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Extreme gaps between eigenvalues of Wigner matrices
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Courant Institute
E-mail: bourgade@cims.nyu.edu

This paper proves universality of the distribution of the smallest and largest gaps between eigenvalues
of generalized Wigner matrices, under some smoothness assumption for the density of the entries.

The proof relies on the Erdés-Schlein-Yau dynamic approach. We exhibit a new observable that
satisfies a stochastic advection equation and reduces local relaxation of the Dyson Brownian motion to
a maximum principle. This observable also provides a simple and unified proof of gap universality in the
bulk and the edge, which is quantitative. To illustrate this, we give the first explicit rate of convergence
to the Tracy-Widom distribution for generalized Wigner matrices.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Extreme statistics in random matriz theory. The study of extreme spacings in random spectra
was initially limited to integrable models. Vinson [52] showed that the smallest gap between eigenvalues of the
N x N Circular Unitary Ensemble, multiplied by N4/3, has limiting density 3z2e~2", as the size N increases.
In his thesis, similar results for the smallest gap between eigenvalues of a generalization of the Gaussian
Unitary Ensemble were obtained. With a different method Soshnikov [49] computed the distribution of the
smallest gap for general translation invariant determinantal point processes in large boxes: properly rescaled
the smallest gap converges, with the same limiting distribution function e~*". Vinson also gave heuristics
suggesting that the largest gap between eigenvalues in the bulk should be of order v/log N/N, with Poissonian
fluctuations around this limit, a problem popularized by Diaconis [16]. Ben Arous and the author addressed
this problem concerning the first order asymptotics for the maximum gap, and described the limiting process
of small gaps, for CUE and GUE [4]. These results were extended by Figalli and Guionnet to some invariant
multimatrix Hermitian ensembles [30]. The convergence in distribution of the largest gap was recently solved
by Feng and Wei, also for CUE and GUE [28]. Feng and Wei also investigated the smallest gaps beyond
the determinantal case, characterizing their asymptotics for the circular 8 ensembles [27]. For the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble, together with Tian they proved that the smallest gap rescaled by N3/2 converges with
limiting density function 2ze=*" [29].

The intuition for all results above are (i) the Poissonian ansatz, namely the eigenvalues’ gaps are asymp-
totically independent, (ii) weak convergence of the spacings holds with good convergence rate, so that the
finite N gap density asymptotics at 07 and oo are close to the limiting Gaudin density asymptotics.

This paper shows that the above limit theorems and heuristic picture hold beyond invariant ensembles.



In particular, the gap universality for Wigner matrices by Erdés and Yau [21] extends to submicroscopic
scales. We informally state this optimal separation of eigenvalues as follows (see Theorem for details, in
particular the smoothness assumption).

Theorem. Let A\; < --- < Ay be the eigenvalues of a symmetric Wigner matriz with entries satisfying some
weak smoothness assumption. Then for any small k > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any x > 0

lim P (cNg min Nix1 — \i) > a:) —e .
N— o0 KN<i<(1—k)N

T

The same result holds for the Hermitian class, with rescaling N*/3 and limit e~ °. Our work also applies to

universality of the largest gaps (see Theorem [1.4]), under similar assumptions.

For the proof, we develop a new approach to the analysis of the Dyson Brownian motion (see Subsection
11.4). Relaxation of eigenvalues simply follows from a the new observable ([1.11]) which satisfies a stochastic
advection equation.

Does the above theorem require our slight smoothness hypothesis on the matrix entries? For the largest
gaps, which are essentially on the microscopic scale 1/N, this assumption is unnecessary as shown by Lan-
don, Lopatto and Marcinek in the simultaneous work [36]. The scale of the smallest gaps is harder to access:
the current best lower bound on separation of eigenvalues for Wigner matrices with atomic distribution is
N~2+°(D) by Nguyen, Tao and Vu [41] (see also [40] for the case of sparse matrices).

Motivations for the extreme eigenvalues’ gaps statistics include relaxation time for diagonalization algo-
rithms [4,15], conjectures in analytic number theory (e.g. the extreme gaps between zeros of the Riemann
zeta function [4,13]), conjectures in algorithmic number theory (the Poisson ansatz for large gaps suggests
the complexity of an algorithm to detect square free numbers [7]), and quantum chaos in the complementary
Poissonian regime [6].

Another motivation for extreme value statistics in random matrix theory emerged after the work of
Fyodorov, Hiary and Keating [31]: the maximum of the characteristic polynomial of random matrices predicts
the scale and fluctuations of the maximum of the Riemann zeta function on typical intervals of the critical line.
Recent progress about their conjecture verified the size of the maximum of the characteristic polynomial, for
integrable random matrices [3,14,35,43]. We expect that the observable ([1.11)) will also help understanding
universality for such extreme statistics. Indeed it was an important tool in the recent proof of fluctuations
of determinants of Wigner matrices [10].

1.2 Results on extreme gaps. We will use the notation ay ~ by if there exists C > 0 such that
C~'by < any < Chy for all N. In this work, we consider the following class of random matrices.

Definition 1.1. A generalized Wigner matric H = H(N) is a Hermitian or symmetric N x N matriz whose
upper-triangular elements H;; = Hj;, 1 < j, are independent random variables with mean zero and variances
o7, = E(|Hyj|?) that satisfy the following two conditions:

(i) Normalization: for any j € [1, NJ, Zfil 0% =1.
(it) Non-degeneracy: o7; ~ N~' for alli,j € [1, N].
In the Hermitian case, we assume Var Re(H;;) ~ VarIm(H;;) and independence of Re(H;;), Im(Hij)E,

We also suppose for convenience (this could be replaced by a finite large moment assumption) that the
matrix entries satisfy a tail estimate: there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any 4,5, N and x > 0 we have

P (|\/NH”| > x) <cle™™. (1.1)

We denote the limiting spectral density of Wigner matrices

p(@) = = /(A= 2);.

T or

1 Other assumptions would work, such as the law of H;; being isotropic. We consider the independent case for simplicity.



In some of the following results, we additionally assume non-atomicity for the matrix entries. A sequence
(Hy)n of random matrices is said to be smooth on scale ¢ = o(N) if vV NH;; has density e~", where
V' = Vn,,; satisfies the following condition uniformly in IV,4,j. For any k£ > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that

VE ()| < Co*1+|z))C, zeR. (1.2)

Finally, we always order the eigenvalues A; < ... < Ay and define the process of small gaps and their position

N

M =\"¢ 1)y,
* ; (N%(Aul—)\i)v\i) Idil <2

where 5 = 1 for the generalized Wigner symmetric ensemble and 8 = 2 for the Hermitian one. The following
theorem generalizes (and relies on comparison with) the GUE and GOE cases [4, 29]|ﬂ

Theorem 1.2 (Small gaps process). Let (Hy) be generalized Wigner matrices satisfying . Let k > 0.

(i) Symmetric class. Assume (Hy) is smooth on scale 0 = N~Y4*¢ for some fized € > 0, in the sense of
. The point process X(N) converges as N — 0o to a Poisson point process x with intensity given,
for any measurable sets A C R4 and I C (=2 + k,2 — k), by

Ex(A x I) = 48% (/Audu) </1(4 - x2)3dx> .

(ii) Hermitian class. Assume (Hy) is smooth on scale 0 = N~'/3%¢ for some fived ¢ > 0. The point
process x N ) converges to a Poisson point process x with intensity

Ex(A xI) = 48;2 (/A u2du> (/1(4 - x2)2dx) :

As a corollary, the distribution of the smallest gaps in the bulk of the spectrum is explicit. For the
statement, let t; = min{\;11 — A; : \; € I} be the smallest gap in some interval I, to = min{A\;11 — \; : \; €
I, Miy1— A > t1} the second smallest gap, and analogously for any ¢;. To quantify the speed of convergence
below, we consider the Wasserstein distance on R (I" is the set of all couplings of X and Y),

dw(X,Y) = [IPX <) < P(Y <o)ldo = sup [E(X) ~h(Y))| = int [ o = plds(og). (1)

[IRllLip<1

Corollary 1.3 (Smallest gaps). Assume (Hy)n is as in Theorem k is fized, K > 0 and consider a
non-empty interval I C (=24 k,2 — k).

1/2

(i) Symmetric class. Let 7, = ([, (4 — 2?)3/2dx/(967)) """ N3/2t),. Then for any interval J C Ry, we have

. _ 2 2k—1—a?
ngnooIF’(TkGJ)/J(k_l)!x e ¥ dx.

The rate of convergence satisfies dw (Tp(H), 7(GOE)) < N¢/(N'/262) for any ¢ > 0.

1/3

(ii) Hermitian class. Let T, = ([,;(4 — x%)2dx/(1447)) "~ N4/3t;.. Then for any interval J C Ry, we have

: _ 3 3k—1_—a°
J\}gan(TkEJ)_/,(kfl)!m e ¥ dx.

The rate of convergence satisfies dw (Tx(H), 7 (GUE)) < N¢/(N?/362) for any ¢ > 0.

2 Our normalization choice from Deﬁnitionyields a limiting eigenvalue distribution supported on [—2, 2], while [29] gives
a support [—vV2N,v2N]|. The 8 =1 cases in Thooromn and Corollaryagrcc with the results from [29] up to this rescaling.



There are at least two ways to understand the above scaling of the smallest spacings, denoted ¢ = N—3/2
for f =1, ¢ = N=*/3 for B = 2. First, in the Gaussian integrable case, the eigenvalues interaction
[Lic; X = Ajl? suggests P(N(Xip1 — Ai) < @) ~ 2% uniformly in small z and 4, so that decorrelation
of spacings would give N(N£)?*! ~ 1. Second, the resolvent method gives Wegner estimates for Wigner
matrices with smooth entries [20]. For example, [9, Corollary B.2] shows P(N(\i11 — \;) < ) < ON¢a?
for GOE. A union bound on these level repulsion estimates provides a lower estimate on the smallest gaps,
which matches our order.

For the largest gaps, Gumbel fluctuations are expected, with heuristics also relying on decoupling, and
the asymptotics e~ “®" for the upper tail distribution of N(A;+1 — A;). However, for the integrable Gaussian
ensembles these facts have been established only for 8 = 2, thanks to the determinantal structure. We
therefore only state the following theorem for the Hermitian class. It proceeds by comparison with the GUE
case from [28]. May the analogue for GOE be known, the universality would follow.

As in [28], for any interval I we denote S(I) = inf; v4 — z2. Let t7 = max{\;11 — A; : A; € I} be the
largest gap, t5 = max{\;11 — A\; : A; € I, A\j11 — \; < ]} the second smallest gap, and analogously for any
tr.. We rescale the kth largest gaps as

= (2log N)Y2(NS(I)t; — (321og N)'/?) /4 + (5/8) log(2log N).

Theorem 1.4 (Largest gaps in the bulk, Hermitian case). Let (Hy) be generalized Wigner matrices from
the Hermitian class satisfying and smooth on scale 0 > N~27¢ for some fixed € > 0, in the sense of
(-) Let I = [a,b] C (—2,2). Assume |a|] < |b| without loss of generality, and define ¢ = (1/12)log2 +
-1)+ (3/2)log(4 b%) —log(4]b]) + (log 2)La——p. For any fived k and interval J, we have
ehle—x) c—z

Moreover, the rate of convergence is bounded by dw (7} (H), 7} (GUE)) < N¢/(No?) for any ¢ > 0.

1.3 Results on quantitative universality and eigenvalues’ fluctuations. The previous theorems
rely on a quantitative relaxation of the Dyson Brownian motion, explained in subsection As a different
application, universality holds with explicit rate of convergence, answering a recurring question, see e.g. [53].

We illustrate this at the edge only to keep technicalities minimal, although the method would also give
some explicit rate for gaps in the bulk. A non-quantitative convergence to the Tracy Widom distribution was
first proved in [25,48,50] for Wigner and in [8] for generalized Wigner matrices. We consider the Kolmogorov
distance

dg(X,Y) =sup|P(X < z) —P(Y < z)|.
xT

Theorem 1.5. Let (Hy) be generalized Wigner matrices from the symmetric (8 = 1) or Hermitian (f = 2)
class satisfying . Denoting TWg the corresponding limiting Tracy- Widom distribution, for any ¢ > 0,
for large enough N we have

A (N?/3(Ay — 2),TWj3) < N~5+¢,

As another illustration of the method described in subsection [I.4 we derive new typical eigenvalue
fluctuations, close to the edge of the spectrum. In the result below and along the paper, we define the
typical location 7y of the k-th ordered eigenvalue implicitly through

Tk k

dp=—

- (1.4)

— 0o

Theorem 1.6 (Eigenvalues fluctuations close to the edge). Let (Hy) be generalized Wigner matrices satis-
fying . Consider
. Ai =%
(logi)1/2N—-2/3{-1/3’

where ¢ = (3/2)Y/37 Y2, with B =1 for the symmetric class, 2 for the Hermitian one. Fiz & € (0,1). Then
for any deterministic sequence i = iy — 0o, with i < N°, we have X; — N(0,1) in distribution.

Let m > 1 and ky < -+ < ky, satisfy ky ~ N°, kiq — ki ~ N%, 0 < 9; <6. Then (Xg,,..., Xr,,)
converges to a Gaussian vector with covariance matriz Aj; =1 — 6 ' max{¥y,i < k < j} ifi < j, Ay = L.

X; =



These anomalous small Gaussian fluctuations were first shown in [32] for GUE and [42] for GOE. Our
proof proceeds by comparison with these results. Fluctuations of eigenvalues around their typical locations
are known in the bulk of the spectrum for Wigner matrices [10,37]. Theorem |1.6| extends to any § € (0,1)
a previous result from [8] which was limited to ¢ < 1/4, and therefore completes the proof of eigenvalues’
fluctuations anywhere in the spectrunﬂ

More generally, the proof sketch below explains edge statistics for general observables of eigenvalues with
indices in [1, N'=¢], i.e. almost up to the bulk. As another example, for any fixed ¢ > 0 and diverging
i< N'=¢ N?/3;=1/3(\;;1 — \;) converges to the Gaudin distribution, a result proved in [8] for i < N1/4,

1.4 Sketch of the proof. In this paper we denote ¢, C' generic small and large constants which do not
depend on N but may vary from line to line. Let x(z) = min(|z — 2|, |z + 2|) and

o= eCo(loglogN)r‘” (15)

a subpolynomial error parameter, for some fixed Cy > 0. This constant C is chosen large enough so that
the eigenvalues’ rigidity from Lemma [2.3] holds.

Finally, we restrict the following outline and the full proof to the symmetric class, the Hermitian one
requiring only changes in notations.

As already mentioned, our work proceeds by interpolation with the integrable models, following the
general method from [19]. This dynamic approach requires (i) a priori bounds on the eigenvalues’ locations,
(ii) local relaxation for the eigenvalues’ dynamics after a short time, (iii) a density argument based on the
matrix structure, to show that eigenvalues statistics have not changed after short-time dynamics.

In this paper, (i) is the rigidity estimate from [25]. Concerning the density argument (iii), for theorems
and [L1.6| we follow the Lindeberg exchange method [51] for Green’s functions [24]. For theorems and
1.4} (iii) is obtained through the inverse heat flow from [19] (this is where smoothness is required).

Our contribution is about (ii). Previous approaches for local convergence to equilibrium included the
local relaxation flow based on relative entropy [19]. It identifies eigenvalues statistics after a spatial averaging
and therefore does not apply to extrema. Other methods based either on Holder regularity a la Di-Giorgi-
Nash-Moser [21] or L2-estimates and a discrete Sobolev inequality [38] apply to individual eigenvalues but
give non-explicit error terms. In this paper, we give another approach based on the maximum principle. Our
main results are Theorem [2.8] for relaxation at the edge, and Theorem [3.1] for relaxation in the bulk. They
give the first explicit (and optimal) error estimates for local relaxation of eigenvalues dynamics.

The Dyson Brownian motion dynamics are defined as follows. Let B be a N x N matrix such that
B;;(i < j) and B;;/ V/2 are independent standard Brownian motions, and B;; = Bj;. Consider the matrix

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
1 1
dH; = ——=dB; — - H.dt.
TN gt
If A1(0) < --- < An(0), the eigenvalues A(t) of Hy are given by the strong solution of the system of stochastic
differential equations [17] (the ;s are some Brownian motions distributed as the Byy’s)

dﬁk
A\, = § j I ae
N & /\k - X 2

The coupling method introduced in [9] proceeds as follows. Consider p(t) the solution of the same SDE as
above with another initial condition p(0) = {u1(0) < -+ < un(0)}, the spectrum of a GOE matrix. Then
the differences 6y (t) = e*/2(\g(t) — px(t)) satisfy the long—range parabolic differential equation

j(t) — 0x(2)
00 = 2 N0 = Ay () () = 150

J#k

Smoothing of this equation for indices in the bulk means that for ¢ > 1/N,
5k+1(t) = (Sk(t) +o0 (Nil) .

3 The results of [10,37] are stated for eigenvalues in [~2+#, 2 — k], but the proofs immediately extend to [-2+ N~¢,2— N~°]
for some fixed, small enough ¢ > 0.




Such estimates were proved in [21,38], with a weak error term N1~ with some non-explicit € > 0. We
obtain the essentially optimal estimate (see Corollary , up to subpolynomial orders,

oC
1) t)=0k(t) + O — | - 1.6
) =00+ 0 (75 (1.6
With this quantitative relaxation, (Ag+1 — Ax) — (W41 — pk) is below the expected scale of smallest gaps
provided ¢t > N~Y2 for f =1, t > N~2/3 for 3 = 2. This gives the relaxation step (ii) for the smallest
gaps. The proof for the large gaps proceeds identically and only requires ¢ > 1/N.

Our proof of (|1.6) reduces Holder regularity to an elementary maximum principle, and it also applies to
edge universality. In details, for any v € [0, 1], let

2 (0) = vk (0) + (1 = 1) Ax(0) (17)

be interpolating between the Wigner and GOE initial conditions, as in [38]. Define

4 (1) — dBk(?) E2 w U S S (9 dt. 1.8
()= =+ N#ka,i”)(t)—xﬁ”)(t) 5o (1) | dt (1.8)

Then u,(cu) (t) = et/ 2%;105:) (t) satisfies the non-local parabolic differential equation
d o (v)
e (@) = (Bu”)(k), (1.9)

where

(B1)(K) = (B(0) ) (k) = #chek@ﬂft(f) S el = e P e

From now we set v € (0,1) and generally omit it from the notations. Let
N
: t
fi(z) = e % § LU (1.11)

The above function is the main idea in our work. Note that for k in the bulk u(0) is of order N~1 so that,
for Im z in the bulk of the spectrum, f; is a function of order 1. From below, f; is of the same order.

A key observation is that the quadratic singularities from the denominator in disappear when
combined with the Dyson Brownian motion evolution itself, so that the time evolution of f has no shocks.
This is reminiscent of a similar argument in [11, Lemma 6.2], for a different observable. More precisely, f
follows dynamics close to the advection equation

2 _
Oih = ZTZL@h, (1.12)

as shown in Lemma [2.1] The charateristics for the above
equation are explicit,

etz V22 —4) +e M2 (2 — 22 —4)

= 5 2 = 5 (1.13)
Figure 1: The characteristics for the equation and sueeest the approsimation
(1.12), i.e. trajectories (z;)i>0, With 2o on the 88 pp
lower curve . from ([2.5]). F(2) = folz). (1.14)

This estimate holds with a small error term (see e.g. Proposition [2.11]) because there are no possible shocks
between eigenvalues in the equation guiding f, contrary to (1.9). The approximation (1.14]) has two appli-
cations.



First application: relazation at the edge. Let vy, = Ug’) solve the same equation as 1) (Loi(t) = (Bv)(k))
but with initial condition vy (0) = |uk(0)| = |ux(0) — Ak (0)|. Similarly to (1.11)), define

ful2) :e—gzxt’ﬂ. (1.15)

Edge universality follows from the shape of the characteristics (|1.13]), which take points around the edge
further away from the bulk, as shown in Figure 1. More precisely, we choose z = zg = E+in with E € [—2,0]
and 1 > 0. By a straightforward calculation based on the explicit formula ((1.13]) and eigenvalues’ rigidity,

~ 1/2 ~ ~ 1/2
we have Im fo(z) < cpc%. Together with the estimate 1) for f, we obtain Im f;(20) < gpc%.
For zp = —2 + ip® N~2/3 as v remains nonnegative, this implies

S00
0i")(t) < p"N"2Im fy(2) < %
Nt
In particular, integrating the above equation in 0 < v < 1 after using |u(¢)] < vg(t) (the linear equation
(1.9) preserves order of the initial conditions because ¢, > 0), we obtain

c

AL(t) — pa(t) = O (fw) .

Local edge relaxation is therefore proved for any t > ¢ N~1/3  with an optimal error term. Such quan-
titative bounds can be similarly extended to any Ay (t) — ux(t) provided & < N'=¢ and t > @CkY/3N~1/3,
Theorems 1.5|and [1.6] follow from these relaxation estimates and a Green function comparison, following [24].

Second application: relaxation in the bulk. We now directly work with f instead of ]7 Fix some times u < t
such that |u — t| < ¢, a length scale » < ¢ and a bulk index k. We are interested in evaluating u;(¢) for
|i — k| < Nr. Assume that for any s € [u,t] the maximum value of u(s) occurs at some index j = j(s) with
|7 — k| < Nr (this is generally wrong but the conclusion will remain thanks to a finite speed of propagation
estimate from [11]). We follow the maximum principle as in the analysis of the eigenvector moment flow
from [11]: for any n > 0 to be chosen, denoting z = z;(s) + in, from and the fact that u;(s) > u,(s) for
all £, we have

ue u;(s) c(1
Oty (s NZ (ze(s —xj )) +772<77<N1mfs Im(NZz—xg ) ](S)>

In the bulk of the spectrum, (1.14) holds with the good error term o /(Nn) (see Proposition [2.11)), so that
the previous equation behaves similarly to (Im % oo m ~ Immy.(z) by eigenvalues’ rigidity, where

Mg is defined in (2.1)))

0 (s) < £ (1w fole) — a2y (9) +0 (55 )

We can successively justify and quantify the approximations zs = (z;(s)+in)s = (v;+in)s = (ve+in)s = (ve+
in)¢ by rigidity of the eigenvalues, r < s and s & t. We therefore can substitute Im f(zs) = Im fo ((7x+in)¢),
so that denoting m; = Im fo((7% +in)¢)/ (N Immg. (7% +i07)), the above equation implies

c a
9s(u;j(s) —my) < —5(%( s) —my) + 0 (Nz 2)

For any 1 < [t — u| we obtain max; <y, (Wi(t) — m¢) = O(ﬁfn). The same estimate naturally holds for

(e}
the minimum. If the time evolution |t — u| is comparable to ¢, we obtain max|; <y |ti(t) —m¢| = O(F=),
and in particular

C
w1 =u”(t) + 0 (;\i?t) (1.16)



The above argument is rigorous up to some technicalities due to localizing the maximum in the window
|i — k| < Nr. The actual proof proceeds by induction in different space-time windows. The key to make
this maximum principle work is that fs(z) (possibly highly oscillatory in the space variable Re z), actually
fluctuates on a large scale thanks to , and can be considered constant in windows of size r < t.
Integrating over v € (0,1), we obtain , which is the main estimate for theorems and

To summarize this proof sketch, the observable and the stochastic advection equation it
satisfies are new ingredients to quantify relaxation of the Dyson Brownian motion and obtain universality
beyond microscopic scales.

It has been known since [44] that a deterministic advection equation allows to derive the semicircle
distribution. More recent works (e.g. [2,26,46]) have written the stochastic advection equation for the
resolvent of a matrix following the Dyson Brownian motion dynamics.

These resolvent dynamics can be used for regularization and universality purpose, as proved first in [39],
for eigenvalues statistics at the edge of deformed Wigner matrices. For the same model, [5,47] used stochastic
advection equations and characteristics to understand the shape of individual bulk eigenvectors. Moreover,
the stochastic advection equation for the Stieltjes transform extends to general S-ensembles and allows to
prove rigidity of the particles [1,33], also through regularization along the characteristics. The Stieltjes

transform is a specialization of our observable f; when wuy(t) = %
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2 STOCHASTIC ADVECTION EQUATION

2.1 The observable. The Stieltjes transform of the empirical spectral measure and the semicircle law

p(z) = 5=+/(4 — 2?) 4 are denoted
_iN 1 () = () — dp(z) —z+ V2?2 —4
Sy L g A =l = [ = T (2.1)

Tr—z

where our branch choice will always be Imv/22 — 4 > 0 for Im(z) > 0, above and in ((1.13).
More generally than ([1.8)), consider x(t) the strong solution of

V2dBy(t 1
doy(t —_— t) | dt 2.2
2 ( ) \/ﬂW N Z 2 (t) — 2ot 9 ( ) ) ( )
where the By’s are standard Brownian motions, x(0) is still given by (1.7), and 8 = 1 (resp. 8 = 2)
corresponds to the spectral dynamics with equilibrium measure GOE (resp. GUE). For any 8 > 1 and
distinct initial points, the stochastic differential equation (2.2)) admits a unique strong solution.
We still define ufcu) (t) = et/ 2%x,(c”)(t). Then the function (1.11)) satisfies the following dynamics.

Lemma 2.1. For any Im z # 0, we have

s = (s + 3) @pgae+ (5 -1) @.eia m\f > e 29

Proof. Tt is a simple application of Itd’s formula. We omit the time index. First,

f Y du 1
af =L ety M ey (2.4
1



Applying again the Ito formula d(zy — 2) ™! = —(2 — 2) " ?day + ﬁ%\,(mk — 2)73dt, with 1' we naturally
decompose the second sum above as (I)+[(II)4(IIT)+(IV)]d¢ where

—t/2
= \( E dBk7
Z*Cﬂk

Concerning the first sum in (2.4]), by (L.9) we have

i 0tuk _Z Uy —u Z Uy — U ( 1 _ 1 )
g — 2 #kN(xg—xk) T — 2) #kng—xk Tp—2 Tp—2%

ZHI*Uk 1 77i Ug 1
T 9N = xo — xk (T — 2) (30 — 2) N#k xp— xk (T — 2) (w0 — 2)°

Combining with (II), we obtain

t/2 —t/2

(II)+6_t/2§N: atllk . e Z Uy 1 1 _ 1 e
xp—2z N - N

Xy — X Tk — % T — % Ty — 2
P i k Tk k ¢

Uz 1

= (xp —2)2 20— 2

All singularities have disappeared. We obtained (IT) + (IV) 4 e~*/2 ZkN O — 5(2)0,f + ~ (% - 1) 0. f.

=1 zp—=z
Summation of the remaining terms (I) and (III) concludes the proof. O

Remember that x(z) = min{|z — 2|, |z + 2|}, and define
a(z) = dist(z,[—2,2]), b(z) = dist(z, [-2, 2]°).

To estimate f; or ﬁ (see (1.15)), we first need some bounds on the characteristics (z):>o from 1) and
the initial values fy, fo. For this, we define the curve

S = {z —E+iy: 2+ N3 < E<2— 2N"2/3 y = 902/(N/<;(E)1/2)} (2.5)

and the domain #Z = Upgi<1{z : 2 € #}. See Figure 1 for a representation of these domains.
In the following lemma, we denote a ~ b if there exists C' > 0 such that C~'b < a < Cb for all specified
parameters z,t. For complex valued functions, a ~ b means Rea ~ Reb and Ima ~ Imb.

Lemma 2.2. Uniformly in 0 <t <1 and z = zy satisfyingn =Imz >0, |z — 2| < 1/10, we have

a(z) b(z)

Re(zt — 20) ~ ti;{(z)lﬂ FERE

+t2, Im(z — 20) ~ t.
In particular, if in addition we have z € ., then z; — 29 ~ (t#(QE) + t2> +ik(E)Y2t.
Moreover, for any k > 0, uniformly in 0 <t <1 and z = E +1in € [-2 + k,2 — k] x [0, k1], we have
Im(z; — 29) ~ t.
Proof. Let w = z — 2. We have (22 — 4)1/2 ~ w'/? so that

Re(z _ )1/2 ~ Re( 1/2) ~ |w|1/2 Re((w/|w|)1/2) ~ ’my

Im(z2 — 4)1/2 ~ Im(wl/Q) ~ |w\1/2 Im((w/\w|)1/2) ~ /f(bz(;l)/Q' (2.6)




On ., we always have b(z) ~ k(z) and a(z) ~ 7 so the second estimate follows immediately.
The last estimate follows from Im /22 — 4 ~ 1 uniformly in the defined bulk domain. O

We now define the typical eigenvalues’ location and the set of good trajectories such that rigidity holds:
o = {|x§€”>(t) — el < @2NTE (k)75 forall 0 < t < 1,k € [L,N],0< v < 1} : (2.7)

where k = min(k, N + 1 — k). The following important a priori estimates were proved in [25], for fixed ¢ and
v =0 or 1. The extension in these parameter is straightforward, by time discretization in ¢ and v first, then
by Weyl’s inequality to bound increments in small time intervals, and the fact that |u,(:)(t)\ < [[u®(0)|| to
bound increments in some small v-intervals.

Lemma 2.3. There exists a fivzed Coy > 0 (remember ¢ = ¢(Cy)) large enough such that the following holds.
For any D > 0, there exists No(D) such that for any N > Ny we have

P(e/)>1—- NP

Moreover, we have the following estimates on the initial condition f, fo.

Lemma 2.4. In the set </, for any z = E+1in € Z, we have Im fo(z) < Cp? ifn>max(E —2,—E —2),
and Im fo(z) < Cpl/? -1

K(z)

otherwise. The same upper bound naturally holds for |Im fo|.

Proof. The rigidity estimate on o easily implies that

1/2 N—2/3(f)—1/3 2 -1/2 2 1

@ /=N ( )~ 1/2 / K(z) 1/2 /
Im < Cn <C e dp(z) < C ———da,
Fole Z (B — )2 + 12 ) L E-a) 2 ple) < G L E—a)2

and the claimed estimates follow. Note that we used z € Z to justify approximation of eigenvalues by typical
location: in Z the imaginary part of z is always greater than the eigenvalues’ fluctuation scale. O

Finally, the following is an elementary calculation. We write z; = r(z,t), for r given by the right-hand

side of (|1.13).

Lemma 2.5. We have 0;r = 7”;_4827‘.

2.2 Relazation at the edge. For the following important estimate towards edge universality, remember

the notation (|1.15).

Proposition 2.6. Consider the dynamics for 8 =1,2. For any (large) D > O there exists No(D) such
that for any N > Ny we have

k(E)'/?

~ _ . -D

Proof. For any 1 < £,m < N'2, we define t; = (N~'2 and 20™ = E,, +in,, = Ep, + iﬁg)l/z where

f_E;Z dp = (m — 1/2)N~12. We also define the stopping times (with respect to F; = o(B(s),0 < s <t,1 <
k< N))

f H(E )1/2 }
2 max(rk(Ep)'/?,t0) )7
(t

o = inf{O <t<1|3ke[1,N]: |zi(t) — | > /2N"3 (k)™ %} (2.8)

Te,m = inf {O <s<ty: Imfs(zt(:;i)s) >

7 =min{7g, 7om : 0 < £,m < N2 k(E,,) > @2 N~2/3},
with the convention inf@ = 1. We will prove that for any D > 0 there exists No(D) such that for any

N > Ny(D), we have
P(r=1)>1-N"%. (2.9)
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We first explain why the above equation implies the expected result by a grid argument in ¢ and z.
On the one hand, we have the sets inclusion

- & 1/2
{r=1} N Agmir© ) {Imft(z) < @IIW(S(EJM} (2.10)

1<0,m<N2 1<k<N ZE€7,0<t<1
< N‘4} .

Indeed, for any given z and t, chose t;, 2(™) such that t; < t < tgyq and |z — zp| < N75. Then |f(z) —
fi(zm)| < N=2, say, as follows directly from the definition of f; and the crude estimate |vj(¢)| < 1 (obtained
by maximum principle). Moreover, we can bound the time increments using : Thanks to the trivial
estimates |s;(E +in)| < 071, |0.f:(E +1in)| < N|0(0)|leon™2 < Nn~=2 and |0, f;(E + in)| < Nn~—3, under
the event NgAgm i (to bound the martingale term) we have | f;(2(™) — f;, (2(™)| < N=2,

On the other hand, from [45, Appendix B.6, equation (18)] with ¢ = 0 allowed for continuous martingales,
for any continuous martingale M and any A, u > 0, we have

where

teSustosa

/“ e~*/%05(s)dBy(s)
e (20 —ai(s))?

P( sup [My| = A, (M), < u) < 27 % (2.11)
0<ust
For M, = tj %7 we have the deterministic estimate (M);,,, < N7'2(p?/N)~*||lo(0)||%, <

© 8N~8, so that lj with g = ¢ 8N~8 gives P(Apmi) > 1 — e=<*""" and therefore, for any D > 0, for
large enough N we have

IP’( N A&mk) >1-N"D. (2.12)
1<L,m< N 1<k N
Equations (2.9 , 2.10] - conclude the proof of the proposition.
We now prove 1- We abbreviate t = ty, 2 = E +in = 2™ for some 1 < £,m < N'. Let

= /
9u(2) = fu(zi—y). From lemmas 2 2| and 2 Im go(z) < 10%, so that we only need to bound

the increment of g. Using lemmas 2.1] and 5, 1t6’s formula give

—u/2
dgu/\T(Z) = Eu(’zt*u)d(u A T \/72 Zt w— xk: ))

e dBy(uAT) (2.13)

where ,(2) = (su(2) — m(2))0. fu + + (% - 1) (8.2 fu). We bound sUPo< <t | fo Eulzt—u)d(u A T)| by two
terms, the first one being

[

N
! ® 05 (u)
d(u A7) < /0 NTm(z ) ; P xk(u)\Qd(UA T)

(Su(zt—u) - m(zt—u)8Zﬁ(Zt—u)

" plmfu(zu) u AT ' ¢ du K(E):  wK(E)?
<J, Nt @r < N+ (=) 25 mexs(B) 0 mexs(8) 50

To bound s,, —m above, we have used the strong local semicircle law from [25, equation (2.19)] simultaneously
for all 0 < u < t (equivalent to Lemma . We have then used Lemma to evaluate Im(z;_,), u < Tg,m

to bound Im f,(zi—y), and k(E) = r(z) = b(z) on .# to calculate the last integral.
We also have

K(B)"?
pmax(k(E)/2t)

sup d(unT) < (2.15)

0<s<t

s 1 B t Imfu(zt—u)
/0 Nézzfu(zt—u)d(u/\T) < 0 m

4In this paper, we abbreviate u At = min(u,t) when u and ¢ are time variables.
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Finally, we want to bound supg¢ <, |Ms| where

—u/2 Uk( )
M, / W D e SdBy(unT).

Note that there is an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all k and v < 79 we have |z;—, — xi(u)| >
¢|lzi—u — vk (u)|, because for such u we have |z (u) — v (u)| < |zt_u — g (w)]. With (2.11) we expect

sup M%< 1/10/ uNT 2.16
0<s<t| | 4 Z |2t— - ’Yk|4 ( ) ( )
with overwhelming probability. More precisely, we will bound the above bracket on the right-hand side by
a deterministic bound below, and then (2.11]) implies the same bound on the right-hand side.

Let k]‘ = Lj(pQJ and Ij = [[kj,kj+1]] n [[1,N]], 0 < j < N/(pQ Then

1 1
< N T a . .
NZ P vk|4 v, 2 (Ix?eaff"’“(“)> (Iz?eafi‘ e uvk|4> 2, ovlo) (2.17)

0<J<N/902 kel;

For each 0 < j < N/?, pick a n = n; such that [2(") — Yr,| < N79. First, as vg(u) > 0 for any k and u,
we have Zkgj v (u) < 7y, Im fu(z(")). To estimate Im fu(z(”))7 introduce ¢ such that t, < u < ty41. On

the event Nk Asmk and u < 7, we have |Fu(2) = f1,(2(M)] < N=2 as seen easily from (2.3). We therefore
proved
3

> ok(u) < g Tm i, (+00) + N2 < NI

kel; = Nmax(k(yg,

u)’
and in particular the same estimate holds for maxke 1; Vi(u). We used t, < u < 7 for the second inequality.

Lemma allows us to bound MaXkel; omfd %|4 in l-b by @‘2 le m
All together, with e obtained '

utl=

E)
L dp(x) . A
s ML < / d“/ 2 Torme — el max(n(@), @) S 7" max(x(E), )’

where for the last inequality, we evaluate this deterministic integral in Lemma
In conclusion, by a union bound we have proved that for any D > 0 there exists Ny such that

r m ¥ H(Em)l/Q -D
P sup Im f T(z( JS L) > = < N~~.

<0<€,m<N10,R(Em)>Lp2N2/3,0<S<t[ A te A 2 max(n(Em)l/ng)
Together with Lemma this implies (2.9) and the result. O
Corollary 2.7. For any D > 0 there exists Ny and such that for any N > Ny, we have

N 10 1
P (o) < £ for all k € [1,N] and t € [0,1] | >1— NP
N max((b/N)1/3, 1)
Proof. Assume first that k := min(k, N +1— k) > ¢°. Then define z = 2y = v + lﬁ €.7.0n 4, we
have (we use nonnegativity of the vy’s)
) () (m 2)? + ¢* =
v, (t) <0, (t)———= <Imzlm f;(2) < ————1Im fi(2).
k () k ()|27Ik|2 ft( ) N li(’}/k) ft( )
Note that s(vyx)'/2 ~ (k/N)'/3. Therefore, by Lemma and Proposition
4 1
P (o) < £ for all k € [@®, N — 0], te[0,1]) >1 - N~P
( k ( ) Nmax((k/N)1/3,t) or a. [[410 ¥ H [ }
If k < ©°, without loss of generality we assume k < ¢®. The same reasoning with z = 29 = 7, +iNSD7?’Y)
K (Vg

7 (where kg = %) yields to the same estimate up to the deteriorated !9 exponent, say. O
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We now state the quantitative relaxation of the dynamics at the edge. Remember that A and p satisfy
the same equation (1.8)), with respective initial conditions a generalized Wigner and GOE spectrum.

Theorem 2.8. Consider the dynamics (@ (or its Hermitian ensemble counterpart). For any D > 0 and
€ > 0 there exists Ny and such that for any N > Ny,

€
P <|)\k(t) — up(t)] < % for all k € [1,N] and ¢ € [0, 1]) >1- NP,

Remark 2.9. The above result is stated for 8 = 1,2. The same result holds for any choice B > 1 in the
equation , provided X and p satisfy optimal initial rigidity estimates. The proof only requires notational
changes.

Proof. Remember that v — u and v + u are nonnegative for ¢ = 0 and satisfies the equation (|1.9), so they
remain nonnegative and we have —vy(t) < ug(t) < vi(¢) for any ¢t > 0. Corollary [2.7| therefore gives

P |ul” ()|<‘L10 ! forall k € [I, NJand t € [0,1] | >1— NP (2.18)
* N max((k/N)1/3, ) ’ ’ ’

for all N > Ny(D). Note in particular that Ny does not depend on v € [0,1]. The above equation eiisily
implies that for any fixed D and p, for large enough N we have ]E(|u,(:) (t)]?P) < ((Cp')/(N1))?P + NP so

that by Holder’s inequality we have
1 10\ 27 ~
< E(lu®)2p ® N—D
) | B < (57) +

E(Pw(t) — (1) PP) = (\ / )

By choosing p = [10/e] and D = D + 100p, Markov’s inequality concludes the proof for fixed k and t.

By a simple union bound the same estimate holds for the event simultaneously over all k£ for N >
No(D+1). For simultaneity over ¢, a standard argument based on discretization in time and Weyl’s inequality
to bound increments in small intervals concludes the proof. O

2.3 Proof of Theorem[1.6. Let F be a given smooth and bounded test function. We rely on [32,42] so
that we only need to prove
EHF (Xk) = EGOEF (Xk) + O(].) (219)

for any diverging k € [1, N'~<]. From Theorem [2.8 for t > (k/N)/3N¢/10 we have

Aelt) — ) =
EF(C Gog k) 2N 255178 ) = BE\ @ Gogmyan—2mgis ) + o),

so that holds for any Gaussian divisible ensemble of type H, = e t/2Hy + (1 —e 112 U, where H,
is any initial generalized Wigner matrix and U is an independent standard GOE matrix. We now construct
a generalized Wigner matrix Hy such that the first three moments of H; match exactly those of the target
matrix H and the differences between the fourth moments of the two ensembles are less than N~¢ for some
positive ¢. This existence of such a initial random variable is given for example by [23, Lemma 3.4]. By the
following Proposition [2.10] we have

EﬁtF(Xk) =ExF (Xk) +O(1).

The previous two equations conclude our proof of (2.19), and therefore Theorem (the proof in the mul-
tidimensional case is analogue).

The following proposition is a slight extension of the Green’s function comparison theorem from [24],
(see for example [11, theorem 5.2] for an analogue statement for eigenvectors). Compared to [24], we include
the following minor modifications: (1) We state it for energies in the entire spectrum. (2) We allow the test
function to be N-dependent.

Proposition can be proved exactly as in [24], so we do not repeat it. Note that at the edge, the
4 moment matching can be replaced by 2 moments [25]. For our applications, this improvement is not
necessary.
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Proposition 2.10. Let HY and HY be generalized Wigner ensembles satzsfymg . Assume that the first
three moments of the entries (hij = VNH;;) are the same, i.e. EY(hY;) = E¥ (h; ) for all<i<j<N
and 1 < k < 3. Assume also that there exists & > 0 such that

Ev(h?j) —Ew(hﬁj)‘ < N¢ for <.

Then there is € > 0 depending on & such that for any integer k, any choice of indices 1 < j1,...,jxk < N and
smooth bounded © : RF — R,

(B~ E) O (N*2() 2 N Y20, ) = OV max (|00,

2.4 Average estimate in the bulk. Proposition gave bounds on ft(z), useful for universality at the
edge of the spectrum. The following estimate has a similar proof and justifies in the bulk of the
spectrum. Although not used in this paper, it is an important ingredient to study fluctuations of random
determinants in [10].

Proposition 2.11. Let x > 0 be a fized (small) constant. Then for any D > 0 there exists No(D, k) such
that for any N > Ny we have

30 2
IP’<|ft( ) — fo(z)| < %’7 forall 0 <t <1 andz_E+1n,%<77<1 |E| <2—n> >1-N"P.
Proof. We strictly follow the proof of Proposition Actually, the only differences are (i) the observable,

now f instead of f (but the equations are the same), (ii) simplifications, as we now know the a priori bound
(2.18)), and some estimates become simpler in the bulk of the spectrum.

More precisely, for any 1 < ¢,m,p < N0, we define t, = (N~ and 2(™P) = E,, + in, where f_E;Z dp =
(m —1/2)N—1% and n, = W +pN 10, We also define

o= {0 s <t |G - el > 2
Mp
ﬁzinf{ogt@|3ke[[1,Nﬂ:|u,§ ) > £ ! } (2.20)
N max((k/N)1/3 t)

7 = min{7o, 71, Te,mp : 0 < £,m,p < N1O, |Enm| < 2 -k},

where we remind the definition 79 from ([2.8)). By following the argument between and (| -, we just
need to prove that for any D > 0 there exists No(K, D) such that for any N > No7 we have

P(r=1)>1-N"%, (2.21)

with the convention inf@ = 1. Let t = t;, z = 2(™P?) where 0 < ¢,m,p < N'°|E,| < 2 — &, and

gu(z) = fu(zi—v). Asin (2.13)), we have
7u/2
dgunr = eu(2t—u)d(u A

where £, (2) = (su() = m(2)):fu + % (3 - 1) (022 1.).

The first error term can be bounded as in and , with the bimpliﬁcation that now rk(z) ~
b(z) ~ 1, so that the exact same calculation gives supoc <, | [y €u(z—u)d(uAT)| < i3

For the second error term, as in , we need to bound the quadratic variation. This step is simpler
than in the proof of Proposition because we now have some a priori bound on uk(s) before time 7y.
Moreover, as zq is close to the bulk, we do not need Lemma and directly obtain

5 dBr(uAT)

21

t 2
1 ug(u) ®
N Y _d(unT) <
/0 N & oo — il N2
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By the previous estimates and a union bound, for any D > 0 there exists Ny such that for N > Ny

25
m m 2 _
P( sup [Fone (21 2ane) = Folzy ™ > 1 ) <N
0<L,m,pK N0, | B | <2—k,0<5<te p
Together with Lemma [2.3]and (2.18), this implies (2.21)) and the result. O

3 RELAXATION FROM A MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE

3.1 Result. The main result of this section is the following. Again, remember that A and p satisfy the
same equation ([1.8]), with respective initial conditions a generalized Wigner and GOE spectrum. Remember
the notation (1.13)); let vf = (vx): (with the convention v* = (v +i0"); when z = € R) and

W) = i Zlhn( ) 0) = 50 (3.1)

k

The following theorem improves homogenization estimates which appeared first in [9], both in terms of the
scale and the probability bounds.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the dynamics @ (or its Hermitian ensemble counterpart). Let cc,e > 0 be fized,
arbitrarily small. For any (large) D > 0, there exist C, Ny such that for any N > Ny, ¢“/N <t < 1, and
k € [aN, (1 — a)N] we have

(10w~ sl0) ~ (0] > 37 ) < NP

Remark 3.2. The same comment as Remark holds: The above theorem is true for any B > 1 in ,
provided X and p satisfy optimal initial rigidity estimates.

Corollary 3.3. Let a,e > 0 be fized, arbitrarily small. Then for any (large) D > 0, there exist C, Ny such
that for any N > Ny, ¢/N <t <1 and k € [aN, (1 — a)N] we have

P ((AkH(t) () = (e (1) — ()] > fvv;) <NP.

Proof. Note that
[Nkt 1 (8) = Ak (8)) = (ptogr (8) = e ()| < (A (8) = g () =10 (8) [ (A1 (8) = g1 (8) =B () [T 1 (8) =20 (2)]-

From Theorem the first two terms do not exceed ¢ /(N?t) with probability 1 — N~P. The third term is
bounded by the following Lemma [3.4] an elementary consequence of rigidity and dynamics of the «’s. This
concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. For any a > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (k,¢) € [aN, (1 — a)N]?,
|E| <2 —a and s,t,n € [¢?/N,1], in the set &/ from we have (here z = E + in)

_ _ |k — ¢ [t — s
[#:(t) = te(s)] < Co <N2 min(s, t) + Nmin(s,t)) ’ (3.2)
Im fo(z:) |E — v In+t— s
N Im so(z) ~i(s) < Cp (Nmin(s,n +1) + N min(s,n + t)) : (3.3)

Proof. As preliminary elementary estimates, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that in the required range
of k,¢,s,t we have

k—1¢
(o). Bmm(rf) > 07 Tmmof) = (o) + b o7l < © (B s ). )
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We detail the proof of the first inequality above. From there exists a compact set 4 = € («) which
does not depend on N and does not intersect (—o0,2] U [2,00) such that for any k € [NV, (1 — a)N] and
0<t<1,nL €%. The required inequality then follows from inf,cs Imm(z) > 0. The second inequality of
follows from the same argument together with the observation that m is Lipschitz on €.

Moreover, in ¢/ the rigidity estimates gives |\;(0) — p;(0)] < Co'/2N~3(})~3, so that the same proof
as Lemma [2.4] gives

1 Aj(0) — p5(0) @
— Im E MUALCAEN o Al P O 3.5
N - Y — N (3.5)

We decompose
N
= = 1 1 NJ(O)
t) — <= A
) = 50| < | (o) ~ o )Z G

N

1 1
Im( t)—Im(
-1 Vi T Tk Vi

+ -
NImm(~§) -

ivl;)‘kj(O)—uj(O))L

From 1) and 1) the first line is at most gal/2 ("CN;ZM + %), while the second is bounded in & by

=
(vj — Yk i) (75 — Ve )

0@1/2 _2 a1
NN TRO)
J

5 |k’—f| |S—t>
( N2 Z |'YJ |2 Z |'Y _WP

As Im~y} ~ t,Im~; ~ s, each sum above is O(min(s,#)~!). This concludes the proof of (3.2). The proof of

(3-3) is the same. o

3.2 Proof of Theorem by induction. We implement an iterative scheme to reach the optimal error
term. Some inspiration from this scheme comes from [12, Section 3], although the induction there quantifies
eigenvectors delocalization instead of eigenvalues, and many aspects of the proof are different. Consider the
following property, for a parameter 0 < a < 1.

Property (P,). For any fixed (small) @ > 0 and (large) D > 0, there exist C' and Ny such that for any
v € [0, 1], the following holds with probability at least 1 — N~P. For any ¢ /N <t < 1, k € [aN, (1 —a)N]
and N > Ny,

(V)
N2t~

Theorem is a consequence of the following two propositions.

() — s ()] < ¢ (3.6)
Proposition 3.5. (P1) holds.

Proof. From (2.18), we know that u;(t) = O(¢“N~1) with overwhelming probability, uniformly in the
required range of parameters. We also have ug(t) = pC N~1) thanks to the definition (3.1) and the
rigidity estimate [u;(0)] < ¢'/2N~2/35-1/3 (see Lemma [2.3). This concludes the proof. O

Proposition 3.6. If (P,) holds, so does (P3,/4).

Proof of Theorem[3.1} Let ¢ > 0. By initialization with Proposition [3.5] and a finite number of iterations
of Proposition for any fixed (small) @ > 0 and (large) D > 0, there exist C' and Ny such that for any
Ve [0, 1], N > No,

P (0 - st

The same estimate holds after integration over v € [0, 1], with rigorous justification given by large moments
and Markov’s inequality, similarly to the argument after (2.18]). O

]@t ,(1—a)N]and t € [p C/N,1]> >1-N"P.
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The remaining part of this section proves Proposition It relies on the following three lemmas.

The first lemma is an approximation of our dynamics with short range dynamics. Such approxima-
tions for the analysis of the Dyson Brownian motion appeared first in [21]. Our version assumes property
(P,) and gives a better bound. Remember we defined c; = cji(s) = 1/(N(z;(s) — z(s))?) and write
B=S+Z,

(ZHk) = Y enls) (fG) = k), (3.7)

li—kl<e

(ZHk) = Y cinls) (f() — (k)

|lj—k|>¢

for some parameter £ = ¢(N,a) chosen later. Denote by Us(s,t) the semigroup associated with . from
time s to time ¢, i.e. U (s,t) =.7(t)Uw(s,t) and Ug(s,s) = Id. The notation Ug(s,t) is analogous.

Lemma 3.7 (Short range approximation). Assume (P,). For any fixed (small) & > 0 and (large) D > 0,
there exist C, No (depending on a, a, D) such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — N=P. For
any N > No, o“ /N <t <1, u<wv in[t/2,t], £ > ¢ and k € [aN, (1 — a)N],

N (Nt)@ 1
¢ N2t Nt /)~

|(Ugz (i, v) = Usr(u, 0)) w(w)) (k)| < ¢ u — 0] ( (3.8)

The second lemma is a finite speed of propagation for the dynamics defined by . Such estimates
appeared first in [21], here we state the version from [11, Lemma 6.2], optimal in terms of distance and
probability bound. The version below is simpler than [11, Lemma 6.2] as it corresponds to the one-particle
case, and we change the condition |i — j| > N¢{ into |i — j| > ¢f for convenience, the proof being unchanged.

Lemma 3.8 (Finite speed of propagation). For any fized (small) o > 0 and (large) D > 0, there exists
Ny (depending on o, D) such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — N~P. For any N > Ny,
O<u<wv<l1l,£>2Nlu—vl|, k€JaN,(1—a)N] and j € [1, N] such that |k — j| > @f, we have

(Usr(u,0)30) () < NP (3.9)

For the third lemma, we consider (3.7) with a well-chosen initial condition, similarly to [11, Section 7.2].
We fix some initial and final times u < ¢, the short range dynamics parameter ¢, the space window scale r
and always assume

1
©Plu—t| < SOQON < or <t (3.10)

We also consider a fixed index k. Given this, we define

) = { oS AYI0) = gy 3 (Fath)G)

This averaging operator can also be written as a linear combination in terms of a Lipschitz function a:

i = Jl

(Avh)(j) = ajh(j) + (1 — a;)tg(t) where |a; —a;| < p

(3.11)

The function Av, introduced in [11], allows to flatten the initial condition outside a large box, and keep the

actual observable in a smaller box. For the purpose of further estimates, this interpolation with a constant at

oo needs to be regular enough; a linear interpolation in the window [Nr,2Nr] is sufficient for our purpose.
Finally, let to be the solution of

Sowy(s) = (), w5 <t

w(u) = Avu(u).

The following lemma provides good estimates on averages of the tv;’s. The stochastic advection equation
satisfied by f; will be essential for its proof (see Lemma |3.10]).
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Lemma 3.9 (Average of the modified dynamics). Assume (P,). For any fized (small) o > 0 and (large)
D > 0, there exist No, C (depending on v, a, D) such that the following holds with probability at least 1—N~P.
For any N > Ny, Y /N <n,t <1, u < s in [t/2,t], £ > ¢, j, k € [aN, (1 — a)N] such as |y; —vi| < 10r,
z =, +1in, we have (remember w depends on k and u)

1 ilS _
Nlm Z a::Us)(—z_ —Im Z : g (s)

li—gj| <t zi(

. (Ntya (¢ Ny Nu—t| 1
_ Lo AL ) 32
Ol¢ ><Nt+Nt+ N2t (Nr+ Tty (312)

Based on the previous lemmas, we can now complete the proof of Proposition [3.6] Until the end of this
proof, we fix o, D > 0 and find Ny such that the conclusion of the three lemmas above hold with probability
at least 1 — N=P for N > Ny, together with the rigidity estimate from Lemma We work on this good

event, i.e. we assume that we are in & from (2.7), and that (3.8), (3.9) and (3.12)) hold.
We fix some index k € [2aN, (1 — 2«)N]. We have

i (t) = wr(8)] < [ (U (u, 1) = U (u, 8)) u(w)) (k)| + [ (Use (u, ) (w(u) — w(w))) (k)]-

We can bound the first term on right-hand side with (3.8). Moreover, note that u(u) — tv(u) is supported
on {j :|j — k| > Nr} because of wo(u) = Avu(u) and the averaging operator does not change functions in
{j:]j — k| < Nr}. Hence by and the choice of parameters the second term above is O(N ~100).
We therefore obtained

N (Nt 1
s 0) — on (0] < el =] (TS5 + 377 ) + (3.13)

We now evaluate o (t), by considering two cases.

Assume first that there exist an index j and a time s € [u,t] such that ro;(s) — ux(t) = M(s) =
maxy ;<N (10;(s) — ug(t)) and |j — k| > 3N7r. As i — 1o, (u) — Uy(t) is compactly supported on {i: | — k| <
2Nr}, by the finite speed of propagation estimate Lemma we have t;(s) — ty(t) < N71% By the
parabolic maximum principle, M decreases, which implies

M(t) < N~100, (3.14)

Secondly, assume that for any s, for all j such that tv;(s) — ug(t) = M(s) we have |j — k| < 3Nr. For
any such j and n > 0, we have

d wi(s) — w;(s) 1 wi(s) — 10;(s)

a(m]‘(s) —1ug(t))) = |i§|:<é N(z;(s) — z:(s))? SN (x(s) —x4(5))% +n?

li—jl<e

1 wi(s) 1 1
Yy )y L gy
e @) =2 | N el i) = %

where z; = z;(s) +in. By Lemma and the observation [|ug(s) — g (¢)] < Ccplu " from Lemma the
first parenthesis above can be evaluated so that, if we denote f’(z™) the right derlvatlveﬂ of a function f at

z, we have
d c o (r n (Nt /&  Nn Nu-t 1
Mty < —Smes)+ (L4 L = — ).
(7)< = (S)+77(Nt+Nt+N2t Nt et +N77

Note that the error term due to [ux(s) —tix(t)] < Coo'F lu tl has been absorbed above in 1 because [u—t| < 7.
If we choose 1 = |t — ul|/p, the above equatlon 1mphes

Nt)y* (¢ Nt —u 1
<o 4! — :
M) <o <Nt+ N2t (Nr+ 1 +]\ft—u))

5M is the maximum of N smooth curves, so its right derivative exists and is bounded by the max of all individual derivatives
where the maximum occurs.
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With the optimal choice
(Vo) ; (VD)3
=7 (= (Nt —t| = 3.15
r N ) ( ) 2 ) |u | N ? ( )
we obtain M (t) < ¢ (Nt) /(N2t). This inequality is also true in the case (3.14)).
By the same reasoning we obtain the same bound holds for — min; ;<n (10;(¢)—ug(t)), so that in particular

o (Nt)*
N2t

[vox (1) — uk(t)] < ¢

3a
Together with the estimate (3.13)) with parameters (3.15)), this shows that |u () — 1 ()| < ¢© (1\;\2: for all
index k € [2aN, (1 — 2a)N]. As «a is arbitrary, this concludes the proof of Proposition

3.3 Proof of Lemma We fix o, D > 0 and find Ny such that the conclusion of Lemma [2.3] Lemma
and Property (P,) hold for N > Ny, with probability at least 1 — N~P. We work on this good event,

i.e. we assume that we are in .o from (2.7]), and that (3.6) and (3.9)) hold.

By Duhamel’s formula, we have

v

(Uz(u,v) = Ug(u,v)) u(u)) (k) =/ (Usz(s,v)Z(s)u(s)) (k)ds.

By the finite speed of propagation (3.9)), for any k € [3aN, (1 — 3a)N] we have
(Us(s,0)Z(s)u(s)) (k) = (Us(s,0)(L()u(s) Ljpan,1-20)n]) (k) + O(N D).
The above equations together with Uy being a contraction for L, this implies that

[(Uz(u,v) = Us(u,v)) u(w)) (k)| < |u—o| sup [ Z(s)u(s)(j)| + O(N~P).
jE€[2aN,(1-2a)N],u<s<v

Finally, from (3.6) and Lemma [3.4] for any s in [¢/2, ], for any i € [aN, (1 —a)N] we have |u;(s) —u;(s)| <
O(WO* 1l and for i ¢ [aN, (1—a)N], (2.18) implies |u;(s) — u;(s)| < @ N=2/3(3)=1/3. This implies

@
| wi(s) = u;(s) o S + i o /3 -1/3
Z(s)u(s)(j) = o N(z; — ;)2 =0 (NSD ) |i_§j|>g(-_j)2 +0 (90 /N) 1<§<NN (2)

— 06 (T S+ 7).

where we also used |z;(s) —x;(s)| > c|i — j|/N, by rigidity together with ¢ > . We therefore obtained (3.8)
for k € [3aN, (1 —3a)N]. As «a is arbitrary, this concludes the proof.

3.4 Proof of Lemma [3.9. We start with the following key improvement on local averages. Remember

the notations (1.11]) and (2.1).

Lemma 3.10 (Improved estimate on the local average). Assume (P,). For any fixed (small) k > 0 and
(large) D > 0, there exist C and Ny (depending on a,c, D) such that the following holds with probability at
least 1 — N~P. For any t and z = E +in, satisfying0 <t <1, )°N~! <n <1, |E| < 2— K, we have

Nt 1
<cf! LY .
<y (Ngm+Nt> (3.16)

Im fi(2) — etmm Im fo(z)

Note that for the initial iteration of Proposition we have a = 1 so the above estimate was already proved:
an upper bound ¢ /(Nn) is known by Proposition Hence, the above lemma is not necessary to obtain
(P3/4) and therefore relaxation of the Dyson Brownian motion. We only use it for optimal error bounds.

Proof. For fixed t, consider the function

ha(2) = KD (2) = fulzi—w) — meu/zsu(zt_u), O0<u<t.
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Note that both f and e~%/2s, satisfies the stochastic advection equation (2.3), with ug(u) replaced by 1/N
in the simpler case of s. By linearity, this implies that h satisfies the equation

Im fo(2¢)
Tm sg(z¢)

1 /2 CIm folze) _yy 3 _“/2\/7 By (u)
+ v (5 1) (8zzhu(ztu) me 28zz8u(ZtU)> du Z Zt = $q u )27 (3.17)

where t,(u) = ug(u) — % We will use this equation to bound Im(h; — hg) (i.e. the left-hand side of
(3-16)) in a way similar to the proof of Proposition [2.11] with the novelty that our estimate on t,(u) depends

on the hypothesis (P,) and improves with small a.
As in the proof of Proposition we define ¢, = (N7 and 2(™P) = E,, + in, where f_E;Z dp =

(m —1/2)N=10 and n, = %2 + pN 1. We pick a such that [aN] = argmin, |y, — (=2 + £/10)|. Let

e . t m, C (Ntf)a 1
Te.m,p = inf {O <u<tp: [ Im Al (zmP))] > ¢ (N2tmp + NG ) [

dhy = (su(zt—u) — m(2t-u)) <azfu(ztu) — e_“/28Zsu(ztu)> du

C a
. 2 _ (Nu)
To mf{N <u<1|3ge[aN,(1—a)N]: |ug(u) — tig(u)] > ¢ o }7

T = min{7y, 71, T2, Te,mp : 0 < £,m,p < N |E,| <2 -k},
where 79, 7 are defined in (2.8)) and (2.20)), and our convention is inf @ = 1. By the same argument as in
between (2.9) and (2.12), we just need to prove that for any D > 0 there exists No(x, D) such that for any

N > Ny, we have
P(r=1)>1- NP, (3.18)

Let t = tg, z = 2(™P) = E +in where 0 < £,p < N, |E,,| < 2 — k. We now divide the proof in two steps.

First step: a priori estimate on vy. We claim that for any a > 0 there exists C > 0 such that for any

% <u<7andq € [aN, (1 - a)N] we have (remember that t4(u) depends on z and t)

—E|+lu—t] (Nw* 7 v — F|

< ¢ (1 Y o (e 20 N,n,u,t) ). 1
[t (W) < ¢ ( Nu + Ny T No o T9la N ut) (3.19)
For the proof, we choose j such that |y; — E| < ¢/N and write |vy(u)| < [ug(u) — tg(u)] + |ug(w) — u;(¢)] +

N Imso(z¢)

gives (3.19).

Note that we also have the more elementary estimate (useful for small u or ¢ close to the edge)

’ﬁj(t) — ya

. We use u < 75 to bound the first term, 1] for the second and 1) for the third. This

ol

[eg(u)] < CN~3(g) 5. (3.20)

This is obtained by combining two estimates. First, we have u < 71 so that |u,(u)| < ©'ON~3(§)"5. Second,
uniformly in F is in the bulk of the spectrum and t < 1 we have Im sg(z¢) > ¢ > 0, which together with

Lemmagives % < C'2/N < CpN~—3 ()" 3.

-

Second step bound on the increments. The error term for supgcs<; | Im(hs — ho)| corresponding to the first
line of (3.17) above can be bounded similarly to , giving

Im fo (21) o Irg(w)
u —u) —u 8z u —u _78 u u ¢ d .
[ ) = mter-l o) = B o au s [ 3L
(3.21)
In the above right-hand side, the terms ¢ < aN are bounded with (3.20) and give a contribution
tAT tAT IOgN
C ON=5(g)~5d — P qug 282
/ NIm Gow) g‘p “Hdu< . NIm(za) “STN
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For the contribution from the bulk indices in the right-hand side of (3.21]), for « < 7 we have (we abbreviate
g for g(a, N,n,u,t))

[tq(u - £ e“gN ¢
< + =,
Z|Zt u 2\@ gz‘zt u ’Yqy|2 NUZ|2t w ’Yq|2\77+(t_“) u

so that

. N a
/“ ¢ 5 Q] /t ©Cdu (Nw)? |, t-u L1 >
po/N NIm(zi—y) lZtcu =792 T Jpenntt—u N2y Nt Nu )n+({t—-u) Nu

G>aN
Nt) 1
L4 <N2t7] + Nt)

Finally, with (3.20)),

/WC/N 0 Z It (u)] < /WC/N oC N 1 1
2 U 2 Z 2 u
0 N Im(2¢—y) |2t—u — Vgl 0 N2Im(z—y) =1 |2t—u — gl

g>aN
©° /N c c
® ©
< du <
/0 N( 2SNz

The previous estimates together prove

tAT Im fo(z) o [ (Nt)® 1
—u) —Uu zJu —u) zZoUu —u g . 22
/0 [0 (2t —u) — M(2t—w)| |02 fu(Zt—n) Imso(zt)a Su(zt—w)|du < @ <N2t77 + Nt) (3.22)
Similarly we obtain
AT Tm fo(2¢) o ((Nt)® 1
— Bt A4 < — . )
/0 N azzfu(ztfu) Im SO(Zt)azzsu(ztfu) du SR'4 (NZtn + Nt) (3 23)

We now bound the bracket of the stochastic integral in (3.17):

e—u/2

. N tAT tAT
v (u) / 1 |tq(u / 1 |tq
E g ————du+ E du.
< o VN a=1 (2t—u — xq(u))2 Bl t/\‘r |Zt u ’Y |4

For the contribution of the edge indices, we have

[y xSt Sdu < C/M”i(zvi(w)?dm ot
|2t—u — s o N ! N7 Nz

q<aN q=1

For the bulk indices, we use (3.19) for small u and both (3.19) and ([3.20) for large u:

tAT tA —2
1 |tq c "1 N
du. < — ——du
/ Z |Zt u v 0 N; |2t —u — Yql*
tAT 2

| L (e EP 1
+ ¢ — min < + g2, du. (3.24)

ing NV p |2t—u — Yql* N2y2 " N2

The first integrand on the right-hand side above is O(N~2/(n +t — u)?), so that the corresponding integral
is O(1/(Nt)?). For the second integral, we can assume 7 < t and use min(a + b, ¢) < min(a, c) + min(b, c)
for positive a, b, ¢, We first bound the contribution from g:

du . 5 1 ¢ du S |lu—t? 1 (Nu)?e n?
Zut et )N ) S ) e M Ve N ) N TN )

(3.25)
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2
We bound the term involving min (‘;\ZZL , ﬁ) with

¢ du |u — |2 1 bo(u—t)? log N t du 1 1
( 3 N2 Llu—tl<u S J33 sdu s +55s 3 N3 Llu—t|>u S Fra55-
g (m+t—u)® N2u N2t2 [, (n+t—wu) N2t n M+t—u)3 N N2t
For the remaining terms from (3.25)), we calculate

/t( du  (Nup® _ (Nt)* /t( du n? 1

< : < .
n+t—u)d N2 N2 n+t—u)d N2 S N2g2

2
Finally, the contribution from min (h]‘{,;g , ﬁ) in (3.24) is bounded by

t 2 t 2
d 1 - F d
/ ]\1; 2 4|’Y(]IV2 2| g/ N2u2/ 1 - 1
n |Zt7u - 7q| u n U™ Jiz|<u & + (7] +t— u)

q:lvq—E|<u

< todu u? 1 < 1
S | N7z tjﬂu<t/1o+mﬂu>t/1o S vz

_ [fdu (N N 1
S/ " wluct/ro T gl | S s
The above estimates together prove
.e_u/Q N

(T S mesi),,, <o (v + vom)

q=1

for some C' independent of our choice of ¢,m,p. By (2.11)) and a union bound we conclude that for any

D > 0 there exists C > 0 such that
s —u/2 N a
e o ((NHa 1 )
< — >1—-N"7.
v <N2tn Y

i \/N Z Tq (U) qu (u)

(2t—u — @q(u))?
Together with (3.22) and (3.23)), this concludes the proof that

P( sup |hs<z>|<@0((m)a+ ! )) >1- NP,

2
0,m,p,0<s<IAT, | B | <2—r N4tn ~ Nt

P sup
£,m,p,0<s<EAT, | B | <2—K a=1

Remember that P(min(7g,7,72) = 1) > 1 — N~ by Lemma (2.18) and assumption (P,). Together
with the above equation, this implies (3.18)) and concludes the proof. O

We now can complete the proof of Lemma As previously, we fix o, D > 0 and find Ny such that the
conclusion of lemmas and hold with probability at least 1 — N~ for N > Ny, together with
the rigidity estimate from Lemma [2.3] We work on this good event, i.e. we assume that we are in &7 from
[2.7), and that (3.8), and hold. We prove Lemma [3.9| for j, k € [2aN, (1 — 2a)N], without loss
of generality up to changing our initial choice of « into «/2.

We rewrite the left-hand side of as (i)+(ii)+(iii) and bound independently these terms defined as

)

(i) = 1 Im Z (U (u, s)Avu(u) — AvU o (u, s)u(u))(i)

li—jl<e Ti— 2

(i) = =Tm 3 <Ava<uvs>u<u>x_— foUga(u,s)u(u))(z‘),
li—jl<e E

(iii) — %Im 3 (AvU(u, 2g(_zt)z)(i) —u(s).
li—jl<e g
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We first estimate the numerator in (i),

(U (u, s)Avu(u)—AvU g (u, s)u(u))(i) = m Z (U (u, s)Flatyu(u) — FlatyU o (u, s)u(w)) (7).
’ Nr<b<2Nr

If [i—k| < b—pl, then (Flat, U o (u, s)u(u)) (i) = (U (u, s)u(u))(i) and by we have (U o (u, s)Flatyu(u)) (i) =
(U (u, s)u(u))(i) + O(N~—P), so that in this case

(U (u, s)Flatyu(u) — FlatyU o (u, s)u(u)) (i) = O(N D). (3.26)
If |i — k| > b+ ¢, theathy(u,s)u(u))(i) = i, (t) and, again with (3.9), (U (u, s)Flatyu(u))(i) =
3.

g (t) + O(N~P), so that (3.26) also holds in this case.
Assume now [i — k| € [b— ¢f,b+ ¢f]. By using (3.9) first and then (P,) and Lemma [3.4] we have

|(U.»(u, s)Flatyu(u) — FlatyU o (u, s)u(u))(7)] < max
m:||m—k|—b|<2pf

() — G (8)] + O(N~P) < © (

|t (5) — 1 (£)] + O(N )

(Nt)*  r4 |t—u|)
+ :

<
N2t Nt

() =B (S e

(i) = O(QDC)% (%2 +- +]|f[t_ “') . (3.27)

We now estimate (ii). As |¢ — j| < ¢, we have ¢ € [aN, (1 — «)N] and (3.8) applies: we obtain

max
l|m—k|—bl<2et

We conclude that

(AVU o (u, s)u(u) —AvU g (u, s)u(uw)) ()| < |(Us (u, s)u(u)—Usg(u, s)u(u))(i)| < o u—t| <N (Nt)e 1 ) ,

¢ N2t ' Nt

where the first inequality follow from (3.11]). The same bound for an average over i gives

Ve, L ) (3.28)

() =0t~ (5 o + 37

Finally, to estimate (iii), we use (3.11)) to first decompose

N — — _
(i) = a Z % o M8 —t(s) ay 3 uz’(Si —_uk(S) n %Im 3 (ai — aj):(:i(s) — g (s))

T, — 2 N L i L —z
[i—j|>£ li—j|<e
1 (1 — aq)(ux(t) — uk(s))
—1 . 2
+N m|42|<£ P (3.29)
=71

The first sum is also (we use (3.3)) for the first equality and the main estimate (3.16) for the second equality
below)

05/2 05/2 Im fo(zs) o )L—i—r _ o o) ((Nt)a 77+r> .

Im fs(2)—Im ss(2)iig(s) = Im fs(2)—Im s5(z)

N N N Im sp(z5) Nt N3tn Nt
(3.30)
To bound the second sum in (3.29)), for ¢ in the bulk we write
_ _ . . (V)" i = K|
[uils) — i (s)] < fui(s) = wils)] + |its(s) —wn ()] < - + N (3.31)

(for i at the edge we can use (2.18) which gives a negligible contribution), and obtain the estimate

1 Z n (Nt 1 Z n li—gl 1 Z n Nr
J— _l’_i J—
2 . ~)2 2 2 .~ )2 2 2 . A2 2
N S i) N2 N S (=) N2 N e 0 (=) VR
(NO)* Ny v
b . (332
IR TR R

X
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The third sum in (3.29)), we use (3.11)) and (3.31) to obtain

%Im 5 (ai—aj)g{s)z—ﬁk(s)) 5 <]5r> (%Qj +J\Tft) (3.33)

li—jI<¢

The fourth sum in (3.29) is bounded by (3.2), which added to the error estimates (3.27), (3.28), (3.30),
(13.32), (3.33) concludes the proof.

4 EXTREME GAPS

4.1 Reverse heat flow. We first state a quantitative analogue of [19, Proposition 4.1]. This reverse heat
flow argument first appeared in [18]. Its proof is essentially the same as in [19]. In the following dvy denotes
the standard Gaussian measure which is reversible for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics with generator

A=19,, — 20,

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < 2a < b < 1. Assume e~V is a centered probability density, with V smooth on scale
o= N~% in the sense of and f[_x 2 e VWdy < g—1e—=’ for some 6 > 0. Denote u = de~" /d~.
Let t = N=b. Then for any D > 0 there exists C > 0 and a probability density g; w.r.t. v such that

(i) [lettgs —uldy < ONP,
(ii) gidy is centered, has same variance as udy, and satisfies f[_m 2e grdy < g—1e—=’ for some 6 > 0.

Proof. Let @ = a(N) > 0 to be chosen, 6 is a smooth cutoff function equal to 1 on [—1,1] and 0 on [—2, 2]¢,
and 0(x) = Op(ax). We define

k—1
ht =u-+ agtu with gt — (_tA + %tZAQ + 4 (_1)1€—1 (lf_ 1)'Ak—1> .

Using (1.2)), for any k > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that

k—1
106 < Cr Y tlo 2 a"Pru. (4.1)
(=1

The function h; is therefore positive if « = N~¢ with 0 < e < (b — 2a)/C}.
Moreover, from [19, Equation (4.4)], we have

[l —uay<ci [ (tk [ 1akulay + [ 140 - vejar + [10- 1>asss|dw) ds.
0

Still using (1.2)), we easily have t* [ |A*u|dy < CytFo=2F and

t t -
/ |A( — 1)&|dryds +/ [(6 — 1)0.&|dyds < Cta*%/ (14 |z))%*udy < Cto= ke "
0 0 [—a~ta—1]e

for some ¢ > 0, where we used the tail assumption f[ix 2 eV e,

All together, for k large enough (depending on D) and 0 < € < (b — 2a)/Cj, we obtain
/|etAht —uldy <CN~P,

Moreover, from and our choice of parameters we have ¢; := f hydy =1+ O(N_D), so that g; := hi/cy
(now a probability density) also satisfies [ |e!4g; — uldy < CN~P. Similarly, by a dilation with factor
1+ O(N—P), g; can be dilated into a probability with variance 1. Finally, (i) easily follows from and
the hypothesis f[—wc]” eV <o le, O
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4.2 Proof of theorems and [1.7]. We illustrate this classical reasoning with Theorem Theorem
being proved similarly based on Corollary and Lemma _

We assume H is smooth on scale 0. From Lemma there exists a generalized Wigner matrix H such
that if H; denotes its evolution under the Dyson Brownian Motion dynamics with initial condition H, the
total variation distance between H; and H is of order N~ for any D, provided ¢t < N~°¢2. In particular,

the total variation distance between their spectra is also at most N~ and drv (T,’; (Hy), T,j(H)) < NP

so that for large enough N we have

~ Ns ~
dw (i), mm) < [  delB( () < ) =BG (H) < o)

+E(r{ (HO)L| 7,y ns) + B (H) g mypsnvs) < CNTPF2,

On the other hand, for such ¢, from Corollary the gaps between bulk eigenvalues of H, can all be
coupled with some GUE gaps with some error N¢/(N?t). With the third characterization of the Wasserstein
distance in (|1.3)), we obtain

- Ne
d (Hy), 7 (GUE)) < —.
w (T (Hy), 7 ( ) Nt
The two equations above conclude the proof.

Remark 4.2. From the above proof, it is clear that if uniform (in N ) boundedness of the density of 7,(GOE)
or T (GOE) was known, then the rates of convergence in Corollary and Theorem would also hold for
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance. It is not obvious that the methods in [4, 27, 28] give this boundedness, as
they rely on moments calculations.

5 RATE OF CONVERGENCE TO TRACY-WIDOM

5.1 Proof of Theorem[1.5. This rate of convergence relies on a main result of this paper, Theorem
and the following Proposition [5.1} a quantitative version of the Green’s function comparison theorem from
[24]. Tt is proved exactly in the same way, after carefully keeping track of all error terms. For completeness,
we give the proof in the next subsection.

For the statement, we consider a scale p = p(N) € [N~!,N~3], and a function f = f(N) : R — R
satisfying

1F® oo < Crp™, 0< k< 2.
)

Assume also that f is non-decreasing, f(x) =0 for 2 < E, f(z) =1 for x > E + p, with |E — 2| < pN~2/3.
Moreover, let F' be a fixed smooth non-increasing function such that F(z) = 1 for < 0, F(z) =0 for x > 1.

Proposition 5.1. There exists C > 0 such that the following holds. Let HY and HY be generalized Wigner
ensembles satisfying . Assume that the first three moments of the entries (h;; = \/NHU) are the same,
i.e. BY(hf;) =EY(hY;) for all1 <i<j< N and 1<k <3. Assume also that for some parameter t = t(N)
we have

EY (ki) - Ew(hij)’ <t for i<
With the above notations for the test functions f, F, we have

t 1 1

(& -5 P s < o (5 o )

We now can complete the proof of Theorem Let x € R. If |z| > ¢, then for any D > 0 we have
Pu(N?3(Any —2) <) = P(TW; < z) + O(N~P) for large enough N. So we now assume |z| < .

Define a non-decreasing f; such that fi(z) = 1 for > 2+ xN~2/3, fi(z) = 0 for < 24+ zN~2/3 — p.
We also denote fa(z) = fi(z — p). We then have

N N
i=1

=1
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To understand the above right-hand side, if \y < 242N~/ then Zf;l f2(A;) = 0o that F' (Zf;l fg()\l-)) =

1; the inequality on the left follows by a similar argument.

Moreover, as is classical and mentioned in the proof of Theorem [I.6] we can find a generalized Wigner
matrix Hy such that the Gaussian divisible ensemble Hy := e~/2Hy + (1—e HY2 U, (U is an independent
standard GOE matrix) has its first three moments which match exactly those of the matrix H and the
differences between the fourth moments of the two ensembles is O(¢) (see for example by [23, Lemma 3.4]).
By applying Proposition the bound becomes

N
E; F (Z fl(/\i)> e <A’;p + ﬁ + ;I) < Py (/\N <2+ :cN—2/3)
=1
al . 1 1
<Eg F Zf2()‘i) + ¢ (Np + (Np)? + N) :
i=1

Using again 1) but now for the ensemble H; and for f1, fo shifted by 4p, the previous equation gives

t 1

1
— ) <Py (A 2+ pN~2/3
Np+(Np)2+N> H<N< +x )

11
<P~ —2/3 c 1)
<Pz, (A <2+42eN"24p) 4o (N o +N)

When combined with the edge relaxation Theorem this estimate gives

> > Ne t 1 1 5
P N3i(Ay — 2 — Nip— —Y — —— + =) <Py (NF Ay —2
GOE( v =2 <z '’ Nét) v (Np+(Np)2+N> H( FOw )<x>

Ne¢ t 1 1
<P Ni(Ay —2) <2+ N3 c —). 5.2
GOE< (An y<zx+ erN%t + ¢ Ner(Np) +N (5.2)

Moreover, from [34] uniformly in |z| < ¢ we have
Poor (N%(/\N —9)< :z:) = P(TW, < z) + O(N~1/2)
(more precisely the main result of [34] gives the better error of order N=2/3, but only for > —C, and a
straightforward adaptation of the proof shows the above bound). By using this GOE result and boundedness
of the density of TW; in (5.2]), we obtain
Nst  Np  (Np? N

The optimal bound N~2/9t¢ is obtained for t = N~'/9 and p = N=8/9. This concludes the proof.

2 2 1 t 1 1
Py (NE(AN—2)<JJ)—]P’(TW1<JC)=O(N5) (N3p+—|——|——|—>.

5.2 Proof of Proposition . We closely follow the notations and reasoning from [22, Theorem 17.4].
We first fix a bijective ordering map of the index set of the independent matrix entries, ¢ : {(i,7) : 1 <14 <
j <N} —[1,7(N)], with y(N) = N(N+1)/2. Then let H, be the generalized Wigner matrix whose matrix
elements h;; follow the v-distribution for ¢(7,j) < 7, and the w-distribution otherwise, so that HY = H)
and HY = H.,(y). By summation, it is sufficient to prove that uniformly in v € [1,v(N)] we have

_92 1 1
[BF (Tuf(1,)) ~ BF (1ot -1) < 0N (5 + oz + ) (53)

Let x be a smooth, symmetric function such that x(y) = 1 if [y| < N=2/3, x(y) = 0 if |y| > 2N~2/3,
IX|lso < N?/3. With the Helffer-Sjéstrand formula, if the \;’s are the eigenvalues of a matrix H, we have

5700 = [ oG Tz, g(6) = Zinf @) + (@) + v @)X W), 2= o +in
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where d?z is the Lebesgue measure on C. We define =H = >Nt g(2)Tr(H — z)~'d?z, and first bound

2

~ y 1 dz
FON) — :H’ < // I (2)] —— —dady < / N2
iz (%) lyl< &, E<a<E+p ; [Ai — (= +1iy)[? B<a<Btp PPNV ; i = (@ + )7

where for the last inequality we used y?|\ — (z +iy)| 72 < N72|A — (x +i/N)| 2.
If i > N — ¢ we simply bound [, [\i — (z +i/N)["2dz < CN. If i < N — ¢, with overwhelming
probability we have fE<x<E+p IAi — (z +i/N)|72dx < p|E — ;| 2. We therefore have

_ o oC ©p ¢ _ ©°
izf(’\i)_“Hig(NpP—i_p?N?' Z JE- 7|2<( )2 1+7Z k:/N4/3 _O<(NP)2>

i<N—¢C
(5.4)
with overwhelming probability
As ) holds, will be true provided that uniformly in v € [1,v(N)], we have
|EF (EH7) —EF (EM1)| < N2 (t T 1) (5.5)
b Np  (Np)? N)°

For this fixed « corresponding to (4,5) (¢(4,7) = 7), we can write
1 1
VN VN

where @ coincides with H,_; and H, except on the entries (4, 7) and (j,), where it is 0. We abbreviate

L= Q4 —=V. Hy = Q+ —W,

1 1. (—1)™ 1
_ — (m) m 5
R 02 S = o R= T R, R N ——Tr(RV)™R, Q —NTr(RV) S.

Then the resolvent expansion at fifth order gives

1 m
ﬁTrS R+ &, with & = ZN i E/ )+N*%Qv_

m=1

By Taylor expansion, we have

3
_ _ FOEQ) _ _ _
EF (=%7) —EF (1) = E% (E" —=9) = (5" —29))
(=1

O(|FW|oo) (E (EHY —E9)* 4+ (=1 —E91)) . (5.6)

We first bound the above fourth order error term. For a matrix M we denote ||M|oc = max; ; |M;|,
[M]|38 = max;; |Mi;| and [ M||S58 = max; [M].

By the first order resolvent expansion, we have (all integration domains are |y| > N~1, |z| < 3, i.e. we
omit the contribution from z > 3, clearly negligible)

2129 < N2 [ Jgla)] [TS(2)V R(:) o

<eONY2 [ lg() IS IRE s+ 0ON 7 [l IS IRE e

with overwhelming probability, where we used the fact that V' has only two non-zero entries, of order 1. The
local law for Wigner matrices from [25] states that uniformly in any z in a compact set, for any D > 0,

Imm(z).

P (I5(:) ~ (=)l > $OW(:) < NP, W) = 5+ (57)
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and the same estimate holds for R(z). From (2.6) we note that ¥(y) < ¢ /(Ny) when 0 <y < N=2/3 |E —
2| < ©N—2/3. We conclude that for any D > 0 we have (the contribution of diagonal resolvent entries is
negligible, and we can also a priori omit the domain |z — 2| > ¢© N~2/3 by rigidity)

Q:O(apC)Nl/z/ |g(z)d2z=O( ¢ )

2
N-l<|y|<N—2/3 z—2|<pC N3 (NY) N3/2p

H,

(1]
(1

with probability at least 1 — N~ for N > No(D). As a consequence, E ((E+ — E9)*) = O(¢%/(N%p*))
and the same result holds for E ((E#7-1 — £9)*). The fourth order term in can therefore be bounded
with 0 N=2(Np)=* < oY N~2(Np)~2 for p > N~L.

Consider now the linear £ =1 term in (5.6). We have

4

EF'(29) (Efr — =F+-1) = EF'(E9) /g(z) <Z N™ETL R — RU™MY 4 N=3(Q, — QW)> d%z.  (5.8)
m=1

The first three moments associated to v and w match, so the cases m = 1,2,3 in the above formula gives

null contribution.

For m = 4, as the fourth moments for v and w differ by ¢, we have (E below just refers to the expectation
onV, W)

EN (R<V4> - Rg;”) = ETr (RV)*R ~ (RW)*R) = O(Nt)(max|Ryj|)* (max | Rs|)" (5.9)
i#£j %
where we have used that in the expansion

T\I‘(RV)ALR - Z Z Rka1 Ualbl Rb1a2 UazbgRb2a3UagbgRb3a4Ua4b4Rb4k;
k {ap,bpt={3,5}
typically we have a; # k, by # k, but we may have by = aq, bo = a3, bs = a4. More precisely the contribution
of k’s which are either ¢ or j is combinatorially negligible: we omit this case here and in the following.
C
As mentioned after 1) in the domain N=! < y < 2N~2/3 |2 —2| < CN~3 we have max;; |Ri;| < S
and max; |R;| < ¢, so that

c
1 (=Q —241/p0m) _ plm)y g2 — C t |g(2)| 2, _ ¥ t
EF'(Z )/g(z)N 2 TH(RY RyV)d*z=0 <<p N2> Ng? d*z=0 NN, )

where all integration domains are N~ < |y| < N=2/3 |z — 2| < ¢CN~3.

For the term Q, —Qy in (5.8), we don’t use any cancellation between v and w. As for (5.9)), an expansion
and the local law give Q, = O(p%(Ny)~2), so that

EF'(29) /gN*%de% = O(QDCN*%)/ J%Z;Ld% =0 (‘Kg}@) =0 <Jf;) ((Nlp)2 + ;) :

where we integrate on N=! < |y| < N=2/3 |z — 2| < 9“N~3 again.

In sum, with the above two equations we proved that the ¢ = 1 term in is bounded by the right-
hand side of . Similar perturbative expansions show that the £ = 2, 3 contributions are of smaller order,
similarly to the proof of [22, Theorem 17.4]. The detail are left to the reader. This concludes the proof of

(5.5) and of Proposition

APPENDIX

Lemma A.1. There is a universal constant ¢ such that for any z = z;_s as in , any j and ki, ko € I,
we have
oz = | <1z = | <7z = Y-
2

Proof. For any k < %N we have ypq|02) — W < CW < Cdist(yg, ) (indeed Ypq|p2] — M <

1

C(N~'¢?)?/3 if k < 2 and Vetle2] — Tk < C(N72B3p)k~5 if ¢*> < k < 3N). This implies in partic-
ular that |yk, — Yk, | < Cdist(vyg,,-), which concludes the proof. O
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Lemma A.2. For any z € ., we have

~

. dp(z) k(B
N2/ d / |zt—s — x|* max(k(z), s2) gOrnaux(,%(E),tQ)'

Proof. We denote z = E + iy and abbreviate n(w) = Im(w).
Assume first that ¢ > 2x(E)'/2. We decompose the above integral into

K(E)Y/? 2 d t—r(E)Y/? 2 d t 2 d
T PO L R Ny VC N
0 _o |zt—s — z|*K(2) K(E)1/2 _o |zt—s —x|*s t—r(E)/2 —o |zt—s — |ts
To evaluate the above terms, we can restrict our attention to w such that assume Rew,Imw > 0 and note
that (remember a(w) = d(w, [-2,2]))

dp(z) L m mge(w) ~ 71 r(w)'/? 777(10)
|’LU—3}|4 < a(w)Zﬁ(w)I sc( ) 2 (’LU) ( ( ) ]lRew<2+ H(w)l/zﬂRew>2>v

2 dp(z) N - C
/,2 o — 2lte(@) ™ a(w)P(w) / 72 S awPn(w)n(w) /2’

where in the last line we used fooo (w_d'% = 7TU)/(—U))3/2.

The first term in (A.T) is of order at most (we use Lemma [2.2] to estimate a(z), 1(z;) and £(z))

e [ dp(w " 1 w(E
e pz(|4)~n<:c> < G S y(t6)'

The is negligible if ¢*x/(yN?t®) < Ck/t?, which is true for t > 2x'/2 and k > 2N ~2/3,
The second term in (A.1) is bounded by

t—r(E)/?

/ ds </H(E)l/2 ds C
w(E)/2 K(2-5)5/2s%

negligible provided ¢/(Ntx) < Ck'/?/t, true as k > >N ~2/3,
Finally, the last term is at most

<
N(E)l/Q (t— 5)582 t2/€27

/t fi(zt—s)lm e < /t K(E)lm _ l w(E)M/? K(E)l/QdS _ 1
t-npy M(2-5)%8" " = Jeowmpe (Y +K(E)V2 (= 5))%s2 7 2 o (y + w(E)2s)% = 2y
which clearly is negligible provided +£; < Cx!/2/t, which holds as y = ¢?/(Nx'/2). This concludes the case

t > 2r(E)Y/2.
If t < 2k(F)'/2, our integral is bounded by

¢ ¢
A Y U S
o |zi- s*95|4 () ~ Jo n(zi—s)3a(ze—s)2 7 T o (y+ su(E)V2)PBR(E)Y2 T y2h(E)
This term is negligible because y = ¢?/(Nk(E)Y/?). 0
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