, (8) — aiv, (0)] 4+ T'log N+ [€(t)]
+2(log N)? - #{i € [N1, N : 1) < i(k), po(i) > wo(k)}
+2(log N)* - #{i € [N1, Na] : @u(i) > @i(k), po(i) < po(k)},

where we used the definition Qx(s) = q,, ) (s) (from ([29)) and the facts that [A\z| < log N and
that |log|\; — Ak|| < (log N)? (both by our restriction to Ez). We next bound the terms on the
right side of (83). Observe by our restriction to E4 that

(8.10) |40 (1) (0) = G (1) (0)] < T(log N)®,
since | (k) — wo(k)| < T(log N)?, by our restriction to E3. Additionally,

(8.9)

t
8.11 i(t) —q;(0)] < bi(s)|lds < T'log N
.10 s (0= 0,0 < [ I )lds < Thog .

where in the first inequality we used (2.1 and (23)); in the second we used the fact that ¢ € [0, 7]
and our restriction to E;. Moreover,

(8.12) —2T1log N < —t max |A| —log N < €(t) <t max |\ +1log N <2TlogN,
A€eig L A€eig L

where the first and fourth inequalities follow from our restriction to Es; the second from the
definition (B0) of €(¢), with the fact that there exists at least one index j € [1, N] for which
u;(N1;0)? > N1 and the third from the definition [88) of €(¢), with the fact that u;(N1;0)% <1
for each j € [1, N]. We further have that

#{i € [N1, No] : 94(i) < ¢u(k), po(i) > po(k)} < 2T (log N)*;

#{i € [Ny, No] = (i) > e(k), 00(i) < po(k)} < 2T (log N)*.

Indeed, to verify the first bound in (8I3]), observe (by our restriction to the event Eg) that if ¢ (i) <
@1 (k) — 2T (log N)? then o (i) < ¢¢(i) + T(log N)? < @i (k) — T(log N)? < ¢o(k). In particular, we
can only have ¢; (i) < (k) and g (i) > o (k) if @;(i) € [i(k) — 2T (1og N)?, i (k) — 1], meaning
that there are at most 2T(log N)? such indices i. This shows the first statement in (8I3)); the
second is confirmed entirely analogously.

Inserting (810), BII), (8I2), and BI3) into BI), we obtain for any k € [Ny, No] that

(8.13)

Qr(t) = Qx(0) — g, () + qn, (0) — At — €(F)

+20 ) doglh—Ml—2 0 D log| A — Al
i1 (1) < (k) i:p0 (1) <wo (k)
< T(log N)? + 5T log N + 8T (log N)* < 9T (log N)*.



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 49

Summing this inequality over k € [Ny, No] with ¢ (k) ¢ [N1+T (log N)¢+N1/10 N, —T(log N)®—
N1/100) with 81) over k € [Ny, No] with g € [Ny +T(log N)6 +N/190 N, —T(log N)6 — N1/100],
we obtain

(8.14)
N2 N2
> (k) — (0 —tZ)\ +2 Z oo logh =M =2) Y log|h — M
k=N1 k=N1 i:p. (1)< (k) k=N1 i:p0 (1) <p¢(k)

+ N - (gn, (0) — gn, () — €(1))| < 2N (log N)® + 18T%(log N)*° + 18T N/1%(log N)™.

The difference between of the third and fourth terms on the left side of ([8I4]) is equal to 0, since
both are equal to }_, . log|A; — A;|. The difference between the first and the second is also equal
to 0, as

N, N
Z (qr(t) — ar(0 Z / i (s ds—/ Tr L(s)ds =t - Tr L(0) :tZ/\j,
k=N, j=1

where the first statement follows from (2.1I); the second from (23] and Definition [Z1} and the third
and fourth from Lemma It follows from (B.I4]) that

lan, (0) — qn, (t) — €(t)| < 2(log N)® + 18T2N ! (log N ) + 18T N~ 99/1%(log N')* < (log N)*!
where we used the fact that 72 < N. This establishes the lemma. O

8.3. Proof of Theorem [8.3] In this section we establish Theorem[B.Il We first prove the following
variant of it that fixes the time ¢t € [0, T]. Recall we adopt Assumption throughout.

Theorem 8.5. Fiz t € [0,T]. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds with
probability at least 1 — c~le=°(°eN)*  For any k € [1, N] satisfying 2I4), we have

(8.15)

Mt = Qr(t) +Qr(0) =2 > log|he—Xi|+2 > log|h — Aif| < (log N)'2
i1 (1) <t (k) i:0(1) <wo (k)
Proof. By Proposition B2 (835) holds with probability at least 1 — ¢=le—clos M)* if T2 < N Tt
suffices to show such a bound continues to hold for larger values of T < N(log N)~7 (and to weaken

the constraint (84]) on k to [214)).

To that end, we first apply (835]) on a Toda lattice on a larger interval (at thermal equilibrium),
and then use comparison estimates (such as Corollary and Lemma [L3]) to approximate the
original Toda lattice by the enlarged one. To implement this, first let N1 < Na be integers satisfying

(8.16) Ni4+T?N <Ny <Ny <Ny —T?N, and N < N?,

where N = No— N +1. Let (a(s); b(s)) € RN xRV denote the Flaschka variables for a Toda lattice
on [Ny, NoJ; letting a(s) = (g, (8), a5, 41(8)s- - agx,(5)) afld l~)~(s) = (51\71 (s), ENlJrl(s), e j’]\?z (s),
they satisfy ay, (s) = 0, and ([2.4) holds for each (j,t) € [N1, N2] x R. We sample the initial data
(a(0); b(0)) according to the thermal equilibrium g4 5. 5 x5 of Definition 2.4 we couple (a(0); b(0))
with (a(0);b(0)) so that (a;(0),b;(0)) = (a;(0),b;(0)) for all i € [Ny, Ny — 1].
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For any s € R, denote the Lax matrix associated with (a(s );b(s)) (as in Definition 2I)) by
L(s) = [Lij(s)] € SymMatg, 5. Set eig L(s) = (A, Aa, ..., A\5), which does not depend on s (by
Lemma [22)). For each s € R, let @, : [1, N] = [N1, No] denote a ¢-localization center bijection
for L(s). Further let (5(s); G(s)) € RY x RV denote the Toda state space variables associated with
(a(s); b(s)), as in Section LTI} where we have indexed p(s) = (Pr, (8): PR, +1(8), -+ -+ D, (s)) and
q(s) = (qx, (5), a5, 41(8)s - - -+ 4, (s)). For each s € R and i € [1, N], denote Qi(s) = g, (i)(5)-

By (B3] and the fact that T2 < N < NP, there exists a constant ¢; > 0 and an event E; with
P[EY] < ¢y tee1(08 N)* uch that on E; we have

8.17)

—~

Amt = Q) + Qm(0) =2 > logAm—Xi|+2 > log|An — Ail| < 5'2(log N)*!
1:5¢ (1) <P (m) i:¢o (1) <o (m)

for any m € [1, N] satisfying

(8.18) N1+ T(log N)S + NV < & (m) < Ny — T(log N)b — N1/100,

In what follows, we restrict to E;. We must therefore approximate the parameters (Q;(s), A;, @s(j))
by (Q;(s), A, gps( 1)), which we will do using Lemma .5 and Corollary 56 (with the fact that g(0)
and ¢(0) coincide near the origin).

To do so, we restrict to several additional events. Recalling Definition B.I3] restrict to the event

_ —(log N)? } —(log N)? log N log N
Ea = SEP 1 0)(e(1252)°) 1 SEP (e (18 )QTOOBNDL(T)( T ) NBND ) (T )

which we may by LemmaB.I5 and Lemma[3I8 Further restrict to the event E3 on which Lemmal7.2]
holds, with the g there equal to both g here and q here. Additionally restrict to the event E4 on
which Lemma [5.2] holds, with the (L; ¢;) there equal to both (L(0); ¢o(5)) and (L(0); $o(5)) here,
and on which Proposition 23 holds, with the L(t) there equal to both L(t) and L(t) here.

Now, setting K = T'(log N)3/2, we have by (the A = log N/400 case of) Lemma FL5| that

8.19 su max a;(t) — ai(t)] + |bi(t) — b;(¢ < ¢~ (log N)*/10,
(8.19) S TS, ()~ 0] () B0 <

Next, by Proposition[£4] there is a constant ¢; > 0; random matrices M = [M;;] € SymMatyy, v,
and M = [M;;] € SymMatwlémﬂ with the same laws as L(0) and L(0), respectively; and an event
Es with P[ES] < ¢;te <18 M)” such that on E5 we have

(8.20)

max |M1J — Lij (t)| S 67(10g N)3/10; max |M1J — Eij (t)| S 67(10g N)?’/lO.

i,§E[N1+K,N2—K] i,jE[N1+K,N2— K]
Restricting to Es, we may therefore (by (819) and (820)) further restrict to the event Eg on
which Corollary 5.5l and Corollary 5.6 hold, with the (d; D) there equal to (26~ (08 N)*/10, [N, N, ]\
[N + K, Ny — K]) here, and the (L, L) equal to any of (L(0), L(0)), (M, L(t)), (M, L(t)), and
(M, M) here (where we view M and L(0) as N x N matrices by setting M;; = L;;(0) = 0 if
(i, 5) € [N1, No] \ [N1, Na]).

Now, let ¢ € [1, N] be any index satisfying

(8.21) N1+ 3T(log N)? < o(i) < Ny — 3T (log N)?.



ASYMPTOTIC SCATTERING RELATION FOR THE TODA LATTICE 51

Our restriction to E4 implies from (5.1) that Ny +27T(log N)? < (i) < No— 2T (log N)3. Recalling
that T > N'/2 > 250 (as otherwise the theorem follows from Proposition [§.2)), this will enable
us to use our restriction to Eg to apply Corollary twice, first with the (L, I~,) there equal to
(M; L(t)) here and then with them equal to (M; M), and also to apply Corollary with the
(L; L) there equal to (M; L(t)). The first yields a constant ¢; > 0 and an eigenvalue p € eig M
such that | — \;| < ¢y tec2(lo8 N)* and ¢, (i) is an N~'¢-localization center for ;. with respect to
M. The second yields an eigenvalue ji € eig M such that |u — ji| < ¢y 'e—c2(log N?* and ¢, (7) is an
N~2(¢-localization center for ji with respect to M. The third yields an index o(i) € [1, N] such
that | — :\a(i)| < cgle’cwog N)? and ©¢(i) is an N ~3(-localization center of :\a(i) with respect to
L(t). By Proposition (and our restriction to E4), we have (i) — @¢(c(i))] < (log N)?, and
hence
i = Aop] < ez e 208N 0, (6) — Gy(0(i))] < (log N)?;

lo(i) — Go(a(i))] < (log N)3,
where the last bound follows again from similar reasoning to the second (taken at ¢ = 0). Observe
by our restriction to E; C SEPj (e=1°8N)*) and the first inequality in (822) that the map from
i to o (i) is injective.

Then, by our restriction to E; on which (8I7) holds (taking the m there to be o(k), which
satisfies (8I8) by (ZI4) and [B22)), and the fact that [Ny + (log N)b Ny — (log N)¢] C [Ny +
3(log N)?, Ny — 3(log N)?] C [Ny + T(log N)¢ + NY/190 N, — T(log N)¢ — N'/190] (by ®I8)), it
suffices to show that

(8.23) |\ — :\a(k)| <TY |Qx(0) — Qa(k) (0)] < (log N)?; |Qr(t) — Qa(k) (t)] < (log N)?,

and

(8.22)

,
Y Lau<aom) = Loor<so(o) - 108 Aoy = Ail

(8.24) =N

Na
— Y (Lpiy<ontr) = Loo(iy<io(r)) - 108 [ Ak = Ai| < (log N)°.
i=N1

Taking ¢ = k in the first statement of 822]) (using (ZI4) to verify (82I])) yields the first bound
in (823)). The proofs of the second and third are entirely analogous to each other, so we only verify
the third. To do so, observe by [2.1), 2.3), and (81I9) that, for any ¢ € [N1 + K, Ny — K],

t
(8.25) lqi(t) — @:(t)] < / [bi(s) = bi(s)|ds < 27 - e~ (oE M0 <,
0

as ¢;(0) = G;(0). Additionally, (Z3)) implies for 4,5 € [Ny + T(log N)3, No — T'(log N)?] that
(8.26) lai(t) = a; (D] < a-|i = gl +[i = 5]Y/* - (log N)?,
by our restriction to E3. Combining this with (825]), (822), and the definition ([29]) of Qy yields
Q1) = Qo) (D) < 10, ) (8) = 4o ) (D)) + 1, (1) (1) = T o)) (B)]
< a-lpi(k) = @u(a (k)| + @i (k) = @0 (k)2 - (log N)* +1 < (log N)°,
which confirms the third bound in (823)).
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It therefore remains to verify (824]). To that end, let
S={i€[1,N]:¢o(i) € [N1 +2T(log N)®, No — 2T (log N)°] };
S={ie[1,N]:@o(i) € [Ny + 2T (log N)®, No — 2T (log N)°]},

and o(S) = {o(3) : i € S}. First suppose that ¢ € [1, N[\ S. Then, since (5.I)) (and our restriction
to E4) implies that ¢4 (i) — o (i)| < T'(log N)?, we have from @ZI4) that Lo, (i)<y, k) = Lo i) <po(k)-
Hence, we may restrict the second sum in [824) to i € S. Similarly, we may restrict the first sum
in (824) to i € S. Therefore, we have

N
Z (L, (1)<pe (o)) — Lot <o(a()) - 108 [Ao(r) — Adl
8.27 =M
(8.27) .
- Z (Lo (i) <pe(k) = Loy <po(h)) - 10g [ Ak — Aif| < A+ B+ C.
i=N;
where
A =" 10g Aoty = Ay | — log [ X = Ail[;
€S
B = Z (‘ log |5\‘7(k) - 5‘0(1)|| + ‘ 10g|)\k - )‘z||)
€S

bl

X | (Lgr(o)<te (o) — Looo@)<tole®)) = (Lowi<ei®) — Loo)<po(k))
C=#((SUa(8)\(SNa(s))) - Jnax | log [As k) — Ail|-

By our restriction to the event Es, we have
(8.28) e~ (osN)* < [Ai = Aj] <2log N, and e~ (osN)* < |Ai — \j| <2log N, whenever i # j.
Together with the first bound in ([822]), this implies that |log |5\U(k) —5\0(1-) |—log | Ak —A|| < e~ (oeN)?
for each 7 € S, and so
(8.29) A< Ne (osN)* <,
By the second and third bounds in ([822), that are at most 500(log N)? indices i € S for which
(Lo <aiiotn) ~ Looto@ <o) = (Loui<euh) = Loo(iy<potr) # 0-
Since this quantity is always bounded above by 2, (828)) implies that
(8.30) B < 2000(log N)®.
By the last inequality in (822)) and the injectivity of o, it is quickly verified that #((S U o(S)) \

(SNa(S))) < 500(log N)?, from which we deduce again by (828) that C' < 500(log N)®. This, with
®27), 829), and ([B30), yields (824) and thus the theorem. O

Next, establish Theorem [BI] which proves the bound in Theorem uniformly in ¢ € [0, T).

Proof of Theorem [81] (Outline) . This theorem will follow from applying Theorem [R5l on a mesh of
times T C [0, T, and using continuity bounds to show that it continues to hold on all of [0, T']. Since
the proof is similar to the discussions at the end of the proofs of Theorem 2.I11] and Theorem [R5]
we only outline it.
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Let ¢ denote the constant ¢ from Theorem and, for any ¢ € [0,T], let E(¢) denote the event
on which (8IH) holds for all k € [1, N| satisfying (ZI4). Denoting ¢’ = ¢/2, let T C [0,7] denote
a e~ (08 N)”_megh of [0,7]; by a union bound, we may restrict to the event F = N,er E(s). We
further restrict to the event Fo on which Proposition [Z.1] holds, with the ? there equal to ¢’ here;
we additionally restrict to the intersection F3 of all of the events from the proof of Theorem

Now fix ¢ € [0, 7], and let s € S be such that |s — ¢] < e~ (o8 N)’ By our restriction to Fy, we
have from (8IH) that

)\kS—Qk(S)+Qk(O)—2 Z 10g|)\k—)\i|+2 Z 10g|)\k—)\i| < (10gN)12.
s (1) <ps (k) i:00(1) <wo (k)
Since [Ak| - |s — t| < log N - e~ M* < 1 and |log |\, — As|| < (log N)? for i # k (both by our
restriction to BNDg g)(log N) ﬁSEPL(O)(e*(IOg N)2), from the event E; in the proof of Theorem [R.1)),
it suffices to show that

No
(8.31) |Qk(t) — Qi(s)| < (log N)'; > 1 pitiy<ontk) = Losiy<pany] < (log N)®.
i=N1

The first bound in (831]) follows from the fact that
Qk(t) = Qi ()] < 1,1y (1) = Qo) D] + |9, (1) () = Qo ) (5)]
< a (k) = @s (k)] + e (k) — s (B)[? - (log N)? + |5 — ¢] - max (e, (k) (5)]

re|
< (log N)®.
where the first statement follows from the definition (Z9)) of Q; the second follows from (826, (1)),
and ([2.3); and the third follows from the fact that | (k) — ¢s(k)| < (log N)? (by Proposition [7.1]
as we restricted to Fy), Definition 21, and our restriction to F3 C erO BNDz () (log N). The
proof of the second bound in ([®3I) is entirely analogous to that of ([82) (using the fact that
l0e(5) = @s(F)] < (log N)? for ¢s(j) € [N1 + T(log N)?, N2 — T(log N)*], by Proposition [l and
our restriction to F3). This establishes the theorem. O

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF RESULTS FROM SECTION [3]
A.1. Proofs of Lemma [3.17] and Lemma [3.12]
Proof of Lemma[3.11l. Observe that the random variable ¢t € R has density P[t € (r,r + dr)] =

B T(0)~1 e~ —¢" " dr. Thus, denoting

(A1) F(9) = / b e =P ar,
we have
(A.2) F'(9) =— /OO re 07 =P¢ dr = —F(6) - E[t].

Changing variables u = Se™" in (A.J)) yields
F(9) = ﬁ—‘g/ u’ e du = 7% -T(8),
0

so the lemma follows from (A.2), together with the fact (recall (2.7)) that a = —F'(0)-F(9)~'. O
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Proof of LemmalZ 12 We may assume that ¢ < j; in what follows, we abbreviate ¢, = ¢;(0) and
ay, = ay(0) for each k. By (21), we have ¢pm+1 — gm = —2loga,, for any m € [i 4+ 1, j]|. Since (a;b)
is sampled from the measure pg9,n—1,5 from Definition 2:4] all such a,, are mutually independent
with the same law a of density Pla € (a,a + da)] = 28% - T(0)~! - a2*~1e~2" da. Hence, denoting
v = —2loga, each ¢mn+1 — ¢m has law v. By Lemma BT, we have a = E[t], so we find for any
u € (0,1/2) that

(A3)  Plgj —g¢; > a(j —i) + R] < e vl E[eu70) . gouli=d)] = (¢muR/(=) .IE[eu(t*a)])j_i7

where the first statement follows from a Markov bound, and the second from the mutual indepen-
dence of the (gm+1—qm ) With the finiteness of the moment generating function E[e**] = E[a=%"] < oo
for u € (0,1/2). Setting u = min{cR/(j —1i), ¢} for some sufficiently small constant ¢ > 0, and using
the (quickly verified) fact that e 2/~ . E[eu(*=®)] < ¢=¥" for this u, yields from (A.3) that

Plg; — gi > a(j — i) + R] < e=cli7il < o= "R /li=il g o=<limil,

By similar reasoning, we have Pl¢; — ¢; < a(j —i) — R] < e~ B*/li=il 4 ¢=<’li=il and so the lemma
follows by a union bound. (|

A.2. Proofs of Results From Section and Section

Proof of Lemma[3.3. Let A € eig L(t) denote the eigenvalue of L(t) with maximal absolute value;
if more than one exists, we select one arbitrarily. Then,

Y / /
(A1) A< max S 2 ()] < 2(A() + BW)).
J€ed
where the first inequality holds since A € eig L(t') (by Lemma [22]), and the second inequality holds
by Definition 21l Moreover,

1
(A5) Al = max |Lii(t)| = B(t); Al > 5 max |Lii(t) + 2Li;(t) + Lj; (t)| > A(t) — B(¢),
i i,J

where in both the first inequality follows from applying the min-max principle (to L(t) if |A| €
eig L(t), and to —L(t) if —|A| € eig L(t)), and the second inequality follows from Definition 211
Combining (A4) and (A5) yields A(t) + B(t) < 3|\ < 6(A(t') + B(¥')), confirming the lemma. [

Proof of Lemma[3.7] Set eig A = (A1, Xe,...,A,) and eig B = (u1, p2, ..., ). Further let (u;)
and (v;), for j € [1,n], denote orthonormal eigenbases for A and B, respectively. In this way,
u; = (u;(7))icy is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue \;, and v; = (v;(2))ieg is an an eigenvector
of B with eigenvalue p;, for each j € [1,n]. Let k € [1,n] be such that Ay = A; we may assume
that the eigenbasis (u;) includes u, in particular, that u; = u. Then,

n

(A.6) I Gop(2) = Y uj(p)” - Im(A; — 2) 7 > ui(9)® -Im(A = 2) 7! = 97'¢%.

j=1

where in the first statement we used [3.2); in the second we used the bound Im(\; — 2)~! > 0; and
in the third we used the fact that z = X + in and the second estimate in (B). It follows that

(A?) = |H<P<P(Z>| > ‘Gapap(z)‘ —-0> 7771<2 0> (277>71<27
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where the first statement follows from (B.2]); the second from the third bound in (B3); the third
from ([A.6); and the fourth from the first bound in (3.3]).

Therefore, there exists m € [1,n] such that |, —A| < 3n¢"2n and |v,,(p)| > (6n)71/2¢. Indeed,
assuming otherwise, we would have

2

where the first bound follows from (A7) and the second from our assumption (with the fact that
z = A+ 1in). This is a contradiction, which establishes the lemma. g

)< <n-(Bn¢ ) +non - ((6n)7Y20) = (2) 71

A.3. Proofs of Results From Section [3.4]

Proof of Lemma[Z8. For any E € R\ eig M, denote the resolvent G(E) = [G;;(E)] = (M — E)~!
By (32) (with the fact by [15, Proposition 2.40(a)] that all eigenvalues of M are mutually disjoint),
we have

(A.8) un, -un, = lim (u— E) - Gnyn, (B).
E—n

To evaluate the right side of (A.g)), we let C(E) = [C;;(E)] denote the cofactor matrix of M — E-1d
and use the fact that Gy, n,(E) = (=1)N*! . Cnyn,(E) - (det M — E - 1d)~!. Since removing the
row of index N7 and column of index N» from M yields a lower triangular (N —1) x (N — 1) matrix
with diagonal entries (M, ;j1+1) N, <i<N,, we deduce that Cn, N, (E) = Hf\fjgll M; i+1. Hence,

Gruna(E) = (~1)N* - Oy, () - (det M — E - 1d)

(A.9) N+1 N / -1
= ()" I Miia- I W -B)7"
i=N1 p' ceig M
Combining (AJ9) with (A.])) yields the lemma. O

Proof of Lemmal39. Since M -u = p-u and M is tridiagonal, we have for any index k € [Ny, No —
lﬂ that Mk,kJrl CUR41 = (y, — Mk,k) CUp — Mkykfl - Uup—1. Since Mkykfl = Mkflﬁk, this is equivalent
to Sk(u) - wr = wk1, so the lemma follows by induction on j — i. O

Proof of LemmalZI0 Tt quickly follows from the explicit forms ([B.6]) of Sy and (B1) of Sk that
there exist monic polynomials Py_q, Py, Q¢—2, and Q—; satisfying the following two properties.
First, we have

j—1 Jj—1
—Qua(E) - M;_y; - H Mgy Pea(E) - T[ M

J
—Qo- 1 - M 1, ° H kk+1 PE(E)'HMI;,;-H
k=1

St (E) =
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Second, we have that degQ,_o = ¢ — 2; that deg Pp—1 = deg@Qy—1 = ¢ — 1; and that deg P, = /.
Thus, it suffices to show that

‘ -1 -
ST R = [ (F -,
(A.10) hzlz "~
Qo 1 H [z+1,]] szz(E) _ (E—/LEZ—H’J_”).
hel h=1
To that end, we locate the zeroes of P,. Fix any p € eig M) and let v = (Viy Vig1,y...,0j) € R¢

denote an eigenvector of M[%7] with eigenvalue . Then setting wy = (vy_1,vs) for each k € [i, 5],
with v;_1 = 0, we have from Lemma that Sp; ;j—17(1) - w; = w;. Furthermore, the second
coordinate of S;(u) - w; € R? is equal

1 —1
M- (= M j)v; — My joj 1) = M3

(nvj = Mj v — Mjj-1vj-1) =0,

where the first statement follows from the fact that M is symmetric and the second from the fact
that v is an eigenvector of M with eigenvalue . Therefore, the second coordinate of St i1 (1) -w;
is equal to 0. Since the first coordinate of w; is equal to v;—; = 0 (and its second coordinate is
nonzero), this implies that the (2,2)-entry of Sp; jj(¢) is equal to 0. Hence, Py(u) = 0 for each
1 € eig M["3). Since deg P, = ¢ and P, is monic, this confirms the first statement in (A.10).

We can now quickly deduce the remaining equalities in (A-10). Indeed, the second statement in
(A.10) follows from the first, together with the fact that the (1, 2)-entry of S[; ;;(E) is equal to the
(2,2)-entry of Sp; j_17(E) (by [B:6) and B.1)). The third statement in (A.10) follows from the first,
together with the fact that the (2,1)-entry of Sp; ;7(E) is equal to the (2,2)-entry of Sp; 41 ;7(E)
multiplied by — M, 1 M;_1; (again by (30) and (B1)). The fourth statement in (AI0) follows from
the third, again together with the fact that the (1, 1)-entry of Sp; jj(E) is equal to the (2, 1)-entry
of Sp; j—17(#). This establishes the lemma. O

A.4. Proofs of Results From Section
Proof of Lemmal3 13 By Lemma and Lemma 2.2] it suffices to verify the lemma at ¢t = 0,

that is, to show P[BNDp((A)] > 1 — ¢'Ne=¢4*. To that end, observe by Definition 24 (or
Definition B3) and a union bound, there is a constant C' > 1 such that

< ONA20—BA/2,

A
P| max |a| + max |b| > —

aca(0) beb(0) 4
By the deterministic bound (A.4)), this yields P[maxyceig £(0) [\ > A] < CN A20¢=BA*/2 Together,

these two estimates imply P[BNDf(g)(A)] > 1 — 2CNA%e=B4%/2 which (as mentioned above)
implies the lemma. ([

Proof of Lemmal3I8. Denote eig L = (A1, A2, ..., An), and define the events

N-1

=1
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Let J = [-4071N,46N]. For each j € Z, set z; = j& + di, and let
S = Z Z Im(\; — zj)71 -Im(A\, — zj)fl.

JET 1<i#£k<N

Observe on ECNF that there exists some j € 7 and i € [1, N — 1] such that Im(); — z))7t > (26)7!
and Tm(\iy1 — 2;) "1 > (26) 1. Hence, on ECNF we have S > (26)~2, so taking expectations yields

(A.11) P[EC N F] < (26)? - E[S].

Now, set G(z;j) = [Gir(z;)] = (L — z;)~! for each j € J. By [36, Equations (2.64) and (2.65)]@
there exists a constant Cy > 1 such that

B ImG”(zJ) Im G; (Z])
E[S] = Z Z Eldet[ Im Gk (%) ImGkZ(Zj) }

J€TJ 1<i,k<N

< CoN?J|.

Together with (AIT)) and the fact that |J| < 961V, this yields
P[EC N F] < 36C,6N3.

Since Lemma [B.15] yields constants C7 > 1 > ¢; > 0 such that IP’[FC] < Cle_clNz, this with a union
bound yields the lemma. O

APPENDIX B. HEURISTICS FOR EIGENVALUE VELOCITIES

Throughout this section, we adopt Assumption 2:8 For each k € [1, N and ¢t > 0, define vy(¢)
of Qi by setting Q(t) = Qx(0) + ¢ - vi(t). This quantity vy(t) can be thought of as the “velocity”
of the eigenvalue A under the Toda lattice. In this section, following the physics literature (for
example, [10]), we explain how Theorem 2.11] can be used to heuristically derive the large T limit
for v (T), which will coincide with the predictions of [16, Equation (90)] and [45, Equation (6.19)].
The discussion in this section is not entirely rigorous, and we do not know of a direct way to
mathematically justify it completely; the sequel work [I] will be devoted to establishing its output
(when 6 is sufficiently small) through another route. In what follows, we let T' > 1 be large;
abbreviate v (T) = vi; and suppose for notational simplicity that o > 0 (the case when o < 0 is
entirely analogous).

Applying the asymptotic scattering relation (ZI5]), we obtain with high probability that

N
(B.1) A ok + 2771 (10,(0)<u0)+T (o —v1) — Los(0)<@u(®) - 108 Ak = Adl-

i=1
Any eigenvalue \; should (by Corollary 5.6 for example) approximately only depend on the entries
of the Lax matrix L with indices close to ¢o(7). Since the entries of L are independent under thermal
equilibrium, this indicates that A; should be approximately independent from most of the other A;,
and from Q;(0) (where the latter holds since the a-entries in L depend on only the differences
gi+1 — ¢i)- Now, let us assume that vy = v()\;) asymptotically only depends on Aj (that it, it is
approximately independent from the other (A; )j;ék;) By the above approximate independence,
this suggests that ]]'Qi(o)<Qk(O)+T('Uk_'Ui) — ]]'Q'L(O)<Qk(0) should behave as ]]'Qj(o)<Qk(0)+T(Uk_Ui) —

10The results there are stated for a different random matrix, but it is quickly verified that its proofs apply for
the one L we study.

H\We are unaware of an (even heursitic) explanation for this, and so the proofs in [I] will proceed differently
(based on regularizing the indicator functions), instead.



58 AMOL AGGARWAL

10, (0)<Q4(0), for a uniformly random index j € [1, N]. Therefore, the sum on the right side of
(B.1)) should approximate

N

(B.2) D (19,00 <@uO+Twr—v0) — Lau0)<@u(0)) - 10g[Ae = Al & >~ M -log [\ — Al
i=1 itk

where
M= N1 (#{7: Q(0) < Qu(0) + T(vx — vi)} — #{j : Q;(0) < Qu(0)}).
To approximate 1, recall under thermal equilibrium that the ¢;+; — g; are identically distributed

under thermal equilibrium (due to ([23]), since the a; are, by Corollary L)) and that E[g;+1 —¢;] = «
(by Lemma B.1T). Therefore, 9; ~ N~ - a~! - T (v — v;), which upon insertion into (B.2) yields

(B.3)
N
D (10,0)<u0) = 10:(0)<@u )+ T(v—vn)) - 108 Ak = il & T(aN)™" > " (vx — v;) - log [Ax — Ail.
i=1 ik

Now, the (\;) are eigenvalues of the random Lax matrix L. The empirical spectral distribution of
the latter is known (from [33, Lemma 4.3]) to converge to an explicit probability density o(x)dz.
Since v; = v(\;) is a function of \;, we expect the above sum to likely concentrate, namely,

(B.4) (aN)™? Z(vk — ;) -log | A\ — Ni| = a™? / (v(Ak) = v(N)) - log [ Ak — Alo(N)dA.
i#k —
Together, the approximations (B.)), (B.3), and (B.4) yield
(B.5) e = v(Ag) + 207! / (v(\k) = v(N)) - log | Ak — Alo(N)dA.

Replacing the approximation in (B.5) with an equality yields a linear system of equations for v
that coincides with [16, Equation (90)] and [45, Equation (6.19)]. It was explained in [45, Equation
(6.21)] that this system has a specific solution v(A) = veg (), given by [45, Equation (6.20)] (and [16],
Equation (93)]); presumably, this solution veg is unique. This would then indicate vy & veg(Ag).
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