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REMARKABLE STRUCTURES IN INTEGRABLE PROBABILITY, I:

MAX-INDEPENDENCE STRUCTURES

YACINE BARHOUMI-ANDRÉANI

Abstract. We analyse in a systematic way the occurrences of a remarkable structure
in the theory of integrable probability that we call a “max-independence structure”, when
random variables are constructed as a maximum of a sequence of independent random
variables.

The list of treated examples contains : the GUE and GOE Tracy-Widom distributions,
the extreme eigenvalues/eigenangles of random hermitian/unitary matrices (and in par-
ticular the historical example of the GUE extreme eigenvalues), the Hopf-Cole solution
to the KPZ equation with Dirac initial condition (continuum random polymer) and the
symmetric Schur measure. In this last case, the largest part of the underlying random
partition is the maximum of an i.i.d randomisation of the deterministic sequence of nega-
tive integers. In the case of the GUE Tracy-Widom distribution, the laws of the random
variables use a rescaling of the prolate hyperspheroidal wave functions that were intro-
duced by Heurtley and Slepian in the context of circular optical mirrors, and in the case
of the GUE, the distributions use the sigma-form of the Painlevé IV equation.

To illustrate the utility of such a structure, we rescale the largest eigenvalue of the
GUE written as a maximum of N independent random variables with the classical Poisson
approximation for sums of indicators. We use for this the Okamoto-Noumi-Yamada theory
of the sigma-form of the Painlevé equation applied to random matrix theory by Forrester-
Witte. By doing so, we find a new expression for the cumulative distribution function of
the GUE Tracy-Widom distribution which is shown to be equivalent to the classical one
using manipulations à la Forrester-Witte.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivations. The classical Tracy-Widom distributions are indexed by a parameter
β ∈ {1, 2, 4}. Of particular interest is the case β = 2 (GUE Tracy-Widom distribution)
that initially appeared in the fluctuations of the largest eigenvalue of a GUE random matrix
[122, 123] and that meanwhile exhibited a universal feature in a variety of models: longuest
increasing subsequence of a random uniform permutation [6], last passage percolation [73],
log-Gamma polymer partition function [25, 43, 89, 92], asymmetric simple exclusion process
[125, 126, 127], value in 0 of the Hopf-Cole solution to the KPZ equation [3, 28, 38, 48,
111, 112, 113], O’Connell-Yor semidiscrete directed polymer partition function [93, 24, 71],
etc. Surveys documenting this rich universally class include [75, 76, 84, 85, 26, 34] and we
refer to them for further references.

So far, three descriptions of the GUE Tracy-Widom distribution were given:

(1) its probability cumulative function is given by a Fredholm determinant [123] under
the form

P(T W2 6 s) := det(I −KAis)L2(R+) (1)

Here, T W2 is a random variable Tracy-Widom-distributed, KAis is an operator
acting on L2(R+) according to KAisf =

∫
R+
KAis(·, y)f(y)dy (for all f ∈ L2(R+))

and KAis is the “kernel”/function given by

KAis(x, y) :=

∫

R+

Ais(x+ u)Ais(y + u)du, Ais := Ai(·+ s) (2)

The Airy function Ai is the solution of the ordinary differential equation y′′(t) =
ty(t) with initial condition y(0) = 3−2/3Γ(2

3
)−1 and decay at infinity satisfying

y(x)→ 0 when x→ +∞. An integral representation of this function is given by

Ai(t) =

∫

R

cos

Å
tξ +

ξ3

3

ã
dξ

2π

(2) This last probability cumulative function is also given by

P(T W2 6 s) := exp

Å
−
∫

R

(x− t)+ q(t)2dt
ã
, x+ := max{x, 0} (3)

where q is the Hastings-McLeod solution of the Painlevé II equation given by1 [123,
(1.11), (1.12)]

q′′(t) = tq(t) + 2q(t)3 + α, α = 0, q(t) ∼
t→+∞

Ai(t), q(t) ∼
t→−∞

…
− t
2

(4)

The Painlevé II ODE admits moreover a representation as a solution of an in-
tegrable PDE given in terms of a Lax pair/isomonodromy problem discovered by

1The general Painlevé II equation is q′′(t) = tq(t)+2q(t)3+α for α ∈ R ; the Hastings-McLeod equation
is q′′(t) = tq(t) + 2q(t)|q(t)|β . The Hastings-McLeod solution corresponds to α = 0/β = 2 and is the only
case where solutions can be bounded on R, see [68].
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Flaschka and Newell [53]/[105, 32.4 (iii) p. 728]. Bloemendal and Virag proved
that the solution of this PDE involving half of this Lax pair can be expressed as
a probability of non-explosion for the solution of a stochastic Riccatti equation re-
lated with limits of spiked matrix models [15, (1.7), (1.8)] (see also the introduction
of [35]).

(3) A last description uses the Edelman-Sutton theory of stochastic operators [50, 119]
formalised by Ramirez, Rider and Virag [108] and is valid not only for the classical
cases β ∈ {1, 2, 4} but for for all β > 0. Define the Stochastic Airy Operator by

SAOβ :=
d2

dx2
− x− 2√

β
Ḃ(x)

where Ḃ is a white noise (the distributional derivative of a Brownian motion), i.e.

a Gaussian distribution whose covariance “function” is given by E(Ḃ(x)Ḃ(y)) =
δ0(x− y). This operator is of the Sturm-Liouville/killed diffusion type and acts on
the modified Sobolev space

H1
0,∗ :=

®
f ∈ C1(R+) / f(0) = 0,

∫

R+

(
f ′(x)2 + (1 + x)f(x)2

)
dx < +∞

´

The classical theory of compact operator can be proven to apply a.s. to the
random operator SAOβ in the space H1

0,∗ [49, 87] ; its eigenvalues can be written
as 1 > λ1(β) > λ2(β) > · · · > 0. Using the minimax representation of Courant-
Fischer, one thus has λ1(β) = supf∈H1

0,∗,||f ||∗=1 〈f, SAOβf〉∗ (with obvious notations).

Passing to the limit on tri-diagonal models of random matrices yields T Wβ
L
= λ1(β)

(see [50, conj. 3.10-6.5] & [108, p. 921]) and in particular, using an integration by
parts

T W2
L
= sup

f∈H1
0,∗,||f ||∗=1

®√
2

∫

R+

f(x)2dB(x)−
∫

R+

(
f ′(x)2 + xf(x)2

)
dx

´
(5)

In view of these last results, a natural question can be posed:

Question 1.1. Can one find an algebraic operation that allows to get Tracy-Widom dis-
tributions from independent random variables ?

Question 1.1 was asked e.g. during a workshop at the American Mathematics Institute
organised by T. Tao and V. Vu in the fall semester 2010 [2, prob. (15)]2, in [44, pb. 7,
after (16)] and in [8, Qu. 2.4].

We answer question 1.1 with the following description of T W2 (theorems 1.2 and 2.3 in
the sequel) :

2The question asks for a sequence of i.i.d. random variables, but they can always be obtained out of
independent random variables by inversion of the cumulative distribution function, see remark 2.8.
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Theorem 1.2 (T W2 is a maximum of a sequence of independent random variables). There
exist independent random variables (Zk(Ai))k>0 such that

T W2
L
= max

k>0
Zk(Ai) (6)

Two random variables Zk(Ai) are defined in lemma 2.1/(13) and in theorem 2.3/(19).
The description given in (19) uses the L2(R+)-normalised eigenvectors ofH(Ais) or equiva-
lently the eigenvectors of the Tracy-Widom commuting differential operator d

dx
x d
dx
−x(x+s)

acting on L2(R+) [123, IV-B p. 165] which are a particular rescaling of the prolate hyper-
spheroidal wave functions introduced independently by Slepian [118] and Hurtley [69, 70]
(see also [60], [105, ch. 30.12 p. 704] and [40, 66]) ; we prove this last fact and give a quick
summary of results on these functions in Annex B.

1.2. Max-independence structures.

1.2.1. Detropicalised motivation : independence for traces and total parts. Two of the most
classical models in integrable probability are given by the GUEN and the Schur measure,
defined respectively in (42) and (71). The eigenvalues (λk,N)16k6N of MN ∼ GUEN

satisfies the identity in law (which is in fact a deterministic identity given by the invariance
by conjugacy of the trace)

N∑

k=1

λk,N
L
=

N∑

k=1

MN [k, k]

The sum in the RHS is composed of independent (identically distributed) Gaussians.

An identity of the same type is given for the parts of the random partition λSchur(p,q) :=

(λ
Schur(p,q)
k )k>1 ∼ PSchur(p,q) where p := (pk)k, q := (qk)k>1 and pi, qj ∈ (0, 1) :

∑

k>1

λ
Schur(p,q)
k

L
=
∑

i,j>1

Geom(piqj)

Here, Geom(q) designates a random variable geometrically distributed with the conven-
tion P(Geom(q) = k) = (1− q)qk1{k∈N} ; see (110) for a proof. In the same vein as for the
GUE, the random variables in the RHS of the previous identity are independent.

One could call such identities in law between sums of dependent random variables and
sums of independent random variables a sum-independence structure. In this paper, we
will be concerned with a tropical version (see [80]) of these two identities :

max
k>1

λk
L
= max

k>1
Wk

where the random variables (Wk)k>1 in the RHS are independent. We call such an identity
a max-independence structure3.

3It also includes the case of a minimum, so we could also call it a tropical independence structure, but
in the same vein convexity relates to concavity, we will stick to this terminology.
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1.2.2. A previous instance in the literature. Max-independence structures for eigenvalues
of random matrix ensembles made a first apparition in the Ginibre ensemble [64]. This
ensemble, noted GinEN is the probability space (MN(C),PN) whereMN(C) is the space of

N ×N complex matrices and PN is the Gaussian measure PN(dM) = π−N2
e− tr(M∗M)dM .

If (λk,N)16k6N denotes the eigenvalues of GN ∼ GinEN , ordered by modulus size, i.e.
|λ1,N | > |λ2,N | > . . . , one has the formula

|λ1,N | L
= max

16k6N

√
γk, γk ∼ Γ(k) (7)

with independent random variables γk
L
=
∑k

j=1 e
(j), the e(j) being i.i.d. exponential random

variables. Using (7), Rider showed that [109, thm. 1]

√
4NαN

Å|λ1,N |√
N
− 1−

…
αN

4N

ã
L

−−−−→
N →+∞

Gb(1), αN := log(N/2π)− 2 log log(N)

where Gb(1) designates the Gumbel distribution, i.e. the law of − log e.
See also [11, ch. 4.3.7, ex. 4.7.2, ch. 6.4] for more details and the blog [41] for a

pedagogical introduction.

The presence of such an independence structure in GinEN asks legitimately the question
of its generality in any matrix ensemble. But more generally, since the universality class
of T W2 previously described is so rich, a more natural question can be asked:

Question 1.3. Is the max-independence structure already present before renormalisation
in all the models previously cited ?

A positive answer to question 1.3 is provided in the following cases that will be described
in more details throughout the article :

• the continuum random polymer (§ 2.3),
• random matrix ensembles (§ 3),
• the symmetric Schur measure (§ 4).

In the case of the symmetric Schur measure, one has a very remarkable structure : an
i.i.d. randomisation of the (deterministic) sequence of integers (see § 4.5). Each of these
cases has an equality in law analogous to (6). For instance, in the case of the GUE, one
has

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 3.1 in the sequel). There exist independent random variables
(Wk)06k6N−1 such that, if λ1,N designates the largest eigenvalue of a random matrix HN ∼
GUEN ,

λ1,N
L
= max

06k6N−1
Wk (8)

While W0 ∼ N (0, 1), the law of Wk for k > 1 is explicitely given in theorem 3.1 but
requires to use the σ-form of the Painlevé IV equation studied by Okamoto [94, 95, 96, 97],
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simplified by Noumi-Yamada [91, 90] and applied in Random Matrix Theory by Forrester-
Witte [56] (see also [57, 58] and [54, ch. 8 p. 328] for other cases that we will not treat in
this paper).

1.3. Rescaling of the largest eigenvalue of the GUE. The first historical appearance
of the Tracy-Widom distribution in [122, 123] was obtained by the rescaling of the largest
eigenvalue of the GUEN when N → +∞. From this perspective, the max-independence
structure given by (8)/(46) is particularly interesting as one can use the classical Poisson
approximation for a maximum of independent random variables: writing

ß
max

06k6N−1
Wk 6 x

™
=

{
N−1∑

k=0

1{Wk>x} = 0

}

and analysing the parametric sum of independent indicators SN(x) :=
∑N−1

k=0 1{Wk>x}, one
can perform a Poisson approximation SN (x) ≈ Po(µN(x)) where µN(x) := E(SN (x)) =∑N−1

k=0 P(Wk > x). The error in such an approximation is moreover explicit, given for
instance by the Chen-Stein method [42]. As a result, one can try to put in a more classical
probabilistic perspective the result of Tracy and Widom, for instance in the vein of Rider’s
analysis of the edge fluctuations in the complex Ginibre ensemble [109]. Such an analysis
is performed in § 3.4 and its main result reads:

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 3.11 in the sequel). One has

P

Ç
λ1,N − 2

√
N

N−1/6
6
√
2 t

å
−−−−→
N→+∞

P

Ä
T W2 6

√
2 t
ä
= exp

Å
−
∫

R

(x− t)+Q(t)2dt
ã

(9)

with x+ := x1{x>0} and

Q(x) := exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

x

δσ

ã
, δσ := σ(·; 1)− σ(·; 0) (10)

where σ(·; a) is the solution of the σ-form of the Painlevé II equation given in (59).

We would like to emphasize that the very structure of the limit is already present for
fixed N with a function δσ(N) in µN(x) (which is in fact itself already of this form with a
Stieltjes integral), and that it is preserved in the form (9) after passing to the limit.

Comparing (3) and (9), one sees that q = Q ; we give a direct proof of this fact in
lemma 3.12 using the Forrester-Witte theory.

1.4. Organisation of the paper. The plan of the article is as follows :

• we prove theorem (1.2) in section 2 and extend it to the case of T W1 in § 2.4 and
to the continuum random polymer in § 2.3.

• We investigate independence structure in random matrix ensembles in section 3
and prove there theorems 1.4/3.1 and 1.5/3.11. We would like to draw attention
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here to the problem 3.7 which is, in the author’s opinion, the most important in
the article, and probably the tip of a very big iceberg.

• We analyse the case of the symmetric Schur measure in section 4, starting with the
Plancherel measure.

• We give in Annex A some relevant notations on symmetric functions and the Schur
measure and in Annex B a summary of results on hyperspheroidal wave functions.

2. T W2 is a maximum of independent random variables

2.1. First approach.

2.1.1. Prerequisites. For an operator Kt : L
2(R+) → L2(R+) of kernel Kt, define K̇t :=

d
dt
Kt and K̇t : L

2(R+) → L2(R+) its associated operator. For φ, ψ ∈ L2(R+), we define
φt := φ(·+ t), ψt := ψ(·+ t) and

Kt(x, y) :=

∫

R+

φt(x+ u)ψt(y + u)du =

∫ +∞

t

φ(x+ u)ψ(y + u)du

Define H(φ) to be the Hankel operator of symbol φ acting on L2(R+), i.e. the operator
of kernel (x, y) 7→ φ(x+ y). Then, one has

Kt =H(ψt)H(φt)

Set

ψ∗(f) := 〈f, ψ〉L2(R+)

Then,

K̇t(x, y) = −φ(x+ t)ψ(y + t) = −φt ⊗ ψt(x, y) ⇐⇒ K̇t = −φt ⊗ ψ∗
t (11)

Suppose now that Kt has all its eigenvalues in (0, 1). Writing the following determinants
and traces on L2(R+), we have

det(I −Kt)

det(I −Ka)
= exp (tr(log(I −Kt)− log(I −Ka)))

= exp

Å
−
∫ t

a

tr((I −Ks)
−1K̇s)ds

ã

= exp

Å∫ t

a

tr((I −Ks)
−1φs ⊗ ψ∗

s )ds

ã

= exp

Å∫ t

a

〈
(I −Ks)

−1φs, ψs

〉
L2(R+)

ds

ã

For a = +∞, as Ka = 0, we get

det(I −Kt)L2(R+) = exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

t

〈
(I −Ks)

−1φs, ψs

〉
L2(R+)

ds

ã
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= exp

(
−
∫ +∞

t

∑

ℓ>0

〈
Kℓ

sφs, ψs

〉
L2(R+)

ds

)

And in the case where φ = ψ, one finally gets

det
(
I −H(φt)

2
)
L2(R+)

=
∏

ℓ>0

exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

t

∣∣∣∣H(φs)
ℓφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

ds

ã
(12)

Suppose that s 7→
∣∣∣∣H(φs)

ℓφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

/∈ L1(R). Then, one clearly gets the existence of a

random variable Zℓ(φ) such that

P(Zℓ(φ) 6 t) = exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

t

∣∣∣∣H(φs)
ℓφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

ds

ã
(13)

which implies that

det(I −H(φt)
2 )L2(R+) =

∏

ℓ>0

P(Zℓ(φ) 6 t) = P

Å
max
ℓ>0

Zℓ(φ) 6 t

ã
(14)

2.1.2. Proof of theorem 1.2. We now consider the case φ = Ai in (13). It is clear that (2)
translates at the operator level into

KAis =H(Ais)
2 (15)

To prove theorem 1.2, one uses (14) and the

Lemma 2.1 (Existence of a random variable Zℓ(Ai)). One has

s 7→
∣∣∣∣H(Ais)

ℓAis
∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

/∈ L1(R)

Proof. For ℓ = 0, one has for s < 0

||Ais||2L2(R+) =

∫

R+

Ai(s+ x)2dx =

∫ +∞

s

Ai(x)2dx >

∫ 0

s

Ai(x)2dx = |s|
∫ 0

−1

Ai(x|s|)2dx

= Ω(
»
|s|)

which shows that the function is not integrable in a neighbourhood of −∞.
To show that

C :=

∫

R+

Ai(x)2dx <∞

we have used the estimate [129, (2.44) p. 14]/[79]

Ai(x) = O(x−1/4e−
2
3
x3/2

), x→ +∞
and to show that ∫ 0

−1

Ai(x|s|)2dx = Ω

Ç
1√
|s|

å
, s→ +∞
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we have used [105, (9.8.1) p. 199, (9.8.20), (9.8.21) p. 200]

Ai(−x) :=M(x) sin θ(x), M(x)2 := Ai(−x)2 + Bi(−x)2, θ(x) := arctan

Å
Ai(−x)
Bi(−x)

ã

M(x)2 ∼ 1

π
√
x

∑

k>0

x−3k

k!
(−1)k 1 · 3 · 5 · · · (6k − 1)

96k
, θ(x) ∼ π

4
+

2

3
x

3
2

Å
1− 5

32
x−3 +O(x−6)

ã

which gives in particular

Ai(−x)2 ∼ 1

π x1/2
sin

Å
π

4
+

2

3
x

3
2

ã2
, x→ +∞ (16)

For ℓ = 1, one has

||H(Ais)Ais||2L2(R+) =

∫

R+

Ç∫
R+

Ais(x+ y)Ais(y)dy

å2
dx =:

∫

R+

KAi(s+ x, s)2dx

One also has

KAi(x, y) =
Ai(x)Ai′(y)− Ai(y)Ai′(x)

x− y 1{x 6=y} + (Ai′(x)2 − xAi(x)2)1{x=y} (17)

and for x 6= y,

KAi(x, y) = −Ai(x)Ai(y)
Ai′(y)
Ai(y)

− Ai′(x)
Ai(x)

y − x

= −Ai(x)Ai(y)
∫ 1

0

Å
Ai′

Ai

ã′
(tx+ ty)dt, t := 1− t

Moreover, using Ai′′(x) = xAi(x), one gets
Å
Ai′

Ai

ã′
(x) =

Ai′′(x)Ai(x)−Ai′(x)2

Ai(x)2
= x−

Å
Ai′(x)

Ai(x)

ã2

hence

KAi(x, y) = Ai(x)Ai(y)

Ç
−x+ y

2
+

∫ 1

0

Å
Ai′

Ai
(tx+ ty)

ã2
dt

å

=: Ai(x)Ai(y)RAi(x, y)

with

Rf(x, y) := −
x+ y

2
+

∫ 1

0

Å
f ′

f
(tx+ ty)

ã2
dt

This implies for s = −|s| < 0

||H(Ais)Ais||2L2(R+) =

∫

R+

KAi(s+ x, s)2dx
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=

∫

R+

Ai(x+ s)2Ai(s)2RAi(s+ x, s)2dx = Ai(s)2
∫ +∞

s

Ai(X)2RAi(X, s)
2dX

>
Ai(s)2

4

∫ +∞

s

Ai(X)2(X + s)2−dX =
Ai(s)2

4

∫ −s

s

Ai(X)2(X + s)2dX

=
Ai(s)2

4
|s|3

∫ 1

−1

Ai(|s|u)2(u− 1)2du

>
Ai(s)2

4
|s|3
∫ 0

−1

Ai(|s|u)2(1− u)2du

= Ω
(
s2
)

using (16).

As a result, s 7→ ||H(Ais)Ais||2L2(R+) is not integrable on R.

In the general case, one has for ℓ = 2m and s < 0

∣∣∣∣H(Ais)
2mAis

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

=

∫

R+

Ç∫
R+

K∗m
Ais (x, y)Ais(y)dy

å2
dx

=

∫

R+

(∫

R+×R
m−1
+

KAis(x, t1)

m−2∏

j=1

KAis(tj , tj+1)KAis(tm−1, y)dtAis(y)dy

)2
dx

=

∫

R+

Ais(x)
2

(∫

R+×R
m−1
+

m−2∏

j=1

Ais(tj)
2

× RAis(x, t1)
m−2∏

j=1

RAis(tj, tj+1)RAis(tm−1, y)dtAis(y)
2dy

)2
dx

>
1

2m

∫

R+

Ais(x)
2

(∫

R+×R
m−1
+

m−2∏

j=1

Ais(tj)
2

× (2|s| − x− t1)+
m−2∏

j=1

(2|s| − tj − tj+1)+ (2|s| − tm−1 − y)+dtAis(y)2dy
)2
dx

=
1

2m

∫

[s,+∞)

Ai(X)2

(∫

[s,+∞)m

m−2∏

j=1

Ai(Tj)
2

× (X + T1)−

m−2∏

j=1

(Tj + Tj+1)− (Tm−1 + Y )−dT Ai(Y )2dY

)2
dX

>
|s|4m+1

2m

∫

[−1,0)

Ai(|s|u)2
(∫

[−1,0)m

m−2∏

j=1

Ai(|s|τj)2
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× (u+ τ1)−

m−2∏

j=1

(τj + τj+1)− (τm−1 + v)− Ai(|s|v)2dv dτ
)2
du

= Ω
Ä
|s|3m+1/2

ä
using (16).

And for ℓ = 2m+ 1 and s < 0,

∣∣∣∣H(Ais)
2m+1Ais

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

=

∫

R+

Ç∫
R+

K∗m
Ais ∗HAis(x, y)Ais(y)dy

å2
dx

=

∫

R+

(∫

R+×Rm
+

KAis(x, t1)

m−1∏

j=1

KAis(tj , tj+1)HAis(tm, y)dtAis(y)dy

)2
dx

=

∫

R+

(∫

Rm
+

KAis(x, t1)
m−1∏

j=1

KAis(tj, tj+1)KAis(tm, 0)dt

)2
dx

= Ais(0)
2

∫

R+

Ais(x)
2

(∫

Rm
+

m∏

j=1

Ais(tj)
2

× RAis(x, t1)
m−1∏

j=1

RAis(tj , tj+1)RAis(tm, 0)dt

)2
dx

>
Ais(0)

2

2m

∫

R+

Ais(x)
2

(∫

Rm
+

m∏

j=1

Ais(tj)
2

× (2|s| − x− t1)+
m∏

j=1

(2|s| − tj − tj+1)+ (2|s| − tm)+dt
)2
dx

=
Ai(s)2

2m

∫

[s,+∞)

Ai(X)2

(∫

[s,+∞)m

m∏

j=1

Ai(Tj)
2

× (X + T1)−

m−1∏

j=1

(Tj + Tj+1)− (|s| − Tm)+dT
)2
dX

>
|s|4m+3

2m
Ai(−|s|)2

∫

[−1,0)

Ai(|s|u)2
(∫

[−1,0)m

m∏

j=1

Ai(|s|τj)2

× (u+ τ1)−

m−1∏

j=1

(τj + τj+1)− (1− τm)+ dτ
)2
du

= Ω
Ä
|s|3m+2

ä
using (16).

This concludes the proof. �



12 Y. BARHOUMI-ANDRÉANI

2.2. Second approach.

2.2.1. Prerequisites. Before proving theorem 1.2, we introduce a slight variation of [61,
lem. 1] :

Lemma 2.2 (Fixed interval Fuchs lemma). For I ⊂ R, let Kt : L
2(I) → L2(I) be self-

adjoint (K∗
t =Kt). Let (gt, λt) be such thatKtgt = λtgt. Last, suppose that t 7→ (Kt, gt, λt)

is differentiable. Then,

λ̇t =

¨
K̇tgt, gt

∂
L2(I)

||gt||2L2(I)

Proof. Differentiating Ktgt = λtgt yields

K̇tgt +Ktġt = λ̇tgt + λtġt

Taking the scalar product with gt and dropping the index L2(I) then yields¨
K̇tgt, gt

∂
+ 〈Ktġt, gt〉 = λ̇t ||gt||2 + λt 〈ġt, gt〉

But

δt := 〈Ktġt, gt〉 − λt 〈ġt, gt〉
= 〈ġt,K∗

t gt〉 − λt 〈ġt, gt〉
= 〈ġt, (Kt − λt)gt〉 since K∗

t =Kt

= 0

hence the result. �

2.2.2. Proof of theorem 1.2.

Theorem 2.3 (Max-independence structure in T W2, bis repetita). One has

T W2
L
= max

k>0
Z ′

k(Ai) (18)

where (Z ′
k(Ai))k>1 are independent random variables with density

fZ′

k(Ai)(s) :=
¨
Ais,Ψ

(s)
k

∂2
L2(R+)

,
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Ψ(s)

k

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(R+)
= 1 (19)

where Ψ
(s)
k is the k-th eigenvector of H(Ais) on L2(R+) or equivalently the eigenvector of

the Tracy-Widom commuting operator on L2(R+) given by

LTW,s := DXD −X(X + s) : f(x) 7→ d

dx

Å
x
df

dx

ã
− x(x+ s)f(x) (20)
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Proof. Recall the Lidskii formula for trace-class operators [116, thm. 3.12.2]

det(I −K)L2(R+) =
∏

k>1

(1− λk), Kψk = λkψk (21)

Applying this formula for H(Ais)
2 does not immediately give the result as one does not

have any information on the dependency in s of the k-th eigenvalue λk(s).
Nevertheless, for a normalised eigenvector gt (||gt||2L2(R+) = 1) associated with an eigen-

value λ(t), one gets

λ̇(t) =
¨
K̇Ai,tgt, gt

∂
L2(R+)

= −〈Ait ⊗Ai∗tgt, gt〉L2(R+) = −〈Ait, gt〉
2
L2(R+)

as, for KAi,t =H(Ais)
2 y L2(R+), one has K̇Ai,t = −Ait ⊗ Ai∗t using (11).

Moreover, KAi,+∞ = 0 and KAi,−∞ = I hence λk(∞) = 0 and λk(−∞) = 1 and

λ(t) = −
∫ +∞

t

λ̇(s)ds = +

∫ +∞

t

〈Ais, gs〉2L2(R+) ds,

∫

R

〈Ais, gs〉2L2(R+) ds = 1

The Lidskii formula then implies

det
(
I −H(Ait)

2
)
L2(R+)

=
∏

k>1

(1− λk(t))

=
∏

k>1

Å
1−

∫ +∞

t

¨
Ais,Ψ

(k)
s

∂2
L2(R+)

ds

ã

=
∏

k>1

Å∫ t

−∞

¨
Ais,Ψ

(k)
s

∂2
L2(R+)

ds

ã

=
∏

k>1

Å∫ t

−∞
fZ′

k(Ai)(s)ds

ã

= P

Å
max
k>1

Z ′
k(Ai) 6 t

ã

which gives the result.

It remains to give a short description of the eigenvectors (Ψ
(s)
k )k>1 which are the eigen-

vectors of LTW,s, i.e. a particular rescaling of the prolate hyperspheroidal wave functions.
This fact is proven in Annex B. �

Remark 2.4. An interesting question would be to prove (or disprove) that Zk(Ai)
L
= Z ′

k(Ai).
A priori, several possible sequences can give the same result.
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2.2.3. Another expression of Z ′
k(Ai).

Lemma 2.5 (Another expression of the law of Z ′
k(Ai)). One also has

P(Z ′
k(Ai) > s) := exp

Å
−
∫ s

−∞
Ψ

(t)
k (0)2dt

ã
,

∣∣∣
∣∣∣Ψ(s)

k

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(R+)
= 1 (22)

Before proving lemma 2.5, we recall the original version of [61, lem. 1] :

Lemma 2.6 (Varying interval Fuchs lemma). Let It := [t,+∞) ⊂ R. Let K ≡ Kt :
L2(It)→ L2(It) be a self-adjoint (K∗

t =Kt) such that the kernel K of K does not depend
on t. Let (gt, λt) be such that Ktgt = λtgt. Last, suppose that t 7→ (gt, λt) is differentiable.
Then,

λ̇t = −λt
gt(t)

2

||gt||2L2(It)

For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof :

Proof. Differentiating Ktgt = λtgt yields

−K(·, t)gt(t) +Ktġt = λ̇tgt + λtġt

In particular

K(·, t)gt(t) + λ̇tgt =Ktġt − λtġt = (Kt − λtI)ġt ∈ Im(Kt − λtI)
⊥ ker(Kt − λtI) = Rgt as K∗

t =Kt.

Taking the scalar product with gt and dropping the index L2(It) then yields

0 = gt(t) 〈K(·, t), gt〉+ λ̇t 〈gt, gt〉
= gt(t)Ktgt(t) + λ̇t ||gt||2

= λtgt(t)
2 + λ̇t ||gt||2

hence the result. �

Remark 2.7.
• The original approach of Fuchs [61] amounts to the identity λt

∫ +∞
s

gtgs = λs
∫ +∞
t

gtgs
(with

∫ +∞
t

g2t = 1) which gives the result after division by t− s and the limit t→ s.
• The two versions of the Fuchs lemma 2.2 and 2.6 can be set on the same page if one

differentiates the kernel Kt(x, y) = 1{x>t}K(x, y) in the sense of distributions (with a slight
abuse of notation) : ¨

K̇tgt, gt
∂
= −〈δ0(t− ·)Kgt, gt〉
= −λt 〈δ0(t− ·)gt, gt〉
= −λtgt(t)2
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• If one supposes that Kt has a parametric kernel and acts on L2([t,+∞)), one easily
finds the following modification of lemmas 2.2 and 2.6 :

λ̇t = −λt
gt(t)

2

||gt||2L2(It)

+

¨
K̇tgt, gt

∂
L2(It)

||gt||2L2(It)

(23)

• A direct corollary of lemma 2.6 is that for all a ∈ R

λs = λa exp

(
−
∫ s

a

gt(t)
2

||gt||2L2(It)

dt

)

If in addition K−∞ = I and K+∞ = 0, one can take a = −∞ to get

λs = exp

(
−
∫ s

−∞

gt(t)
2

||gt||2L2(It)

dt

)
,

∫

R

gt(t)
2

||gt||2L2(It)

dt = +∞ (24)

in which case λs defines a random variable Z such that λs = P(Z > s).

Proof of lemma 2.5. If the operator KAi ≡KAi0 defined in (2) acts on L2([s,+∞)), then,
by an obvious change of variable :

det (I −KAis)L2(R+) = det (I −KAi)L2([s,+∞))

The varying interval Fuchs lemma 2.6 and the Lidskii formula (21) can then be combined
to give

P(T W2 6 s) = det (I −KAi)L2([s,+∞))

=
∏

k>1

(1− λ̃k(s))

=
∏

k>1

Å
1− exp

Å
−
∫ s

−∞
Ψ̃

(t)
k (t)

2dt

ãã
with (24).

Here, Ψ̃
(t)
k is the k-th eigenvector of KAi y L2([t,+∞)) or equivalently of L̃TW,t :=

D(X − t)D −X(X − t). It is clear that
∫

[t,+∞)

K(x, y)f(y)dy = λf(x) ⇐⇒
∫

R+

K(X + t, Y + t)f(Y + t)dY = λf(X + t)

As a result, Ψ̃
(t)
k = Ψ

(t)
k (·−t) and Ψ̃

(t)
k (t) = Ψ

(t)
k (0). One sees moreover that λ̃k(s) = λk(s),

which proves that we still have an expression of the law of Z ′
k(Ai). This concludes the

proof. �

Remark 2.8. Define

Φk(t) :=

∫ t

−∞
Ψ

(s)
k (0)2ds
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Then, writing Φ−1
k for the inverse bijection of Φk, one has

Z ′
k(Ai)

L
= Φ−1

k (e), e ∼ Exp(1)

and one has expressed T W2
L
= maxk>1Φ

−1
k (ek) with an i.i.d. sequence (ek)k>1, answering

the original question of [2, prob. (15)].

2.3. Extension to operators H(φs)M
2
fH(φs).

2.3.1. First approach. One classical generalisation of the previous result is the case where
Ks is the kernel of an operator Ks acting on L2(R+) that reads

Ks(x, y) =

∫

R

φs(x+ u)φs(y + u)f(u)2du (25)

with φsf ∈ L2(R) for all s (say). We also suppose that Ks has all its eigenvalues in (0, 1)
for all s.

Defining the multiplication operator

Mf : g 7→ fg (26)

the underlying operator reads

Ks =H(φs)M
2
fH(φs) = LsL

∗
s, Ls :=H(φs)Mf (27)

The relevant modification of (12) is

det
(
I −H(φs)M

2
fH(φs)

)
L2(R+)

=
∏

ℓ>0

exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

t

〈
(LsL

∗
s)

ℓφs, φsf
2
〉
L2(R+)

ds

ã
(28)

Usually, one does not have LsL
∗
s = L∗

sLs hence cannot write this last scalar product

as
∣∣∣∣Lℓ

sφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

, but the operator is clearly positive and one can define the square root

M s := (LsL
∗
s)

1/2 in which case one gets
∣∣∣∣M ℓ

sφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

. Such a square root is nevertheless

not easily expressible as an explicit operator such as Ls.

One classical such case is given by the value in x = 0 of the solution to the Stochastic
Heat Equation (SHE) with Dirac initial condition [3, 13, 28, 38, 48, 111, 112, 113] also
called continuum random polymer. This equation reads®

∂tu = 1
2
∆u+ ξ̇u

u(t = 0, ·) = u0 ≡ δ0
(29)

If one defines u(x, t) = eh(x,t), then, h is the Hopf-Cole solution of the Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang (KPZ) equation [13].

A key formula gives a determinantal structure for h(0, t) with u0 = δ0 [3, 28, 38, 48, 111,
112, 113] :

P

Ç
h(0, t) + t

24

γt
+

Gb(1)

γt
6 s

å
= det

(
I −KKPZ(s,t)

)
L2(R+)

, γt :=

Å
t

2

ã1/3
(30)
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where Gb(1) is a Gumbel-distributed random variable independent of h(0, t) (for all t) and
with4

KKPZ(s,t)(x, y) :=

∫

R

Ais(x+ u)Ais(y + u)
du

1 + e−γtu
(31)

which is exactly of the type (25), the underlying operator being thus of the type (27).
It was moreover remarked by Johansson [77, prop. 1.4] that the RHS is

P

Ä
λ

(t)
1 6 s

ä

where (λ
(t)
k )k>1 is the point process given by the pointwise randomisation and re-ordering

(λ
(t)
k )k>1 :

L
= (λk +Rk/γt)

>
k>1, (λk)k>1 ∼ DPP(KAi)

with (Rk)k>1 an i.i.d. sequence with law R1 given by the Fermi factor

P(R1 6 x) = F (x) :=
1

1 + e−x
⇐⇒ R1

L
= Gb(1)−Gb′(1) (32)

where Gb(1) and Gb′(1) are two independent Gumbel-distributed random variables. As a
result,

λ
(t)
1

L
= max

k>1
{λk +Rk/γt} (33)

This last equality in law is equivalent, after integration on the Rks, to the tensorial
identity of Fredholm determinants obtained in [3, 28, 111, 112, 113] building on [13, 125,
126, 127].

From this, one gets the equality in law

h(0, t) + t
24

γt
+

Gb(1)

γt

L
= λ

(t)
1

L
= max

k>1
{λk +Rk/γt}

and using a slight modification of the proof of theorem 1.2, one gets the existence of

independent random variables Z
(t)
k (Ai) such that

λ
(t)
1

L
= max

k>0

¶
Z

(t)
k (Ai)

©
(34)

with

P

Ä
Z

(t)
k (Ai) 6 s

ä
= exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

s

〈
(H(Aiu)MftH(Aiu))

kAiu,Aiuft
〉
L2(R+)

du

ã
, ft(x) = F (γtx)

The modification of the proof of lemma 2.1 goes as follows : write

KKPZ(s,t)(x, y) =

∫

R

Ai(x+ u)Ai(y + u)P(R 6 γt(u− s))du

= E

Å∫
R

Ai(x+ u)Ai(y + u)1{R/γt+s6u}du

ã

4In [3, 111, 112, 113], the factor du
1+e−γt(u−s) is replaced by du

1−e−γt(u−s) with a principal value for the

integral. The form we give is from [28, 38, 48] and [23, ch. 5.4.3].
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= E

(∫ +∞

s+ R
γt

Ai(x+ u)Ai(y + u)du

)

= E

(
KAi,s+ R

γt

(x, y)
)

As a result,

KKPZ(s,t) = E

Ä
KAis+R/γt

ä
= E

(
H(Ais+R/γt)

2
)

(35)

and, setting Rt := γ−1
t R1 and Ks ≡KKPZ(s,t),

det(I −Ks) =
∏

ℓ>0

exp

Å
−E
Å∫ +∞

s

〈
H
Ä
Ai

u+R
(1)
t

ä2
· · ·H

Ä
Ai

u+R
(ℓ)
t

ä2
Aiu+Rt ,Aiu+Rt

〉
L2(R+)

du

ãã

One can thus mimic the computations of lemma 2.1 a.s. for the random times s + R
(i)
t

and s ≪ 0, which amounts to do it for s ≪ 0, giving the same randomised estimates of

Ω(|s|m) with s replaced by s + minℓR
(ℓ)
t , and finally taking the expectation at the end,

which is allowed as Rt
L
= R/γt and R has moments at every order. Details are left to the

reader.

2.3.2. Second approach. Using the fact that

det (I −AB)L2(I) = det (I −BA)L2(I)

for all trace-class operators A,B y L2(I), one gets

P

Ä
λ

KPZ(t)
1 6 s

ä
= det

(
I −KKPZ(s,t)

)
L2(R+)

= det
Ä
I −H(Ais)Mf2

t
H(Ais)

ä
L2(R+)

, ft(x) :=
1√

1 + e−γtx
, γt :=

(
t
2

)1
3

= det
(
I −MftH(Ais)

2
Mft

)
L2(R+)

As

d

ds
MftH(Ais)

2
Mft = Mft

d

ds
H(Ais)

2
Mft = Mft(Ais ⊗Ai∗s)Mft

= (ftAis)⊗ (ftAis)
∗

the application of the Fuchs lemma 2.2 to KKPZ(s,t) gives

P

Ä
λ

KPZ(t)
1 6 s

ä
=
∏

k>1

∫ s

−∞

¨
ftAiu,Ψ

(u)
k

∂2
L2(R+)

du

We have thus proven the :
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Theorem 2.9 (Max-independence structure in the KPZ equation). Let (Z
KPZ(t)
k )k>1 be an

independent sequence of random variables with law given by the density

f
Z

KPZ(t)
k

(s) :=
¨
ftAis,Ψ

(s)
k

∂2
L2(R+)

(36)

Then,

λ
KPZ(t)
1

L
= max

k>1
Z

KPZ(t)
k (37)

Remark 2.10. Translating the KPZ kernel gives

det
(
I −KKPZ(s,t)

)
L2(R+)

= det
Ä
I − K̃KPZ(s,t)

ä
L2([s,+∞))

where

‹KKPZ(s,t)(x, y) =

∫

R+

Ai(x+ u)Ai(y + u)ft(u− s)2du

which would be the kernel of H(Ai)Mft(·−s)2H(Ai) if it were acting on L2(R+) (but since
we are acting on L2([s,+∞)), this is not a correct interpretation).

The general Fuchs lemma with a parametric kernel Ks on a varying interval L2([s,+∞))

given in (23) gives then for any Ψ(s) ∈
¶
Ψ

(s)
k

©
k>1

λ̇(s) = −λ(s)Ψ(s)(0)2 +

∫

[s,+∞)3
Ai(x+ u)Ai(y + u)2(ftf

′
t)(u− s)duΨ̃(s)(x)Ψ̃(s)(y)dxdy

= −λ(s)Ψ(s)(0)2 +

∫

[s,+∞)

¨
Ais+u,Ψ

(s)
∂2
L2(R+)

2(ftf
′
t)(u− s)du

This first order affine equation λ̇ + aλ = b can be easily integrated to give another
expression of λ, of the form λs =

∫ +∞
s

(e
∫ v
s a)b(v)dv, but it seems less interesting than (36).

Remark 2.11. Tsai [128, (1.3)] computes the large deviation functional for h(0, t)− t
12

(with
initial condition δ0). With the max-independence structure, this becomes a problem of
large deviations of a max of independent random variables, and the Poisson approximation
approach described in § 1.3 applies. Nevertheless, the random variables are not so explicit
and a study of the prolate hyperspheroidal functions is necessary beforehand.

2.4. Extension to T W1. Recall that the power α > 0 of a cumulative distribution
function FX : x 7→ P(X 6 x) defines a random variable X(α). If α ∈ N∗, one has

X(α) L
= max16k6αXk where (Xk)k is a sequence of i.i.d. copies of X. In the general

case, it seems that such a construction is not available.
The case of the GOE Tracy-Widom distribution can then be treated analogously to the

GUE one :
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Theorem 2.12 (Max-independence structure in T W1). One has with independent random
variables in the RHS

T W1
L
= max

ß
Q(1/2),max

k>0
Zk(Ai)

(1/2)

™
(38)

where X(1/2) is the random variable built out of X via P(X 6 x)1/2 = P
(
X(1/2) 6 x

)
,

(Zk(Ai))k are defined in theorem 1.2 and P(Q 6 s) = e−
∫+∞

s q(x)dx with q the Hastings-
McLeod solution of the Painlevé II equation defined in (4).

Proof. Using the result of [124, (53)], one has

P(T W1 6 s) =
»
P(T W2 6 s)e−

∫+∞

s q(x)dx (39)

Using P(X 6 x)1/2 := P
(
X(1/2) 6 x

)
, one thus has

P(T W2 6 s)1/2 =
∏

k>1

P(Zk(Ai) 6 s)1/2 =:
∏

k>1

P

Ä
Z

(1/2)
k (Ai) 6 s

ä
= P

Å
max
k>1

Zk(Ai)
(1/2)

6 s

ã

and it remains to show that there exists Q such that P(Q 6 s) = e−
∫+∞

s q(x)dx. It is clear

that Fq(s) := e−
∫ +∞

s q(x)dx → 1 when s → +∞. Proving that Fq(s) → 0 when s → −∞ is
equivalent to

∫
R
q = +∞, and showing that Fq is increasing is equivalent to q > 0 on R by

differentiation. Such properties are granted for q, see e.g. [68] (the fact that
∫
R
q = +∞ is

a consequence of the asymptotics q(t) ∼ |t/2|1/2 when t→ −∞). �

Remark 2.13. One might be tempted to use the Ferrari-Spohn characterisation [52, Prop.
1/(16)] that reads

P(T W1 6 s) = det(I −H(Ais))L2(R+) (40)

but H(Ais) is not a positive operator, and a structure similar to the one used for the GUE
is not obvious to obtain.

Nevertheless, (40) allows to give another decomposition of the random variable Q defined
in the proof of theorem 2.12 using the Fuchs lemma 2.2 :

P(Q 6 s) = e−
∫+∞

s q(x)dx =
P(T W1 6 s)2

P(T W2 6 s)
=

det(I −H(Ais))
2
L2(R+)

det(I −H(Ais)2)L2(R+)

=
det(I −H(Ais))L2(R+)

det(I +H(Ais))L2(R+)

= det
(
I − 2H(Ais)(I +H(Ais))

−1
)
L2(R+)

Define

Ls := 2H(Ais)(I +H(Ais))
−1

y L2(R+)
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If µk(s) denotes the k-th eigenvalue of Ls for the normalised eigenvector ψk,s, then

µk(s) = 2

∫ +∞

s

≠
d

ds

(
H(Ait)(I +H(Ait))

−1
)
ψk,t, ψk,t

∑
L2(R+)

dt

= 2

∫ +∞

s

〈
(I +H(Ait))

−2Ait ⊗ Ai∗tψk,t, ψk,t

〉
L2(R+)

dt

= 2

∫ +∞

s

〈
(I +H(Ait))

−2Ait, ψk,t

〉
L2(R+)

〈Ait, ψk,t〉L2(R+) dt

= 2

∫ +∞

s

〈
(I +H(Ait))

−1Ait, ψk,t

〉2
L2(R+)

dt

One has moreover µk(−∞) = 1 as L−∞ = I and µk(+∞) = 0 as L+∞ = 0. We thus
deduce the existence of a random variable Qk such that

P(Qk > s) = 2

∫ +∞

s

〈
(I +H(Ait))

−1Ait, ψk,t

〉2
L2(R+)

dt

and, with independent random variables,

Q
L
= max

k>1
Qk (41)

As a result,

T W1
L
= max

k>1

¶
max
¶
Q

(1/2)
k , Zk(Ai)

(1/2)
©©

Remark 2.14. The case of the GSE Tracy-Widom distribution is yet to be obtained. The
description similar to (39) is [124, (54)]

P

Ä
T W4 6 s/

√
2
ä
=
»
P(T W2 6 s) cosh(U(t))2, U(t) :=

1

2

∫ +∞

t

q

but the cosh term does not seem to be expressible as a probability. Other expressions are
available, such as the Ferrari-Spohn one [52, (35)] that reads

P

Ä
T W4 6 s/

√
2
ä
=

1

2

Ä
det (I −H(Ais))L2(R+) + det (I +H(Ais))L2(R+)

ä

but the same problem remains.
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3. Max-independence structure in random matrix ensembles

3.1. The GUE. The Gaussian Unitary Ensemble of size N , in short GUEN , is the proba-
bility space (HN (C),PN) where PN is the Gaussian measure given by

PN(dM) = e− tr(MM∗)/2 dM

(2π)N2/4
(42)

A disintegration of M ∼ GUEN according to the map M 7→ U∗ΛU where U ∈ UN(C)
and Λ is a diagonal real matrix gives the law of the eigenvalues λ = (λ1,N , . . . ,λN,N)

PN(λ ∈ dx) =
1

N !ZN
∆(x)2e−|x|2/2dx, ∆(x) :=

∏

16i<j6N

(xi − xj), ZN := (2π)N/2
N−1∏

k=0

k!

In particular, supposing that λ1,N > · · · > λN,N , one has

P(λ1,N 6 s) =
ZN (s)

ZN(∞)
, ZN (s) :=

1

N !

∫

(−∞,s)N
∆(x)2e−|x|2/2dx

We now recall, for the reader’s convenience, some classical facts about this ensemble
that one can find e.g. in [4, 11, 54, 86, 121].

The Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula [120, p. 24] reads for fi, gi ∈ L2(R, µ)

1

N !

∫

RN

det (fi(tj))16i,j6N det (gi(tj))16i,j6Ndµ
⊗N(t) = det

Å∫
X

figjdµ

ã
16i,j6N

(43)

This is the continuous version5 of the Cauchy-Binet formula

det

(∑

ℓ>1

Ai,ℓBℓ,j

)

16i,j6N

=
∑

16ℓ1<ℓ2<···<ℓN

det
(
Ai,ℓj

)
16i,j6N

det (Bℓi,j)16i,j6N

=
1

N !

∑

16ℓ1 6=ℓ2 6=···6=ℓN

det
(
Ai,ℓj

)
16i,j6N

det (Bℓi,j)16i,j6N

=
1

N !

∑

ℓ1,...,ℓN>0

det
(
Ai,ℓj

)
16i,j6N

det (Bℓi,j)16i,j6N (44)

In the case of dµ(x) := e−x2/2 dx√
2π

, one has

ZN(s) :=
1

N !

∫

(−∞,s)N
∆(x)2e−|x|2/2 dx

(2π)N/2

=

∫

(−∞,s)N
det (Pi−1(xj))16i,j6N det (Qi−1(tj))16i,j6ne

−|x|2/2 dx

(2π)N/2

for any family of monic polynomials (Pk, Qk)k>0 satisfying deg(Pk) = deg(Qk) = k (ta-
king linear combinations in the Vandermonde determinant). The choice of the truncated

5Using a discrete measure µ, one gets (44) from (43) ; but one can pass to the limit with a Riemann
sum starting from (44) to obtain (43) which makes these two formuli equivalent.
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Hermite polynomials Pk = Qk = Hk(·|s), i.e. the monic orthogonal polynomials for
L2((−∞, s), µ) gives a diagonal matrix, and the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula (43) then
implies

ZN(s) =
N−1∏

k=0

∫ s

−∞
Hk(x|s)2e−x2/2 dx√

2π

The formula

P(λ1,N 6 s) =
N−1∏

k=0

||Hk(·|s)||2L2((−∞,s),µ)

||Hk(·|∞)||2L2((−∞,∞),µ)

is not of the form

P(λ1,N 6 s) =

N−1∏

k=0

∫ s

−∞
fWk

(x)dx = P

Å
max

06k6N−1
Wk 6 s

ã

since the polynomials depend on s. The following theorem allows to circumvent this fact
à la Ginibre:

Theorem 3.1 (Max-independence structure in the GUE). Let Hk(x|t) be the orthogonal

polynomial for L2((−∞, t), e−x2/2 dx√
2π
) (truncated Hermite polynomial). Define the law of

a random variable Wk by

P(Wk 6 s) =

∫ s

−∞
Hk(x)

2e−x2/2 dx√
2π k!

, Hk(x) := Hk(x|x) (45)

and let (Wk)k be a sequence of independent such random variables. Then,

λ1,N
L
= max

06k6N−1
Wk (46)

Proof. A differentiation of
∫ s

−∞Hk(x|s)2dµ(x) with dµ(x) := e−x2/2 dx√
2π

gives

d

ds

∫ s

−∞
Hk(x|s)2e−x2/2 dx√

2π
= Hk(s|s)2

e−s2/2

√
2π

+

∫ s

−∞

∂

∂s
Hk(x|s)2e−x2/2 dx√

2π

= Hk(s|s)2
e−s2/2

√
2π

+ 2

∫ s

−∞
Hk(x|s)

∂

∂s
Hk(x|s)e−x2/2 dx√

2π

Since Hk(X|s) = Xk +
∑k−1

j=0 aj,k(s)X
j is a monic orthogonal polynomial, ∂

∂s
Hk(X|s) =∑k−1

j=0
∂
∂s
aj,k(s)X

j is of degree k − 1, hence, by orthogonality
〈
Hk,

∂
∂s
Hk

〉
L2((−∞,s],µ)

= 0.

Integrating from A to s this equality gives
∫ s

−∞
Hk(x|s)2dµ(x)−

∫ A

−∞
Hk(x|A)2dµ(x) =

∫ s

A

Hk(x|x)2e−x2/2 dx√
2π
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Now, one can make A→ −∞ on the LHS which is finite, and
∫ A

−∞Hk(x|A)2dµ(x) → 0

since Hk(X|A) is a polynomial for all A and Hk(X| −∞) = 0, giving the desired result.
Note that s→ +∞ in this equality gives the renormalisation constant as ||Hk(·|∞)||2L2(R,µ) =

k! for the Gaussian measure. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.2.

• The independence structure (7) in the Ginibre ensemble can be directly proven
starting from the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula. Nevertheless, the differentiation
step is not necessary as the orthogonal polynomials are directly the power functions
on the disk. The proof extends to any complex ensemble with a circular symmetry
(see e.g. [11, ch. 4.3]).

• The argument of differentiation that we use to derive (45) was also employed by
Majumdar-Nadal [88, § 3.2] in the core of their rederivation of the Tracy-Widom
distribution (with a method involving norms of orthogonal polynomials originally
due to Gross-Matytsin [65]), but with no probabilistic considerations.

• The differentiation argument is also the one used in the Fuchs lemma 2.2/2.6, and
the norms of orthogonal polynomials are the eigenvalues of the projection operator
with the usual Christoffel-Darboux kernel that readsKN(x, y) =

∑N
k=0Hk(x|t)Hk(y|t)

in L2((−∞, t), e−x2/2 dx√
2π
). Normalising each term of the sum by their L2-norm gives

a sum of weighted projectors, the weight being the eigenvalue, i.e. ||Hk(·|t)||2L2((−∞,t],µ).

Equivalently, one can use the truncated Hermite polynomials in L2([t,+∞), e−x2/2 dx√
2π
)

and the eigenvalue will be the norm of these polynomials, ‹Hk(x|t) (say) on this set.

Of course, the formuli are equivalent : k!− ||‹Hk(·, t)||2[t,+∞) = ||Hk(·|t)||2(−∞,t].

This is the exact analogue of the Fuchs lemma that one applies (after an appli-
cation of the Lidskii formula). The expression of the law uses then the function
‹Hk(x|x)2 in the same way (19) uses Ψ

(s)
k (0)2 = Ψ̃

(s)
k (s)2 ≡ Ψ̃k(s|s)2.

3.2. Generalisation to any matrix ensemble on the real line and the circle. The
proofs of the theorems here presented are identical to the previous one and are thus omitted.

3.2.1. The real line.

Definition 3.3 (Determinantal measure). Let µ be a probability measure on a space X

and let (ϕ,ψ) := (ϕk, ψk)k>1 be a family of square integrable functions of L2(X, µ). A
determinantal measure with parameters (ϕ,ψ, µ) is the law of random points (λk,N)16k6N

in X with distribution (see e.g. [82])

PN(λ ∈ dx)=
1

N ! det(
∫
X
ϕiψjdµ)16i,j6N

det (ϕi(xj))16i,j6Ndet (ψi(xj))16i,j6Ndµ
⊗N(x) (47)

We note λ ∼ DetMeas(ϕ,ψ, µ|N) for such a random process. Note that the equality∫
XN PN(λ ∈ dx) = 1 is the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula (43).
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Theorem 3.1 can be easily modified in the case of a general determinantal measure to
give:

Theorem 3.4 (Independence structure in matrix ensembles on the real line). Consider
random points (λk,N)16k6N in R with distribution

PN(λ ∈ dx) =
1

N !ZN

∆(x)2dµ⊗N(x), dµ(x) := µ̇(x)dx

i.e. λ ∼ DetMeas(ψ,ψ, µ|N) with ψk(x) := xk−1.
Then, one has

λ1,N
L
= max

16k6N
Yk (48)

where (Yk)k is a sequence of independent random variables with distribution given by

P(Yk+1 6 s) =

∫ s

−∞
Pk(x|x)2

dµ(x)∫
R
Pk(y|∞)2dµ(y)

(49)

where Pk(·|t) is the orthogonal polynomial for L2((−∞, t), µ) .

The proof is a straightforward generalisation of the previous one and is thus omitted.

3.2.2. The circle.

Theorem 3.5 (Independence structure in matrix ensembles on the circle). Consider ran-
dom points (eiΘk,N )16k6N in U with distribution

PN(Θ ∈ dθ) =
1

N !ZN

∣∣∆(eiθ)
∣∣2dµ⊗N(θ), dµ(θ) := µ̇(eiθ)dθ, θk ∈ [0, 2π)

Then, one has

Θ1,N
L
= max

16k6N
Ak (50)

where (Ak)k is a sequence of independent random variables with distribution given by

P(Ak+1 6 s) =

∫ s

0

∣∣Pk(e
iθ|θ)

∣∣2 dµ(θ)∫ 2π

0
|Pk(eiα|2π)|2dµ(α)

(51)

where θ 7→ Pk(e
iθ|t) is the monic OPUC for L2([0, t), µ) .

Remark 3.6. The Weyl integration formula reads∫

UN

det(f(U))dU =
1

N !

∮

UN

f⊗N(u)|∆(u)|2d
∗u

u
(52)

where dU is the normalised Haar measure on the unitary group UN and det(f) ∈ L1(UN , dU).
This formula defines the Circular Unitary Ensemble or CUEN [45, 46, 54] that has been

studied extensively, notably using the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula (43) that links it to
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a Toeplitz determinant of symbol f [46, fact five]
∫

UN

det(f(U))dU = det(TN (f)), TN (f) :=
( [
zi−j

]
f(z)

)
16i,j6N

(53)

The previous theorem with µ̇ = 1 treats thus the case of the CUEN .

In view of the last results, an interesting question emerges:

Question 3.7. Can one find an almost sure construction that proves (46) or (48) ?

In fact, question 3.7 is already relevant at the level of the Ginibre ensemble, as the iden-

tity in law λ
GinEN+1

1
L
= max{λGinEN

1 ,γN+1} is not proven with an almost sure construction.

Remark 3.8. By “almost sure construction”, we mean a deterministic equality that would
imply the probabilistic result once “probabilised”. Such an identity was for instance
given in [36] for the characteristic polynomial of a random matrix distributed accord-

ing to the CUEN . Setting ZUN
(X) := det(XIN − UN), one has ZUN

(1)
L
=
∏N

k=1Xk

where Xk are explicit independent random variables. Such a decomposition comes from
the decomposition into a product of transvections of a unitary matrix which implies the

probabilistic identity UN
L
= Hu1Hu2 . . .HuN

where the random transvections Hui
: x 7→

x −
(
1 +

1−e∗1ui

1−e∗1ui

)
(e1−ui)

∗x

|e1−ui|2
(e1 − ui) are independent (the vector ui is selected uniformly on

the unit sphere and (ek)k is the canonical basis of CN). The previous identity in law comes
then from the deterministic identity (see [36] for the details)

det(IN −Hu1Hu2 . . .HuN
) = (1− e∗1Hu1e1) det(IN−1 −Hu′

2
. . .Hu′

N
)

Taking the Mellin transform of this identity gives E

Ä
ZUN

(1)sZUN
(1)w
ä
=
∏N

k=1E
(
Xs

kX
w
k

)
,

an identity equivalent to the celebrated Selberg integral in the particular case β = 2 (see
[37] for a generalisation to the CβEN). Such decompositions allow thus to give new proofs
of classical identities with almost no computations, and a better understanding of why
some “magical” identities hold.

Remark 3.9. Although there exists a natural Markovian coupling between GUEN and
GUEN+1, the minor process [27], the Courant-Fisher minimax characterisation of the ei-
genvalues of a Hermitian matrix is not likely to give the desired result when probabilised
with this coupling since it can be stationnary (this is seemingly not the case of (Wk)k).

Of course, several other Markovian couplings are possible, although arguably less natural
than the minor one. We will come back to this problem in the future.
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3.3. Note on λN,N . We quickly treat the case of the minimal eigenvalue λN,N in any
previously defined matrix ensemble. This random variable is also the minimum of N inde-
pendent random variables, as, using the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula (43), one obtains

P(λN,N > s) =
1

ZN (∞)

N−1∏

k=0

∣∣∣
∣∣∣‹Hk(·|s)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2([s,+∞),µ)

This is the half-line [s,+∞) which is relevant in this case, and the orthogonal poly-

nomials for the restricted measure were denoted ‹Hk(·|s) in remark 3.2. Using the same
manipulations as in theorem 3.1, one then finds

P(λN,N > s) =
1

ZN (∞)

N−1∏

k=0

∣∣∣
∣∣∣‹Hk(·|·)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2([s,+∞),µ)
=

N−1∏

k=0

∣∣∣
∣∣∣‹Hk(·|·)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2([s,+∞),µ)∣∣∣
∣∣∣‹Hk(·| −∞)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(R,µ)

In the case of the GUEN , one has for instance with independent (W̃k)k

λ
(GUE)
N,N

L
= min

06k6N−1
W̃k (54)

where

fW̃k
(x) =

‹Hk(x|x)2√
k!

e−x2/2

√
2π

Here again, the most interesting question is the equivalent of Question 3.7, i.e.

Question 3.10. Can one find an almost sure construction that proves (54) or its gener-
alisations to other determinantal measures ?

For instance, the construction HN+1 = HN ⊕ (XN+1, aN+1) implies a Markovian cou-
pling. Here, ⊕ designates the operation that puts HN in the top N × N block of an
(N + 1)× (N + 1) matrix that has the vector XN+1 (of size N) in the upper right block,
its transconjugated in the lower left block and the real aN+1 at the (N + 1, N + 1) index
(or the lower right block).

With such a construction (with no probability), one looks for an equality of the type

λmin(HN+1) = min {λmin(HN), FN+1(XN+1, aN+1)}
for a certain functional FN+1. The probabilisation of such an identity would then imply the

result, with W̃N
L
= FN+1(XN+1, aN+1). We will come back to this problem in the future.
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3.4. Painlevé representation of Hn and a new expression of FT W2.

3.4.1. Painlevé representation of Hn. The function Hn used in (45) can be described in a
more explicit way.

Recall that the monic orthogonal polynomials (Pk)k>0 for L2([a, b], µ) with a, b ∈ R

are given by the following “expectations of characteristic polynomials of random matrix
ensembles” [120, (2.2.10) p. 27]

Pn(X) =
1

n!Dn

∫

[a,b]n

n∏

k=1

(X − tk)∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t), Dn :=
1

n!

∫

[a,b]n
∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t)

In particular, for

µ(dx) :=
e−x2/2

√
2π

dx, a := −∞, b := t

one gets

Hn(X|t) =
1

n!Dn(t)

∫

(−∞,t)n

n∏

k=1

(X − tk)∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t), Dn(t) :=
1

n!

∫

(−∞,t)n
∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t)

If Hn ∼ GUEn with eigenvalues λ1,n > λ2,n > · · · , and if ZHn(x) := det(xIn−Hn), one
thus has

Hn(x|t) =
E
(
ZHn(x)1{λ1,n6t}

)

P(λ1,n 6 t)
= E

(
ZHn(x)

∣∣λ1,n 6 t
)

Using the notations of [56]6, define for all a ∈ N

‹En(x; a) :=
1

n!

∫

(−∞,x)n

n∏

j=1

(x− tj)a∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t)

Then,

Hn(x) := Hn(x|x) =
‹En(x; 1)

‹En(x; 0)
(55)

The quantities ‹En(x; a) were studied by Forrester-Witte in [56, (1.7)]. This article is an
application of the Jimbo-Miwa σ-form approach to the Painlevé IV equation [72] and the
τ -function theory of the Painlevé II to VI equations due to Okamoto [94, 95, 96, 97] later
refined by Noumi-Yamada [91] ; see also Forrester [54, ch. 8 p. 328] for a historical and
a self-contained introduction on the topic and Noumi [90] for a detailed study of PII and
PIV .

6Note that the Gaussian measure is not the probabilistic one in [56] and in [54, 123], hence some slight
changes of conventions.
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It is proven in [56, (1.8)/(4.14)] that

‹En(x; a) = ‹En(x0; a) exp

Å∫ x

x0

Un(t; a)dt

ã

where y = Un(· ; a) satisfies the following σ-form of the Painlevé IV equation [56, (1.9)/(4.15)]

(σ-PIV ) :

®
(y′′)2 − 4(ty′ − y)2 + 4y′(y′ − 2a)(y′ + 2n) = 0

y(t) = −2nt− n(a+n)
t

+O
(

1
t3

)
when t→ −∞. (56)

the boundary conditions being given in [56, (1.10)/(4.18)].
Notice that

‹En(x; a) :=
1

n!

∫

(−∞,x)n

n∏

j=1

(x− tj)a∆(t)2dµ⊗n(t) ∼
x→+∞

xna × ‹En(+∞; 0)

implying that

Hn(x) ∼
x→+∞

xn

As a result, one cannot choose x0 = +∞ except in the case a = 0 (which is the case
considered by Tracy and Widom).

For general x0, one thus has

Hn(x)e
−x2/4 = Hn(x0)e

−x2
0/4 exp

Å∫ x

x0

Å
Un(t; 1)− Un(t; 0)−

t

2

ã
dt

ã
(57)

For a = 0, Tracy and Widom’s result

λ1,N − 2
√
N

N−1/6

L
−−−−→
N →+∞

T W2 (58)

gives with the notations of [56, (1.18)/(5.2), (5.3)] (where u is replaced by σ)

‹EN

Ä
2
√
N +N− 1

6 s ; a = 0
ä
−−−−→
N→+∞

exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

s

r(t)dt

ã
, r(t) =: σ(t; a = 0)

and for a > 1 [56, (1.19)/(5.6), (5.7)]

C(s0) e
−a(2

√
N+N−1/6s)2/4‹EN

Ä
2
√
N +N− 1

6s ; a
ä
−−−−→
N→+∞

‹Esoft
∞ (s0; a) exp

Å∫ s

s0

σ(t; a)dt

ã

were y := σ(· ; a) satisfies the following σ- form of the Painlevé II equation [56, (1.17)/(5.10)]

(σ-PII)

®
(y′′)2 + 4y′

(
ty′ − y

)
− 4(y′)3 − a2 = 0

y(t) = t2

4
+ 4a2−1

8t
+O

(
1
t3

)
when t→ −∞. (59)

the boundary conditions being given in [56, (1.20)/(4.11)]
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3.4.2. Required estimates for fWn.

Caveat : We will now be concerned with the “physicist convention” of Tracy-Widom
[122, 123] and Forrester-Witte [56] which is also the convention of Wu-Xu-Zhao [130]. As a
result, the probability expressed in theorem 1.4 is given with t

√
2 and the Gaussian density

is e−t2/
√
π. We will set Ŵn :=

√
2Wn for the rescaled random variable.

We will moreover use the function σ which is denoted by u in [56] and the function p
which is denoted by u in [130]. These conventions are the ones of [105, 32.6(iii) p. 729] for
the Hamiltonian description of the Painlevé functions.

The Hamiltonian description goes as follows : denote by H(q, p, t) the Hamiltonian of
the Painlevé II equation given by [105, 32.6.9 p. 729]

H(q, p, t) :=
p2

2
−
Å
q2 +

t

2

ã
p−
Å
α +

1

2

ã
q

The Hamilton-Jacobi equations q′ = ∂pH , p′ = −∂qH are given by [105, 32.6.10 &
32.6.11 p. 729]

q′ = p− q2 − t
2
, p′ = 2qp+ α+ 1

2

The equation satisfied by q is then PII(α) given by (4) and the equation satisfied by p is
the Painlevé XXXIV equation PXXXIV (α) (numbered in this way in the original classifica-
tion of Painlevé and Gambier) given by [105, 32.6.12 p. 729]

pp′′ = (p′)2

2
+ 2p3 − tp2 − 1

2
(α + 1

2
)2 (60)

Last, the equation satisfied by the function σ : t 7→ H(q(t), p(t), t) is σ-PII(α) given by
(59). This function allows to “reconstruct” (p, q) with the relations [105, 32.6.14 & 32.6.15
p. 729] :

q =
4σ′′ + 2α+ 1

8σ′ , p = −2σ′ (61)

In [130, (1.6)], Wu, Xu and Zhao study

Hn(x|α, ω) :=
1

n!

∫

Rn

n∏

k=1

|x− tj|2α
(
1{tj6x} + ω1{tj>x}

)
∆(t)2µ⊗n(dt), µ(dt) = e−t2 dt√

π

In particular,

Hn(x|α, 0) :=
1

n!

∫

Rn

n∏

k=1

|(x− tj)+|2α∆(t)2µ⊗n(dt) = ‹En(x; a = 2α)

as x+ = |x+|, and

Hn(x) =
Hn(x|1/2, 0)
Hn(x|0, 0)
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Wu, Xu and Zhao [130, thm. 3, (1.24)] prove moreover that (in particular for α = 1
2
/a =

1 and ω = 0)

d

dµn
lnHn(µn|α, ω) =

√
2n

Å
2α +

σ(s|α, ω)
n1/3

+ α
p(s|α, ω) + s

n2/3
+Os

Å
1

n

ãã
,

µn :=
√
2n+ n− 1

6
s√
2

where σ(·|α = 1/2, ω = 0) is the σ-form of the Painlevé II function given in (59) and
p(·|α = 1

2
, ω = 0) is solution of the Painlevé XXXIV equation with the following particular

boundary condition at ∞ [130, (1.20) & (1.21)] for α 6= 0 :

(PXXXIV )

®
p(s)p′′(s) = p′(s)2

2
+ 4p(s)3 + 2sp(s)2 − 2α2

p(s) = α√
s
(1− αs−3/2 +O(s−3)), s→∞, arg(s) ∈ (−π

3
, π
3
]

(62)

Last, [130, (1.22), (1.17)]/[56, (5.11), – ] :

σ(s|α, ω = 0) = −s
2
+

16α2 − 1

8
s−2 +O(s−7/2), s→ −∞

σ(s|α, ω = 0) = −α
√
s
Ä
1 + αs−3/2 +O(s−3)

ä
, s→∞, arg(s) ∈ (−π

3
,
π

3
]

(63)

As a result, using the physicist convention for the Gaussian, one has

fWn(s) =
Hn(s)

2e−s2

n!Zn

√
2π

=

Å
Hn(s|1/2, 0)
Hn(s|0, 0)

ã2 e−s2

n!Zn

√
π

= exp

Å
2 lnHn(c) + 2

∫ s

c

d

dt
lnHn(t)dt

ã
e−s2

n!Zn

√
2π

= exp

Å
2 lnHn(c) + 2

∫ s

c

Å
d

dt
lnHn(t|1/2, 0)−

d

dt
lnHn(t|0, 0)

ã
dt

ã
e−s2

n!Zn

√
π

=
Hn(c)

2e−c2

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Å
2

∫ s

c

Å
d

dt
lnHn(t|1/2, 0)−

d

dt
lnHn(t|0, 0)− t

ã
dt

ã

Set

tn :=
√
2n+ n− 1

6
t√
2
, sn :=

√
2n+ n− 1

6
s√
2
, cn :=

√
2n + n− 1

6
c√
2

δσ := σ
(
·|1
2
, ω
)
− σ(·|0, ω) = σ(·|a = 1, ω)− σ(·|a = 0, ω), ω := 0

Then,

fŴn
(sn) =:

Hn(cn)
2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
2

∫ s

c

Ç√
2n+

√
2n
δσ(n)(tn)

n1/3
+
√
2n

1

2

p(n)(tn|12 , 0) + tn

n2/3
− tn
å
n− 1

6dt

å

=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
n− 1

62
√
2n

∫ s

c

Ç
1 +

δσ(n)(tn)

n1/3
+
p(n)(tn|12 , 0) + tn

2n2/3
− tn√

2n

å
dt

å
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=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
n

1
32
√
2

∫ s

c

Ç
δσ(n)(tn)

n1/3
+
p(n)(tn|12 , 0) + tn

2n2/3
− n− 1

6 t/
√
2

n1/2
√
2

å
dt

å

=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
n

1
32
√
2

∫ s

c

Ç
δσ(n)(tn)

n1/3
+
p(n)(tn|12 , 0) + tn

2n2/3
− t

2n2/3

å
dt

å

=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
2
√
2

∫ s

c

Ç
δσ(t) +

p(t|1
2
, 0) + t

2n1/3
− t

2n1/3
+Ot

Å
1

n2/3

ãå
dt

å

=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Ç
2
√
2

∫ s

c

Ç
δσ(t) +

p(t|1
2
, 0)

2n1/3
+Ot

Å
1

n2/3

ãå
dt

å

Using the second relation of (61), one then has

p(t|1
2
, 0) = −2 d

dt
σ(t|1

2
, 0)

and

fŴn
(sn) =

Hn(cn)
2e−c2n+2

√
2n−1/3σ(c|1/2,0)

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Å
2
√
2

∫ s

c

δσ(t)dt− O
Ä
n−1/3σ(s|1

2
, 0)
äã

=
Hn(cn)

2e−c2n+2
√
2n−1/3σ(c|1/2,0)

n!Zn

√
π

exp

Å
2
√
2

∫ s

c

δσ(t)dt

ãÄ
1− O

Ä
n−1/3σ(s|1

2
, 0)
ää

namely

fŴn
(sn)− fŴn

(cn)e
2
√
2n−1/3σ(c|1/2,0) exp

Å
2
√
2

∫ s

c

δσ(t)dt

ã

= −O
Ä
n−1/3σ(s|1

2
, 0)e2

√
2
∫ s
c δσ(t)dt

ä (64)

The proof of theorem 3.11 will impose to choose the constant c ≡ c∗n such that

n1/6fŴn
(cn)e

2
√
2n−1/3σ(c|1/2,0) = 1, cn :=

√
2n+ n− 1

6
c√
2

One can show that c∗n → +∞ and that s 7→ σ(s|1
2
, 0)e−2

√
2
∫+∞

s δσ(t)dt ∈ L1([s,+∞)) for
all s using the § 3.4.5.

3.4.3. Poisson approximation for maxima of independent random variables. The problem
of estimating the maximum of a sequence of independent random variables (Wk)16k6n can
be classically restated as a problem of Poisson approximation for sums of independent
random variables [51, ch. 3] writing

ß
max
16k6n

Wk 6 x

™
=

{
n∑

k=1

1{Wk>x} = 0

}

Since the random parametric indicators Bk := 1{Wk>x} are Bernoulli random variables
of expectation pk := P(Wk > x), one can proceed to a Poisson approximation of Sn :=
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∑n
k=1Bk [110, § 4.1]

P(Sn = 0)− P

(
Po

(
n∑

k=1

pk

)
= 0

)
= O

(
n∑

k=1

p2k ×min

ß
1,

1∑n
k=1 pk

™)

with

P

(
Po

(
n∑

k=1

pk

)
= 0

)
= e−

∑n
k=1 pk

In the GUEn+1 case, this last Poisson approximation is performed for the previous inde-
pendent random variables (Wk)k defined in (45). Set

sn := 2
√
n + n−1/6s

As the first random variables do not depend on n, the first probabilities are very small :
for k = O(1)

pk := P(Wk > sn) 6
1

s2n
E

Ä
|Wk|2

ä
= Os

Å
1

n

ã

We will see in (68) that fWmn
(sn) ∼ n−1/6Q(s + c) with Q ∈ L2([s,+∞)) for all s if

mn = n− cn1/3. As a result, with xn = 2
√
n+ n−1/6x

pmn := P(Wmn > sn) 6

∫ +∞

s

Å
xn
sn

ã2
fWmn

(xn)n
−1/6dx = Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä

The relevant part of the maximum mass is thus concentrated on the extreme random
variables (W[nα])1−εn6α61 with α = 1−cn−2/3 and one can neglect the first random variables

to only consider the contribution of the last ones : with m := [n(1− εn)] < n, ε = cn−2/3,
one has with obvious notations

δn := |P(Sn = 0)− P(Sm→n = 0)| = P(Sm→n = 0, Sn − Sm→n > 1)

6 E(Sn − Sm→n) = E(Sm) =
m∑

k=1

pk

which implies

P(Sn = 0) = P(Sm→n = 0) +O

(
m∑

k=1

pk

)
= P(Sm→n = 0) +Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä

for the choice

m = n− O(n1/3) (65)

For this choice of m, we also set

Pn :=

n∑

k=1

pk, P ∗
n :=

n∑

k=m+1

pk, m := [n(1− εn)] =
î
n− cn1/3

ó
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so that

Pn = P ∗
n +Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä

Last, we set

P (2)
n :=

n∑

k=1

p2k = P ∗, 2
n +Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä
, P ∗, 2

n :=
n∑

k=m+1

p2k

If Pn = O(1), the Poisson approximation amounts thus to

P(Sn = 0)− P(Po (Pn) = 0) = O
Ä
P (2)
n

ä
,

with

Pn = P ∗
n +Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä
, P (2)

n = P ∗, 2
n +Os

Ä
n−1/3

ä

3.4.4. A new expression of FT W2.

Theorem 3.11 (Expression of FT W2). One has

P

Ç
λ1,N − 2

√
N

N−1/6
6
√
2 s

å
−−−−→
N→+∞

P

Ä
T W2 6

√
2 s
ä
= exp

(
−Q2 ∗ id+(s)

)
(66)

with f ∗ g(x) :=
∫
R
f(t)g(x− t)dt = g ∗ f(x), id+ : x 7−→ x+ := x1{x>0} and

Q(x) := exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

x

δσ

ã
, δσ := σ(·; 1)− σ(·; 0) (67)

where σ(·; a) is the solution of the σ-form of the Painlevé II equation given in (59).

Proof. With Ŵk := Wk/
√
2, one has

P

Ä
Ŵ[Nα] >

√
2N +N−1/62−

1
2 s
ä
=

∫ +∞

√
2N+N−1/62−

1
2 s

fŴ[Nα]
(x)dx

=

∫ +∞

s

N−1/6fŴ[Nα]
(
√
2N +N−1/62−

1
2 y)dy

and, with a Stieltjes integral,

P ∗
N :=

N∑

k=m+1

pk =

∫ N

m

p[u]du =

∫ 1

0

p[m+(N−m)v](N −m)dv

=

∫ 0

N2/3

p[NαN (c)] d(NαN(c)), αN(c) := 1− c

N2/3

=

∫ N2/3

0

N1/3
P

(
Ŵ[N−cN1/3] > sN

)
dc

=

∫ N2/3

0

N1/3

∫ +∞

s

N−1/6fŴ
[N−cN1/3]

(
√
2N + 2−1/2N−1/6y)dy dc
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=

∫

(R+)2
1{c6N2/3,y>s}N

1/6fŴ
[N−cN1/3]

(
√
2N + 2−1/2N−1/6y)dy dc

We will now show that

N+1/6fŴ
[N−cN1/3]

(
√
2N + 2−1/2N−1/6y) −−−−→

N→+∞
Q(y + c)2 (68)

This implies with the Wu-Xu-Zhao estimate (64) that P ∗
N = P ∗

∞(s)+O(N−1/3P ∗, 3
∞ ) with

P ∗
∞(s) =

∫ +∞

s

∫

R+

Q(y + c)2dc dy =

∫ +∞

s

∫ +∞

y

Q(u)2du dy =
∫

R

Q(u)2(s− u)+du

= Q2 ∗ id+(s)

and, with σ1 = σ(·; 1) ∼ σ-PII(a = 1) (or α = 1
2
) defined in (59)

P ∗, 3
∞ (s) =

∫ +∞

s

∫

R+

σ1(y + c)Q(y + c)2dc dy = (σ1Q2) ∗ id+(s)

Moreover,

P ∗, 2
N :=

n∑

k=m+1

p2k

=

∫ N2/3

0

N1/3
P
(
W[NαN (c)] > sN

)2
dc, αN(c) := 1− c

N2/3

= N−1/3

∫ N2/3

0

Ä
N1/3

P
(
W[NαN (c)] > sN

)ä2
dc

= O(N−1/3)×
∫

R+

Å∫ +∞

s

Q(y + c)2dy

ã2
dc

= Os

Ä
N−1/3

ä

The fact that
∫ +∞
s

σk
1Q2 <∞ (with k ∈ {0, 1}) comes from the asymptotics at infinity

given in the second line of (59) (that implies7 Q(x)2 = O(x−2)) and (63).
The two terms P ∗, 2

N and P ∗, 3
N , coming respectively from (64) and from the Poisson ap-

proximation give an unoptimal speed of convergence8, but are sufficient for our purpose.

We now prove (68). Define

gN(M, y) := N1/3fŴM
(
√
2N + 2−1/2N−1/6y), M :=

î
N − cN1/3

ó

7We will see in lemma 3.12 that we have in fact Q = q ∼ PII(0), hence that Q(x)2 ∼ Ai(x)2 for x→ +∞,
which is much more refined than the sole difference of equivalents at infinity.

8The optimal speed of convergence is O(N−2/3). It was obtained by Johnstone and Ma [78] using a
very particular recentering µN 6= 2

√
N [78, (15)]. We are not concerned with such a problem.
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Of course, the Wu-Xu-Zhao estimate (64) already gives the convergence for the right
tuning of parameters, but we will first describe a more classical way of obtaining the result
without the remainder, in the vein of the Forrester-Witte study [56].

Integrating at a certain xN that will be choosen later and setting x∗N := xN−2
√
N

N−1/6 , one
has

gN([Nα], y) = N1/3gN([Nα], xN )

exp

Ç
2
√
2

∫ y

x∗

N

N−1/6
(
U[Nα](t; 1)− U[Nα](t; 0)− t

)∣∣
t=2

√
N+N−1/6T

dT

å

The function y := U[Nα](· ; a) satisfies (56) with n = [Nα]. We thus consider

σ
(α)
N (·; a) : t 7→ τN

(
U[Nα](µN + τN t; a)− a× (µN + τN t)

)
,

µN :=
√
2N, τN :=

1

N1/6
√
2

Setting

Y (t) := σ
(α)
N (·; a)

Y ′(t) :=
d

dt
σ
(α)
N (t; a) = τ 2N

d

dt
U[Nα](µN + τN t; a)− aτN

Y ′′(t) :=

Å
d

dt

ã2
σ
(α)
N (t; a) = τ 3N

Å
d

dt

ã2
U[Nα](µN + τN t; a)

so that, dropping the indices N , the equation (56) becomes after multiplication by τ 6

0 = (Y ′′)2 − 4τ 6
Ä
(µ+ τt)Y

′+aτ
τ2
− Y+aµ+aτt

τ

ä2
+ 4τ 6 Y ′+aτ

τ2

Ä
Y ′+aτ

τ2
− 2a

äÄ
Y ′+aτ

τ2
+ 2[Nα]

ä

= (Y ′′)2 − 4τ 2
(
(µ+ τt)Y ′ − τY

)2
+ 4(Y ′ + aτ)(Y ′ + aτ(1 − 2τ))

(
Y ′ + aτ + 2[Nα]τ 2

)

An expansion that supposes Y and its derivatives to be of order 1 shows that

LN(Y ) = (Y ′′)2 + 4(Y ′)3 − 4
(
(Y ′)2t− Y Y ′)− a2

+ 4(Y ′)2
(
2[Nα]τ 2 − µ2τ 2

)
+OY,t(τ )

Since µ2 = 2N , LN(Y ) converges iff

Nτ 2(1− α) = N2/3(1− α) −−−−→
N→+∞

c = O(1) ⇐⇒ α ≡ αN = 1− c+ o(1)

N2/3

In such a case, σ
(α)
N (·; a) converges locally uniformly to σ(c)(·; a) = σ(· + c; a) satisfying

the following shifted σ-form of the Painlevé II equation (as setting t← t+ c gives back the
original equation) with the same boundary condition as (59)

(Y ′′)2 + 4Y ′((Y ′)2 − (t− c)Y ′ + Y
)
− a2 = 0

As a result, locally uniformly

δσ
(α)
N := σ

(α)
N (· ; 1)− σ(α)

N (· ; 0) −−−−→
N→+∞

δσ(c) =: δσ(·+ c) = σ(·+ c; 1)− σ(·+ c; 0)
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This analysis explains the relevance of the rescaling, but does not give any speed of
convergence. Such a speed is required to prove the result in a probabilistic way (since the
convergence of the densities does not preclude from the usual weak-* pathology of “escape
of the mass at infinity”) ; it is furnished by the Wu-Xu-Zhao estimate (64) obtained with
a Riemann-Hilbert problem.

It remains to choose xN . We set it as the solution c to the equation

N1/6fŴN
(cN)e

2
√
2N−1/3σ1(c) = 1, cN :=

√
2N +N− 1

6
c√
2

i.e.

N1/6HN (x)
2e−x2

e2
√
2N−1/3σ1(N1/6(x−

√
2N)) =

√
π

⇐⇒ x2 − 2 lnHN(x) + 2
√
2N−1/3σ1(N

1/6(x−
√
2N)) =

ln(N)

6
+O(1)

We are just concerned with the behaviour of xN when N → +∞ and not its unicity. As
a result, if there are several such values, we choose the largest one ; nevertheless, for N and
x big enough (x ≫ 2 ln(N)), there is a unique such solution, as seen using the equivalent
HN(x) ∼ xN and σ1(x) ∼ −

√
x given in (63) when x→ +∞.

Taking the logarithm of the equation and replacing HN(x) by xN and σ1(s) by −√s
yields the approximate equation

x2N − 2N ln(xN )− 2
√
2N−1/4

»
xN −

√
2N =

ln(N)

6
+O(1)

Since xN −
√
2N > 0, one can neglect the term N−1/4

√
xN −

√
2N for the first order of

the equation. Setting x2N = NtN , the equation is equivalent to tN − ln(tN ) = N ln(N) +
ln(N)

6
+ O(1) whose solution is given by means of the Lambert W function [105, § 4.13 p.

111], i.e. tN = W (N ln(N) + ln(N)
6

+ O(1)). The asymptotic of this function at infinity is
W (x) = ln(x) − ln ln(x) + o(1) [105, (4.13.10) p. 111], hence tN = ln(N) + O(ln ln(N)),
resulting in

xN =
»
N ln(N) +O(

√
N ln ln(N))

Of course, as long as αN = O(1), this behaviour is valid for x[NαN ]. In the case where

αN is close to 0, we cut the integral up to 2N2/3 − ε and choose ε ≪ N−1/6 so that
x[NαN ] ≫

√
2N ; the remaining integral on (2N2/3 − ε, 2N2/3) is bounded by the sup of

the probability (which is 1) and ε×N1/6 = o(1). The final result is thus

xN ≫
√
N =⇒ x∗N −

√
2N → +∞

This concludes the proof. �
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3.4.5. Comparison of expressions. The expression (66), namely

P(T W2 6 s) = exp
(
−Q2 ∗ id+(s)

)

can be compared with the expression (3) that reads, with q given in (4) :

P(T W2 6 s) = exp
(
−q2 ∗ id+(s)

)

Taking the log, differentiating twice in s and taking the square root as both functions
are positive (see e.g. [105, 32.3.6 p. 727] for the positivity of q) gives the identity

q = Q
Identities between different σa := σ(·; a) were already noticed, for instance [56, prop.

27] gives σ2 =
σ′

0

σ0
+σ0 and [56, (5.28)/(2.7) & (5.27)] gives σ′

0 = −q20 (see also [59, § 2.4]).

This is thus natural to try to prove that q = Q with the theory furnished in [56].

Lemma 3.12 (Direct proof that q = Q). Define

σa := σ(· ; a) solution of (59), qα := q(·;α) solution of (4)

Then, q = Q, or, equivalently (by logarithmic differentiation and value 0 at infinity)

q′0
q0

= σ1 − σ0 (69)

First proof. The link between qα and σa is given by [56, (5.9)/(5.26)] :

α = a− 1
2
,

−2−1/3σa(−2−1/3t) =
1

2
q′a−1/2(t)

2 − 1

2

Å
qa−1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã2
− aqa−1/2(t)

As a result, setting t̂ := −2−1/3t and specialising a ∈ {0, 1} yields
®
−2−1/3σ0(t̂ ) =

1
2
q′−1/2(t)

2 − 1
2

(
q−1/2(t)

2 + t
2

)2

−2−1/3σ1(t̂ ) =
1
2
q′1/2(t)

2 − 1
2

(
q1/2(t)

2 + t
2

)2 − q1/2(t)

There are moreover general identities between q0 and q±1/2 given in9 [56, (3.7)] :

ε ∈ {±1} ,
{
−q0(t̂ )2 = ε2−1/3

Ä
q′ε/2(t)− εqε/2(t)2 − ε

2
t
ä

q′

0( t̂ )

q0( t̂ )
= ε21/3qε/2(t)

(70)

This implies

2−1/3(σ1 − σ0)(t̂ ) = q1/2(t) +R

9The second equality in (70) is called the inverse Gambier identity in [59, (2.48)].
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with

2R := q′−1/2(t)
2 −
Å
q−1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã2
−
Ç
q′1/2(t)

2 −
Å
q1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã2å

=

Å
q′−1/2(t)− q−1/2(t)

2 − t

2

ãÅ
q′−1/2(t) + q−1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã

−
Å
q′1/2(t)− q1/2(t)2 −

t

2

ãÅ
q′1/2(t) + q1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã

=

Å
q′−1/2(t)− q−1/2(t)

2 − t

2

ã
q0(t̂)

221/3

+ q0(t̂)
221/3
Å
q′1/2(t) + q1/2(t)

2 +
t

2

ã
using (70)

= q0(t̂)
221/3
Å
q′−1/2(t)− q−1/2(t)

2 + q′1/2(t) + q1/2(t)
2

ã

The second equality in (70) gives −q−1/2(t) = q1/2(t), which implies q′−1/2(t)+q
′
1/2(t) = 0

and −q−1/2(t)
2 + q1/2(t)

2 = 0, i.e. R = 0. The second equality in (70) then yields

2−1/3(σ1 − σ0)(t̂ ) = q1/2(t) = 2−1/3q
′
0(t̂ )

q0(t̂ )

which concludes the proof. �

Second proof. Using [56, (5.9), (5.23), prop. 19 & (3.23)] that read

H [n] := H(t)|α1=n

σa(t) = −21/3H(t̃)α1=a, t̃ := −2+1/3t

q[n] := qn+α1+1/2

H [n+ 1]−H [n] = q[n] (Toda equation)

one obtains [59, (3.11)] for a = 0, namely

σn+1(t)− σn(t) = −21/3qn+1/2(t̃)

The second equality in (70) gives then the result for n = 0. �

3.4.6. Ultimate remarks.

Remark 3.13. We mention the problem of large deviations for λ1,N which is studied e.g.
in [35, 88]. With theorem 3.1, this problem becomes a problem of large deviations for the
maximum of independent random variables, hence a problem of large deviations for sums
of parametric indicators. The Poisson approximation with remainder is still available in
this regime ; an alternative is provided by the renormalisation flow approach developed in
the context of maxima of independent random variables in [5, 12] and which is now directly
applicable to the max-independent structure of λ1,N .
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Remark 3.14. The analogue of the proof of theorem 1.2 would consist in using a decompo-
sition of the type

P(λ1,N 6 s) = exp

(
−
∑

k>1

∫ +∞

s

Q
(N)
k (x)dx

)
=
∏

k>1

P(Zk(GUEN) 6 s)

i.e. an equality in law with an infinite sequence of independent random variables depending
on N . Mimicking the proof of theorem 1.2 could then lead directly to the convergence in

law of Zk(GUEN )−2
√
N

N−1/6 towards Zk(Ai) or some Wk, asking then the following problem :

Question 3.15. Can one obtain Tracy and Widom’s convergence in law (58) writing

λ1,N − 2
√
N

N−1/6

L
= max

k>1

®
Zk(GUEN)− 2

√
N

N−1/6

´
L

−−−−→
N →+∞

max
k>0
Wk

for infinite sequences of random variables (Zk(GUEN))k>1 and (Wk)k>1 ?

The conjectural random variablesWk obtained at the limit might differ from the Zk(Ai)
defined in (13) or the Z ′

k(Ai) defined in (19) as several decompositions are a priori possible
(in addition, no commuting operator for the GUE kernel operator acting on L2([s,+∞), µ)
or its translated version has been found so far). We hope to come back to this problem in
the future.

4. Max-independence structure in the symmetric Schur measure

The relevant notations for this section are given in Annex A.

4.1. Motivations. The Schur measure was introduced by Okounkov [99, 101] following a
study of the z-measure [100] introduced by Borodin and Olshanski [32, 33] to generalise
the Plancherel measure ; this last measure saw a regain of activity in relation with the
Ulam problem on the longuest increasing subsequence of a random uniform permutation
by Baik, Deift and Johansson [6]. Such generalisations were designed to highlight the
general mechanism explaining the apparition of a determinantal structure in the Poisson-
Plancherel measure and we refer to the surveys [75, 76, 104] for a zoo of models that fit into
this framework. The general explanation is as follows: the Schur measure of parameters
(A,B) is a measure on partitions Y∞ := ∪n>0Yn defined by

PA,B(λ) := H [−AB]sλ[A]sλ[B] (71)

The specialisation sλ[A] is written ϕ(sλ) in [104] and should be understood as an “ab-
stract” algebra morphism of Λ where the generators (hk)k, (ek)k or (pk)k have been attri-
buted a particular value, the value of the Schur function resulting then from an algebraic
formula expressing it with the generators, for instance the Jacobi-Trudi formula (106).
This measure is a probability measure if the numbers such defined are real, for instance if
A = B ⊂ C, or if A and B are positive specialisations of the Schur functions (see Annex A).
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The main result of interest is the determinantal character (with explicit kernel) of the
shifted point process (λk − k+ a)k>1 (with a ∈

{
0, 1, 1

2

}
depending on the conventions), λ

being the random partition distributed according to PA,B. So far, seven proofs of this de-
terminantal nature have been given and we refer to them for this fact: fermionic Gaussian
“integral” [99], Riemann-Hilbert problems [22], Jacobi-Trudi formula [107], ratio of alter-
nants formula [75], Giambelli formula and L-ensembles [29], coupling on Gelfand-Tsetlin
graph [55] and Macdonald operator [1]. See also [30] for a discussion on the kernel.

The success of this generalisation prefigures the numerous extensions of the framework in
many different directions, for instance the dynamical version of “Schur processes” [102, 103]
and, in fine, the creation of the theory of integrable probability [26, 34].

Remark 4.1. We adopt here the convention of e.g. Johansson [75] that writes this measure
on partitions over Z, as opposed to the Okounkov convention [99, 101] (the half-infinite
wedge space/fermionic Fock space has a basis indexed by Maya diagrams written on Z+ 1

2
by convention). Such conventions are of course equivalent, but the formuli differ by some
square roots ; formuli are given here for the process (λk − k)k>1 and not (λk − k + 1

2
)k>1.

4.2. The Poisson-Plancherel measure. The Plancherel measure on Yn is defined by
[31, 74]

Pn(λ) :=
d2λ
n!

1{λ⊢n} (72)

where dλ is the dimension of the irreducible module of Sn indexed by λ (see e.g. [83, I-6]).
This measure can be understood as the conditioning of a general measure P∞ on Y∞ by
the event {λ ⊢ n} (where λ ∼ P∞), and the law of |λ| gives then the choice of the relevant
randomisation for λn ∼ Pn to obtain a determinantal structure. Since dλ = n! sλ[E ] by
(105), setting |λ| ∼ Po(ξ) gives the Schur measure of parameters A = B =

√
ξE . We thus

define the Poisson-Plancherel measure on Y∞ by

PPoPl(ξ)(λ) := e−ξξ|λ|
Å
dλ
|λ|!

ã2

(73)

One then has

λ̃ := (λk − k)k>1 ∼ DPP(KPoPl(ξ))

implying in particular

P

Ä
λ

(ξ)
1 < s

ä
= det(I −KPoPl(ξ))ℓ2(s+N) = det(I −KPoPl(ξ),s)ℓ2(N)

where KPoPl(ξ),s(x, y) = KPoPl(ξ)(x+ s, y + s).

The corresponding specialisation of the Schur kernel KPoPl(ξ) : Z
2 → R+ in this case is

the discrete Bessel kernel [31, 74] that has several forms :
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• the Hankel convolutive form is [74, (3.31)]

KPoPl(ξ)(x, y) :=
∑

k>1

B
(ξ)
k (x)B

(ξ)
k (y), B

(ξ)
k (x) := Jx+k(2

√
ξ) (74)

where Jk is the k-th Bessel function of the first kind defined by :

Jk(x) :=
[
zk
]
ex(z−z−1)/2 (75)

• the Christoffel-Darboux form is ([101, (23)], [74, (1.10)])

KPoPl(ξ)(x, y) =
√
ξ
B

(ξ)
1 (x)B

(ξ)
0 (y)− B(ξ)

0 (x)B
(ξ)
1 (y)

x− y 1{x 6=y} +
√
ξJ̇x(2

√
ξ)1{x=y} (76)

with J̇x(t) :=
∂
∂α
Jα(t)

∣∣
α=x

(see e.g. [105, 10.2.4])

• and the integral form is [101, (22)]

KPoPl(ξ)(x, y) =

∮

U×ρU

z−xω−y

1− zω e
√
ξ(z−z−1+ω−ω−1)d

∗z

z

d∗ω

ω
, ρ < 1

=

∮

U×RU

z−xω+y

1− zω−1
e
√
ξ(z−z−1−(ω−ω−1))d

∗z

z

d∗ω

ω
, R > 1

(77)

Using the expansion 1
1−zω

=
∑

k>0(zω)
k for z ∈ U and ω ∈ ρU with ρ < 1, one obtains

(74) from (77) and (75).
The Hankel convolutive form (74) is in direct analogy with the Hankel convolutive form

(2) of the Airy kernel : KPoPl(ξ),s is the square of the (discrete) Hankel convolution operator

H(B(ξ)
s ) : f ∈ ℓ2(N) 7→

∑

k>0

B(ξ)
s (·+ k)f(k) ∈ ℓ2(N)

namely

KPoPl(ξ),s = H(B(ξ)
s )2 (78)

which is analogous to (15) on L2(R+).
One could hope to extend the proof of theorem 1.2 using a discrete analogue of det(I −

Kt) = exp
Ä
−
∫ +∞
t

tr((I −Ks)
−1K̇s)ds

ä
. Such a formula reads

det(I −KN)ℓ2(N) = exp

(
−
∑

ℓ>N

tr (log(I −Kℓ+1)− log(I −Kℓ))ℓ2(N)

)
(79)

To simplify it, one needs the theory of Orthogonal Polynomials on the Unit Circle
(OPUC).
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4.3. OPUCs. The main reference for this § is [115] from which we will only present the
properties that are required in the sequel.

A family (Φk)k>0 of monic polynomials (i.e. Φn(z) = zn + · · · ) is orthogonal in L2(U, µ)
for a probability measure µ on U if

〈Φk,Φℓ〉L2(µ) :=

∮

U

ΦkΦℓ dµ = ||Φk||2L2(µ) δk,ℓ

Defining the anti-L2(µ)-unitary map ∗,n by P ∗,n(z) := znP (z−1) and dropping the n by
convention when the polynomial is of degree n, one can show that [115, (2.17), (2.18)]

Φn+1(z) = zΦn(z)− αnΦ
∗
n(z), αn := −Φn+1(0)

The coefficient (αk)k>0 are called the Verblunsky coefficients and the previous recursion
is called the Szegö recursion. One can easily prove that [115, (2.19)]

||Φn+1||2L2(µ) =
Ä
1− |αn|2

ä
||Φn||2L2(µ) =⇒ ||Φn||2L2(µ) =

n−1∏

k=0

Ä
1− |αk|2

ä
(80)

and that for a non trivial measure µ (i.e. not supported on a finite set of points) |αk| < 1
[115, thm. 2.1]. As a result, one has

||Φn+1||L2(µ) 6 ||Φn||L2(µ) (81)

For a probability measure µ, one defines the Toeplitz determinant Dn(µ) as

Dn(µ) := det

Å∮
U

zi−jdµ(z)

ã
06i,j6n

Hence, using linear combinations of lines and columns one gets

Dn(µ) := det

Å∮
U

Φi(z)Φj(z)dµ(z)

ã
06i,j6n

=
n∏

j=0

||Φj ||2L2(µ) =
n−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj |2)n−j

This implies the Szegö theorem [115, (8.2)]

F (µ) :=
∏

j>0

(1− |αj|2) = lim
n→+∞

Dn(µ)
1/n = lim

n→+∞

Dn+1(µ)

Dn(µ)
= lim

n→+∞
||Φn||2L2(µ) (82)

Note that F (µ) can be equal to 0, in which case (αk)k /∈ ℓ2(N) (see [115, thm. 2.2] for a
consequence).
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4.4. Independence structure in the Poisson-Plancherel measure. The Cauchy for-
mula for the Cauchy kernel (101) in abstract alphabets A,B and the (restricted) orthogo-
nality of the Schur functions (108) gives

∫

UN

H
[
ω̂(AU + BU−1)

]
dU =

∫

UN

∑

λ,µ

sλ[ω̂A]sλ(U)sµ[ω̂B]sµ(U−1)dU

=
∑

ℓ(λ)6N

sλ[ω̂A]sλ[ω̂B]

=
∑

λ16N

sλ[A]sλ[B]

As a result,

PSchur(A,B)(λ1 6 N) = H [−AB]
∫

UN

H
[
ω̂(AU + BU−1)

]
dU (83)

Using Weyl integration formula (52) and the Andréieff-Heine-Szegö formula (43), the
random unitary matrix integral in the RHS can be transformed into the Toeplitz determi-
nant of symbol z 7→ H [ω̂(zA+ z−1B)] (see remark 3.6). The determinantal character of λ1

allows moreover to write the LHS as a Fredholm determinant on ℓ2(N +N∗). The formula
thus obtained is the celebrated Borodin-Okounkov formula [30] that was also discovered by
Geronimo and Case the context of the inverse scattering method [39] and that meanwhile
had several other proofs and generalisations [7, 10, 16, 17, 18].

Let us only consider the Plancherel case A = B =
√
ξE . One has H [−AB] = H [−ξE ] =

e−ξ, and H [ω̂AU ] = ep1[
√
ξU] = e

√
ξ tr(U), hence

PPoPl(ξ)(λ1 6 N) = e−ξ

∫

UN

e
√
ξ tr(U+U−1)dU = e−ξ detTN (Iξ), Iξ(z) := e

√
ξ(z+z−1)

Define the probability measure on U

µξ(dθ) :=
e
√
ξ(z+z−1)

I0(
√
ξ)

d∗z

z
, I0(

√
ξ) :=

[
z0
]
e
√
ξ(z+z−1)

where the normalisation I0(
√
ξ) is the 0-th modified Bessel function defined by

Ik(s) :=
[
zk
]
es(z+z−1)

We also define :

•
Ä
Φ

(ξ)
k

ä
k>0

as the OPUCs for L2(U, µξ),

• (αk(ξ))k>0 as their Verblunsky coefficients.

Then, writing the Toeplitz determinant as a product of norms of OPUCs gives

PPoPl(ξ)(λ1 6 N) = e−ξ
N−1∏

k=0

∮

U

∣∣∣Φ(ξ)
k (z)

∣∣∣
2

e
√
ξ(z+z−1)d

∗z

z
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= e−ξ
N−1∏

k=0

I0(
√
ξ)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

k

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(U,µξ)

= e−ξ

N−1∏

k=0

I0(
√
ξ)

k−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj(ξ)|2)

Set

πk(ξ) := I0(
√
ξ)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

k

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(U,µξ)
=

∮

U

∣∣∣Φ(ξ)
k (z)

∣∣∣
2

e
√
ξ(z+z−1)d

∗z

z

qk(ξ) :=
1

πk(ξ)

(84)

Letting N → +∞ gives the the Szegö theorem (82)

1 = e−ξ
∏

k>0

πk(ξ)

Note that when the measure µ is not a probability measure, one needs to take into
account the normalisation factor and replace the norms by the πks. In this setting, the
Szegö theorem/the absolute convergence of the product gives

πk(ξ) −−−−→
k→+∞

1 ⇐⇒
∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

k

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

L2(U,µξ)
−−−−→
k→+∞

I0(
√
ξ)−1 =

∏

j>0

(1− |αj(ξ)|2)

As a consequence of the previous computations,

PPoPl(ξ)(λ1 6 N) =
∏

k>N

πk(ξ)
−1 =:

∏

k>N

qk(ξ) =
∏

ℓ>0

qℓ+N (ξ)

We are now ready to state the

Theorem 4.2 (λ
PoPl(ξ)
1 is a maximum of a sequence of independent random variables).

There exist i.i.d. non negative random variables (Z
PoPl(ξ)
k )k>0 such that

λ
PoPl(ξ)
1

L
= max

k>0

¶
Z

PoPl(ξ)
k − k

©
(85)

Moreover

Z
PoPl(ξ)
1

L
= inf{j > 0 / ∀m > j, Bj(ξ) = 0} (86)

where the (Bj(ξ))j>0 are independent {0, 1}-Bernoulli random variables of expectation

|αj(ξ)|2.

Proof. One thus has

PPoPl(ξ)(λ1 6 N) =
∏

ℓ>0

qℓ+N(ξ)
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with

0 6 qℓ(ξ) =
1

I0(
√
ξ)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

ℓ

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
−2

L2(U,µξ)
−−−−→
ℓ→+∞

1

Moreover, since norms of OPUCs are decreasing by (81), (qℓ(ξ))ℓ is decreasing. This can

also be seen using (80), noticing that 1− |αk(ξ)|2 < 1 and writing

qℓ(ξ) =
1

I0(
√
ξ)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

ℓ

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
−2

L2(U,µξ)
=
∏

k>0

(1− |αk(ξ)|2)×
ℓ−1∏

j=0

1

1− |αj(ξ)|2

=
∏

k>ℓ

(1− |αk(ξ)|2)

As a result, there exists a random variable ZPoPl(ξ) ∈ N such that

qℓ(ξ) = P

Ä
ZPoPl(ξ) 6 ℓ

ä

and in particular, with an i.i.d. sequence (Z
PoPl(ξ)
ℓ )ℓ of such random variables

PPoPl(ξ)(λ1 6 N) =
∏

ℓ>0

P

Ä
Z

PoPl(ξ)
ℓ 6 ℓ +N

ä
=
∏

ℓ>0

P

Ä
Z

PoPl(ξ)
ℓ − ℓ 6 N

ä

= P

Å
max
ℓ>0

¶
Z

PoPl(ξ)
ℓ − ℓ

©
6 N

ã

Last, (80) yields

P

Ä
Z

PoPl(ξ)
1 = ℓ

ä
= qℓ(ξ)− qℓ−1(ξ) =

1

I0(
√
ξ)

Ö
1∣∣∣

∣∣∣Φ(ξ)
ℓ

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2 −

1∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

ℓ−1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2

è

=
1

I0(
√
ξ)
× 1∣∣∣
∣∣∣Φ(ξ)

ℓ−1

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
2 ×
Ç

1

1− |αℓ−1(ξ)|2
− 1

å

=
∏

k>0

(1− |αk(ξ)|2)×
ℓ−2∏

j=0

1

1− |αj(ξ)|2
× |αℓ−1(ξ)|2

1− |αℓ−1(ξ)|2

=: |αℓ−1(ξ)|2
∏

k>ℓ

(1− |αk(ξ)|2)

= P(Bℓ−1(ξ) = 1)
∏

k>ℓ

P(Bk(ξ) = 0)

= P(τ∂(ξ) = ℓ)

where

τ∂(ξ) := inf{j > 0 /Bm(ξ) = 0 ∀m > j}
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is the entrance time to the “cemetary” ∂ for the “chain” (Bk(ξ))k (here an independent
sequence). �

4.5. The general symmetric Schur measure. We now use (83) in the case where

A = B if A,B ⊂ C, i.e. gk[A] = gk[B] for gk = pk, ek or hk. One has in particular

H
[
AA

]
= exp

Ä∑
k>1

1
k
|pk[A]|2

ä
and H

[
ω̂(zA+ z−1A)

]
= |H [zω̂A]|2 for z ∈ U.

We define the probability measure on U

µA(dθ) :=
|H [zω̂A]|2
Z(A)

d∗z

z
, Z(A) :=

[
z0
]
|H [zω̂A]|2

and we define the OPUCs for L2(U, µA) as
Ä
Φ

(A)
k

ä
k>0

and their Verblunsky coefficients as

(αk(A))k>0. As a result,

PSchur(A,A)(λ1 6 N) = H
[
−AA

]N−1∏

k=0

Z(A)
k−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj(A)|2)

We moreover suppose that the specialisation A is well-defined in the sense that 0 <
H
[
AA

]
<∞. The Szegö theorem is then

H
[
AA

]
=
∏

k>0

Z(A)
k−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj(A)|2)

and the absolute convergence of the product implies that

Z(A) =
∏

j>0

(1− |αj(A)|2)−1

Thus,

PSchur(A,A)(λ1 6 N) =
∏

k>N

Z(A)−1
k−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj(A)|2)−1

=:
∏

k>N

qk(A) =
∏

ℓ>0

qℓ+N (A)

where

qk(A) := Z(A)−1

k−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj(A)|2)−1 =
∏

j>k

(1− |αj(A)|2)

defines a random variable ZSchur(A,A) such that

qk(A) = P

Ä
ZSchur(A,A) 6 k

ä
=⇒ P

Ä
ZSchur(A,A) = k

ä
= |αk−1(A)|2

∏

j>k

(1− |αj(A)|2)

As a result, one has the
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Theorem 4.3 (λ
Schur(A,A)
1 is a maximum of a sequence of independent random variables).

For a sequence (Z
Schur(A,A)
k )k>0 of i.i.d. random variables equal in law to ZSchur(A,A), one

has

λ
Schur(A,A)
1

L
= max

k>0

{
Z

Schur(A,A)
k − k

}
(87)

Moreover

Z
Schur(A,A)
1

L
= inf{j > 0 / ∀m > j, Bj(A) = 0} (88)

where the (Bj(A))j>0 are independent {0, 1}-Bernoulli random variables of expectation

|αj(A)|2.

4.6. Remark on the discrete Fuchs lemma. In the vein of § 2.2, we have the :

Lemma 4.4 (Discrete unnormalised and varying interval Fuchs lemma).
• For I ⊂ N, let Kℓ : ℓ

2(I)→ ℓ2(I) be self-adjoint. Let (gℓ, λℓ) be such that Kℓgℓ = λℓgℓ
for all ℓ ∈ N. Define ∆uk := uk+1 − uk and ∇uk := uk − uk−1. Then,

∆λℓ =
〈∆Kℓgℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ2(I)
〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ2(I)

• For Iℓ := ℓ + N := {ℓ, ℓ+ 1, . . . , }, let K : ℓ2(Iℓ)→ ℓ2(Iℓ) be self-adjoint with a kernel
independent of ℓ. Let (gℓ, λℓ) be such that Kℓgℓ = λℓgℓ (with an index to denote the action
on ℓ2(Iℓ)). Then,

λℓ+1 = λℓ
〈gℓ, gℓ+1〉ℓ2(Iℓ+1)

〈gℓ, gℓ+1〉ℓ2(Iℓ)

Proof. A discrete differentiation of Kℓgℓ = λℓgℓ yields to

∆Kℓgℓ+1 +Kℓ∆gℓ = ∆λℓgℓ+1 + λℓ∆gℓ ⇐⇒ (Kℓ − λℓI)∆gℓ = −∆(Kℓ − λℓI)gℓ+1

Since K
∗
ℓ = Kℓ and (Kℓ − λℓI)∆gℓ ∈ Im(Kℓ − λℓI), one has (Kℓ − λℓI)∆gℓ ⊥ ker(Kℓ −

λℓI) = Rgℓ. In the first case, one takes the scalar product with gℓ to obtain the result.
In the second case, one has

(∆Kℓ)gℓ+1 =
∑

r>ℓ+1

K(·, r)gℓ+1(r)−
∑

r>ℓ

K(·, r)gℓ+1(r)

= −K(·, ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ)

Hence, with 〈·, ·〉ℓ := 〈·, ·〉ℓ2(Iℓ)
〈(∆Kℓ)gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ = −〈K(·, ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ), gℓ〉ℓ

= −〈K(ℓ, ·), gℓ〉ℓ gℓ+1(ℓ)
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= −Kℓgℓ(ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ)

= −λℓgℓ(ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ)

Finally

∆λℓ =
〈∆Kℓgℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ
〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ

= −λℓ
gℓ(ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ)

〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ
namely

λℓ+1 = λℓ

Å
1− gℓ(ℓ)gℓ+1(ℓ)

〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ

ã

= λℓ
〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ+1

〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ
which gives the result. �

Define ψ∗ = 〈ψ, ·〉ℓ2(I) for the relevant choice of I (depending on which case we are

concerned with).
In the case of the Poisson-Plancherel measure, a commuting difference operator was

introduced in [31, prop. 2.12]. It reads on ℓ2(N)

Dξ := ∆Mid∇−Mβs, βs(k) :=
(k + s)(k + 1− 2

√
ξ)√

ξ

Moreover, for k =
[
2
√
ξ + ξ1/6x

]
and s =

[
2
√
ξ + ξ1/6S

]
, it converges in the weak sense

to LTW,S := DXD −X(X + S).

By (74), one has ∆KPoPl(ξ),ℓ = B
(ξ)
ℓ ⊗ (B

(ξ)
ℓ )∗ acting on ℓ2(N), and

∆λℓ =

¨
gℓ+1, B

(ξ)
ℓ

∂
ℓ2(N)

¨
gℓ, B

(ξ)
ℓ

∂
ℓ2(N)

〈gℓ+1, gℓ〉ℓ2(N)
which is not known to be non negative. The same can be said about the second expression
in lemma 4.4 in case of KPoPl(ξ) acting on ℓ2(ℓ+ N).

4.7. Discussion. The equation (79) reads

det(I −KN)ℓ2(N) = exp

(
−
∑

s>N

tr (log(I −Ks+1)− log(I −Ks))ℓ2(N)

)

= exp

(
−
∑

s>N

tr
(
log(I − (I −Ks)

−1(Ks+1 −Ks))
)
ℓ2(N)

)

the operator I −Ks being invertible as det(I −Ks)ℓ2(N) 6= 0.
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In the case of Poisson-Plancherel, the Hankel convolutive form (74)/(78) shows that

K
(ξ)
N =

∑

k>N

B
(ξ)
k ⊗ (B

(ξ)
k )∗ =⇒ K

(ξ)
s+1 −K

(ξ)
s = −B(ξ)

s ⊗ (B(ξ)
s )∗

This last operator is of rank one with non zero trace, which implies

det
Ä
I −K

(ξ)
N

ä
ℓ2(N)

= exp

(
−
∑

s>N

tr
Ä
log(I + (I −K

(ξ)
s )−1B(ξ)

s ⊗ (B(ξ)
s )∗)

ä
ℓ2(N)

)

= exp

(
−
∑

s>N

log
(
1 +
¨
(I −K

(ξ)
s )−1B(ξ)

s , B(ξ)
s

∂
ℓ2(N)

))

=
∏

s>N

1

1 +
¨
(I −K

(ξ)
s )−1B

(ξ)
s , B

(ξ)
s

∂
ℓ2(N)

Since det
Ä
I −K

(ξ)
N

ä
ℓ2(N)

=
∏

s>N qs(ξ), one gets

qs(ξ) =
1

1 +
¨
(I −K

(ξ)
s )−1B

(ξ)
s , B

(ξ)
s

∂
ℓ2(N)

(89)

One can also write (79) as

det(I −KN)ℓ2(N) = exp

(
+
∑

s>N

tr
(
log(I + (I −Ks+1)

−1(Ks+1 −Ks))
)
ℓ2(N)

)

= exp

(
+
∑

s>N

tr
Ä
log(I − (I −Ks+1)

−1B(ξ)
s ⊗ (B(ξ)

s )∗)
ä
ℓ2(N)

)

=
∏

s>N

(
1−
¨
(I −K

(ξ)
s+1)

−1B(ξ)
s , B(ξ)

s

∂
ℓ2(N)

)

implying also that

qs(ξ) = 1−
¨
(I −K

(ξ)
s+1)

−1B(ξ)
s , B(ξ)

s

∂
ℓ2(N)

(90)

Several expressions for qs(ξ) = P
(
ZPoPl(ξ) 6 s

)
are thus given by (84), (89) and (90). To

these ones, one can add the resolvant representation of Borodin [21, (4.1), (4.3)] that reads

qs(ξ) =
1

Rs[s, s]
, Rs := Ks(I −Ks)

−1 = I − (I −Ks)
−1 (91)

Using the fact that ||B(ξ)
s ||2ℓ2(N) = 1, we see that this representation is equivalent to (89) ;

but [21, (4.3)] gives another expression of Rs[s, s] using the theory of discrete Riemann-
Hilbert problems for discrete integrable operators constructed in [20]. In particular, it gives
a discrete Painlevé equation analogous to the continuous one given in § 3.4.
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Such an expression can also be obtained by applying Cramer’s rule for the inverse of a
matrix and a block decomposition formula as in [10, first proof & (2)]. Notice that the
function HN defined in (45) is also defined by squared norms of Orthogonal Polynomials
on the Real Line (OPRL) and that the qs(ξ) are related with squared norms of OPUCs.
The two theories are thus analogous and one can ask about similar convergence issues.

Remark 4.5. The analogue of (13) i.e.

P(Zℓ(φ) 6 t) = exp

Å
−
∫ +∞

t

∣∣∣∣H(φs)
ℓφs

∣∣∣∣2
L2(R+)

ds

ã

is obtained by writing

det(I −KN)ℓ2(N) = exp

(∑

ℓ>1

1

ℓ

∑

s>N

tr
(
((I −Ks)

−1(Ks+1 −Ks))
ℓ
)
ℓ2(N)

)

=
∏

ℓ>1

exp

(
1

ℓ

∑

s>N

tr
Ä(
(I −Ks)

−1(−B(ξ)
s ⊗ (B(ξ)

s )∗
)ℓä

ℓ2(N)

)

=
∏

ℓ>1

exp

(
−1
ℓ

∑

s>N

¨
(I −Ks)

−1B(ξ)
s , B(ξ)

s

∂ℓ
ℓ2(N)

)

=:
∏

ℓ>1

P

Ä
Z

(ξ)
ℓ 6 N

ä

This is thus a different edge randomisation structure ! The same can be said about the
GUEN . Several such structures are thus possible.

The relevant convergence here was originally proven by Baik-Deift-Johansson [6] and
later reproven by Johansson [74], Okounkov [98] and Borodin-Okounkov-Olshanski [31]. It
reads

λ
PoPl(ξ)
1 − 2

√
ξ

ξ1/6
L

−−−−→
ξ→+∞

T W2 (92)

With T W2 given by (6) and in the same vein as question 3.15, one can ask the :

Question 4.6. Can one prove the Baik-Deift-Johansson convergence (92) in the same
vein as in theorem 3.11, using the convergence of a certain range k ≡ k(ξ) of the random
variables

ZPoPl(ξ) − k(ξ)− 2
√
ξ

ξ1/6

Same question for the Z
(ξ)
k of remark 4.5.
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Appendix A. Symmetric functions

A.1. Generalities.

A.1.1. Series. We denote by U := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} the unit circle and set

d∗z :=
dz

2iπ
,

d∗Z

Z
:=

n∏

k=1

d∗zk
zk

if Z := (z1, . . . , zn)

We will use the notation

[zn]f(z) = an if f(z) =
∑

n

anz
n

to denote the n-th (Fourier) coefficient of a Laurent series f . Up to a dilation, one can
suppose that f has a radius of convergence at least equal to 1, in which case

[zn]f(z) =

∮

U

f(z)z−n d
∗z

z
(93)

A.1.2. Multi-index notation. We use the multi-index notation

Xα :=
∏

k>1

xαk
k (94)

and subsequently the notation [Xα]f(X) for the multivariate Fourier coefficient. If N ∈ Z

(in particular for N = −1) and X = (x1, . . . , xk), we set

XN := xN1 x
N
2 . . . x

N
k , X−1 := x−1

1 x−1
2 . . . x−1

k

A.1.3. Partitions. The partitions of an integer n are weakly decreasing sequences λ :=
(λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λm) such that |λ| :=∑m

i=1 λi = n. We will write λ ⊢ n for |λ| = n. The
length m of λ will be denoted by ℓ(λ). The transpose of a partition will be denoted by λ′.
We refer to [83, ch. I.1] for generalities concerning them.

A.1.4. Symmetric functions and plethysm. For notations an definitions concerning sym-
metric functions, the reference is Macdonald [83]. We denote by sλ the Schur func-
tions, pk the power functions, hk the homogeneous complete symmetric functions and
ek the elementary symmetric functions. The ring of symmetric functions is denoted by
Λ := C[pk]k>1 = C[hk]k>0 = C[ek]k>0.

The use of λ-ring/plethystic notations and alphabets will be done in the same vein as
[81, 67], using in particular the convention of [67, § 2] that writes plethysm with a bracket
[·]: the plethysm of a symmetric function f in an abstract alphabet A will be denoted
f [A]. In the λ-ring vision of e.g. [81], symmetric functions are polynomial functors in the
vein of [83, Appendix A p. 149]. As a result, the term functor will be sometimes used to
designate some quantities.

Remark A.1. We recommend the reading of [67, § 2] to become familiar with the notion
and the use of plethysm in the manipulation of symmetric functions.
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A.1.5. Plethystic sum and product. Recall that pk(x1, x2, . . . ) :=
∑

ℓ>1 x
k
ℓ . Given the sets

of variables or “alphabets” X := {xk}k>1 and Y := {yk}k>1, one defines

pk[X + Y ] = pk[X ] + pk[Y ]

pk[X · Y ] = pk[X ]pk[Y ]

Note the difference of convention between pk(X + Y ) =
∑

ℓ(xℓ + yℓ)
k and pk[X + Y ].

With these definitions, X + Y is the alphabet obtained by concatenating X and Y and
X · Y = {xkyℓ}k,ℓ>1 is a “tensor product” alphabet. It is clear that + and · are associative
operations on the alphabets. From now on, we will forget the dot when considering a
tensor alphabet and we will write XY for it ; we will also forget the {·} for alphabets. For
instance, we write tX for {t} ·X.

A.1.6. The H functor. We define the generating series of the complete homogeneous sym-
metric functions by

H [X ] :=
∑

n>0

hn(X) =
∏

k>1

1

1− xk
(95)

It clear that

H [X + Y ] = H [X ]H [Y ] (96)

The link betwen the hk’s and the pk’s can be summarised by the generating functions
identity [83, I-2, (2.10)]10

H [X ] = eP [X], P [X ] :=
∑

k>1

pk[X ]

k
(97)

With the usual convention pλ :=
∏

k>1 pλk
, the expansion of eP gives [83, I (2.14)]

H [X ] =
∑

λ

1

zλ
pλ[X ] (98)

Replacing X by XY yields

∑

λ

1

zλ
pλ[X ]pλ[Y ] =

∑

n>0

hn[XY ] = H [XY ]

10We slightly change the convention of [83, I-2, (2.10)] that uses instead P (tX) =
∑

k>1
tkpk[X ].
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A.1.7. Plethystic difference. The difference of two alphabets X−Y is defined as the formal
alphabet such that [83, 1-3, ex. 23]

H [X − Y ] = H [X ]

H [Y ]

This last definition is equivalent to [83, I (2.10)]

pk[X − Y ] = pk[X ]− pk[Y ]

Note that f(−X) := f(−x1,−x2, . . . ) 6= f [−X ]. To differentiate between these two
operations, we define the “minus sign” alphabet

ε := {−1} (99)

which is such that f [εX ] = f(−X).

A.1.8. Involution ω. The fundamental involution ω [83, I-2, (2.7)] is defined by ω(hn) = en
and ω(en) = hn (i.e. ω2 = I). Equivalently, it can be defined by ω(sλ) = sλ′ [83, I-3,
(3.8)]. Since sλ[−X ] = (−1)|λ|sλ′ [X ] = sλ′ [εX ] (see [67] or [83, I-3, (3.10)]), we thus have
ω(sλ[X ]) = sλ[−εX ]. As a result, we define the alphabet

ω̂ := −ε (100)

which is such that ω(sλ[X ]) = sλ[ω̂X ].

A.1.9. Cauchy identity. The Cauchy identity is [83, I-4, (4.3)]

H [XY ] =
∑

λ

sλ[X ]sλ[Y ] (101)

Acting plethystically on X with ω gives the dual Cauchy identity

H [ω̂XY ] =
∑

λ

(−1)|λ|sλ′ [X ]sλ[Y ] (102)

Replacing X by tX and taking [tn] in (101) and (98) gives

hn[XY ] =
∑

λ⊢n

1

zλ
pλ[X ]pλ[Y ] =

∑

λ⊢n
sλ[X ]sλ[Y ] (103)



MAX-INDEPENDENCE STRUCTURES IN INTEGRABLE PROBABILITY 55

A.1.10. Exponential alphabet. The alphabet E is defined by setting

pk[E ] = 1{k=1} ⇐⇒ H [tE ] = et (104)

Schur-Weyl duality gives [83, I-7 (7.7) p. 114]

sλ =
∑

µ⊢|λ|
χλ
µ

pµ
zµ

For λ ⊢ n, one has pλ[E ] =
∏

k pλk
[E ] = 1{λ=1n}, hence

sλ[E ] =
∑

µ⊢n
χλ
µ

pµ[E ]
zµ

=
χλ
1n

z1n
=
χλ(idSn)

n!

Since χλ = tr
(
ρλ
)

with ρλ : Sn → Matdλ(C) (or End(V λ) with V λ ≃ Cdλ), the dimension

dλ of the irreducible module V λ is given by χλ(idSn) = tr (Idλ), hence

dλ = |λ|! sλ[E ] (105)

A.1.11. The Schur functions. The Schur functions have several equivalent definitions. One
is for instance the Jacobi-Trudi identity [83, I-3 (3.4)]

sλ = det
(
hλi+ℓ−j

)
16i,j6ℓ

, ∀ ℓ > ℓ(λ) (106)

which is equivalent, with the simple manipulations of e.g. [9, § 3.1] to the Fourier coefficient
form

sλ[X ] =
[
Uλ
]
H
[
XU − UεR

]
(107)

These functions satisfy the property of “restricted” orthogonality [47]/[83, VI-9 rk. 2]
∫

Un

sλ(U)sµ(U
−1)dU = δλ,µ1{ℓ(λ)6n} (108)

where dU is the normalised Haar measure of the unitary group Un, whose diagonal part is

given by the CUEn measure
∣∣∆(eiθ)

∣∣2 dθ
n!(2π)n

; see [47]/[9, § 2.3].

The Schur functions are orthogonal for the Hall scalar product 〈·, ·〉 that can be defined
by [83, I-4]

〈sλ, sµ〉 = δλ,µ (109)

A.2. The Schur measure and the Schur kernel. The Schur measure is defined in
(71). The fact that it is a probability measure for a positive specialisation comes from the
Cauchy identity (101). The law of the total parts of the measure is given by

ESchur(A,B)
Ä
t|λ|
ä
= H [(t− 1)AB] (110)
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One has used the scaling property sλ[tX ] = t|λ|sλ[X ]. In particular, for A = (pk)k and
B = (qk)k, one gets

ESchur(A,B)
Ä
t|λ|
ä
=
∏

i,j

H [(t− 1)piqj] =
∏

i,j

1− piqj
1− tpiqj

=
∏

i,j

E

Ä
tGeom(piqj)

ä

hence the equality in law
∣∣∣λSchur(A,B)

∣∣∣ =
∑

i,j Geom(piqj) with independent random vari-

ables in the RHS. Of course, since the only ingredients needed for such an equality in law
are the scaling of the symmetric functions and the Cauchy identity, it is also valid for e.g.
the Macdonald measure [23], but with random variables different from the geometric ones.

The Schur kernel operator is

KSchur(A,B) := H(aA,B)H(ã−1
A,B) (111)

where the fundamental function a ≡ aA,B is given by

aA,B(z) := Hε

[
zA− z−1B

]
(112)

with HA[X ] := H [AX ], f̃(z) := f(z−1) and f−1 := 1/f here.

Supposing that a(z) ≡ aA,B(z) =
∑

k∈Z âkz
k, the Schur kernel can take the following

forms :

• Hankel convolutive form [10] :

KSchur(A,B)[x, y] =
∑

k>1

âk(x)âk(y), âk(x) := âk+x (113)

• Integral form [30, (2.1), (2.2)] :

KSchur(A,B)[x, y] = [zxwy]
a(z)/a(w)

z/w − 1
1{|z/w|>1} (114)

• Christoffel-Darboux form : see [30, rk. 2] for the expression.

Appendix B. Prolate hyperspheroidal wave functions

The main reference for this § is [118]. We also refer to [14, 60, 114]. We nevertheless
use the terminology of [69, 70], i.e. “hyperspheroidal” instead of “generalised” as there are
several possible generalisations of the prolate spheroidal wave functions, listed for instance
in [105, § 30.12 p. 704] or [14, (3.2)]. See also [40, 66] for interesting developments of
generalised prolate spheroidal wave functions in relation with the Airy kernel operator.
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B.1. Definitions. We define the following prolate hyperspheroidal wave function operator

PHON,c :=
d

dx
(1− x2) d

dx
+ c2(1− x2)− ρ2

x2
, ρ2 ≡ ρ2N := N2 − 1

4
(115)

This operator commutes in L2([0, 1]) with the operator JN,c : L
2([0, 1])→ L2([0, 1]) with

kernel

JN,c(x, y) :=
√
cxy JN(cxy), Jm(x) := [zm]ex(z−z−1)/2 (116)

whose origin in optics comes, amongst others, from [69, 70, 118]

“the modes in a maser interferometer with confocal spherical mirrors of
circular cross section”.

The common eigenvectors of PHON,c and JN,c are called prolate hyperspheroidal wave

functions and are denoted by ψ
(N,c)
k .

The operator PHO1/2,c is the more classical prolate spheroidal wave function operator
(up to an additive constant) that commutes with the sine kernel operator Ksinc with kernel
(x, y) 7→ sinc(π(x−y)) in L2([−1, 1]) [117, (23), (26)] ; see Mehta [86, ch. 6 & 18] for a use
of its eigenvectors in Random Matrix Theory and [105, ch. 30 p. 697] for properties of these

functions. Note that the Bessel function satisfies J1/2(x) =
»

2
πx

sin(x), hence PHO1/2,c

also commutes with the operator of kernel (x, y) 7→ sin(cxy) on L2([0, 1]) which is equal,
up to a symmetrisation that does not change the (real) eigenvectors and eigenvalues, to
the square root of Ksinc that has kernel eicxy, see e.g. [86, (6.3.17)].

The operator PHON,0 is a particular specialisation of an intertwinning of the Jacobi
differential operator Lα,β := d

dx
(1− x2) d

dx
+ (β −α− x(α+ β)) d

dx
whose eigenfunctions are

the Jacobi polynomials. More precisely, if P
(α,β)
k are the Jacobi polynomials [120, ch. IV],

defining the odd Zernike polynomials by [114, (16)]

T
(N)
k (x) := τ

(N)
k xN+ 1

2P
(N,0)
k (1− 2x2), τ

(N)
k :=

»
2(2k +N + 1) (117)

one has

PHON,0 T
(N)
k = −κ(N)

k T
(N)
k , κ

(N)
k := (N + 2k + 1

2
)(N + 2k + 3

2
)

The tri-band relation of orthogonal polynomials implies that the (semi-infinite) matrix

of the endomorphism of multiplication by X2 in the basis of the T
(N)
k is tri-diagonal. Since

the matrix of PHON,0 in this basis is diagonal and PHON,c = PHON,0+c
2(1 − X2), one

concludes that the matrix of PHON,c is tri-diagonal in the (T
(N)
k )k>0 basis (with explicit

coefficients coming from the Jacobi polynomials). As a result, expanding the eigenvectors

(ψ
(N,c)
ℓ )ℓ>1 in this basis according to

ψ
(N,c)
ℓ =

∑

k>0

d
(N,c)
ℓ,k T

(N)
k , PHON,c ψ

(N,c)
ℓ = λ

(N,c)
ℓ ψ

(N,c)
ℓ

one obtains the semi-infinite matrix equation [114, (30)]

M (N,c)d
(N,c)
ℓ,· = λ

(N,c)
ℓ d

(N,c)
ℓ,· , M (N,c) := Mat

(T
(N)
k )k

(PHON,c)
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In the same vein as for the prolate spheroidal wave functions, one can expand ψ
(N,c)
ℓ and

λ
(N,c)
ℓ into powers of c ; see e.g. [118].

B.2. Rescaling.

Lemma B.1 (Limiting hyperspheroidal operators). Set

x := 1− X

2
N−2/3, y := 1− Y

2
N−2/3, c := 2N − sN1/3

Then, locally uniformly in R+

N1/6

√
2
J2N,2N−sN1/3(1−XN1/3, 1− Y N1/3) −−−−→

N→+∞
Ai(X + Y + s)

and, on test functions that are C2 with exponential decay at infinity (say)

N−2/3

4
PHON,N−sN1/3/2 −−−−→

N→+∞
LTW,s :=

d

dX
X

d

dX
−X(X + s)

As a result, the eigenvalues of JN,N−sN1/3/2 satisfy

N−1/6λ
(N,N−sN1/3/2)
k −−−−→

N→+∞
λk(s)

where λk(s) is the k-th eigenvalue of H(Ais) acting on L2(R+).

Remark B.2. If one defines

‹JN,c(X, Y ) := JN,c(e
−X , e−Y )e−X−Y , J̃N,c(X) :=

√
c e−X/2JN(c e

−X)

and the associated operator J̃N,c acting on L2(R+) with kernel ‹JN,c, then, one has

J̃N,c =H(J̃N,c) y L2(R+)

and the previous result is equivalent to the weak convergence of operators of the Hankel type
in L2(R+) given by the convergence of their symbol. This convergence can be strengthen
into a strong convergence depending on the functional space in which belongs the symbol,
see e.g. [106, ch. 5.4] or [19, ch. 4.2].

This operator is thus, in a certain sense, more natural than the original operator (since
one remains in the framework of Hankel operators on R+). The eigenvectors of this operator

are the ψ
(N,c)
ℓ (e−x)e−x, which is somewhat similar to the exponential change of variable of

Whittaker functions [23, § 4]/[62, 63].

Proof. Using the limit [76, (4.39)]/[105, (10.19.8) p. 232]

ν1/3J2ν(2ν −Xν1/3) −−−−→
ν→+∞

Ai(X) (118)

one easily proves the first claim.



MAX-INDEPENDENCE STRUCTURES IN INTEGRABLE PROBABILITY 59

The second claim comes from the fact that dx = −N−2/3

2
dX which implies

N−2/3

4

d

dx
(1− x2) d

dx
=

d

dX

Ç
X − X2N−2/3

4

å
d

dX
,

and from the expansion at the second order of

ρ2

x
=

N2 − 1
4

1−XN−2/3/2
=

Å
N2 − 1

4

ãÇ
1 +

XN−2/3

2
+
X2N−4/3

4
+O(X3N−2)

å

that gets compensated from the term

c2N(1− x2) =
Ç
N − sN−1/3

2

åÇ
XN−2/3 − X2N−4/3

4

å

to produce the term X(X + s) after multiplication by N−2/3

4
. Full details are left to the

reader. �
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