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Abstract

The distributions of N-particle systems of Gaussian unitary ensembles converge to Sinep
point processes under bulk-scaling limits. These scalings are parameterized by a macro-
position 6 in the support of the semicircle distribution. The limits are always Sinez point
processes and independent of the macro-position € up to the dilations of determinantal ker-
nels. We prove a dynamical counter part of this fact. We prove that the solution of the
N-particle systems given by stochastic differential equations (SDEs) converges to the solution
of the infinite-dimensional Dyson model. We prove the limit infinite-dimensional SDE (ISDE),
referred to as Dyson’s model, is independent of the macro-position 6, whereas the N-particle
SDEs depend on 6 and are different from the ISDE in the limit whenever 6 # 0. O

1 Introduction

Gaussian unitary ensembles (GUE) are Gaussian ensembles defined on the space of random ma-
trices M (N € N) with independent random variables, the matrices of which are Hermitian. By

definition, M" = [Mlj\g]fvjzl is then an N x N matrix having the form

b Ti,j/\/i‘f' V_1Ci,j/\/§ if i <j,

where {&;, 75,152, are ii.d. Gaussian random variables with mean zero and unit variance.
URZVRRZVE F A ]

Then the eigenvalues A1, ..., Ay of MY are real and have distribution (i’ such that
1 al 2
i (dxy) = Z—NH|xi—:I:j|2He_‘””"| dxy, (1.1)
i<j k=1
where xy = (z1,...,zy5) € RY and ZV is a normalizing constant [I]. Wigner’s celebrated semicir-

cle law asserts that their empirical distributions converge in distribution to a semicircle distribution:

1
lim —

1
A A0 vt Oyt = e vave (0) V2 et

One may regard this convergence as a law of large numbers because the limit distribution is a
non-random probability measure.
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We consider the scaling of the next order in such a way that the distribution is supported on
the set of configurations. That is, let  be the position of the macro scale given by

—V2<0<V2 (1.2)

and take the scaling x — y such that

- Y
z = \/NJFG\/N. (1.3)

Let uév be the point process for which the labeled density mév dxy is given by

N

—|x 2
m) (xy) ZNHLTZ 1 | e (1.4)
1<J k=1

The position 0 in (L2) is called the bulk and the scaling in (L3]) the bulk scaling (of the point
processes). It is well known that the rescaled point processes ,uév satisty

lim p) = e in distribution, (1.5)
N—o00

where g is the determinantal point process with sine kernel Ky:

sin{v2 — 6%(z — y)}

m(z —y)

Kg(:&y) =

By definition g is the point process on R for which the m-point correlation function pg* with
respect to the Lebesgue measure is given by

pp (w1, xm) = det[Ko(w, 25)]7" ;-

We hence see that the limit is universal in the sense that it is the Sines point process and
independent of the macro-position 6 up to the dilation of determinantal kernels Ky. This may be
regarded as a first step of the universality of the Sines point process, which has been extensively
studied (see [2] and references therein).

Once a static universality is established, then it is natural to enquire of its dynamical counter
part. Indeed, we shall prove the dynamical version of (LX) and present a phenomenon called
stochastic-differential-equation (SDE) gaps for § # 0.

Two natural N-particle dynamics are known for GUE. One is Dyson’s Brownian motion corre-
sponding to time-inhomogeneous N-particle dynamics given by the time evolution of eigenvalues
of time-dependent Hermitian random matrices M” (t) for which the coefficients are Brownian
motions By [9].

The other is a diffusion process X%V = (X?N9)N  given by the SDE such that for 1 <i < N

1 1 -
dX{N = 4B} § ————dt — = XN dt — 6 dt 1.
er XN xONGT N ’ (16)

which has a unique strong solution for X5V € RM\A and X% never hits A, where N = {x =
(zr)N_; ¥ = x; for some i # j} [4].

The derivation of (L) is as follows: Let i) (dxn) =
distribution of pfY. Consider a Dirichlet form on L?(RY,

af 9g vN
I
& (1,9) /szzazz 29 5 ).

éV(XN)de be the labeled symmetric
)

m
fi5") such that
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Then using (L4) and integration by parts, we specify the generator —A™ of Ef9 on L2 (RN, 1)
such that

- _A+Z{Z T — axl Z{—Jr@}—

i=1 j#i

From this we deduce that the associated diffusion X%V is given by (LG).
Taking the limit N — oo in (L), we intuitively obtain the infinite-dimensional SDE (ISDE) of
X? = (X?%%);en such that

dX}" = dBi + Y —gr——p dt — 0 dt, 1.7
' ' ; xP— x4 (.7

which was introduced in [21] with 6 = 0. For each 6, we have a unique, strong solution X% of (7))
such that X% = s for up o [Tl-a.s. s, where [ is a labeling map. Although only the § = 0 ISDE
of XY =: X = (X),ey is studied in [16 22], the general 6 # 0 ISDE is nevertheless follows easily
using the transformation

X0 = X7 - ot

Let X{ =}, 0,0 be the associated delabeled process. Then X? = {X{} takes iy as an invariant

probability measure, and is not pg-symmetric for 6 # 0. .
The precise meaning of the drift term in (I7) is the substitution of X¢ = (X{*");cy for the
function b(x,y) given by the conditional sum

ey = Jin (%

le—ys|<r

—0 in Llloc(ﬂ[el])’ (18)

zfyz

wherey = 3" 4y, and ,u[ l'is the one-Campbell measure of (see ([ZT))). We do this in such a way
that b(X;" b 20 ) Because pyg is translation invariant, it can be easily checked that (L8] is

equivalent to (EIEI) :

bay) = lm {30 —=—) 0 in (). (19)

Let [y and [ be labeling maps. We denote by [y, and [, the first m-components of Iy and [,
respectively. We assume that, for each m € N,

lim pp oly', = pgol,! weakly . (1.10)
N—o00

Let XN = (X0NH)N and X = (X?);en be solutions of SDEs (L) and (LI, respectively, such
that

N
. ) 1 1 ;
O,N,i _ % E 6,N,i
dXt —dBt + Wd — NXt dt — Gdt, (UED
J#i
. ) i 1
dX; =dB; + lim g —dt. (1.11)
T—00

di, | Xi—X]|<r T

We now state the first main result of the present paper.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume (L[2Z) and (LI0). Assume that X5 = 4V o I3 in distribution and
Xy = pg o [ in distribution. Then, for each m € N,

lim (X%t x0N2 O xONmy — (X1 X2 X™) (1.12)

N—o0

weakly in C([0,00),R™). In particular, the limit X = (X*);en does not satisfy (L) for any 6
other than 6 = 0.

We next consider non-reversible initial distributions. Let XV = (XV)N  and Y% = (Y%%),cn
be solutions of (LI3) and (II4), respectively, such that

N
. . 1 1 ;
N,i _ 7 N,i
dX,"" =dB; + E . Wdt — NXt dt, (1.13)
j#L Ot t
0,0 4 .
4y} =dB} + Tim ) T e+ o (1.14)

J#1, ‘Yte’ifyte’j |<r

Note that X = X% and that X* is not reversible with respect to p}’ o [;,1 for any 6 # 0. We

remark that the delabeld process Y = {37, 0,6} of Y’ has invariant probability measure jg
t

and is not symmetric with respect to g for 8 £ 0. We state the second main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Assume () and (CI0). Assume that X} = p)Y o [} in distribution and Y§ =
g o [71 in distribution. Then for each m € N
lim (XM xN2 O xNmy = (vl y%2 | yom) (1.15)

N —o0
weakly in C([0, 00), R™).

e We refer to the second claim in Theorem [[1] and (LIH) as the SDE gaps. The convergence
in (LI3) of Theorem resembles the “Propagation of Chaos” in the sense that the limit
equation (I.T4) depends on the initial distribution, although it is a linear equation. Because
the logarithmic potential is by its nature long-ranged, the effect of initial distributions
still remains in the limit ISDE, and the rigidity of the Sines point process makes the residual
effect a non-random drift term 6dt.

e Let Sp be a Borel set such that us(Sg) = 1, where —v/2 < 0 < /2. In [7], the first author
proves that one can choose Sy such that Sy NSy = () if € # 0" and that for each s € Sy (L)
has a strong solution X such that X = [(s) and that

Xp =Y 0x; €Sy foralltel[0,00).

i=1

This implies that the state space of solutions of ([L.IT]) can be decomposed into uncountable
disjoint components. We conjecture that the component Sy is ergodic for each 6 € (—v/2,v/2).

e For § = 0, the convergence ([LI2) is also proved in [I5]. The proof in [I5] is algebraic

and valid only for dimension d = 1 and inverse temperature § = 2 with the logarithmic
potential. It relies on an explicit calculation of the space-time correlation functions, the
strong Markov property of the stochastic dynamics given by the algebraic construction, the
identity of the associated Dirichlet forms constructed by two completely different methods,
and the uniqueness of solutions of ISDE (L.7]).
Although one may prove (II0) for 6 # 0 using the algebraic method in [I5], this requires a lot
of work as mentioned above. We remark that, as a corollary and an application, Theorem [I.T]
proves the weak convergence of finite-dimensional distributions explicitly given by the space-
time correlation functions. We refer to [5] [I5] for the representation of these correlation
functions.
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e Tsai proves the pathwise uniqueness and the existence of strong solutions of

i i, B - 1 .

dX] = dBj + 5 lim Z o (€N (1.16)
AL Xi=x]l<r T T

for general 8 € [1,00) in [22]. The proof uses the classical stochastic analysis and crucially

depends on a specific monotonicity of SDEs (LI6). For S = 1,4, we have a good control of

the correlation functions as for f = 2. Hence our method can be applied to 5 = 1,4 and the

same result as for 8 = 2 in Theorem [T holds. We shall return to this point in future.

The key point of the proof of Theorem [[LT] is to prove the convergence of the drift coefficient
bN(z,y) of the N-particle system to the drift coefficient b(x,y) of the limit ISDE even if § # 0.
That is, as N — oo,

= blay) =lm{ ) -~

‘y1|<"' yl

Note that support of the coefficients b™ (z,y) and b(x,y) are mutually disjoint, and that the sum in
bY is not neutral for any 6 # 0. We shall prove uniform bounds of the tail of the coefficients using
fine estimates of the correlation functions, and cancel out the deviation of the sum in bV with 6.
Because of rigidity of the Sines point process, we justify this cancellation not only for static but
also dynamical instances.

The organization of the paper is as follows: In Section Pl we prepare general theories for
interacting Brownian motion in infinite dimensions. In Section Bl we quote estimates for the
oscillator wave functions and determinantal kernels. In Section Fl we prove key estimates (2Z.2T])—
@24). In Section [ we complete the proof of Theorem [Tl In Section [l we prove Theorem [[.21

2 Preliminaries from general theory

In this section we present the general theory described in [111 12}, [16] 8] in a reduced form sufficient
for the current purpose. In particular, we take the space where particles move in R rather than
R? as in the cited articles.

2.1 p-reversible diffusions

Let S, = {s € R;|s| < r}. The configuration space S over R is a Polish space equipped with the
vague topology such that

S—{S—Zésl, ») < oo for all r € N}.

Each element s € S is called a configuration regarded as countable delabeled particles. A probability
measure g on (S,B(S)) is called a point process (a random point field).

A locally integrable symmetric function p™ : R™ — [0,00) is called the n-point correlation
function of p with respect to the Lebesgue measure if p™ satisfies

/A)flxmxAkm P (81, .y 8n)dsy = /H ',u(ds)

for any sequence of disjoint bounded measurable subsets Aq,...,A,, C Rand a sequence of natural
numbers ki, ..., kn, satisfying k1 + - - - + k;, = n. Here we assume that s(A;)!/(s(A;) — =0 for
S(Ai) —k; <O.
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Let ® : R — R and ¥ : R? — R U {oco} be measurable functions called free and interaction
potentials, respectively. Let H, be the Hamiltonian on S, given by

H.(x) = Z D(z;) + Z U(xj,xp) forx= Z(S”“

;€S j#k,xj, €Sy

For each m,r € N and p-a.s. £ € S, let pe denote the regular conditional probability such that

'u/;f“??g = ,U,(ﬂ'sr € - |7TS79(X) = 7TS7€(€)7 X(Sr) - m)

Here for a subset A, we set m4:S — S by ma(s) =s(- N A).
Let A, denote the Poisson point process with intensity being a Lebesgue measure on S,.. We
set AT(-) = A(- N S™), where S = {s € S; s(S,) =m}.

Definition 2.1 ([I2], [I3]). A point process u is said to be a (®, U)-quasi Gibbs measure if its
regular conditional probabilities Mg satisfy, for any r,m € N and p-a.s. &,

quie” AT (dx) < plle(dx) < quem T OOAT (dx).
Here ¢y is a positive constant depending on r, m, &.

The significance of the quasi-Gibbs property is to guarantee the existence of p-reversible dif-
fusion process { P} on S given by the natural Dirichlet form associated with p, in analogy with
distorted Brownian motion in finite-dimensions.

To introduce the Dirichlet form, we provide some notations. We say a function f on S is local
if f is o[mk]-measurable for some compact set K in R. For a local function f on S, we say f is
smooth if f is smooth, where f(x1,...) is the symmetric function such that f(z1,...) = f(x) for
X =Y ,0z,. Let Dy be the set of all bounded, locally smooth functions on S.

Let D be the standard square field on S such that for f,g € D, and s =3, s,

DI, gl(s) = 5D (Vih)(Vig)} 5).

We write s = (s;);. Because the function Y°,(V,f)(s)(V:§)(s) is symmetric in s = (s;);, we regard
it as a function of s. We set L?(u) = L?(S, i) and let

W@m=LDMMWM$‘W=U6%ﬂﬁw%WMﬂ<w}

We quote:

Lemma 2.1 ([12]). Assume that p is a (®, U)-quasi Gibbs measure with upper semicontinuous
(®,T). Assume that the correlation functions {p"} are locally bounded for all n € N. Then
(E#, DY) is closable on L?(u). Furthermore, there exists a p-reversible diffusion process {Ps}
associate with the Dirichlet form (£#, D*) on L?(u). Here (E#,DH) is the closure of (€#, DY) on
L*(p).

2.2 Infinite-dimensional SDEs

Suppose that diffusion {P;} in Lemma [Z] is collision-free and that each tagged particle does not
explode. Then we can construct labeled dynamics X = (X%);cz by introducing the initial labeling
[ = (I;)iez such that

Xo = [(Xo).
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Indeed, once the label [ is given at time zero, then each particle retains the tag for all time because
of the collision-free and explosion-free property.

To specify the ISDEs satisfied by X above, we introduce the notion of the logarithmic derivative
of u, which was introduced in [11].

A point process p, is called the reduced Palm measure of p conditioned at x € R if p, is the
regular conditional probability defined as

o = - — S.ls({a}) > 1),
A Radon measure p!*) on R x S is called the 1-Campbell measure of y if

M (dads) = p () e (ds)da. (2.1)
We write f € LY (u!V) if f € LP(S, x S, ulY]) for all r € N.

Definition 2.2. A R-valued function d* € L (ull) is called the logarithmic derivative of y if,
for all ¢ € C°(R) ® Do,

/ d“(z,y)p(z,y)ut (dzdy) = — Vep(z,y)plt (dzdy).
RxS RxS

Under these assumptions, we obtain the following:

Lemma 2.2 ([11]). Assume that X = (X%);cy is the collision-free and explosion-free. Then X is
a solution of the following ISDE:

AX{ = B + 54" (X}, X¢')dt (i € N) (2.2)
with initial condition Xo = s for o ["!-a.s. s, where X' = 3775, 0.

2.3 Finite-particle approximations

Let p be a point process with correlaton functions {p"},en. Let {u” }nen be a sequence of point
processes on R such that u» ({s(R) = N}) = 1. We assume:
(A1) Each pV has correlation functions {p™'"},en satisfying, for each r € N,

]\}im pV(x) = p"(x) uniformly on S™ for each n € N, (2.3)
—00

N
sup su (x) < @BnB", 2.4
NEII)\IXESP;LP (o) < 24

where 0 < ¢2(r) < oo and 0 < ¢3(r) < 1 are constants independent of n € N.

It is known that (Z3) and (Z4) imply the weak convergence of {u™} to p [12, Lemma A.1].
As in Section[I] let [ and [y be labels of p and p'V, respectively. We assume:

(A2) For each m € N,

A}im uN o [;Vlm =pol ! weakly in R™.
—»00 ’

We shall later take u’¥ o [;Vl as an initial distribution of labeled finite particle system. Therefore,
(A2) means the convergence of the initial distribution of the labeled dynamics.
For a labeled process XV = (XM | where N € N, we set

N
N, o1 __
Xpot = dyn,
J#i
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where Xiv * denotes the zero measure for N = 1. Let bY, b : R x S — R be measurable functions.
We introduce the finite-dimensional SDE of XV = (XN)N | with these coefficients such that for
1<i<N

dXN" = dB! +bN (X XY dt. (2.5)

We assume:

(A3) SDE (Z.35) with initial condition X} = s has a unique solution for uV o [!-a.s. s for each
N. This solution does not explode.

N w:R — R and g:R? - R be measurable functions. We set

gr(xvy) = ZXT(:E - yi)g(xvyi)v (26>

Let u, u

’LUT(SC,Y) = Z(l - Xr(z - yi))Q(z; yi)a (27>

2

where y = >, 6y, and x, € Cg°(R) is a cut-off function such that 0 < x, < 1, x,(z) = 0 for
|z] > r+1, and x,(z) =1 for |z| < r. We assume the following.

(A4) Each pV has a logarithmic derivative dV such that
d¥(z,y) = u™(2) + gr(2,y) + we(z,y). (2.8)
Furthermore, we assume that

(1) u" are in C*(R). Furthermore, v’V and Vu® converge uniformly to v and Vu, respectively,
on each compact set in R.

(2) g€ CHR?2N {x # y}). There exists a p > 1 such that, for each R € N,

tim lmsup xe(@ = g, I P (y)dady = 0, (2.9)
TESR,|lr—y|<L27P

P—=0 Noo

where p2V1 is a one-correlation function of the reduced Palm measure u2 .

(3) There exists a continuous function w : R — R such that for each R € N

lim limsup/ lwy(2,y) — w(z)Pdp™1 = 0. (2.10)
SRXS

T—=X0 N_ o0

Let p be such that 1 < p < p. Assume (A1) and (A4). Then [II, Theorem 45] deduces that

the logarithmic derivative d* of u exists in LY _(ul!l) and is given by

d"(z,y) = u(z) + g(z,y) + w(@). (2.11)

Here g(x,y) = lim, o g/(7,y) and the convergence of limg, takes place in LY (ul')). Taking
(ZII) into account, we introduce the ISDE of X = (X*);en:

. ) 1 . . . .
dX; =dBj + i{u(XZ) + g(X{, XY") + w(X{)}dt. (2.12)

Under the assumptions of Lemma 22, ISDE (2I2) with X = s has a solution for j o [“l-a.s.
s. Moreover, the associated delabeled diffusion X = {X;} is pu-reversible, where X; = >, 0 xi for

X: = (X})ien. As for uniqueness, we recall the notion of y-absolute continuity solution introduced
in [16].
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Let X = (X%);en be a family of solution of (ZI2) satisfying Xo = s for pol~!-a.s.s. Let u; be
the distribution of the delabeled process X; = ;¢ x; at time ¢ with initial distribution . That
is, p¢ is given by

e = /Ps(Xt € )du
s
We say that X satisfies the p-absolute continuity condition if
ut < p forall t >0, (2.13)

where u; < 4 means that s is absolutely continuous with respect to u. If X is p-reversible, then

@I13)) is satisfied.

We say ISDE (212) has p-uniqueness in law of solutions if X and X’ are solutions with the
same initial distributions satisfying the p-absolute continuity condition, then they are equivalent
in law. We assume:

(A5) ISDE ([ZI2) has p-uniqueness in law of solutions.

It is proved in [I6] that ISDE (2.2) has a uy-pathwise unique strong solution if y is tail trivial, the
logarithmic derivative d* has a sort of off-diagonal smoothness, and the one-correlation function
has sub-exponential growth at infinity. This results implies p-uniqueness in law. We refer to
Theorems 2.1 and 9.3 in [I6] for details. The next result is a special case of [8, Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 2.3 ([8 Theorem 2.1]). Make the same assumptions in Lemma 2] and Lemma
Assume (A1)-(A4). Assume that X} = pV o [y' in distribution. Then {XV}yey is tight in
C([0,00); RY) and each limit point X of {X™} yey is a solution of [ZI2) with initial distribution
wo I~ If, in addition, we assume (A5), then for any m € N

lim (X1 XMy = (X1 X™).

N—o0

weakly in C([0,00), R™). Here XV = (XN)N | and X = (X?);en as before.

2.4 Reduction of Theorem [I.1] to (ZI0)
In this subsection, we deduce Theorem 1] from Lemma 3 by assuming (ZI0). We take p) and

1o as in Section [l Then the logarithmic derivative due of pd is given by

N

N 2 2z
dhe (z,y) = - — —20, 2.14

where y = >, d,,. From (21I4)), we take coefficients in (A4) as follows:

uN (z) = —2% —20, u(z)=-20, w(z)=20, (2.15)
o) = ——. (2.16)

Other functions are given by ([2:6) and (7).
Lemma 2.4. Assume (2I0) holds with p = 2 for the coefficients as above. Then (L.I2) holds.

Proof. To prove Lemma [Z4] we check the assumptions in Lemma [Z3] that is, the assumptions in
Lemma 2] Lemma 22] and (A1)-(AS5).

The assumptions in Lemma 2] are proved in [12]. The assumptions in Lemma [Z2] are checked
n [1I]. (A1) is well known. (A2) is assumed by (LI0). (A3) is obvious as the interaction is
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smooth outside the origin, and the capacity of the colliding set {x; = x; for some i # j} is zero (see
[10, [4]). Furthermore, the one-correlation functions are bounded, which guarantees explosion-free
of tagged particles. We take functions in (A4) as (ZI5) and (ZI6). These satisfy [2]), (Z3)), and
(1) of (A4). [2I0) is satisfied by assumption. It is known that pg is tail trivial [I4]. Then (A5)
follows from tail triviality of ug and [16, Theorem 3.1]. All the assumptions in Lemma 23] are thus
satisfied, and hence yields (LI2). O

2.5 A sufficient condition for (2.10)

The most crucial step to apply Lemma is to check (ZI0). Indeed, it only remains to prove
@I0) for Theorem [[II We quote then a sufficient condition for [ZI0) in terms of correlation
functions from [I1]. Lemma [Z6] below is a special case of [I1 Lemma 53].

Let 2’ be the reduced Palm measure of u)) conditioned at z. We denote the supremum norm
in = over Sg by |- ||z. Let E" and Var denote the expectation and variance with resoect to -,
respectively.

Lemma 2.5. Assume |0 < v/2. Let w, be as in @.12) with g(z,y) given by @I8). Let w(x) = 26
as in (2I5). Then (2I0) follows from (ZI7)—(220)).

lim lim sup EHo [wy(z,y)] — QGH =0, (2.17)
T=00 Nooo R

lim limsup |[E4 [w, (z,y)] — E#o [wr(z,y)]H —0, (2.18)
T—=00 N _500 R

lim limsup Varo [wT(:I:,y)]H =0, (2.19)
=00 Nooo R

lim lim sup ||Vars [wr(z,y)] — Var'o.« [wT(x,y)]H =0. (2.20)
T=00 Nooo R

Proof. Lemma 25 follows from [I1, Lemma 52]. Indeed, 2I7), 2I8), 219), and 220) in the
present paper correspond to (5.4), (5.2), (5.5), and (5.3) in [I1], respectively. We note that in [I1]
we use lg, (z) instead of x,(x). This slight modification yields no difficulty. O

Multiplying w,(z,y) by a half, we give a sufficient condition of [ZI7)—(220) in terms of cor-
relation functions. Let pgf;cm and pév’m be the m-point correlation functions of ,ué\{z and ,uév ,

respectively. Let

Sroo() ={y eR;r < |z —y| < oo}

Lemma 2.6. Assume || < v/2. Then &I17)-@20) follow from 221)-(Z24).

)
lim limsup / 502 dy — 9” =0, (2.21)
T=0 N—oo Sroo(z) T ™Y R
N,y N1
lim limsup / Poc W) =Py " (¥) dyH —0, (2.22)
T—00 N—o00 S’r,oo(z) xr — y R

) 0 2y, 2) — o ()pd (2)
lim limsup / £ Ty +/ 0 ’ 9 0 dydzH =0, (2.23)
Sroo () S1r,00 ()7 r

P00 N_so0 (x —y)? (z—y)(x—=2)
N,y N1
lim limsup / Por (V) P92 ) dy (2.24)
T N—oo Sy oo () (x—y)
. / ol (W, 2) — o W)pg s (2) — {pg 2 (y.2) — pg " ()P ' (2)} izl —o
S o0 (x)? (z —y)(x—2) R

Proof. Lemma follows immediately from a standard calculation of correlation functions and
the definitions of w, and . O
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3 Subsidiary estimates

Keeping Lemma[Z0lin mind, our task is to prove (22I)—(Z24). To control the correlation functions
in Lemma 2.6 we prepare in this section estimates of the oscillator wave functions and determinantal
kernels. We shall use these estimates in Section [

3.1 Oscillator wave functions

Let H,(x) = (*1)”6962(%)”6712 be Hermite polynomials. Let v, (x) denote the oscillator wave
functions defined by
() = e Ho(2)
n(z) = ———e n(x).
VA/m2mn)
Note that {1y }72 is an orthonormal system; [; ¢n (@) Vm (2) dz = Gpm.
The following estimates for these oscillator wave functions are essentially due to Plancherel-
Rotach [I8]. We quote here a version from Katori-Tanemura [0].

Lemma 3.1 ([6]). Let C}, ., C2,.. and D}  be the constants introduced in [6] (see (A.1) in [6]
572 p]). Let I = —1,0,1 and N, L € N. Then we have the following.

(1) Let 0 < 7 < Z. Assume that N sin® 7 > CN® for some C' > 0 and & > 0. Then

—1 i
Un1(V2N cosT) = %\/(I_JZT) <%)

< [Lzl SOl (N +17) sin{%(QT —sin27) + DL (1) — (14 Z)T} +O(— )].

NsinT

n=0 m=0

(2) Let 7 > 0. Assume that N sinh® 7 > C'N¢ for some C' > 0 and & > 0. Then

1+(9(N1)(L)‘1*
V2rsinht \ 2V

N+1+1 . L 9 cosh® 7
X exp{<#>(27 —sinh 27) 4+ (1 + l)T] [Z Z Cim (T, N +1) + O(m)]

n=0 m=0

Un41(V2N cosh ) =

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from (5.5) and (5.10) in [6], respectively. O
We next quote estimates from [6, [17].

Lemma 3.2 ([6], [17]). (1) Let y = v2NcosT with N € N and 0 < 7 < 7. Assume that
N sin® 7 > CN¢ for some C > 0 and ¢ > 0. Then,

Uuly) =~ VAN 2 “9(%)-

N-1

k=0

(2) Let y = V2N cosh7 with N € N and 7 > 0. Assume that N sinh® 7 > CN¢ for some C' > 0
and € > 0. Then

jz__;wk(yf:O( N ) (3.1)

y2 — 2N
(3) There is a positive constant ¢4 such that for all N € N

sup ¥ (y)| < N~ = (3.2)
yER
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Proof. (1) follows from Lemma 5.2 (i) in [6]. (2) follows from Lemma 5.2 (ii) in [6]. From Lemma
6.9 in [I7] there exists a constant qg such that

INT Py (2VN + yN—#)| < (Tjﬁ_ y € [-2N3, c0).
y 4

Hence we have

[N (y)| < NE y € [0,00). (3.3)

lcm 10
1V {Ny - 2VN )}

Claim [B.2]) is immediate from B3] and the well-known property such that ¥n(y) = ¥y (—y) if N
is even and that ¢ (y) = —¢n(—y) if N is odd. O

3.2 Determinantal kernels of N-particle systems

We recall the definition of determinantal point processes. Let K : R? — C be a measurable kernel.
A probability measure p on S is called a determinantal point process with kernel K if, for each n,
its n-point correlation function is given by

P (w1, xn) = det[K (@4, 5)]7 g - (3.4)

If K is an Hermitian symmetric and of locally trace class such that 0 < Spec(K) < 1, then there
exists a unique determinantal point process with kernel K [19] [20].

The distribution of the delabeled eigenvalues of GUE associated with (L)) is a determinantal
point process with kernel KV such that

N-1

KY(z,y) = Y vnl@)du(y)- (3.5)

k=0
The Christoffel-Darboux formula and a simple calculation yield the following.

KN (2. = \/g Un (@) - aypm(x)m(y)_ (3.6)

X

From the scaling (L3), pj) is a determinantal point process with kernel

1 x4+ N6 y+ N6

KV (2,y) = —=KV , . 3.7
Let xxy = vV Nz and yy = v Ny. We set
1 1
LV (z,y) = —=KN (2, = —KY(V/Nz,VNy). 3.8
From [B7) and [B38) we then clearly see that
K (z,y) =LV (= +0, 2L +0 .
G(zay) (N+ 7N+ )a (39>

From (B.6) we deduce

LY (z,2) = (1/V2){n-1(en)¥y(en) = dn(@n) i (zn)}. (3.10)
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Using the Schwartz inequality to ([B.3]) we see from ([3.0) and (B8] that

LV (y,2)* <LV(y,y)LY (2, 2). (3.11)
From here on, we assume
2 <a< ! (3.12)
3 « 5" .

We set
= (—V2 =N —V24+ N*)U (V2 - N*, V2 + N®). (3.13)
The next lemma will be used in Section [l

Lemma 3.3. We set UY = R\B”". Then the following holds.
(1) There exists a constant ¢5 such that for all N € N

sup |LV (z,3)] < N+, (3.14)
z,yER

sup LY (z,9)| < g (3.15)
z,yeUN

(2) Assume ([BI2)). Then there exists a constant cg such that
LN (2, y <i for each z,y € UN, N € N. 3.16
WY ey <5l (3.16)
Proof. 1t is well known that

V2, () = V-1 (z) — Vn o+ T (2).

From this and (BI0), we see that with a simple calculation
LY (z,2) = \/—{wN 1N — NP1 Haw) (3.17)
Nz
= 7{1%2\/_1 + 93 — V1= Ny oty — V1+ Ny 19N} (zN).

Combining this with (8:2) we obtain

LN(JS, % (m]\]** —CENS,

From this and I1]) we deduce BI4). From Lemma B and (317, we see that

sup sup LY (y,y) < oo.
NENyEUN

We deduce (3.15) from this and (G.I1). Taking a constant qg in (3.14) and (3.I5) in common
completes the proof of (1).

Claim (@BI6]) follows from Lemma Bl (0), and B3). O

4 Proof of (221)—(2.24)

As we see in Section 2] the point of the proof of Theorem [[L1lis to check conditions (2.211)—(2.24))
in Lemma 2.6l The purpose of this section is to prove these equations. We recall a property of the
reduced Palm measures of determinantal point processes.



Yosuke Kawamoto, Hirofumi Osada 14

Lemma 4.1 ([19]). Let x be a determinantal point process with kernel K. Assume that K (z,y) =
K(y,z) and 0 < Spec(K') < 1. Then the reduced Palm measure (i, is a determinantal point process
with kernel K, given by

K(y, 2)K(, z)

K(z,x) (4.1)

Kx(yaz) - K(yvz) -

for = such that K(z,z) > 0.

Let K be the determinantal kernel of u}) given by ([B.7). Let ué\f » be as in Lemma 2.6l Recall
that K (y, z) = K (z,y) by definition. Then from this, (37, and @), ,ué\{z is a determinantal
point process with kernel

K§ (2, y)KY' (2, 2)

Ky’ =Ky — 4.2
Q,I(yﬂz) 6 (yvz) Kév(l',l') ( )
From (34 and ([£2), we calculate correlation functions in [22I)—(224) as follows.
Py () = Ki (y,9), (4.3)
KN(:C )2
N1 1 o \T,Y
) _ N - _ 4.4
Po.r (Y) — Py (y) KN (2, 2) (4.4)
po " (y:2) = oy W)ey ' (2) = —K{(, 2), 45
pgv;( v:2) = P W) (2) = {0y ) OO (4.6)
K0 m(ya ) + K0 (yvz)
_ oKy 2)KY (@, y)KG (2, 2)  KY (,9)*KG (w, 2)?
- K§ (2, 7) Ky (v,2)2
Using these and B3] we rewrite (Z21)-(224)) as follows.
Lemma 4.2. To simplify the notation, let
X = < +6, TNo(@) = {y € B; = < | —y| < oo} (4.7)
Then [Z2T)-(224) are equivalent to ([@8)—(II]) below, respectively.
lim lim sup H / )dy — 9H =0, (4.8)
T—=X0 N 500 TN :b Xe -y R
1LV w)?
lim i H/ 2 idyl| o 4.9
S e A g s L 9
1 LN LN 2
lim lim sup H/ W y)2 dy — / ~ (%Z]\)[ dydzH =0, (4.10)
T N—oo TN, N |X9 y| TN_(z)2 (Xe —y)(xe —z) R

LY (), y)?
lim 1i H/ 0. Y) 4 411
oot g{nj;lop TN N |x9 — y|2 LN(XéV,XéV) 4 ( )

+/:r;7w(x)2 (xg" *y)(xév z)
{QLN(Z/, )'—N(Xg,y)LN( %) LN(XéV,y)LN(XéV,Z)}dde
0

LV (xg' %g') LV (g, x§")?

= 0.
R
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Proof. Recall that LY (z,y) = K)(N(z — 0),N(y — 6)) by (39). Then Lemma 2 follows easily
from ([@3)—4). O

Let BY and UY be as in Lemma 33 Decompose UV into UY and UL such that
UY =[-V2+ N*vV2-N%, UY =R\(-vV2- N V2+N?).
Then clearly UY = UY UUY and R = UV U UY UBY. We begin by the integral outside U%.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < ¢ < 3/2. Then

LN
limsupH/ idy“ =0. (4.12)
N—oo R\UV |X9 —

Proof. From B.14), (&), and the definition of BV, we obtain that

LY a
lim sup / Mdy“ (4.13)
N—oo BN |X0 - y| R
<limsup / yH
N—oo BN |X9 - y|

<lim sup C%]Nﬁ{log‘ﬁ +60— (V2 - N%)

N—o00
+%N%{10g}%+97(7\/§fN0‘)
—O(N3*t*) =0 as N — occ.

j

—log‘% +60— (V2+N®)

i

flog}% +6—(—V2+ N9

Here we used ¢ < 3/2 and o < —1/2 in the last line.
Note that |y| > V2 + N for y € UY. Let y = v/2cosh 7. Then we see that

3

Nsinh® 7 = N(cosh® 7 —1)2
= N272(y%> —2)% > N272(2V2N* + N2%)3.

From this, ¢ > 0, and o > —2/3, we apply (BI]) to obtain ¢; > 0 such that,

LY (y,y)1 q7
lim sup H / dyH < limsup H / dyH =
N—o0 |X0 - y| N —o0 Ué\’ |Xév - y|Nq(y2 - 2)11 R
which combined with (@I3) yields (EI2). O
Lemma 4.4. ([£3) holds.

Proof. Let y = v/2cos7. Then Nsin®7 > N2_%(2\/§NO‘ — N2 for y € UN. Then applying
Lemma B2] (1) we deduce that for each r > 0

1imsupH/ 7yy)dy—9H
N—oo TN, (m)nUN X@ -y

N VISNT Sy
Sl ([ [ R,

N—oo V24N« AR

v
‘P.V./ LI 9‘0

val—ym

R

Combining this with (LI2), we obtain (] O
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It is well known that K (z,z) are positive and continuous in x, and {K} (z,z)} yen converges

to Kg(z, ) = V2 — 62/ uniformly on each compact set. Then we see

sSup sup —mw—— < 0.
NeNzesy K (z,x)

From this, (39)), and ([&7]), we see that the following constant cg is finite.

1
= sup sup < 00.

NeNzeSgr LN(XéVaXéV)

Lemma 4.5. ([@I3) and ([@I8) below hold. In particular, (£9) holds.

lim limsupH/ (Xﬁv’y) yH
T N-ooo TN () |X9 _ylL (XO ’XG

lim limsup H/ (X]‘ff x)) yH
T—=00 N0 TN (@) |X6 _y“‘ (XO ’XG

Proof. From ([B.I1]) and ({I12) we deduce that as N — oo

LN
I T U I A
R\UN |X9 —ylL (Xe ,xe R\UN |X9 —yl
From (316) and (@I4) for each N € N and r > 0
[ o il < e o]
TN (z)NUY Ixg" = yILN (xg", x§") TN, (2)NUY N2|xgf —yPllr
< CiB]C|3|

Hence ([£IH)) follows from (£I7) and (#IF]). This completes the proof of (ZIH]).
We next prove (£I6). From BI1), @I2), and [@I4) we see for each r >0

. LY (", )
lim sup H N yH
N—oo TN ()\UY |X9 —ylL (Xe ,Xg

From ([B.16) and ([@I4) we see that for each N € N and r > 0

H/ LN (x3',y) dy H/ BRY H
TN _(z)nUN |X9 _y“—N Xe axe TN (z)nUY N|X9 _y|2

Combining (£19) and (@20) we obtain ([EI0).
Lemma 4.6. (£2]) and (£22)) below hold. In particular, (ZI0) holds.

LN
lim 1imsupH/ (v, y) dyH =0,
N|
TN (z) XG

=0 N0 7y|2

=00 N 00 y||x9 —

2
lim 1imsupH/ ( .2) ydzH =0.
TN (z)2 |X9 —

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)
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Proof. Note that L™ (y,y) < qg on UN by BI5). Then by the definition of T, (x),

N
/ LWy BN 2qg (4.23)
TN_(2)NUN Nx) —yl? N r r

By BI4) we see LY (y,y) < 3 on R. Recall that |[BN| = 4N by construction. Furthermore,
¢ := limsupy_, . sup,cpn [|[xg — y|72||r < oo. Hence for each r > 0

LY SN
lim sup/ M dy < lim sup VAN 0. (4.24)
T (2)

N—oco z)NBN N|Xév *y|2 N—oo N B

Here we used o < —1/2. We thus obtain ([@21)) from [@23)) and (£24).
We proceed with the proof of [@22]). We first consider the integral away from the diagonal line.
By (316) and the Schwartz inequality, we see that

LN (y, 2)?

N (@)nUN)En{jy—z1> 4} X — ylIxg — 2]

< dydz
/<Tz7w<z>mUN>2m{|yz|>%} N2y = 2Plxg’ — yllxg — =] R
2 1
< {/ 5 (i 2dyd,z}2
TN (2)2n{ly—z> 5} N2y — z[[x5 —yl

2 1
96l d }5
ydz
{/:rﬁm<z>2m{|yz|>;} N2y = 2?xg’ — 22 B
2
B
ydz
H/T,zyw(z)%ﬂyzp}v} N2Jy — z2|x§ — y/? R
2
- zﬁ{ﬂ} _ g
= W\Nz r

The last line follows from a straightforward calculation. Indeed, first integrating z over {|y — z| >
%}, and then integrating y over TT]YOO(:E), we obtain the inequality in the last line. We therefore
see that

N 2
lim lim L (v, 2)

—— D udz
r—00 N—o00 H /(TﬂYw(w)HUN)Zﬂ{Iy—ZIE%} |Xév — y||Xév — Z|

L =0 (4.25)

We next consider the integral near the diagonal. From (B.15]), we see that

LN 2

/ #dydz

(TN (@)nUN 2 {ly—zl< &) %5 —ylIxg" — 2] R
2

(4.26)

< / dydz
(TN (@)nUN 2 {ly—zl< &) %5 —ylIxg" — 2] R
1 1
< { + Ydydz
/TN @e2n{ly—zl<t) 2 Ixg —yl?  Ixg —zf? R

2N z
*—CE]H/ . yH _CE] _ig
TN, |X9 *y| r
From (&23) and (@20, we have

LN 2
i g |/ P 2
r—00 N—00 TN, ()NUN)2 |X9 7y||X9 -
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We next consider the integral on BY x BY. Let
cip = limsup  sup  |x) —y|7h
N—oo zeSg,yeBN
Then, we deduce from ([3.I4]) and the definition of BY given by (3.I3) that
LN 2
lim supH / (v, 2) dydz (4.28)
N—oo TN, @neNy? [xg — yllxg’ — 2| R
< 1 4N“)" = 0.
< Jim ety S (4N")? = 0
Here we used |[BY| = 4N for the inequality and o < —1/2 for the last equality.
We finally consider the case UY x BY. Then a similar argument yields
LN 2
/ ~ (y,,]zv) dydzH (4.29)
(T (0)NUM) X (T (2)8Y) [Xg — YlIxg' — 2]
Ly LV
< / N(y,y) N(Z, Z>ddeH
(T (2)UN) X (TY (2)BY) [Xg = Yllxg — ] R
/ Wy,y) / LY (2, 2) H
= Y - e
TN, (z)nUN |X9 —y| TN, (x)NBN |Xév —z| R
:O(logN)O(N%JFO‘) —0 as N — oo
Collecting [@27), (£2])), and ([#29), we conclude [@22). O

Lemma 4.7. (@I holds.
Proof. We shall estimate the three terms in ([@II]) beginning with the first. From (3I1]) and #21I))

we have
N 2d
lim 1imsupH/ (X92,21JV) ]3 ~ H (4.30)
T Nevoo N1 o) NIxg' —?J| LY (xg % ) IR
LN
< lim limsup H/ y’ > H = 0.
Tr—oe Nooo TN () N|X0 - y|
Next, using the Schwartz inequality, we have for the second term
/ LN (y, 2)LN (<", )LV (), 2) dydz
e LI L e T AR R CARS - LI
< / LV (y, 2)%dydz || / LY (", y)* LN (xg’, 2)dydz |3
Ty @y X" = yllxg — 2[RI Jrx_(aye g7 — yllxg" — 2LV (Y, x5')? IR
/ LN(y 2)%dydz ||z / LV (), y)? H
= - - y
TN (@) %9 —yllxg — 2R oy @y I = yILY (xg',xg") 1R
Applying (£22) and (£IH) to the last line, we obtain
LN LN (x5, LN dyd
lim limsupH/ y’ AL, y) Z\EXGA; )Ny ZH =0. (4.31)
T N_y00 TN, (2)? N —y|x) = 2LV (x5, x5") R
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We finally estimate the third term. From (#I), as N — oo, we have

/ LNV (x5, y)LN (x5, 2) dydz H
ooy P — 9l — 2LV

(4.32)

r,00

-[{/ A
TN () g — yILY (g %))

LYy, y)dy 2
:/ N N)HRHO by (&I16).
T

N () %9 — yILN (g%

From (£30), [@3T)), and [@32)) we obtain (@I1]). This completes the proof. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

From Lemma [4-Lemma 7] we deduce that all the assumptions (Z2I)-(224) in Lemma [ZG] are
satisfied. Hence (2I0) is proved by Lemma Then Theorem [l follows from Lemma [2.4]
Lemma 28] and Lemma

6 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem [[.2lusing Theorem[I.1] It is sufficient for the proof of Theorem[I.2]
to prove (II5) in C([0,T];R™) for each T € N. Hence we fix T € N. Let XV = (XM")N | be as

in (LI3). Let YN = {v,"} such that
VAR AT (6.1)

Then from (CI3) we see that YOV = (YN9)N | is a solution of

N
O,N,i _ 3pi 0,N,i
dYt —dBt + E mdtf N}/t dt + th (62)
J#i t

with the same initial condition as X~. Let P%" and Q%" be the distributions of X" and Y%
on C([0,T]);RYN), respectively. Then applying the Girsanov theorem [3, pp.190-195] to (6.2)), we
see that

dQ@N T N 9 12
TpIN ~ ( eXp{/ Z —dB /0 Zzzl ‘N‘ dt} (6.3)
9 T
=exp{ ;BT SN

where we write W = (W?) € C([0,T];RY) and {B*}Y, under P%¥ are independent copies of
Brownian motions starting at the origin.

Lemma 6.1. For each € > 0,

0 N(‘dPB’N

tim Q"™ (| (W) - 1‘ > e) —0. (6.4)

N —oc0

Proof. Tt is sufficient for (64) to prove, for each € > 0,

(12

. 9N
lim P 1PN

N —o00

(W)—I‘ZG):O
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This follows from (6.3]) immediately. O
Proof of Theorem[I.2. We write W™ = (W1 ... . W™) e C([0,T];R™) for W = (W)N | where
m < N < oo. Let Q9 be the distribution of the solution Y? with initial distribution pool~t. From
Theorem [[LT] and (6.1) we deduce that for each m € N

lim QN (W™ e.)=Q'(W™c )

N —o00

weakly in C([0,T];R™). Then from this, for each F € Cp(C([0,T];R™)),

lim F(W™)dQ"N = / F(W™)dQ". (6.5)
N=eo Jo(o,T:RY) C([0.T)RY)
We obtain from (6.4]) and (G.5]) that
N6 dp’N 0,N
lim F(W™dPN? = 1im F(W™ W)dQ""
N=oo Jo(jo,TRY) W) N—oo Jo(j0,T}:RN) ( )dQ"’N(
= lim F(W™)dQ?N
N=eo Jo(o,TirY)
= / F(W™)dQ".
C([0,TI;RY)
This implies (L.I3). We have thus completed the proof of Theorem O

7 Acknowledgement

H.O. thanks Professor H. Spohn for a useful comment at RIMS in Kyoto University in 2002.
H.O.is supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Nos. 16K13764, 16H02149, 16H06338, and
kiban-a 24244010. Y.K. is supported by Grant-in-Aid for JSPS JSPS Research Fellowships (Grant
No.15J03091).

References

[1] Anderson, G.W., Guionnet, A., Zeitouni, O., An Introduction to Random Matrices, Cam-
bridge university press, 2010.

[2] Bourgade, P., Erdés, L., and Yau, H.-T., Universality of general 5-ensembles, Duke Math. J.
163, (2014), 1127-1190.

[3] Tkeda, N., Watanabe, S., Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes, 2nd ed,
North-Holland (1989).

[4] Inukai, K., Collision or non-collision problem for interacting Brownian particles, Proc. Japan
Acad. Ser. A 82, (2006), 66-70.

[5] Katori, M., Tanemura, H., Non-equilibrium dynamics of Dyson’s model with an infinite num-
ber of particles, Comm. Math. Phys. 136, 1177-1204 (2010)

[6] Katori, M., Tanemura, H., Markov property of determinantal processes with extended sine,
Airy, and Bessel kernels, Markov processes and related fields 17, 541-580 (2011).

[7] Kawamoto, Y., Density preservation of unlabeled diffusion in systems with infinitely many
particles, in Stochastic analysis on large scale interacting systems, 337-350, RIMS Koékytroku
Bessatsu, B59, Res. Inst. Math. Sci. (RIMS), Kyoto, 2016.


http://arxiv.org/abs/kiban-a/2424401

Yosuke Kawamoto, Hirofumi Osada 21

8]

[19]

[20]
[21]

22]

Kawamoto, Y., Osada, H., Finite-particle approximations for interacting Brownian particles
with logarithmic potentials, to appear in J. Math. Soc. Japan, arXiv:1607.06922v1 [math.PR)

Mehta, M. L., Random Matrices, 3rd edition, Amsterdam: Elsevier, 2004.

Osada, H., Non-collision and collision properties of Dyson’s model in infinite dimensions and
other stochastic dynamics whose equilibrium states are determinantal random point fields,
in Stochastic Analysis on Large Scale Interacting Systems, eds. T. Funaki and H. Osada,
Advanced Studies in Pure Mathematics 39, 2004, 325-343.

Osada, H., Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations related to random matrices,
Probability Theory and Related Fields, 153, 471-509 (2012).

Osada, H., Interacting Brownian motions in infinite dimensions with logarithmic interaction
potentials, Ann. of Probab. 41, 1-49 (2013).

Osada, H., Interacting Brownian motions in infinite dimensions with logarithmic interaction
potentials II : Airy random point field, Stochastic Processes and their Applications 123, 813-
838 (2013).

Osada, H., Osada, S., Discrete approximations of determinantal point processes on continuous
spaces: tree representations and tail triviality, Journal of Statistical Physics, 170(2018), no.2,
421-435.

Osada, H., Tanemura, H., Strong Markov property of determinantal processes with ex-
tended kernels, Stochastic Processes and their Applications 126, 186-208, no. 1, (2016),
d0i:10.1016/j.spa.2015.08.003.

Osada, H., Tanemura, H., Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations and tail o-
fields, larXiv:1412.8674v5 [math.PR).

Osada, H., Tanemura, H., Infinite-dimensional stochastic differential equations related to Airy
random point fields, larXiv:1408.0632.

Plancherel, M., Rotach, W., Sur les valeurs asymptotiques des polynomes dHermite H,, (z) =
(—1)re* /24 (¢=°/2) Comment. Math. Helv. 1, 227-254 (1929).

Shirai, T., Takahashi, Y., Random point fields associated with certain Fredholm determinants
I: fermion, Poisson and boson point process, J. Funct. Anal. 205, 414-463 (2003).

Soshnikov, A., Determinantal random point fields, Russian Math. Surveys 55, 923-975 (2000).

Spohn, H., Interacting Brownian particles: a study of Dyson’s model, In: Hydrodynamic Be-
havior and Interacting Particle Systems, G. Papanicolaou (ed), IMA Volumes in Mathematics
and its Applications, 9, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, pp. 151-179 (1987).

Tsai, Li-Cheng, Infinite dimensional stochastic differential equations for Dyson’s model,
Probab. Theory Relat. Fields (published on line) DOI 10.1007/s00440-015-0672-2 (2015).

Yosuke Kawamoto
Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka 819-0395, Japan
y-kawamoto@math.kyushu-u.ac. jp

Hirofumi Osada
Faculty of Mathematics, Kyushu University, Fukuoka 819-0395, Japan
osada@math.kyushu-u.ac. jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06922
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.8674
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0632

	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries from general theory
	2.1  -reversible diffusions
	2.2 Infinite-dimensional SDEs
	2.3 Finite-particle approximations
	2.4 Reduction of Theorem 1.1 to (2.10)
	2.5 A sufficient condition for (2.10)

	3 Subsidiary estimates
	3.1 Oscillator wave functions
	3.2 Determinantal kernels of  N -particle systems

	4 Proof of (2.21)–(2.24)
	5 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	6 Proof of Theorem 1.2
	7 Acknowledgement

