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SOME UNIVERSAL PROPERTIES FOR RESTRICTED TRACE
GAUSSIAN ORTHOGONAL, UNITARY AND SYMPLECTIC
ENSEMBLES

DANG-ZHENG LIU AND DA-SHENG ZHOU

ABSTRACT. Consider fixed and bounded trace Gaussian orthogonal, unitary
and symplectic ensembles, closely related to Gaussian ensembles without any
constraint. For three restricted trace Gaussian ensembles, we prove universal
limits of correlation functions at zero and at the edge of the spectrum edge.
In addition, by using the universal result in the bulk for fixed trace Gaussian
unitary ensemble, which has been obtained by Gdétze and Gordin, we also
prove the universal limits of correlation functions for bounded trace Gaussian
unitary ensemble.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The standard random matrix models are Gaussian orthogonal, unitary and sym-
plectic ensembles, denoted respectively by GOE, GUE and GSE. The joint probabil-
ity density function (p.d.f.) for the eigenvalues z1,...,z N of these three canonical
ensembles is given [22] by

N

1 N

(1.1) Prng(xq,--- ,;vN)ZZ— H |xj—x;€|BHe ANz;
NB 1<j<k<n i=1
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Here Ng = N + SN(N —1)/2, and 8 = 1,2 or 4 correspond to GOE, GUE or
GSE respectively. The n-point correlation functions for the Gaussian ensembles

are defined [12] 22] by
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(1.3) Rug(a1,... 20) = ™ —n)

/ PN,g(;vl,...,xN)dan---de,
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which measures the probability density of finding a level (regardless of labeling)
around each of the points z1,...,z,, the positions of the remaining levels being
unobserved. In particular, Rig gives the overall level density. A classic result
shows that the asymptotic normalization level density %Rl s (density of states) as
N — oo is given by the Wigner semicircle law w(z) = 24/(1 — 22)4 for = 1,2,4.
However, when 8 = 1,2,4, for n > 2, the study of a finer asymptotics presents a
pattern (called universality) in the bulk (—1,1) and at the edge +1 of the spectrum.
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To present this universal pattern, let us introduce a so-called integral kernel
[29, 25, [26]

’ ’
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(1.4) K(xjy):so()so() (=) p(y)
r—=y
where ¢(z) is a real-valued function. When one takes ¢(z) = SLTZ or Aj(x),

K(z,y) in (L) will be rewritten as Kgine(z,y) and Kaiy(z,y), respectively. Here
Ai(x) stands for the Airy function satisfying the differential equation

Ai"(2) = z Ai(x).

Universality of sine-kernel in the bulk for GOE, GUE and GSE [I3| 22, B0] says:
for every u € (—1,1) and t1,...,t, € RL,

(1.5)

. 1 t1 tn det[Kbme(tJvtk)]nkflv p=2

lim — R, g(u+ yee Ut = % 1

N-vo0 (New(u))" 8 Nuw(u) Nw(u)) {(det[ KO (5, t0)]721)?, B =1,4,
where

Ksinc(x - y) iKsinc(x - y)

1.6 KW (z,y ( o oz ,
( ) bme( ) fo Y Ksinc(t)dt _ %sgn(z _ y) sinc(x _ y)
and

(4) Kiine(2(z — y)) %Ksim@(fz -y))

(17) Ksme( ) =Y 1 :
fo Kgine(2t)dt — §sgn(2(x -y)) Kine(2(z — y))

It has been proved that this is also true in other invariant ensembles under the
orthogonal, unitary or symplectic groups [23] [6, 10, [§] and in certain ensembles of
Hermitian Wigner matrices [19]. Similarly, universality of Airy-kernel at the edge
of spectrum for GOE, GUE and GSE [14] 28| 22] says: for t1,...,t, € R,
(1.8)

1 t th det[K ainy (£, t6)]™ 1 =2
th 2 Rnﬂ(1+ lg yry 1+ 2 ) = [ A(Igy)( ! k)]J)kil 1 ﬁ
—oo (2N5)n 2Ns 2Ns (det[K 5oy (s ti)] ey ) 25 B =1,4.
where
(1) (1)

1 (K ir, ) (K ir )12

19 iy = (Ui Uape),
( Alry) (KAiry)22

1
(S8 = (K30 o = K ) + 3 i) (1= [ i) a).
(K8 )12 = —0,Kaiy (2, y) — —Ai(az)Ai(y),

(1
KAery / KAlry z y

(/ Ai(z dz—i—/ Ai(z)dz - / Ai(z )——sgn(:v—y),

and in the case § = 4,

4 4
(1.10) w1 <(K1(\i?ry)11 (foliy)lz>
' i - 4 4 )
l 2 (K(Aiiy)Ql (K(AIZ‘V)
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)
(4) _ 1. .
(I(Airy)l2 - _ayKAir}’(I’ y) - §A1(I)Al(y)7

oo 1 oo o0
(K}éiy)m = —/ Kaiy(2,y)dz + 5/ Ai(z)dz/ Ai(z)dz.
x x Y

This Airy-kernel has been proved true in other invariant ensembles [6] 9], and in
real symmetric and Hermitian Wigner random matrices [25]. Notice that we have

used a quaternion determinant [22] defined by Dyson, after Ksiln)e, Kgln)e, Kl(xliiy,
(4) '
K

Airy’ these 2 x 2 matrices are thought of as quaternions.

In the present paper, we will deal with three restricted trace Gaussian ensembles:
fixed trace Gaussian ensembles and bounded trace Gaussian ensembles. The aim
is to extend the properties (L8) and (IH) when v = 0 to the fixed and bounded
trace GOE, GUE and GSE. First, let us give a review [24] 22] for restricted trace
ensembles. Proceeding from the analogy of a fixed energy in classical statistical
mechanics, Rosenzweig defines [24] his “fixed trace” ensemble for a Gaussian real
symmetric, Hermitian or self-dual matrix H by the requirement that the trace of
H? be fixed to a number r? with no other constraint. The number r is called the
strength of the ensemble. The joint probability density function for the matrix
elements of H is therefore given by

1
-1 2
P.(H) =K, 5(T—2trH - 1)
where K, is the normalization constant. Note that this probability density function
is invariant under a conjugate action by orthogonal, unitary or symplectic groups,

because of the invariance of the quantity tr H2. Its eigenvalue joint p.d.f. has the
form

N
1
FT, 2 _ 2
(1.11) Py (@, ,xN):Wé(in ol | R
NB =1 1<j<k<N
where the normalization constant Zf,g’r can be computed by virtue of variable
substitution for the partition function Zygz [20]:

N .
Ny (2mFe- T T+ &)

rc) A Ta+5)

Here Ng = N 4+ BN (N — 1)/2. Notice the analogy: fixed trace ensemble bears the
same relationship to the unconstrained ensemble that the microcanonical ensemble
to the canonical ensemble in statistical physics [5]. Instead of keeping the trace
constant we might require it to be bounded [7], 22], the eigenvalue joint p.d.f for
the bounded trace Gaussian ensembles is given by

(1.12) Zyg" =1

N
. 1
(1.13) Pﬁg’ (x1, - ,zN) = Wﬁ(ﬂ—iw?) H lz; — a1|?,
NB i=1  1<j<k<N
where 0(z) denotes the Heaviside step function, i.e., 8(z) = 1 for > 0, otherwise
0(z) = 0. Proceeding further, G. Akemann et al [I} B] have considered a generaliza-
tion of a fixed or bounded ensemble up to an arbitrary polynomial potential, and
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described further interesting physical features of restricted trace ensembles due to
the interaction among eigenvalues introduced through a constraint. In addition, we
also notice that fixed and bounded trace ensembles are norm-dependent ensembles.
Recently, T. Guhr [I7, [I8] has obtained the supersymmetric integral representa-
tions of the more general correlation function from norm dependent random matrix
ensembles to arbitrary unitarily invariant matrix ensembles by generalizing the
Hubbard—Stratonovich transformation.

As done usually for Gaussian ensembles in Eq. ([3]), the n-point correlation
function for fixed trace ensembles is defined by

T N' ks
(1.14) RfﬂT (T1,...,2n) = m/RN P]I;g (x1,...,xN)dTpt1 - - dTpN.
More precisely,
N!
1.15 RETT (g, :7/ PELT (z1 . an)doN—n
(1L15)  REE )= B )

N
where Qx_, denotes the sphere Zj:nJrl :vf =72 2?21 :v?, and doy_, denotes

the spherical measure. Similarly, the n-point correlation function for the bounded
trace Gaussian ensembles is defined by

N! BT,r
,Tp) = W/RN*" Pyg' (@1, aN)dTpgr - doN.

(1.16)  RJ;"(x1,...

Since [22] the expectation of Zjvzl 3 is Xy (% — 1)~ N/4 as N — oo, we choose

the strength r = v/ N /2 for restricted trace ensembles and abbreviate ng " and

ng " to ng and ng . It is easy to see that the following relation :
(1.17) PP REY (ray, e ran) = Rbg (@, @),

The important thing to be noted about fixed trace GOE, GUE and GSE is their
moment equivalence with the associated Gaussian ensembles of large dimensions
(implying the semicircle law), see Mehta’s book [22], Sect.27.1, p.488. At the end
of this section, p.490, he writes:

It is not very clear whether this moment equivalence implies that all
local statistical properties of the eigenvalues in two sets of ensembles
are identical. This is so because these local properties of eigenvalues
may not be expressible only in terms of finite moments of the matrix
elements.

In addition, in Sect.27.3 Mehta also speculated that working out the eigenvalues
spacing distribution for bounded trace ensembles (the semicircle law is also appli-
cable) is much more difficult. However, to our knowledge, only very few results
are obtained on the local limit behavior of the correlation functions for fixed and
bounded trace ensembles. An important breakthrough about local scaling limits
of the correlation functions for fixed trace ensembles comes from [3| 16 [15]. In
[3], universality at zero was proved for a class of fixed trace unitary ensembles
with monomial potentials (including Gaussian case). In [I6], universality at zero
is shown for the correlation measure for fixed trace GUE and then extended to
the bulk [I5] for the correlation functions using a different method from that in
[16]. Recently, the authors have obtained local result at the edge of the density
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for Gaussian ensembles in [31] and all kinds of universal properties of correlation
functions for fixed and bounded trace Laguerre unitary ensemble in [2I]. For the
convenience, we state explicitly universality of sine-kernel in the bulk for fixed trace
GUE as follows: for every u € (—1,1) and ty,...,t, € R}

1
(1.18) lim 7(R§§(u+

N—o0 (Nw U))n ) - det[KSinC(tj?tk)]j)k:l'

Nw(u)' ™

In the present paper, universality of sine-kernel at zero (in the bulk for bounded
trace GUE) and Airy-kernel at the edge for fixed and bounded trace GOE, GUE
and GSE is proved. All these known results, to some extent, answer the problem:
“equivalence of ensembles” posed by Mehta. However, we must emphasize that
some (macroscopic) universal property from the unconstrained ensembles might
be destroyed when referring to restricted ensembles, for example, G. Akemann et
al [2] have discovered non-universality of n-point resolvent (n > 2) for restricted
ensembles.

Let C.(R™) be the set of all continuous functions on R™ with compact support,
now we can state our main results as follows.

Theorem 1. Let RfﬁT (B = 1,2,4) be the n-point correlation functions of fixed
trace GOE, GUE and GSE, defined by (1.1])). For any f € C.(R™), the following
asymptotic properties hold.

(i) At zero of the spectrum:

. ™ i1 Tt
1 oo tn) (= PRET( 2L Tony gny
NI o T ) () P (5 5)
(1 19) fRn f(t15 e 7tn) det[KslnC(t‘]7tk)];k:1 dnta ﬂ = 2)
. = 1
S £t ) (det K (8, t0)]7 ) ) d7t, B =1,4.

(ii) The soft edge of the spectrum:

tn
14—yt

. 1
lim [ f(ty,- o) SRy (L + ON2/3

ty
NSoo Jgn (2N2/3) 2N2/3
{fRn f(tlu e 7tn) det[KAiry(tju tk)];’;k:l dnta ﬁ = 27

(1.20) = 1
f]Rn f(tla te atn)(det[Kl(fi?y(tja tk)]?,k:l) 2 dntv ﬂ = 1; 4.
Theorem 2. Let ng (B =1,2,4) be the n-point correlation functions of bounded
trace GOE, GUE and GSE, defined by (I16). For any f € C.(R™), the following
asymptotic properties hold.

(i) At zero of the spectrum:

i 4 ity Tty
1 toe ) (e RBT(TL Ty oy
Nggloo ]Rnf( 1, 9 )(2N) nB(2N7 ,2N)
(1 21) = {fRn f(t]" o ’tn) det[KSil’le(tj7 tk)]?,k:l dnlt, ﬁ = 27
f]R" f(tla e ’tn)(det[K:Eii)e(tjvtk)]}l)kzl)i dnt7 ﬂ — 174
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(ii) The soft edge of the spectrum:

i 1 FT 131 tn .
]Vlgnoo Rnf(tlg-.- 7tn)mRnﬁ (1+2]\]—2/37 71+ 2N2/3)d ¢
(1.22) = {fﬂv fQtr, o tn) det[Kaiy (85, th)]5 121 ant,  p=2,
S Pty ) (det K0 (8, 6]y ) ® dPt, B = 1,4,

(i1i) The bulk of the spectrum for the bounded trace GUE: for every u € (—1,1)
and ti,...,t, € R,

1 t1 t
li t1, - ,tn) ———RBT “ ) d"t
N . fltsee s tn) (Nw(u))n "2 (u+ Nw(u)’ Ut Nw(u))
(123) = f(tl, . ,tn) det[KSinc(tj, tk)]?,k:l d"t.
R'Vl

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Sect. 2, a relation of correlation
functions between fixed trace and unconstrained ensembles is formulated, which is
the starting point of our arguments. Then a useful lemma (see Lemma B]) is given,
which plays a vital role on the proof of Theorem[Il Theorems[]and 2 will be proved
in Sects. 3 and 4, respectively.

Notation. We will use the notation v,, for the n-dimensional row vector (vy, ..., vy,)
without further explanation. The abbreviation dv, denotes the Lebesgue measure
dvy ...dv, on R™. The symbol ||v,| is expressed as the [? (Euclidean) norm of
the vector v,,. We will use the convention that the C’s denote generically bounded
constants independent on IV, whose values may depend on 3 and change from line
to line.

2. RELATION BETWEEN FIXED TRACE AND UNCONSTRAINED ENSEMBLES

For the n-point correlation function of the Gaussian ensembles, defined by (3),
and that of the fixed trace Gaussian ensembles defined by ([LI4), references [I], 1T,
20] give an integral equation

(2.1)
1N oo L2y n
Rog(@, .. 1) = =——(—=)° e T uNe I RET(ZL T gy,
Ong V2" J g u u

where
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Now we give a new argument by a direct calculation. V f € C.(R"), a transforma-
tion to polar coordinates yields

flx1, ., xn)Rop(x1, ..y xn) day . .. day,
RTL

N
1 a2
:Z f('rla---;xn) H |$j—Ik|BH6 ﬂNwid.Il...d.IN
NB JRN 1<j<k<N i=1
1 i Nu?, Ng—1
= / fluyr, ... uyn) H ly; — yulPe PN uNe "L dy, . dyn du
I Jo SN 1<j<k<N
ZFTI

N / / Fluys, - uy)REE (g1, yn)e PN ey, L dy,, du
ZNﬂ lli<1
(2.3

ZFTI - -
2
= / / f(z1,- ,xn)RfﬂT’l(—l,...,—n)efﬁN“ uNe Y duday L. day,
ZN,@ n ‘mn” u u

Combining (L2), (LI2) and (CIT), we thus conclude Eq.(ZI).

The integral equation (Z1]) as a bridge between the two ensembles, is the starting

point of our arguments. Now we state a lemma which plays a vital role in the proof
of Theorem [I1

Lemma 3. Let {a,} be a sequence such that o, — 0 but o, N/vVIn N — oo as
N — oco. Then for any given f > 0 and nonnegative integer n, as N — 00, we
have

L (l—ay)
(2.4) Cl v N e—#u%—n—l du — 0(6—0-5,8(NaN)2(1+0(1)))
Np
and
1 +oo Bu2 2
(2.5) e~ Vel gy = O(e0FB(Nay)? (o))

Cngp 2L (1+ay)
where Cng is given by (2.2).

Proof. We will first consider the left hand side of (2.4)). It is not difficult to observe
that the function e=#%"/2yNs=n=1 attains its maximum at (Ng —n —1)/8 which
satisfies

Ng—n—l

(2.6) Na—ay)

>

for sufficiently large N. Therefore, using Stirling’s formula for the gamma function:

(27) P(SZ) = (2m) 202 (B2 ™ (14 O(),
one obtains
_BNZ g )2 —n—
/fla o= 8 Na—n—1 4 <e s (%(1_QN))NB 1N(l )
U U — —
Cws AP LRV R
BN 2, Ng-n-i e
(2 8) <C € i (1 N) 2 2 (1 - aN)NB ! (\/BN)NB len
: - e—Nﬁ/? N3/2 '

Ny
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Expanding
Ns/2v _ Ng B 2 1
and by a direct calculation, one obtains
(VBN)Ms _ Np N BN

Again, expanding
In(l—ay)=—-a, —a?/2+0(a?),
thus (Z.8)) can be dominated by

23) < Cexp(— ﬁTN2(1—aN)2— Mo n o  (Ny—n—1)In(l - a,) + %
+%ln2—g+ﬁTN+(l—n)ln]\7>
=Cexp (—0.58(Nay)? + ”; ! In2+(1—n)lnN + (N(1— g) —n—1)In(1 — a,) + O(a® N?))
=Cexp ( —0.56(Nay)?(1+0(ay) +O((ay N)™H) +O((ey N)72)) + O((ay N) 72 lnN))
(2.9)

=Cexp (—0.58(Nary )*(1+0(1))).

Here we make use of the assumption about the sequence «, . Following the similar
argument, (Z3) can be obtained. Indeed, for sufficiently large N, the function
e~ B/2yNs+1 attains its maximum at (Ng + 1)/ with the condition

o+ 175 < —(1+0,)

Thus we have

BN2 2
oo =5 (Itay)* (N Ng+1 o]
L/ 6_45‘2‘2 uN3+lu—n—2du < ¢ ! v Ev\/i2(11+ aj\\;))2 / u—n—Qdu
ONg J 2 (11ay) [(Ng/2)2Ns/2-15-Na/ 2 (1tay)

< Cexp(—0.58(Nay)? — % In2+(1—-n)lnN+ (N(1— g) +1)In(1 + oy ) + O(a? N?))
(2.10)
=Cexp (—0.58(Nary )*(1+0(1))).
This completes the proof of this lemma. (I

Remark 4. For the convenience of our arguments, set

1 N Bu2 N2
2.11 U 2 _— () )Nsem Ng—1,
(2.11) wal) & ()M
Thus
(2.12)

-« A(l—a )

/ " W (u)du = —— /ﬁ Tt N gy = O (e~ 0-3F(Ney )*(1o(1))y
0 Cng Jo

(2.13)

oo +OO
/ U np(u)du = CL e*#uNﬂfl du — 0(670.55(NQN)2(1+0(1))).
1+O‘N Ng %(1+QN)
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Here we make use of the above lemma in the case: n = 0. It is very easy to see
that

1+«
(2.14) / " Ung(u)du =1+ O(e*O.Sﬁ(NaN)Q(lJro(l)))_
1—ay,
By (2110, the integral equation (2] can be rewritten as follows:
. +o0 1 o 1
(2.15) Rop(27) = L \I/Nﬁ(u)ERnﬁ (Ea:n) du.
Tl

At the end of this section, we give a simple sketch of the proof of Theorem [Il
Notice the fact that the right hand side of the above equation can be divided into
three parts, i.e.,

11—« 14+« e’}
1 1
(2.16) / " +/ "’ +/ Ug(u)—Rpy5 (=a7,) du.
2 |||l 1 1tay u u

VN TN
Using Lemma [B] the first and third parts will rapidly disappear for the large N.

By the integral intermediate value theorem, the middle part of the above identity
equals

I+ay 1 1

(2.17) / ) da e R ()

where 1 — o, <&n(u) <14 a,. It follows from 1/&n(u) = 1+ O(a, ) that
(2.18) Ryp(a) ~ REZ (14 O(ay))am).

Let x; = wt; /2N, 1 < i < n, then the above relation can be rewritten as
(2.19)

Rug(nty /2N, ... 7t J2N) ~ Rﬁg((l +O(ay )t /2N, ..., (1+ O(aN))m‘l/QN).
It is not difficult to see that (1 + O(a ))wt1/2N = wt1 /2N + O(«,, /N). The fact

that oo, — 0 as N goes to infinity means that a,, /N = o(1/N). Therefore the term
O(a, /N) is a small perturbation, comparing with 7t; /2N, and the relation

(2.20) Rup(mt1/2N,. .. wt1/2N) ~ R} (nt1 /2N, ..., wt1/2N)

can be expected. Similarly, at the edge of the spectrum, we assume that z; =
14+1t;/2N?/3 1 <i < n, then
(2.21)

Rop(1+t1/2N?%/3, .. 1+t;/2N?/®) ~ RET ((1+O(aN))(1+t1/2N2/3), e (1+O(aN))(1+t1/2N2/3)).
Notice
(1+0(ay)(A +t/2N?/3) =1 4+ 1; /2N + O(ay )(1 + t;/2N??),
and if one takes o, = N9 2/3 < 6 < 1, then the relation
(2.22) Rnp(14t1/2N%/3 . 14t;/2N?3) ~ R5§(1+t1/21v2/3, . 1+ti/2N2/3)

can also be expected.
In the present paper, we mainly use the case a, = N~ for any fixed % <0 <1,
which obviously satisfies the assumption of Lemma [3] about «, .
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3. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

In principle, universality of sine-kernel at zero can be proved by one of the
arguments [31]: giving an upper bound estimation of the correlation functions with
the help of the maximum of Vandermonde determinant on the sphere by Stieltjes
[27]. However, in this paper we will deal with it in a slightly different way. From
Lemma [3] let us take a, = N9 6 € (0,1). It is a well-known fact that the
scaling at the soft edge of the spectrum is proportional to N~2/3, thus we can
choose 6 > 2/3 and give a very close approximation of correlation functions near
the radial sharp cutoff point. Then using known results about the unconstrained
ensembles, we can obtain Airy-kernel for the fixed trace ensembles. However, this
argument seems to be insufficient for proving universality in the whole bulk. The
main difficulty is that the “rate” index 6 has been rather sharp, in the sense that
it cannot be replaced with a larger number than 1.

Proof of Theorem [ (i). By (215, we obtain

T - T L [t
)" [ FE R G = (5p) /nf(tn)/ Wnpw) o REF (5 t)du

| u”
e
T o Itay o R
=(—)" tn \IJ — RE tp)duty,
(5n) /nf( ) /J_ntnn /1 /+a no(W) o (2N n)du
(3.1)
— T4+ IT+III.

We will first estimate I. Making the change of variables
(3.2) ti=uy;, 1 <i<n,

then I can be reduced to

3) Gy [ [ st

Since f € C.(R™), there exists some positive constant M such that |f(z)] < M. It
follows from (ZI2) that I can be dominated by

la
o RFT”y"ddn
g [ wvst) REF (Rt auay

1— oy 11—«
n P T Yn . o N FT( ~\ 7.~
= M/o U g (u)du (—2N) /Rn Rys (5 SN Yy, = M/o \I/Ng(u)du/n R (zn)dZ,

(3.4)
_ O(Nn 6_0.561\[2(1—9)(1_’_0(1)))'

ll<u<i—a,, y (1) Ung(u) RS ( 23]/\’; )du dys,.

Here we make the change of variables: z; = (2N)/my;, 1 <i < n for the integral

T \n FT 0y
()" [ REE (G i
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On the other hand, the fact that [g, ng(%)dz; = N!/(N — n)! has been used.
According to (ZI3), a similar argument shows that 11 can be dominated by

(3.5)
111 < M / / U ng(u R ( )d dijy, = O(N™ 6—0.56N2(1—9)(1+o(1)))'
n Jitay,

Next, we will consider II. Under the transform (32]), we find

1+a
FT
(36) Gy [ [ iR (i duds,

Combining @B1), B4) and (BE), it is not difficult to see that that for any fixed
f (96) (R),

2N /f B 2N tn)dtn

1+a
) Fr, ™ P P N7 058N (140(1))y
G [, [ SR (g + OV )

Observe that

1+o¢
89 gy [ [ s R G

n - yZ N n —o0. 2(1-6) o
-G [ f<yn>R5§<ﬁ>dudyn<1+0<N eTOSPN o))

Next we will prove that the difference between [B.8)) and ([B.6]) is zero as N goes to
infinity, i.e.

1+o¢
B9 i |G [ ()~ £) wasREE (G dudz| <o

N — 00
Note that f(Z) € C.(R™). For any € > 0, there exists some 6(e¢) > 0 such that

|f(@) = f@)] <e
whenever |Z — ]| < §. We remind that Br denotes the ball of the radius R in
R™ centered at zero. Choose a ball Bg such that supp(f) C Bgr and {uyy,|yn €
supp(f),1—ay <u < 1+a,}C Bg. Yy, € supp(f), there exists Ny not depending
on ¥, such that
lugin — | < Ju=1[gall < N"R < 8(e)
for N > Ny. Therefore, we have

(3.10) |f(uyjn) = f(yn)] < e
For large N, it follows from ([2.I4]) that

T 1+ay, v,
B8 - @) < )" [ i)~ st BEF G aua;

1+o¢
T \n FT Y0 5 - T \n FT, T Yn -
=€(=— )\ du < 2e (=— d
el >/BRR (8 )y / walu)du < 2¢(52) /BRR (G5 )y
N
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Here we have used Lemma [l below. Thus, (B3] can be obtained. The proof of
Lemma [B] will be postponed until completing the proof. According to (3.7) and
B3, it follows that

(3.12)
()" [ FEI Rl it = (0" [ FRIREE (Gt (1 + o(1) + o(0).

Hence, from the known results (LI) for the Gassian ensembles, we complete the
proof of Theorem [} (i). O

Now we will prove the following lemma, which is inspired by Lemma 4 in [16].

Lemma 5. Let 8 = 1,2,4, for any fized R > 0, there exists a constant M, such
that

™ ™ ™
3.13 — ) | RET(—yy, ... ——yn)dyr - - dyn < M,,.
(3.13) (55 /13R nd (Gt g ¥n)dyn - dyn < My,

Proof. Choose any positive § < R, there exists N, depending only on R and § such
that RN~—% < § for N > Ny. That is, for any y;, € Br, whenu € [I-N—¢ 1+N~?],

we have

ullgn| SR+ N°R< R+56.

Let n € (0,1) be a real number and let ¢(¢) be a smooth decreasing function on
[0, R+ ) such that ¢(¢t) =1 for ¢ € [0, R+ §) and ¢(t) = 0 for t > (1 + n)(R +9).
Set p(2y) = ¢(||2n]|) for @7, = (1, ,2,) € R™. For N > Ny, we have

TYn m

a1 Gyl [ REGR < G [ e RE GRi.

Multiplying by ¥ ns(u) then integrating (3.14) with respect to uw on [1—a,, 1+, ],
one obtains

Hren Fr,TYn
/ Wowdu () [ RETCGR

1+a _,
2N /n/l o(uyn)Vng(u )R (2N)dudy

(3.15) (2N) / (p(y")R"B(QN ) dyjs, + O(N™ —O.5,8N2(1—9)(1+0(1)))'
Here we have used B.7) and (ZI4). From (LH]), we conclude BI3). O

Next, we will prove the part (ii) of Theorem [I



UNIVERSAL PROPERTIES FOR RESTRICTED TRACE GAUSSIAN ENSEMBLES 13

Proof of Theorem [k (ii). Set wy, = (14 5357, 1+ 5347). By @I5), we find

1 3! tn
(2N2/3)n /R" [t tn)Rup(1+ 2N—2/37 , 1+ 2N2/3)dt1 -dt,,

_m/n /|wn| ) RIC i
~ s [ ) (/. " /+ /1:N)m< L RET () ua;

2
(3.16)
=I'+II' +1IT.

We will follow an analogous argument for the proof of Theorem [T} (i). Making the
change of variables

(3.17) ti = uyi + 2N?3(u—1),1 <i < n,
then I’ can be reduced to
I e 2/3 2/3
(57575) 0 f(uy1+2N (w—1),...,uyn + 2N (u—l))
FT Y1
(3:18) XLy 2y j<ugioay} (@) Unp(u)Ryp (1+ N2

Assume that |f(x)] < M. By (2I2), I’ can be dominated by

1—ay
!
r<m N2/3 /n/ Unp(u)RE ( N2/3’” 14 NQ/B)dUdy"

e’
_ n Y1 N
_M(2N2/3) /nR (1+ 2N2/3""’1+2N2/3)dy”/ U np(u)du

14 Ydudys,.

N2/3

(3.19)
N! 2(1-6) 2(1—0)
= M — O(e—0-58N (1+o(1)y — O(N™ ¢—0-58N (1+o(1))y.
Here we use the fact that
1 n FT Y1 Yn S N!
(3.20) (W) /Ran@ (1+W,...,1+2N—2/3)dyn—m.

Similarly, by (2.13), one gets

/ L - FT Y1
11T SM(2]\]—2/3) o Sia \IJNg(u)Rnﬁ (1+W,,1+ N2/3)dudyn
(3.21) = O(N™ 6—0.56N2(1’9)(1+o(1)))_
It follows from (B.16), (319) and B.2I) that for any f(27,) € C.(R™),

(3. 22

h tn / N™ —0.56N2(1’9) 140(1
N2/3 / f N2/3’.”’ + N2/3)dtn—II —|—0( ( ()))
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Under the transform (BI7), we have

1+a
/ 2N2/3 / / uy1—|—2N2/3(u_1),... 7uyn+2N2/3(u—1))
n 1

(3.23) x\IfNB(u)RfBT(Hﬁ,...,H 2N2/3)dudy1 - dyn.
We also notice that
(3. 24)
e Y1
2N2/3 /n/l F@)Ons (W) R (14 gz 1+ 2N2/3)dudyn
(2N) RN )Ry (1+ J\yfm,...,l + N2/3)dyn(1 + O(e 09BN (ko))

We need to prove that the difference between the right hand side of [B.23]) and
[B24) is zero when N tends to infinity, i.e.,

1+o¢
lim ] 2N2/3 /n/l uy1+2N2/3(u_1)7... 7uyn+2N2/3(’u,—1))—f(y_;I)]

N—o0
(3.25)

Y1
X \I/Nﬁ(u)REBT(l + SN 1+ N2/3)dudyn’ =0.

For any e > 0, there exists some d(¢) > 0 such that |f(Z) — ()| < €, whenever
|Z—g|l <d. Since 1 —a, <u<1+a, and 2/3 <6 < 1, we can choose a ball
Br such that supp(f) C Bg and

{(uy1+2N?3(u—=1),. .., uyn+2N?/3(u—=1))|ys € supp(f), l—ay, <u<14a,} C Bp.
For y,, € supp(f), there exist Ny independent on y,, such that

[(wyr +2N?3(w— 1), ,uy, +2N*3(w—1) = (y1, - ,ya)||

(3.26) <\ D (@N2/3-0 4 |y, N=9)2 < \/n(RN~7 + 2N?/37%) < §(e)
i=1

for N > Ny. Therefore, Yy, € supp(f)
(3.27)  |f(uyr + 2N2/3(u — 1), ,uyn + 2N2/3(u —1) = f(Yny---s9n)| <€

Furthermore, we get

2N2/3° ’ N2/3
1+a
— 1 n FT Y1 Yn .
—6‘/1_ \IJN,@( )du(2N2/3) ‘/BRRnB (1+2N2/3771+2N2/3)dyn

BN

1 FT Y1 Yn o
< 26(2]\]—2/3) /BRRnﬁ (1+ SN2E 1+ 2]V—2/3)dyn

(3.28)
<2M,.

1+o¢
Y1
11T — B23)| < ¢ N2/3 //1 Uns(u )ng(1+—...1+ )dudy;,
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Here we have used Lemma [0l below. Thus, (825 can be obtained. The proof of
Lemma [6] will be postponed until completing the proof. Combining [3.22)), (3:23),

B24) and (B2H), we have

1 1
o) Ggarmg Fns (1 o L )t
L \npFr Y1
- f(y17 T 7yn)(W) R"B (1 + Wa T 1+ 2N2/3)dyn(1 + 0(1)) + 0(1)7
for large N. From (L), we complete the proof of Theorem [} (ii). O

Lemma 6. Let 8 =1,2,4, for any fized R > 0, there exists a constant M, such
that

1 n FT Y1
(3.29) (W) /BRRnﬁ (1+ sy oLt N2/3)dy1 “dyn < M.

Proof. Choose any positive § < R, there exists N,(R,d) such that for N > N,
yn € Bgr, we have

n n

(3.30) S (uyi + 2N2/3(u—1))2 < | (ulyi| + 2N2/3-0)2 < R4 6
=1 =1

where u € [1 = N1+ N9, 2/3 <6 < 1. Let n € (0,1) be a real number
and let ¢(t) be a smooth decreasing function on [0, R 4+ §) such that ¢(t) = 1 for
t € [0,R+6) and ¢(t) = 0 for t > (1 +n)(R + ). Set ¢(a7,) = ¢(||a7]]) for
Xy = (21, ,25) € R™. For N > Ny, we have

1 n FT Y1
(W) /BRRn/3(1+W,"',1+ N2/3)dy1 ~dyn
1
= <W>”/ o (uys + 2N = 1), uyy + 2N - 1))
]Rn

FT Y1
(331) XRnﬁ (1 + 2]\]—2/3, N N2/3

Multiplying by ¥y s(u) and then integrating (B:31]) with respect to w on [1 —a,, 1+
o], one obtains

1+a
Y1
/1 \I]NB( )du( N2/3 / R N2/37"' 71+ N2/3)dy1 dy

Ot

Ydyy - - - dyp.

1+a
23y —1),- - 2/3(y —
2]\]2/3 /n /1 uy1 + 2N*(u — 1), ,uyn + 2N (u 1))

(3.32)
1

= — » t—l N™ 70.5ﬁN2(1*9)(1+0(1))
= (2N2/3)" /Rn <P(tn)Rn5(1+ 2N2/3; 71+ 2N2/3)dt —|—O( )

Here we make use of (8:22)) and B:23). Thus, (L8] implies (3:29).

Hence we complete the proof of this lemma. O

1+ Ydudy; - - - dyp,

2N2/3"" ) N2/3
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4. BOUNDED TRACE (GAUSSIAN ENSEMBLES

We first give a representation of correlation functions for the bounded trace
Gaussian ensembles in terms of these for the fixed trace Gaussian ensembles, just
as the authors dealt with bounded trace Laguerre unitary ensemble in [21].

Proposition 7. Let ng’r and RSE’T be the n-point correlation functions for the

bounded trace and fized trace Gaussian ensembles respectively, then we have the
following relation

1
4 1 T T
4.1 RBI (y, .. 2, :/ NpuNe—t —RETT (2 2y g
( ) nB (xlv 7$) 0 pgu ur nB (’U,, au) U,
where Ng = N + BN(N —1)/2.
Proof. Tt suffices to prove
" N r T T
4.2 RET" gy, wn) = [ SEuNem (2RI (Zay, L ) du
( ) nB (xlu 7‘T) 0 TNﬁu (u) nfB (uxla ,U:E) U
For every u > 0, let
N
j=1

be the sphere in RY, which carries the volume element induced by the standard
Euclidean metric on RY, denoted by uN~'doy. For h € L>®(RY), let < h(-) >
and < h(-) >s denote the ensemble average taken in the bounded trace and fixed
trace ensembles, respectively. From ([I1)) and (II3)), we have

< h() >¢
1 r _
= BT,T/ ’u,N 1du/ h(fL'l,---aJ:N) H |xi_$j|BdUN
Ing J0 v (u) 1<i<j<N
1 r
= BTr/ UNB_ld“/ h(uzy,...,urN) H |$i—$j|BdUN7
Zng Jo Qn (1) reisien
and
<h(a-) >s
1 —
:—FT,T/ TN 1h(a{[;1,...,a$N) H |xl_$J|ﬂd0’N
Zng o) 1<i<j<N
1
= W/ PN h(aray, . aren) [ e — a)Pdon.
ZNB’ Qn (1) Lcicien
Choose a = %, we get
ZFT,T . Y
(4.4) <h() >o= g7 / (U)No1 < (L) >4 du.
ZNﬁ) T r

Setting h = 1, we get the ratio of the partition functions Zf,g’r and Zﬁg’r. Substi-
tuting this ratio, we then obtain

"N,
(4.5) < h(") >9=/ —LuNe—t < h(Z ) >s du.
o T8 r
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In particular, taking

(46) h(l‘l,...,xjv): Z f(:vil,...,:vin),

1<i1 < <in <N

we have

f(xla s axn)ngﬂd(Ila s ,In) d"z
Rn

T
Ng N1 u u FT,r
_/0 T.Nﬁu P7du o f(;.fl,,;.fn)RnB (Il,...,.fn)dnx

T
NB _ T FT T T
= T v SN (R RET (2 =) du.
Rn fn Zn) :v/o 7N Y (u) np (uxl uxn) Y

Since RfﬂT " and R:BT '™ are both continuous, we complete the proof. O

Next, we notice a “sharp” concentration phenomenon along the radial coordinate
between correlation functions of the the bounded trace and fixed trace Gaussian
ensembles. Although its proof is simple, the following lemma plays a crucial role
in dealing with local statistical properties of the eigenvalues between the fixed and
bounded ensembles.

Lemma 8. Let {bx} be a sequence such that by — 0 but N?by — 0o as N — oo,
then we have

1 1
(4.7) / Ng uNe=L gy = / Ng uVe dy + 670.5ﬁN2bN(1+o(1)),
0 [T
where u_ =1 —by.
Proof.

/ N Ns uNe gy = (1 — by ) Ve = eNe In(1—by)
0
_ Na(—bnt003)) _ —0.58N%n (1+0(1))
This completes the proof. ([

Remark 9. In Lemma [8 let us take by = N~ " k € (0,2). Since the “rate” index
& can be chosen larger than 1 while the scaling in the bulk is proportional to N !
and at the soft edge of the spectrum is proportional to N~2/3, in principle we
can prove all local statistical properties of the eigenvalues between the fixed and
bounded trace Gaussian ensembles are identical in the limit. Such arguments also
apply to the equivalence of ensembles between the fixed trace and bounded trace
ensembles with monomial potentials, where we exploit some homogeneity of the
monomial potentials. In addition, we notice that equivalence of n-point resolvents
of the fixed and bounded trace ensembles with monomial potentials has turned out
to be identical in the limit in [2].

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2] by using the associated results about
the fixed trace ensembles.

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Theorem [I, we only point out some
different places in the bulk case for bounded trace GUE.
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In Lemmal[§, choose by = N7*, k € (1,2). The change of variables correspond-
ing to (BI7) reads:
(4.8) ti=(u—1)Nazw(x)+uy,i=1,...,n
where fixed € (—1,1). The condition that by = N~", k € (1,2) ensures (1 —

u)N < N=*t1 — 0 as N — oo for u € [u_,1]. On the other hand, by (LIS), the
following fact similar to Lemma [6] is obvious: for any fixed R > 0,

1 Y1 Yn
= | RFT(e+ e Y gy < g
Vol /B Ot R T M@ Y S OF

Here Bpg is the ball of the radius R in R™ centered at zero, and Cg is a constant.
Using Proposition [ and universality of sine-kernel (II8) for fixed trace GUE, we
complete the proof after a similar procedure. (I

(4.9)
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