arXiv:1303.1240v1 [math.PR] 6 Mar 2013

Generalized Dyson Brownian motion, McKean-Vlasov
equation and eigenvalues of random matrices

Songzi Li, Xiang-Dong Li} Yong-Xiao Xie
July 6, 2018

Abstract

Using Ito’s calculus and the mass optimal transportation theory, we study
the generalized Dyson Brownian motion (GDBM) and the associated McKean-
Vlasov evolution equation with an external potential V. Under suitable condi-
tion on V', we prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solution to SDE for
GDBM. Standard argument shows that the family of the process of empirical
measures Ly (t) of GDBM is tight and every accumulative point of Ly (¢) in the
weak convergence topology is a weak solution of the associated McKean-Vlasov
evolution equation, which can be realized as the gradient flow of the Voiculescu
free entropy on the Wasserstein space over R. Under the condition V" > —K
for some constant K > 0, we prove that the McKean-Vlasov equation has a
unique solution u(t) and Ly(t) converges weakly to u(t) as N — oo. For C?
convex potentials, we prove that u(t) converges to the equilibrium measure
wy with respect to the Ws-Wasserstein distance on &»(R) as t — co. Un-
der the uniform convexity or a modified uniform convexity condition on V', we
prove that u(t) converges to py with respect to the Wo-Wasserstein distance on
P5(R) with an exponential rate as t — oo. Finally, we discuss the double-well
potentials and raise some conjectures.

Key words and phrases: Generalized Dyson Brownian motion, McKean-Vlasov equation,
Johansson’s theorem, gradient flow, Voiculescu free entropy, Wasserstein distance.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Let V : R — RT be a real polynomial of even degree with positive leading coefficient, or
more general a real analytic function. Consider the following probability measure on Hy
(the set of all N x N Hermitian matrices)

dpn (M) = % exp(= NTrV (M))dM,
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where Z is a normalization constant, and if we denote x1, ..., xn the eigenvalues of M,

N

TV (M) =Y V().

i=1

By [7, 20], the distribution of the eigenvalues of M has the following probability density

N
1
pn(z) = Z—NHi<j|xi —z;|% exp (—NZ V(xz)> , xRN
i=1

The probability distribution py(x)dz has a statistical mechanical interpretation: it is
the canonical Gibbs measure, at inverse temperature 8 = 2, of a system of N unit charges
interacting through the logarithmic Coulomb potential and confined by an external potential
NV. From the statistical mechanical point of view, it is natural to consider the logarithmic
Coulomb gas at arbitrary values of the inverse temperature S > 0. More generally, let
V : R — R be a polynomial of even degree or an analytic function with the growth condition

V(z) > (146)log(z* +1), =x€R, (1)

the [-invariant random matrix ensemble, or the so-called log-gas model, is defined as an
interacting particle system with the following probability distribution

N N
1 B N
Pév(dxl, oo dey) = 77 ILizj|@i — ;]2 exp (——ﬂ2 g V(xz)> Hd:z:l-,
N i=1 i=1

where 8 > 0 is a parameter, called the inverse of the temperature in statistical physics. When
B = 1,2,4, one can realize the above distribution as the distribution of the eigenvalues of
N x N random matrices. More precisely, for 8 = 1,2,4, if M is a N x N matrix with
distribution

APy (M) = Z—IN exp <—BTNTrV(M)) dM,

where dM denotes the standard measure on Hy, i.e.,

1<i<N 1<i<j<N

In particular, for V(x) = é, we get Gaussian Symmetric matrices ensemble (GOE) for
B =1, the Gaussian Hermitian matrices ensemble (GUE) for 5 = 2, and for the Gaussian
Symplectical matrices ensemble (GSE) for § = 4.

The distribution of interacting particles with general external potential V and the loga-
rithmic Coulomb interaction has received a lot of attention in theoretic physics in connection
with the so-called matrix models, see e.g. [9, 17]. We would like also to mention that, Kont-
sevich [21] also used the complex partition function for the matrix model with V(z) = 2® on
Hermitian random matrices to prove Witten’s conjecture in the intersection theory of the

moduli space of curves.



Suppose that V' : R — R satisfies (1). In [20], Johansson proved the following result:
There is a unique equilibrium measure py € Z(R) with compact support such that

£y Sv vl
Helg(R) vl = Svpv]

and satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

d 1

P.V./ dpv(y) ==V'(z), x € suppuy,
R T—Y 2

where Z(R) is the set of all Bore probability measures on R, and Xy is the following energy

functional, the so-called Voiculescu free entropy functional

_/R/Rlog|:1:—y|du(x)du(y)+/RV(33)d/L(33)-

Moreover, as N tends to infinity, the expectation of the empirical measure Ly = Z O,

weakly converges to py, i.e., E[Ly] — py. This recovers Wigner’s famous semi- mrcle law

[42] for GUE with V (z) = ;.

Let us consider the Gaussian Hermitian Ensemble (GUE). Let B; be the N x N Hermitian
matrice with entries B;;(t), where B;;(t), 1 < ¢ < j < N, are ii.d. complex Brownian
motions with E[B;;(¢)] = 0 and E[|B;;|?(t)] = t. Let Ai(¢),...,An(t) be the process of
the eigenvalues of B;. In [15], Dyson proved that X;(¢) satisfies the following stochastic

differential equations

) 1
ANy (t) = —=dW] + —dt.
Vi 2 N () — Ny (1)
See also Mehta [28], Guionnet [18], Andersson-Guionnet-Zeitouni [2] and Tao [38].

The Dyson Brownian motion {);(¢),s = 1,..., N} is an interacting N-particle system
with the logarithmic Coulomb interaction. It has been very useful in various branches of
mathematics and physics, including statistical physics and the quantum chaotic systems.
See the references mentioned in [28, 18, 2, 34]. Instead of using Hermitian matrix-valued
Brownian motion, Chan [12], Rogers and Shi [36] proved that the eigenvalues of the N x N
Hermitian Ornsetin-Uhlenbeck process satisfies the following stochastic differential equations

AN (1) = ——dW} + Z b gLy (t)dt
VO = N - a2V

They [12, 36] proved the tightness of the family of the empirical measure Ly (t) = + Z Ai(t)

for the above Dyson-Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Brownian motion (Aq(%),...,An(t)) and proved
that the limit of any weakly convergence subsequence of Ly (t) is a weak solution of the
following McKean-Vlasov equation

G [ temtan =5 [ [ ELOZOI o) - § [ ar o a),



where f is a test function in CZ(R"). In particular, the Hilbert-Stiejies transformation of

p(t), defined by
Gt(’z) = /]R Mu

z—x
satisfies the following nonlinear Burgers type equation

Showing that the above complex Burgers equation has a unique solution, they derived that
Ly (t) converges weakly to u(t). Moreover, as t — 0o, G1(z) converges to the Hilbert-Stiejies
transform of the semi-circle law, one can therefore give a new proof of Wigner’s theorem
[42] for the convergence of the empirical measure of the eigenvalues of Gaussian Unitary
Ensemble (GUE) to the semi-circle law. See also Guionnet [18] and Andersson-Guionnet-
Zeitouni [2] for a nice presentation of this dynamic approach to Wigner’s theorem using
Dyson’s Bownian motion.

1.2 Motivation

The purpose of this paper is to study the generalized Dyson Brownian motion and related
McKean-Vlasov equation associated with the log-gas model with non-quadratic external
potential. Thus, we are working on non Gaussian type S-invariant ensembles with a general
external potential V. To describe our motivation, let us first introduce the generalized Dyson
Brownian motions (briefly, GDBM) as follows.

Let (W' ,...,W?%) be an N-dimensional Brownian motion defined on a probability
space (Q,P) with a filtration .F = {Z;,t > 0}. Let An(0) = (AL (0),...,2A¥(0)) € Ay,
where

AN = {(fﬂi)lgz’SN S RN < T2 <. .. < :EN}.

By Theorem 1.2 below, for a wide class of potential function V' with suitable condition, the
following stochastic differential equations

i I N SR ST .
dXy () = \/ﬁENth+NZ/\§V(t)—/\§V(t)dt SV (v (®)dt, L....N, (2

Jii#i

have a unique strong solution (An(t)):>o with initial data Ay (0) such that Ay (t) € Ay
for allt > 0.

The process (An(t))i>0 defined by SDE (2) is called the generalized Dyson Brownian
motion (GDBM) with potential V. The GDBM is an interacting particle system with
Hamiltonian of the form

N
1 1
H(xy,...,zN) = ~IN Z log|xi—xj|+§ZV(:1:i).
1<i#j<N i=1
The infinitesimal generator of these interacting particles is given by

+Z<PV [ ) 2

Ty —Y

24 () ﬁﬁv Z
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N
where f € C%(RY) and LN_%Z% e Z(R).
o

In particular, when V = 0, (t))¢>0 is the Dyson Brownian motion introduced by F.

Dyson [14, 15], and when V(z) = ””22 it is the Dyson-Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Brownian motion
introduced by Chan [12] and Rogers and Shi [36]. In fact, as the same situation as what

has been done by Dyson for V' = 0, and by Chan [12] and Rogers-Shi [36] for V(z) = %,
we can prove that, in the case § = 1, 2,4, the generalized Dyson Brownian motion can be
realized as the process of the eigenvalues of a matrix-valued diffusion process. See Remark
1.6, Section 2.2 and Section 2.3 below.

The process of the empirical measures of GDBM is defined by

N
1
= NZéAﬁv(t) S e@(R), te [0,00)
=1

In Section 3, we will prove that, under suitable condition on V', the family of the process of
empirical measures Ly (t) is tight, and any weak convergence limit of convergent subsequence
of Ln(t), denoted by wu(t), is a weak solution to the following nonlinear McKean-Vlasov
equation: for all f € CZ(R),

& [ @mtan =5 [ [ ELEZ0 o) - 5 [ v @),

This also proves the existence of weak solutions of the McKean-Vlasov equation. If one can
further prove the uniqueness of the weak solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation, we can
then derive that the empirical measure Ly (t) converges weakly to u(t) as N — co.

1.3 Interacting particle system

The GDBM is a special example of interacting particle systems which can be defined by a
stochastic differential equation of the form

dzt = dB} — VV (z})d ZVW t_gl)dt, i=1,...,N,
J#Z

where V is a external potential, W is an interacting function between particles, and B! are
i.i.d. Brownian motions on R%. See [37, 5, 11, 27, 39, 40] and reference therein. For N = oo,
see e.g. [22, 31]. Let

1 N
=1

be the empirical measure of the particle system {x;(t),i = 1,..., N}. Then the above SDE
can be rewritten as

dat = dB} — VYV (xb)dt — V(W * ) (xh)dt.

Under various assumptions which require that V' and W are Lipschitz, as N — oo, it has
been proved that ul converges weakly to a measure-valued process u; on R, i.e.,

‘ui\f — M,



which is the law of a nonlinear diffusion process on R defined by

where B; is a Brownian motion on R?. See [27]. Suppose that y; << dz, then the density
function v = % satisfies the nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equation (called also the nonlinear
Fokker-Planck equation in [5] etc.)

O = div(uV(logu + V + W *u)). (3)

In [5], Benedetto, Caglioti, Carrillo and Pulvirenti developed the L!-theory of the non-
linear McKean-Vlasov equation (3) in one-dimensional granular media. Assuming that the
interaction function W and the potential V' are Lipschitz and convex functions, they proved
that the free energy functional

F(u) = / ulog udz + / Vudzx —I—/ Wz — y)u(x)u(y)dzdy
R R R2
has a unique minimum ., and it holds that

|lus — tool|zr — 0 as t — co.

Moreover, under the Lipschitz condition on V and W, they proved that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

Wi (e, ve) < eC*Wi (o, o),

where p1; and 14 are solutions to the nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equation (3) with initial dates
o and vg respectively. See also [37, 23] and references therein.

However, the logarithmic Coulomb interaction function appeared in the distribution of
the eigenvalues of [-invariant random matrices ensemble, i.e.,

W (x) = —log Ja]

is not a Lipschitz function on R. Thus, it does not satisfy the Lipschitz condition required
in [27, 5], and the L!-theory of Benedetto et al.[5] does not apply directly to (3) associ-
ated to the GDBM, even in the case of Gaussian ensembles, i.e., V(z) = é As far as we
know, the nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equation (3) with the logarithmic Coulomb interaction
W(z) = —log|z| and general external potential V' has not been well studied in the litera-
ture. In particular, even though the existence of weak solution of (3) can be easily derived
from the McKean-Vlasov limit of any convergent subsequence of the empirical measure of
the generalized Dyson Brownian motion, the problem of the uniqueness and the longtime
asymptotic behavior of the solutions of the nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equation (3) remain
as an open problem in the literature.

1.4 Otto’s calculus and the gradient flow of the Voiculescu entropy

In [11], Carrillo, McCann and Villani used Otto’s infinite dimensional differential calculus
[32] on the Wasserstein space over R™ to study the convergence rate problem of the nonlinear
McKean-Vlasov equation (3) in the granular media. Under some growth and smoothness



assumptions of the interaction potential W and the external potential V', they proved that,
if V2W > 0 and V2V > A, or if V2W > X and V2V > 0, where A > 0 is a constant, then
the solution wu(t) of (3) converges to the equilibrium u in the Wa-Wassersten distance with
an exponential rate, i.e.,

Wa (s, uso) = O(e™ ).
Note that, for W (z) = —log |x|, we have

1
2
VW (z) = ek x #0.

Thus, the logarithmic Coulomb interaction potential has a strong convexity near its sin-
gularity point £ = 0. This suggests us to adopt the infinite dimensional calculus on the
Wasserstein space initiated by Otto [32] and developed by Carrillo, McCann and Villani [11]
to study the uniqueness problem and the long time asymptotic behavior of the solution of
the McKean-Vlasov evolution equation.

Let V be a C* function on R. According to Voiculescu [41], we introduce the free entropy
as follows

Sv0) == [ [ togle ~slau@dun) + [ Viwhina).

It has the following electrostatic interpretation: Suppose that electrons are distributed on
the one-dimensional space R in the presence of an external field with potential V. For a
probability distribution p of electrons, the electrostatic repulsion is given by

//Rz log |z — y| ™ dp(z)du(y),

and the energy from the external field is [, V(x)du(x). Thus, the Voicuselecu free entropy
is the total energy of electrons in an external field with potential V. When V satisfies
the growth condition (1), it is shown in [20] that there exists a unique minimizer of the
Voiculescu free entropy

py = argming, e p gy Sv (1),
called the equilibrium distribution of Xy,. The relative free entropy is defined as follows

Sv(ulpv) =By () — v (uv).

Following Voiculescu [41] and Biane [3], the relative free Fisher information is defined as
follows

() = [ (Huto) - 5v') " du).

where

Hy = PV./ dpy)



is the Hilbert transform of pu.
Note that, as the equilibrium measure uy satisfies the equation

1
Hpy () = 5V/(@), Vo €R,

we have

Ly (pyv) = 0.

Inspired by Otto [32], Carrillo-McCann-Villani [11], Villani [39, 40] and Biane [3], we
have the following result, which has been known by Biane and Speicher [4].

Theorem 1.1 (Biane and Speicher [}]) Let V € C*(R). Then the McKean-Vlasov equation
(5) is the gradient flow of the Voiculescu free entropy Yy on the Wasserstein space Po(R)
over R equipped with Otto’s infinite dimensional Riemannian structure.

For the definition of the Otto’s infinite dimensional Riemannian structure on the Wasser-
stein space 2 (R), see Section 4.

1.5 Main results

We now state the main results of this paper. Our first result gives the existence and unique-
ness of the strong solution to the SDE of the generalized Dyson Brownian motion under
reasonable condition on the external potential.

Theorem 1.2 Let (W?,...,W¥) be an N-dimensional Brownian motion in a probability
space (Q,P) equipped with a filtration F = {F,t > 0}. Let V. € C%(R) be a function
satisfying the growth condition (1) and the following conditions

(i) For all R > 0, there is Kg > 0, such that for all z,y € R with |z|,|y| < R,

(z = y)(V'(z) = V'(y)) = —Kglz - y*,

(i1) For some ~v > 0, such that
—2V'(z) <y(1+ =), VzeR. (4)

Then, for any B > 1, and for any given Ay (0) = (A4 (0),...,AN(0)) € An, there exists a
unique strong solution (An(t))i>o0 with infinite lifetime to SDE (2), with initial value An(0)
and such that An(t) € An for all t > 0.

The second result of this paper is the following result concerning the existence and
uniqueness of the weak solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation, as well as the convergence
of the empirical measure Ly () towards the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation.

Theorem 1.3 (i)Suppose that V be a C? function satisfying the same condition as in The-
orem 1.2. Suppose that

sup / log(z? + 1)dLx(0) < oo,
N>0JR



and
| X
Ly(0) = N 25/\%(0) —-pueZR) as N — oo.
k=1
Then, the family {Ln(t),t € [0,T]} is tight, and the limit of any weakly convergent subse-

S
quence of {Ln(t),t € [0,T]]} is a weak solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation, i.e., for all
feC}R), te[0,T],

G | f@mtan =5 [ [ Mut(dm(dw -3 [ V@@, 6

T

Equivalently, the probability density of u: with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R satisfies
the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation

0] 0 1
% = 9 (Pt <§V/ —Hpt)> ; (6)

Hp(z) = P.V./ Mdy

RT—Y

where

is the Hilbert transform of p.
(11) Suppose that there exists a constant K € R such that

V'(z)> K, =z€eR.

Let 11;(t) be two solutions of the McKean-Vlasov equation (5) with initial datas p;(0), i = 1,2.
Then for all t > 0, we have

Wa (11 (t), p2(t)) < e " Wa(p1(0), u2(0)).

In particular, the McKean-Viasov equation (5) has a unique solution.

(iii) Let V be a C? function satisfying the same condition as in Theorem 1.2 and V"' > K
for some constant K € R. Then the empirical measure Ly (t) weakly converges to the unique
solution u(t) of the McKean-Viasov equation (5).

The following result gives us the longtime asymptotic behavior and the convergence rate
of the weak solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation to the equilibrium measure of the
Voiculescu free entropy for C?-convex potentials.

Theorem 1.4 (i) Let V be a C%-convex potential. Then p(t) converges to py with respect
to the Wasserstein distance in P3(R), i.e.,

Wa(u(t), uy) =0 as t— oo.
(i1) Suppose that there exists a constant K € R such that
V'(z) > K, VzeR.
Then for all t > 0, we have

e 2Ky (polpy ),
e W (o, prv).-

Sy (pe|pev)
W2 (/Ltv :uV)



In particular, if K > 0, then pu; converges to py with respect to the Wo-Wasserstein distance
with the exponential rate K.
(iii) Suppose that V is a C?, conver and there exists a constant v > 0 such that

V' (z) > K >0, |z]>r.

Then there exist constants C1 > 0 and Co > 0 such that u(t) converges to py with respect
to the Wy-Wasserstein distance with an exponential rate

efclt

W3 (e, pv) < Sv(uolp),  t>0.

2

1.6 Remarks

Remark 1.5 (i) In [36], Rogers and Shi proved (even though did not state) the existence
and uniqueness of the generalized Dyson Brownian motion under the condition that the
potential V' satisfies

—zV'(z) <~, Yz eR. (7)

It is clear that our condition (4) on V is weaker than Rogers-Shi’s condition (7). To prove
Theorem 1.2, we need to use the non-explosion criterion of the Bessell type SDE on the half
line RY (cf. [19] p. 235-237), which was kindly pointed to us by Yves Le Jan in June 2011.
(i) The conclusion of Theorem 1.6 says that, for any given Ay (0) < M%(0) < ... <
AN TH0) < AN(0), SDE (2) admits a unique strong solution with infinite lifetime such that
ML) < A3 () < ... < ANTH®) < AN(t). Therefore, the generalized Dyson Brownian
particle system (Ay (1), ..., AN(¢)) does not self-intersect for all time t > 0.

Remark 1.6 Let 8 = 1,2,4. Let V be an analytic function satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem 1.2. Following an original idea due to Dyson [15] and developed by other authors
[12, 36, 2, 18] for the special case V(x) = 0x2, we can prove that the generalized Dyson
Brownian motion A5 (t) < ... < AV(t) can be realized as the eigenvalues of a matriz-valued
diffusion process X, which satisfies the following SDE

2 1
dX, =, /B_Nth — 5 VILV (X, )dt, (8)

where Bt is the standard Brownian motion on Hﬁ, (see Section 2.1), and V denotes the gradi-

ent operator on ’H?\,. Moreover, An(t) = (A1(t), ..., AN (1)) is a An-valued semi-martingale.
See Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.3.

Remark 1.7 In [8], Biane pointed out that there exists non-convex potentials such that the

equation Hp;(x) = LV'(z) on the supports of u; holds for distinct measures y; = p;(v)dz.

The simplest e:mmpl26 due to Biane [3] is a two-well potential V satisfying V(z) = & (z—a;)?
in la;—2,a;+2] for points a1, as with |a1 —ag| > 4, then the semi-circular measures centered
on a1 and ay respectively satisfy Hp;(x) = V'(x) on their supports respectively. By Theorem
1.2 (due to Biane and Speicher [4]), the McKean-Viasov limit u(t) = pi(x)dx of Ly(t)

satisfies the free Fokker-Planck equation

6pt_ 0 1 /
9t or (f’f (5V —Hf’f)>'

10



It is natural to ask the question whether u(t) converges to uy in the weak convergence
topology or with respect to the Wo-Wasserstein distance (or the W,-Wasserstein distance
for some p > 1) for non-convex potentials V. In [4], it was pointed out that this cannot
be true in general. Indeed, as p; satisfies the gradient flow of the Voiculescu free entropy
Sy on Z(R), ur may converge to a local minimizer of Xy which is not necessary the global
minimizer uy . See also Section 6 and in particular Conjecture 6.1.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.2. In
Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.3 (i). In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.4. In Section 5, we
prove Theorem 1.3 (ii) and (iii). Finally, we study the double-well potentials and raise some
conjectures in Section 6.

Acknowledgement. During the preparation of this paper, the authors have benefited
from some discussions with G. Akemann, F. Gotze, K. Kuwae, Y. Le Jan, Y. Liu, T. Lyons,
S.-G. Peng, M. Rockner, W. Sun and M. Venker. We would like to express our gratitude to
all of them for their interests and for useful comments.

2 Generalized Dyson’s Brownian motion (GDBM)

2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2

For T € R*, we denote by C([0,T],R") the space of continuous process from [0, 7] to R
and Z(C([0,T], An)) is the set of all probability measures on C([0,T], An).
(1) Fix R > 0. Define the truncated Dyson Brownian motion by

D nlt) = | Wi+ 37 D orO() — Xy ()t = 3V O O)E ()
JijF#u

with Xy (0) = Ay (0) for 1 <4 < N, where ¢p(x) =" if |z| > R™!, and ¢r(z) = R’z
if |z| < R~*. By Theorem 3.1.1 in [35], since ¢p is uniformly Lipschitz and V satisfies the
conditions (¢) and (i7), SDE (9) has a unique strong solution, adapted to the filtration .%#.
Let

i = (L min | Xy () ~ My n(8) 1< B
£ ’

Then 7g is monotone increasing in R and
)\N,R(t) = /\N,R’(t) forall t<7r and R < R. (10)

(2) We now construct a solution to SDE (2) by taking An(t) = An,r(t) on the event
[Tr > t] = {|\y(s) = My (s)| > R™1, Vs < t,Vi # j}. To obtain a global solution {\n(t),t €
R*} to SDE (2), we need only to prove that 75 tends to infinity almost surely when R — oo.

To this end, let us consider the Lyapounov function

N
1 1
f(xlv---va):N E V(Ii)—m E log |z; — ;. (11)
i=1 i£]

11



(12)

Using log |z — y| <log(|z| 4+ 1) + log(ly| + 1) and (1), we can derive that
f(z,. .. —(1+9)log2.

LL‘N)
(14 6)log2. Moreover, for all i # j, it holds
(13)

yon) — C.

and V(z) — 2log(|z| + 1) > C for C
zj| < flan, ..

1
N2 log |z; —
For any M > 0, set
Ty =inf{t >0: f(An()) > M}
Then, Ty is a stopping time. Moreover, on {Tys > T}, we have
INig(£) = Ny (t)] > R71 = N CMAO) gy <,
Thus, on the event [T' < Ty|, {An,r(t),t < T} is an adapted solution to SDE (2). It remains
(14)

to prove that for all ¢ > 0, we have
M eN: Ty >t)=1.
(15)

(3) To prove (14), we need only to prove that, for all K > 0, we have
P(HMENZT]w/\CK >t):1,
Cx =inf{t>0:\Ny(t) ¢ [-K, K], forsomei=1,...,N}.

where
. >0 N
By (11) and (13), to prove (15), it is equivalent to show that almost surely Xy (¢) and X (¢)

never collide up to (as. We shall prove this claim below
(4) By It&’s formula, for all f € C*(R), we have
1
—  |dt
w0 ) \ & w

R WP e a0

e Z >
L VO Y,
()

df (An ()
N
—[V' NG ()] + — _
o X VRO Nééw_
1
V" (Niy( _ . dt + dMp(t),
W Z N ; (Vv (1) = Xy (1))2 v
dWy.

where My is the following local martingale
27 1 1
dMp( — - -
=it 2\ VOO - R 2 T
al 1
; — =0.
<>—Afv<t>>§x (1) - Aﬁv ; O (D)2

Z Z/\gt

i=1 | ki

[N

v (t)

[18], we have

12



Thus

dfFOn() = dMy(t +i(l_1)z : dt_iﬁ:“ﬂw (t) "t
VO = O+ (5 L e mert T av &0

L (1 SS v ) + 23 VON@) - v7<A§V<t>>) »

b= 2 Ay (1) — Xy (t)
= dMny(t) + An(t)dt,
where, as 8 > 1, it holds

1 (1 0 3 V(NG (1) = V(N (1)
AN(t)Sm(B;V (AN(t))+§; i{}v(t)_%(tf)v )dt.

We now prove the following lemma, which is a stronger version of the claim in (3).

Lemma 2.1 Suppose that the processes (An(t))i>o0 defined by (2), at least up to the stopping
time
¢ =inf{t: Niy(t) = Ny(t) 3 #j or Ay (t) = oo 3 i},
Then
P({ = c0) = 1.

Proof. Fix K > 0, T > 0 and R > 0 such that \§(0) € [-K,K] for all i = 1,..., N,
and [Ny (0) — My(0)] > R~ for all i # j, i,5 = 1,...,N. Let Cy(K) > 0 be such that
V"(z) < Ci(K) for all z € [- K, K|. Then, Ax(t) < C1(K) and {f(AN(EACk) — C1(K)(tA
Ck), t€0,T]} is a super-martingale.

Let A:={rr <(x,7r < T}, and C2(K) := inf{V(z) : || < K}. Then

FAN(0)) + TC(K) > E(f(An (T Ak A TR)))

E(f(An(Tr))1a) + E(f(AN(T A Ck))Lac)

> (% log R — %(Aﬂ — N —1)log(2K) + C2(K)> P(A)

+ (—%(N2 — N)log(2K) + CQ(K)> P(A)

% log(2K)> P(A) — %(NQ — N)log(2K) + C2(K),

1

whence

N2(f(An(0)) + TCL(K)) + N(N —1)log(2K) — C3(K)
log(2K) + log R

P(rr < (k, TR <T) <

Taking R — oo, for all K and T, we have P(7oc < (x AT) = 0. Letting T tend to infinity,

we obtain P(7o, < (k) = 0, which yields that Y log |\y (t) — My ()| > —oo almost surely
i#]

for all ¢ < (k. Moreover, letting K tend to infinity, we get

P(Too < C) =0,

13



where ¢ = Klirn Ck =inf{t > 0: f(An(t)) = oo} is the explosion time of f(An(t)). This
—00

means that the particles A} (¢),..., AN (t), could not collide before the explosion.
We now prove that  is infinity almost surely. To this end, let

1 X
B = 37 2 AW (0" = (En(0-1),

_ 2 i S 0) _ N(N-1) to’
where f(z) = %. Now 153‘;61\’ My () =23 () 5— - By Ito’s formula, we have
dR 2 1 EN:)\j (OdWT + ——dt + — M)y L2Vt
t = AN AT N t AT ) —r - 5 N )
BN N — BN N2 TN = AR (1) 2
N
2 1 ; ; 1 N-1 1
= /== 2 () dw —— 4+ —— — —(Ln(t ! dt.
v O awd + (55 + o - 3.0V @))

By introducing a new Brownian motion B, we have

2 1 1 N-1 1
dRy = | =——+/2NRdB ——— + " — —(Ln(t),zV’ dt.
=\ VIR + (o + - L0077
Under the assumption (4), and using the comparison theorem of one dimensional SDEs, cf.
[19], we can derive that
R, <R, VYt>0, as,

2 |R, 1 N-1 1
/o t _ /
dR, = —,/—ﬂ dB; + (—ﬂ + ot 27+7Rt> dt,

with R{ = 0. Moreover, by Example 8.2, (8.12) in Tkeda and Watanabe [19] (p. 235-237),
the process R’ never explodes. So the process R cannot explode in finite time.

(5) By the continuity of the trjectory of Ay (¢), it is easy to see that Ay (t) € Ay for all
t > 0. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed. O

where R’ solves

2.2 From matrix diffusions to GDBM

The following result indicates a way to introduce generalized Dyson Brownian motion as the
eigenvalues process of a matrix valued diffusion process. To simplify notation, let ’H’?V be
the ensemble of N x N matrices: for § = 1, it denotes the N x N real symmetric ensemble,
for = 2, it denotes the N x N Hermitian complex ensemble, and for 8 = 4, it denotes the
N x N symplectic ensemble.

Theorem 2.2 Let § = 1,2,4, and V : R — R be a real analytic function. Let X; be a
’H’?\, -valued diffusion process defined by

2 1
dX, = | /ﬁ—NdBt — 5 VIV (Xo)dt, (16)

14



where By s the standard Brownian motion on H?,, V denotes the gradient operator on ’H’?\,.
Let A\n(t) = (AL (1), ..., AN (2)) be the eigenvalues of Xn(t). Then, Ay(t) satisfies the SDE
(2) for the generalized Dyson Brownian motion with 8 = 1,2,4.

Proof. We only prove Theorem 2.2 for 5 = 2. Note that, for analytic function V(z) =

3 apx® on R, we have
k=0

VIV(X) =Y kapX* ' =V/(X).
k=1

Hence the SDE (16) for X; can be written as follows
1
VN

Let z1(t) < ... < zn(t) be the ordered eigenvalues of X;. Let

dX; = ——dB; — %V’(X)dt. (17)

f: X — D = diag(z1,...,2nN)

be the matrix transformation such that X = UDU*, where U = (u1,...,uy) is an unitary
matrix. Equivalently, we have

Xu; = ziu4,

i.e., u; is the eigenvector of M with eigenvalue x;. Write f = (f1,..., fn), where f;(X) = a;,
1=1,...,N. By Ito’s formula, we have

1
dui(t) = Vax, fi(X0) + 5V fi(X0)(dXy, dX0). (18)
By the first order Hadamard variational formula, see [38], we have
Vaix, [i(X) = wldXu;

1 1
= —uidBu; — —uiV' (X¢)u,dt.
NUZ tU 2“‘1 ( t)u

Note that
wi V' (Xe)u; = V' (z4(1)).

By the rotational invariance of the Brownian motion, U*B,U is a Brownian motion on C¥.
Denote _
W} =u;Bu;, i=1,...,N.

Then
1
VN

On the other hand, by the second order Hadamard variational formula, see [38], it holds

vdthi(X) = thl - %V’(ml(t))dt (19)

|u;‘dXtui|2

V2 (X)) (dX,dXe) =2y —2—— .
; z;i(t) — x;(t)

15



By It6’s calculus, we have

1 *
\/_u]dBtul ~3 jV’(Xt)ui|2

1
widByu; — =V (2:(t))uiudt)?
N D) J

|u;dXtui|2

= |\/_ 7dBt’LL»L|
1
= —dt
N )
where we have used the fact that U*B,U is a Brownian motion on CV. Hence
2 1
V2fi(X)(dXy,dX,) = =Y —————dt. 20
fi(Xi)(dXy, dXy) N;xi(t) vy (20)

From (18), (19) and (20), we derive that (z1(¢),...,xn(t)) satisfies the following SDE
dz;(t) = LdWi — 1V’(gc»(t))dt + e Z ;dt (21)
7 - \/N t 2 7 N k .
The proof of Theorem 2.2 is completed. O

2.3 From GDBM to matrix diffusions

The following result provides a random matrix representation for the generalized Dyson
Brownian motion which is defined by solving SDE (2).

Theorem 2.3 Let 8 = 1,2 and An(0) € An. Then, there exists a Sy (respectively, Hy )-
valued diffusion process (XN'A(t),t > 0), such that its eigenvalues process (A (t))i>0 is a
solution of the SDE (2) for the generalized Dyson Brownian motion.

Proof. We only prove Theorem 2.3 for § = 1. Without loss of generality, we assume
that XV (0) is the diagonal matrix D=diag (A}, ..., A\Y). Let M > 0 be fixed. We consider
the strong solution Ay (t) of SDE (2) untill the stopping time Th;. We let w;;,1 <i<j <N
be independent Brownian motions. Hereafter, all solutions will be equipped with the natural
filtration F; = o(w;j(s), Wi(s),s < t ATar), where W; the Brownian motions of SDE (2),
independent of w;;,1 <4 < j < N. For i < j, define Rf\; (t) by solving SDE

2 1
dRY (t) = | = ————————dwy;(t), RY(0)=0. (22)
VIO -Ne T
For i > j, set R} (t) = —RH(t). Let ON be the strong solution of SDE!

dO™ (t) = ON (t)dRM (t) — %ON(t)d«RN)T, RM),,
oN(0) =1

(23)

3

N
1Here, for two semi-martingales A and B with values in Sy, (4, B)t = (3. (A, Bij)t)i<i,j<n is the
k=1
martingale bracket of A and B, and (A); is the finite variation part of A at time ¢.
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Since SDE (23) has uniformly Lipschitz coefficients, we obtain the existence and uniqueness
of strong solutions of (23) with respect to the filtration F; up to the stopping time Ths. By
Lemma 4.3.4 in [2], we have O (£)TOY (t) =1 at all times.

Let YN (t) = ON ()T D(An(t))ON (t) and define W™ (¢) by

dW(t) = (ON () Tdy™(t)ON (t)

with the initial values W (0) = Y (0) = Xn(0).
By the same argument as used in [2, 18], we can prove that

3 2 1 .
AW (t) =4/ NthZ — §V’()\§v(t))dt, Vi=1,...,N, (24)
and for i # 7,
ij 2
dWN (t) = Ndwij (t) (25)

Since (OM(t),t > 0) is adapted, dY N (t) = ON (£)dW™ (t)(ON (¢))T is a continuous matrix-
valued semi-martingale. Set

. wii(t), if i 7,

W, { i(t) #J

AW, iti=
Then we can write dYx (t) = ON (£)dW¥ (t)(ON (t))T as follows

dYn(t) = OM(t) <\/%th - %D(VI()‘N(t))dt> oM m)"

— \/%ON(t)th(ON(t))T — %ON(t)D(V'(/\N(t))(ON(t))Tdt.
Set
_ k N s 17 N s T'
Bt—/oo (5)dTW, (0¥ (s))

By Lévy’s characterization of Brownian motion, B; is a Sy-valued Brownian motion with
respect to F, = o(w;;(s), Wi(s),s < t). Moreover, by the fact V is a real analytical function
and Yy (t) = ON(t)D(An (1)) (ON (¢))T, we have

VTV (Y:) = OM (&) D(V' (An (£) (O™ ()"
Hence
2 1
AY(t) = \/ 5B — 5 VTRV (V). (26)
Thus, Yy (¢) is the Sy-valued diffusion process with generator L = 1Ag, —NVTrV-V. Note
that the SDE (26) is as the same type as SDE (16) that X v (¢) satisfies, and Y (0) = X (0).

By the uniqueness of weak solution to SDE, Yy (¢) has the same law as Xy (t), and Ay (¢) is
the eigenvalue process of Yy (t). The proof of Theorem 2.3 is completed. |

17



Remark 2.4 Theorem 2.3 can be considered as a reverse of Theorem 2.2. The way from
Xn(t) to An(t) in Theorem 2.2 is more direct and does not need to deal with the question
of the existence and uniqueness of strong solution of the SDE (2) with singular drift (i.e.,
Theorem 1.2). On the other hand, the reverse way from An(t) to Yn(t) in Theorem 2.3
shows that the generalized Dyson Brownian motion \n(t) must be obtained by the way from
Xn(t) to An(t) as we did in Theorem 2.2. Moreover, Theorem 2.3 also shows that the SDE
(2) for generalized Dyson Brownian motion has the uniqueness in distribution. We refer the
reader to [30, 18, 2, 8] and references therein for further work on matriz-valued diffusion
processes.

2.4 Ito’s calculus

Let (W1,...,W¥) be independent Brownian motions and (A} (0),..., AN (0)) be real num-
bers, let 5 > 1 and let Ay (t);>0 be the unique strong solution to SDE (2). Then by It6’s
calculus, we know that for all f € C%([0,T] x R, R),

/Rf(t,x)LN(t,d:v /f 0,2)Ln(0,dz) + / /(9 f(s,z)Ln(s,dx)ds

/ //Rz I Ix — Ol (o) Ln(s,dx)Ly(s,dy)ds

T (E - 1) 2N/ /62 (s,2)Ln(s,dx)ds

—= "z s, s, dz)ds f
s [ [ V@it anas + 2o

where M J(, is the martingale given by

1/ﬁNZ/afsx (s)dW?, Vt<T.

Note that

2 [t 21102 f11%
(M) = W/ A<6mf<s,x>>2LN<s,dx>ds < %

3 McKean-Vlasov limit as N — oo

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i)

We first prove the tightness of {Ly(t),t € [0,T]} in C([0,T], Z(R)), then we show that
the limit of any convergent subsequence of {Ln(t),t € [0,T]} satisfies the McKean-Vlasov
equation (5). Here, for T € R*, we denote by C([0,T], Z(R)) the space of continuous
processes from [0, 7] into & (R) equipped with the weak convergence topology.

3.1.1 The tightness of the empirical measures

18



We follow the argument used in [36] to prove the tightness of {Ln(t),¢ € [0,T]}. Let us
pick functions f; € Cp°(R,C),j = 1,2,..., which is dense in Cy(R). Thus

(s f5) = (W', f3), Vi=p=p
We also pick a C*° function fo : R — [1,00) with the properties
fo(z) = fo(—z), folz) o0 as x— o0, z€RT.

Taking test functions in the Schwartz class of smooth functions whose derivatives (up to
second order) are rapidly decreasing, we may assume that

fis fis V'fj are uniformly bounded for all j > 1.

By Ethier and Kurtz [16] (p.107), to prove the tightness of {Lx(t), t € [0,T], N > 1}, it is
sufficient to prove that for each j the sequence of continuous real-valued functions

{<LN(t)afj>7 le [OaT]v N > 1}

is tight. To this end, note that, by Theorem 1.2, there is non-collision and non-explosion for
the particles A% (t) for all ¢ € [0,00). By It6’s formula in Section 2.2, we have

= \/;sz e+ (o), (5-1) g - 377 )
/RQf P ()LN(t dx) Ly (t,dy)dt.

This yields
_ filx) = fi(y)
(Ln(®), fj) = (Ln / / - Ty === " In(s,dx)Ln(s,dy)ds

_%/0 (Ln(s), V" fj>ds+/0t<LN( ) (; —1) %f}%dw%fvj(t)

= L(N)+ L(N) + I(N) + L(N) + M{ (t), (27)
where
M]@(t):% BiN/Zf (X4 (s))dW?.

Note that, as Ly (0) is weakly convergent, I;1(NN) is convergent. By the assumption that f;
and f] are uniformly bounded (hence f; are uniformly bounded) , we can easily show that

{MJ{; (t),t € [0,T]} and I4(N) converge to zero. Moreover, by the assumption that V'f;
and f; are uniformly bounded, the Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that I>(NN) and I3(NV)
are tight in C([0,T],R). Thus the sequence {(Lny(t))¢>0 : N > 1} is tight in C([0, T],R).
Tightness also follows for j = 0 if we have

(Ln(0), fo) — finite limit as N — oc.
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So let us suppose that the initial distribution Ly (0) have the property (Lx(0), fo) < K for
some K, for all N. For given pg, we could always find Ly (0) and fj to satisfy this and the
other conditions, and this gives the tightness for 7 = 0 also.

3.1.2 Identifying of the limit process

Without loss of generality, assuming that { Ly, (t),t € [0,T]} is a convergent subsequence
in C([0,T], Z(R)). Then, for all f € CZ(R), the Itd’s formula (27) in Section 2.2 and the
argument used in Section 3.1 show that (u(t),f) = lim (Ly,, f) satisfies the following

j—o0

equation

[ rwmtan) = [ sepotan g [ [ [ ELOBIO, oy ayas

5 [ [vronas

That is to say, (t) is a weak solution to the McKean-Vlasov equation (5). Suppose that
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure dz, and denote

d
pule) = 2.
Integrating by parts in (5), we can prove that p; satisfies the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equa-
tion (6). The proof of Theorem 1.3 (i) is completed. O

Remark 3.1 To characterize the McKean-Viasov limit p; of the family of empirical mea-
sures {Ln(t),t € [0,00)}, we need only to use the test function f(z) = (2 — x)~1, where
z € C\R, instead of using all test functions f € CZ(R) in the McKean-Vlasov equation (5).

Let
Gt(z) —/RM

Z—X

be the Cauchy-Stieltjes-Hilbert transform of pi. Then Gi(z) satisfies the following equation

0 0 1 V'(x)

2

In particular, in the case V() = 0x*, since

I a
- /R G apttldn) =25, GilH) + Cula),
we obtain

0

0
th(z) = (—Gi(z) + 02) EGt(Z) + 0G4(2).

Remark 3.2 Following [18, 2], we can also prove a stronger version of the tightness of the
empirical measure. More precisely, let T € RT, and assuming V satisfy the conditions in
Theorem 1.6. Assume that

sup / log(z? + 1)Ly (0, dx) < +oo.
NeNJR
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Then, for all T € RT and L € N, there exists a compact set K(L) C C([0,T], Z(R)) such
that

P(Ly(-) € K(L)°) < e N°L,

In particular, the law of (Ln(s),s € [0,T]) is almost surely tight in C([0,T], Z(R)). This
will be used in our forthcoming paper for a study of the large deviation principle for the
generalized Dyson Brownian motion. For a proof, see our forthcoming paper.

4 McKean-Vlasov equation and optimal transport

In Section 3.1, we have proved Theorem 1.3 (i), which asserts the existence of weak solution
to the McKean-Vlasov equation (5), equivalently, the existence of weak solution of the non-
linear Fokker-Planck equation (6). In this section, we use the mass optimal transportation
theory to study the uniqueness and the longtime asymptotic behavior of the McKean-Vlasov
equation (5) and the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (6).

Let

W(z) = —2loglz|, x #0.
Then the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (6) can be rewritten as follows
D= - (pV(V + W x p)). (28)

Before going to study the nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation (6) (i.e., (28)), we first recall
some results due to Carrillo, McCann and Villani. In [11], Carrillo, McCann and Villani
studied the McKean-Vlasov evolution equation of the granular media, which is given by the
following

dp=V-(pV(ogp+V +W xp)). (29)

They proved that the McKean-Vlasov equation can be realized as a gradient flow of a free
energy functional on the infinite Wasserstein space. More precisely, we have

Theorem 4.1 (Carillo-McCann-Villani[11]) Let

P = [ ptospdo+ [ pvivss [ ] Wia=y)p@)pty)dads (30)

Then the McKean-Viasov equation (29) is the gradient flow of F with respect to the following
infinite dimensional Riemannian metric on Po(R?) (cf. Otto [32]):

gfdv(Sl,Sz):/ s182 fdv,
Rd

where fdv € Po(R?), 51,80 € Tj’d»L”@Q(Rd) ={s:RI{ = R: fM sdv =0}, and
S; = —V(prl)

for some p; € WH2(RY), i =1,2.
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Moreover, based on Otto’s infinite dimensional geometric calculation on the Wasserstein
space, Carrillo, McCann and Villani [11] proved the following entropy dissipation formula

Theorem 4.2 (Carrillo-McCann-Villanif11]) Denote § := V(logp+V + W % p). Then

GFe) = = [ plepan (31)

d2
GFe) = 2 [ pDgT(Dde+2 [ (DV - pdo

+ [ DW= ) €) — €L ) ~ Edp(@ddpty). (32)

Now let V : R — [0,00) be a C? function with growth condition (1). In [4], Biane and
Speicher proved that the free Fokker-Planck equation

Op _ 9

1o
ot —_%(Pt(HPt—Ev))

is the gradient flow of 3y on the Wasserstein space &%2(R). See also [8].
By analogue of the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [11], and observing that for W(x) = —2log|z|
it holds

E= V(V+Wxp)=V' —2Hp,
we can derive the following dissipation formula for the Voiculescu free entropy.

Theorem 4.3 Let ¢ =V’ —2Hp. We have

FEvuln) = =2 [ V(@) = 2Hp) @) pa)i. (33)
FE i) = 2 [ V@IV(@) 20l pa)do
/ v/ _ ) — 2
+//Rz [V'(x) V(y)(x 2_(5)/2)( ) — Hp(y))] o(2)ply)ddy. (34)

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (i). By Corollary 3.2 in Biane [3], for any convex V, there exists
a unique equilibrium measure p (indeed p = py) with a density p satisfying the Euler-
Lagrange equation Hp(z) = $V'(x) for all z € supp(p). Thus, ¥y has a unique minimizer
wy. By the fact that Xy is lower semi continuous with respect to the weak convergence
topology, see e.g. [2, 18], we see that it is also lower semi continuous with respect to the
Wasserstein topology on Z(R). Moreover, as V is C?-convex, Theorem 4.3 implies that Xy
is a (displacement) convex functional on 5 (R).

By Proposition 4.1 in Kloekner [24], we know that %»(R) has vanishing sectional cur-
vature in the sense of Alexandrov. More precisely, for any 1, uo, us € P2(R) and for any
Wasserstein geodesic 7 : [0,1] — P2(R) such that v(0) = p1 and v(1) = uo, for all ¢ € [0, 1],
it holds that

W3 (3, (1) = tW35 (3, 1) + (1 — )W (p3, p2) — t(1 — )W (p, ).
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Therefore, %25(R) is a nonpositively curved (NPC) space in the sense of Alexandrov (even
though %5(R"™) is an Alexander space with nonnegative curvature for n > 2, see e.g. [1]).
By Mayer [29], we can conclude that Wa(pu, i) — 0 holds if we only assume that V is a
C?-convex potential. The proof of Theorem 1.4 (i) is completed.

O

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii). The proof follows the same argument as used in [32, 33, 11].
We use the gradient flow of the Voiculescu entropy Xy on the Wasserstein space and the
K-convexity along the geodesic displacement between two probability measures.

Since V" > K, we have
2

d
@Ev(utluv) > K.

By Otto’s calculus, we know that

Our 0 d?
HessXy (e | v ) <§, %) = ﬁEV(UtWV)v

which implies that
HessYy (u) > K.

Let 4(0) = p(0)dx and p(1) = p(1)dz be two probability measures with compact support
s

on R, let p(s) = p(s)dx be the unique geodesic in the Wasserstein space 3 (R) linking 1(0)
and p(1). Then

& 9p(s) 9p(s) p(s) ||’

_— = >

7S o) = Hesssy (o) (2. 250 ) 2 x| 250
Therefore, for some o* € (0,1),

1
Zv(p(1)) = Zv(p(0)) = v (p(0)) + 5EV(p(0))lo=o-
1 2
> <dp(ff) 7 VZV> LK / 9p(o) i
do oo 2 Jo 90 || g, w)
K

_ <d’6’lg’),vzv>

+ 5 W3 (p(0), p(1))-

o=0

Similarly,

Srp0) - Srp0) = - (LD vse) KW, ).

do o=1
Summing the two inequalities together, we obtain
dp(o dp(o
(00 vz )| = (D wse)| = KWEGO) ) (35)
o o=1 do o=0
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Let pi(s,x)dz : [0,1] = P3(R) be the unique geodesic between p; and py. By Otto [32],
we have the following derivative formula of the Wasserstein distance

%sz(ﬂtaﬂv) = _2/11@ <dp§is) ($)=§t> . th+2/R <dp§is) ($)=§t> L dpy
(- (o (90, )
< —2KW3 (e, ), (36)

where in the last step we have used (35). The Gronwall inequality yields

W3 (g, pv) < €253 (o, py ).

Recall that
Vv (uv) = 0.

By the fact that p is the gradient flow of Xy on %(R) and using
of Xy, we have

d
EHVEV(M)H%(R)

d
= —2HessYy (uz) (%,
2
< _QKH%
dt 25 (R)
= 2K Vv ()%, g)-
Since Yy (py) = 0, we derive that

d dpg
“5 — » il
7 v (pelpy) <V v (), I >

— Vv ()15, @)

> d
2K — s)d
/t ds v(ps)ds
—2K Xy (pepv ),
which implies
Sv(pelpv) < e 'Sy (o).

The proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii) is completed.

2 <V||VEV(Mt)||2@2(R)=

o0 d 5
| SRl my

the uniform K-convexity
dp

)
dut)

dt

S

oK / IV (10) 2 s

O

To prove Theorem 1.4 (iii), we need the following free logarithmic Sobolev inequality
and free Talagrand transportation cost inequality due to Ledoux and Popescu [25].
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Theorem 4.4 (Ledoux-Popescu [25]) Suppose that V is a C?, convex and there exists a
constant v > 0 such that
V'z)>K >0, |z]>r

Then there exists a constant ¢ = C(K,r) > 0 such that the free Log-Sobolev inequality holds:
for all probability measure p with Iy (u) < oo,

Sy lv) < 21y (),

Moreover, the free Talagrand transportation inequality holds: there exists a constant C =
C(K,r,V) >0 such that

CWE(u, prv) < Sy (plpy )

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (iii). By Biane and Speicher [4], we have the following entropy
dissipation formula

0 1
EEV(MNV) = —QIV(M)-

By Theorem 4.4, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that the free LSI holds

2
Sy (plpy) < FIV(U)v
1

which yields

d Ch

—3 <——3 .

T ov (ueluv) < ==FEv ()
By the Gronwall inequality, we have

Sv (plpv) < e Sy (polpy ).

By Theorem 4.4 again, there exists a constant Co > 0 such that the free transportation cost
inequality holds

1
W3 (i, pv) < FEV(MMV)'
2
Therefore
e—Clt/4
C
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii). O

Wg(utuﬂ‘/) <

v (polpv).

5 Proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii) and (iii)

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i). In the proof of Theorem 1.4, we have proved the following
inequalities

Sy {pa(t) = Sy () = (grady Svlon () goon(s)) |+ 5 W (0, al0),

s=0
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and

S (1 (8)) — Sy (2 (8)) = — <gfadWEV(Pt(8))a %pt<s>> W (1), (1),

s=1
Summing them together, we obtain

< —KW2(ua(t), pa(t)).

s=1

- (e (), o))

(a2 (p(0). 55

s=0

By Otto [32], we have the following derivative formula of the Wasserstein distance

2 [ ()| amrea [ (20

= o (- () v )

—2KW3 (1 (t), pa(t)),

d

— W2 (1 (t), pa(t))

7 dua(t)

s=1
5—0>

dpe(s) r
(). TR )

IN

which implies

Wa (1 (t), p2(t)) < e Wa(p1(0), p2(0)).

As a consequence, the McKean-Vlasov equation (5) has a unique weak solution. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii). O

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii). By Theorem 1.3 (i), the family {Lx(t),t € [0,T]} is tight
with respect to the weak convergence topology on &(R), and the limit of any convergent
subsequence of {Lx(t),t € [0,T]} is a weak solution of (5). By the uniqueness of the weak
solution to (5), we conclude that Ly (t) weakly converges to u(t). The proof of Theorem 1.3
(iii) is completed. O

By the same argument as used in Otto [32] and Otto-Villani [33], we can prove the
following HWI inequalities. To save the length of the paper, we omit the proof.

Theorem 5.1 (HWI inequalities) Suppose that there exists a constant K € R such that
V'(z) > K, VzeR.

Let p; € P5(R), i =1,2. Then for all t > 0, we have

K
Sy (i) = Bv (2) < Walp, po)llgradyy v (1)l 2, ) — 5 W2 (111, 12)- (37)

In particular, for any solution to the McKean-Viasov equation (5), we have

S (p(t) < Wau(t), pv)llgrady, Xy (1(t))|| 2, ) — gwf(u(t), p(t))- (38)

where

leradyy Sy ()35, @ = / PV (z) — 2H pla) .
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6 Double-well potentials and some conjectures

Theorem 1.3 and and Theorem 1.4 apply to V(z) = a|z|’ with ¢ > 0 and p > 2. When
a= %, p=2and 8 =1,2,4, it corresponds to the GUE, GOE and GSE. Moreover, Theorem
1.3 and Theorem 1.4 also apply to the Kontsevich-Penner model on the Hermitian random
matrices ensemble with external potential (cf. [10])

art  ba?
Viz) = S RN clog |z|.

Note that, for all z # 0,
V// _ 2 c b
(x) = az”+ Pl
> 2yac—b>0

provided that @ > 0,¢ > 0 and 4ac > b?.
Let us consider the double well potential

Viz)= 7° + gw2, x € R,

where ¢ € R is a constant. By [20, 6], it has been known that the density function of the
equilibrium measure py is explicitly given as follows:

(i) When ¢ < —2,

o) = ol @) a<le]<b,

= 0 otherwise,
where a2 = -2 —cand > =2 —c.
(i1) When ¢ = =2, p(z) = =224 — 22 for z € [-2,2] and p(z) = 0 otherwise.

(#4i) When ¢ > —2,

(boz® + bo)V a2 — 22 x| < a,

otherwise,

p(r) =

1
0
0

where a2 = V462+348*26, by = ey %H, and by = %

When ¢ € [0,00), V is C? convex and V”(x) > 3 for |z| > 1. In this case, The-
orem 1.3 (iii) implies that Wa(ut, uy) — 0 with exponential convergence rate. When
¢ < —2, py has two supports [—b, —a] and [a,b] which are disjoint. By Section 7.1 in
Biane-Speicher [4], it is known that p; does not converge to py. See also Biane [3] and
Remark 1.7. This also indicates that one cannot simultaneously prove a free version of
the Holley-Stroock logarithmic Sobolev inequality and a free version of the Talagrand T5-
transportation cost inequality under bounded perturbations of the distribution of eigenval-
ues py(dr) = Zy! [Licjlzi— z;|? sz\il e~ NV dz, Otherwise, by analogue of the proof of

27



Theorem 1.4 (iii), we may prove that u; converges to uy with respect the Wa-Wasserstein
distance and hence in the weak convergence topology on Z(R). See also [25, 26] for a
discussion on non-convex potentials.

In the case ¢ € [-2,0), as the global minimizer puy of ¥y has a unique support, and
all stationary point of py must satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation Hy = %V’ , one can
see that the Voiculescu free entropy 3y has a unique minimizer py. As p: is the gradient
flow of Sy on Z5(R), and since L5y () = =2 [ [V/(z) — 2(Hp)(z)]? p(x)dz, we see that
Sy () is strictly decreasing in time ¢ unless p; achieves the (unique) minimizer uy . This
yields that Xy () converges to some value. The question whether Wa (g, uy) — 0 or even
e weakly converges to puy as t — oo for the above double-well potential V' remains open.
We would like to raise the following conjectures.

Conjecture 6.1 Consider the double-well potential V(z) = %:v"‘ + %x2 with ¢ € [-2,0).
Then py converges to uy with respect the Wso-Wasserstein distance and hence in the weak
convergence topology on & (R).

In general, we may raise the following conjectures.

Conjecture 6.2 Suppose that the potential V is a C? potential function with V" (x) > K;
for all |z| > r and V"(z) > —Kj for all |z| <7, where K1, Ko, > 0 are some constants.
Suppose further that Xv has a unique minimizer which has a unique compact support. Then
w(t) converges to py with respect the Wa-Wasserstein distance and in the weak convergence
topology on Z(R).

Conjecture 6.3 Suppose that the potential V is a C? potential function with V" (x) >
—K for all x € R, where K > 0 is a constant. Suppose further that ¥y has a unique
minimizer which has a unique compact support. Then u(t) converges to pwy with respect the
Wo-Wasserstein distance and in the weak convergence topology on Z(R).

Finally, let us mention the following conjecture due to Biane and Speicher [4].

Conjecture 6.4 Consider the double-well potential given by V(x) = %x2 + %X‘l, where g
18 a negative constant but very close to zero. Then u; weakly converges to py .
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