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REMARKABLE STRUCTURES IN INTEGRABLE PROBABILITY, I:
MAX-INDEPENDENCE STRUCTURES

YACINE BARHOUMI-ANDREANI

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
GUFE 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 a la Forrester-Witte.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivations. The classical Tracy-Widom distributions are indexed by a parameter
p e {1,2,4}. Of particular interest is the case § = 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(TWQ < 8) = det([ — KAiS)LQ(R+) (1)
Here, TW, is a random variable Tracy-Widom-distributed, K,;, is an operator
acting on L*(Ry) according to Ky, f = [p Kai (- y)f(y)dy (for all f € L*(R,))
and Ky, is the “kernel”/function given by

Kyi (z,y) = /]R Aig(x 4+ u)Ais(y + u)du, Aig = Ai(- + 9) (2)

The Airy function Ai is the solution of the ordinary differential equation y”(¢) =
ty(t) with initial condition y(0) = 37%/5I'(2)~' and decay at infinity satisfying
y(x) — 0 when  — 400. An integral representation of this function is given by

Ai(t) = /Rcos (t€ + 5—33) %

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

P(TW, < s) :=exp (— /(m —t)4 q(t)zdt>, x4 = max{z,0} (3)

R

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

q"(t) = tq(t) +29(t)° + o, a=0, q(t) ~ Ait), q(t) ~ \/—7% (4)

t——+o0 t——o0

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

!The general Painlevé II equation is ¢” (t) = tq(t)+2¢(t)® 4+« for a € R ; the Hastings-McLeod equation
is ¢ (t) = tq(t) + 2q(t)|q(t)]”. The Hastings-McLeod solution corresponds to v = 0/8 = 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 § € {1,2,4} but for for all § > 0. Define the Stochastic Airy Operator by

d? 2 .
SAOp == — —ox——=B
T R (z)

where B is a white noise (the distributional derivative of a Brownian motion), i.e.
a Gaussian distribution whose covariance “function” is given by E(B(x)B(y)) =
do(x —y). This operator is of the Sturm-Liouville/killed diffusion type and acts on

the modified Sobolev space

Hy, := {f €C'(Ry)/ f(0)=0, / (f'(@)* + (1 +2)f(2)*)dz < +oo}
R4
The classical theory of compact operator can be proven to apply a.s. to the
random operator SAOg in the space Holv* [49, 87| ; its eigenvalues can be written
as 1 > A (f) > A2(B) > --- > 0. Using the minimax representation of Courant-

Fischer, one thus has A (8) = supsep1 j5.=1 (f; SAOg[), (with obvious notations).

Passing to the limit on tri-diagonal models of random matrices yields 7Wg £ A (B)
(see [50, conj. 3.10-6.5] & [108, p. 921]) and in particular, using an integration by
parts

TW L sup {ﬂ Hapanta) - [ (f’(x>2+xf(x)2)dff} (5)

feH}, Ifl,=1 R+

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)% in [44, pb. 7,
after (16)] and in [8, Qu. 2.4].

We answer question 1.1 with the following description of TW, (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 (7T W, is a maximum of a sequence of independent random variables). There
exist independent random variables (Zy(Ai))k=o such that

c .
TW, = max Zi(Ad) (6)

Two random variables Z;(Ai) are defined in lemma 2.1/(13) and in theorem 2.3/(19).
The description given in (19) uses the L?(R )-normalised eigenvectors of H (Ai,) or equiva-
lently the eigenvectors of the Tracy-Widom commuting differential operator %x% —x(z+s)
acting on L?(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 GUEy and the Schur measure,
defined respectively in (42) and (71). The eigenvalues (A n)i<k<n of My ~ GUEy
satisfies the identity in law (which is in fact a deterministic identity given by the invariance
by conjugacy of the trace)

N N
S Aew =Y Mk, k]
k=1 k=1

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 A5 ®@) .—

(AiChur(p’q))@l ~ Pschur(p,q) Where p := (pr)k, @ := (qk)r=1 and p;, q; € (0,1) :

Z Aichur(p,Q) £ Z Geom(p;q;)

k=1 i,521

Here, Geom(q) designates a random variable geometrically distributed with the conven-
tion P(Geom(q) = k) = (1 — q)¢"Lgeny ; see (110) for a proof. In the same vein as for the
GUFE, 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 :

L
max A\, = max W,
k>1 k>1

where the random variables (W} )x>1 in the RHS are independent. We call such an identity
a max-independence structure?.

31t 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 GinEy is the probability space (M y(C), Py) where My (C) is the space of
N x N complex matrices and Py is the Gaussian measure Py (dM) = 7N~ t(M" M)
If (Arn)1<k<n denotes the eigenvalues of Gy ~ GinEy, ordered by modulus size, i.e.
|IA1n| = [A2n| = ..., one has the formula

L
‘ALN‘ = Iax /%, Yi ™~ F(k) (7)

1<kSN

with independent random variables ;. £ Z?Zl eV, the @) being i.i.d. exponential random

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

VANay (M —1- ,/O‘—N> L ab) ay = log(N/27) — 2loglog(N)
\/N 4N N — +o0o ’
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 GinEy asks legitimately the question
of its generality in any matrix ensemble. But more generally, since the universality class
of TW, 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 :

e the continuum random polymer (§ 2.3),
e random matrix ensembles (§ 3),
e 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)o<k<n—1 such that, if Ay y designates the largest eigenvalue of a random matric Hy ~
GUEy,

£ max W (8)

AN
0<kSN-1

While Wy ~ A47(0,1), the law of W} for k& > 1 is explicitely given in theorem 3.1 but
requires to use the o-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 GUEy when N — +4o00. 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

N-1
{Ogr&%c_ka < :E} = {]; T, >y = 0}

and analysing the parametric sum of independent indicators Sy (x) := Esz_Ol 1w, >z, one
can perform a Poisson approximation Sy(z) &~ Po(ux(z)) where uy(x) := E(Sy(z)) =

,Z::_OlIP’(Wk > z). 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()\lN \/7 \/_t) —>IP’(7'W2<\/§75) = exp (—/

N-1/6 N—s+o00 R

with x4 = 1,50y and

Q(x) := exp (— /z+°° 50), do:=0o(;1)—a(0) (10)

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

(¢ — 1) Q%) (9

We would like to emphasize that the very structure of the limit is already present for
fixed N with a function 6™ in puy(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 ; 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 :
e we prove theorem (1.2) in section 2 and extend it to the case of TW), in § 2.4 and
to the continuum random polymer in § 2.3.

e 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.

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

e 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. TWs5 IS A MAXIMUM OF INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES

2.1. First approach.

2.1.1. Prerequisites. For an operator K; : L*(R;) — L*(Ry) of kernel K, define K, =
4K, and K, : L*(R}) — L*(R.) its associated operator. For ¢, € L*(R.), we define
¢r = ¢(-+ 1), Y :=9(-+1) and
+o0
Ki(z,y) = | du(@+u)(y +u)du = O(z +u)p(y + u)du
Ry ¢

Define H (¢) to be the Hankel operator of symbol ¢ acting on L*(R, ), i.e. the operator
of kernel (z,y) — ¢(z +y). Then, one has

K; = H () H (¢
Set
V(f) = <fa¢>L2(R+)
Then,
Ki(z,y) = oz +)p(y+1) = =g @ hi(z,y) <= K =—-¢ ¢  (11)

Suppose now that K; has all its eigenvalues in (0, 1). Writing the following determinants
and traces on L*(R, ), we have

det([ — Kt)

I —K) " exp (tr(log(I — K;) —log(I — K,)))

:exp( [ - Ks>-1Ks>ds)

o ([ (1= K6, 02)05)
= exp (/ (I = K) ™ 05, 05) 2, )
o (-

/ -k, Vs )iam,) ds)

For a = +o0, as K, = 0, we get

det([ Kt L2(R+
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e ( [ K, )

€20
And in the case where ¢ = 1, one finally gets

+0o0
det (1= H 0, = [Low (= [ 1H )63, ) (12)
220 t

Suppose that s +— HH ®s) ¢5HL2 §é L'(R). Then, one clearly gets the existence of a
random variable Z;(¢) such that

+0o0
Pze) <0 =ep (= [ HG) 0 e, 05) (13)
which implies that
det(] — H($y)* r2m,) = [ [P(Zul(o P@%x Zi() < t) (14)
220 -

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

Ky, = H(Ai,)’ (15)

To prove theorem 1.2, one uses (14) and the
Lemma 2.1 (Existence of a random variable Z,(Ai)). One has

s | H (i) A2, ¢ L'(R)

Proof. For ¢ = 0, one has for s <0
400 0 0
”Ais”zZ(R+) :/ Ai(s + z)%dw :/ Ai(z)*dx 2/ Ai(z)*dx = |s|/ Ai(z|s|)?dx
R4 s s -1

— Q(y/]s))

which shows that the function is not integrable in a neighbourhood of —oo.
To show that

C = / Ai(x)%dr < 0o
R4
we have used the estimate [129, (2.44) p. 14]/[79]

Ai(z) = O(z Ve 5), 2= +oo
and to show that

" A 2dr = L s 00
/_1A1(x\s\) dx-Q(\/H) g
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we have used [105, (9.8.1) p. 199, (9.8.20), (9.8.21) p. 200]

Ai(~) = M()sinf(a).  M(@) = Ai(~2)? + Bi(~a)%,  6(x) = aretan (o))

Bi(—x)
1 3k 1-3:5---(6k—1) T 2 3 5
M ZN— —_lk ~ _<1__—3 —6)
(z) Wﬁ; (1) 56 ; 0@) ~ gt g 57+ 0™
which gives in particular
Ai(—x)? 1 sin <z + gx3)2 r — 400 (16)
7t/ 4 3 ’

For ¢ =1, one has

2
HH(Ais>AisHiZ(R+) = / </ Aig(z + y)Ais(y)dy> dr =: Kai(s + x, 8)dx
Ry \JR

Ry
One also has

Aix) AT (y) — Ai(y)Ai (x)

RKyi(w,y) = p— Lapyy + (A (2)* — 2Al(2)*) Loy (17)
and for x # vy,
AVG) _ Al
Kol y) = = Ai(r) Ai(y) =2 —=

LAY - _
— i) [ (5) Getd T
o \Ai
Moreover, using Ai”(z) = zAi(z), one gets

(Ai’ ){z) _ A(@)Ai(r) - Af(2)* (Ai’(x))2

Ai Ai(x)? Ai(x)
hence
1 ./ 2
Kui(,y) = Ai(2)Ai(y) (—x L [ (G ) dt)
2 o VAi
=: Ai(z)Ai(y) Rai(z,y)
with
r+y Lrf Y
Ry(a,y) = — +/ (—(m + ty)) it
2 o VS
This implies for s = —|s| < 0

AN e, = [ Kals 0,9
Ry
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+o0
= / Ai(x 4 5)%Ai(5)?Rai(s + 2, 5)%dx = Ai(s)z/ Ai(X)2Rai(X, 5)%dX
R+ S

‘/mf)l fwxfﬁﬂwﬁd¥:MSFZﬂAm@%X+$%X
Al(s)

|s|? A1(|s|u) (u—1)*du

lff) Bk _lAi(|s|u)2(1 —u)du
=Q(s?) using (16).

As a result, s — ||H(AiS)Ais||iz(R+) is not integrable on R.

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

C9ma - (12 wm
| H (Aiy)? AlsHLQ(R” :/ (/ K3 (z, y)Aig(y dy) dx
R, \JR,

—2

:/ (/ KAis(ZE,tl)
Ry Ry xR7! i=1
= Aj, / Aig(t;

/I‘QJF ( ( ]R XRm 1 JHI

-2

2
Kai, (tj,tj41) Kai, (tm—1, y)dt Ais(y)dy> dx

l\)

3

2
X RAiS (LU, t1> RAiS (tj, tj+1) RAiS (tm—la y)dt Als (y)zdy> dx

[

-2

2-11/ Aiy(z)? /ﬁ Aiy(t))?
2™ Jr, Ry xR 5

J

3

m—2 2
X (28| —x —t1)s H(2|s| —t; —tjt1)+ (2]s| = to1 — y)4dt Ais(y)Qdy) dz
7=1
1 m—2
- ( [ Iaimy
2m [s,400) [s,4+00)™ j=1

m—2 2
< (X + T [[(T) + Tisr)- (Tny + Y)-dT Ai(Y )dY)d
7j=1

|S|4m+1 Tﬁ2
> I8l / Ai(|s]u)? / Ai(|s])?
2" Ji) =107 52

1
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m—2 2
(u+ ) H (75 + Ti1)- (Tt + ) Ai(]s]v)*do d‘r) du
7j=1

:Q(|s|3m+1/2) using (16).

And for / =2m + 1 and s < 0,

[ (AL AL = / < / K+ Ha (2 9) Al (y )dy)d

m—1 2
- / ( / Ky (z.t0) [] KAis(tj,th)HAis(tm,y)thiS(y)dy> dx
R+ R+XR3}

j=1
m—1 2
= / ( KAiS (LU, t1> H KAiS (tj,tj+1> KAiS (tm, O)dt) dﬂ?
Ry \/RY j=1
= Ai,(0)? / Ai,(z)? ( / [T AL)?
R+ T =1
m—1 2
x Rai, (2, t1) [] Rai, (&, tj1) Bas, (tm, 0)dt> dz
j=1
. 2 m
> 2 [ iy ( | Tlaiw)
2 R+ T] 1

m 2
x (215 — 2 — o) T[@ls] — t; — ty)s 2ls] - tm>+dt) dz
j=1

Ai(s)? . )
-2 /[ . A1<X>2( /[ iy
) > =1

J

m—1 2
X (X +Ty)- HT—I—TJH (Is| = )dT)d
7j=1

|S|4m+3
> EU i ls? [ Ai(slu) ( / HA1||T]
[~1,0) [1,0)m
1

- 2
(u+ 1) H T+ Tj1)- (1 — T ) dT) du
7=1

= Q(|s\3m+2> using (16).
This concludes the proof. O
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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 C R, let K; : L*(I) — L*(I) be self-
adjoint (K = K;). Let (g;, \) be such that K;g; = M\g;. Last, suppose thatt — (K, g, \¢)
is differentiable. Then,

<thta 9t>L2(I)

).\t = 2
A L2(I)

Proof. Differentiating K;g; = \;g; yields
Kig + Kigi = Mg + M
Taking the scalar product with g; and dropping the index L?*(I) then yields

<thta 9t> + <thta 9t> = }\t ||9t ||2 + At <gt> 9t>

But
01 := (Kidt, 9¢) — e (Ges 91)
= (Gt, K g1) — M (G 9r)
= (g1, (K; — M) gr) since K = K;
=0
hence the result. 0]

2.2.2. Proof of theorem 1.2.

Theorem 2.3 (Max-independence structure in 7W,, bis repetita). One has

£ A
TWy = s Z, (Ai) (18)
where (Z;(Al))g=1 are independent random variables with density
s an(s) = (Ai. OOV ” ()2 _
Tz (s) = <A18’ Y >L2(R+)’ i 2(Ry) ! (19)

where \IJ,(CS) is the k-th eigenvector of H(Ai,) on L*(R.) or equivalently the eigenvector of
the Tracy-Widom commuting operator on L*(R,) given by

Crws = DXD — X(X +5) : f(z) = % (x%) _ il ) (20)
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Proof. Recall the Lidskii formula for trace-class operators [116, thm. 3.12.2]
det(l — K)oy = [J(1= M), Kb = Aty (21)
k>1

Applying this formula for H (Ai,)? does not immediately give the result as one does not
have any information on the dependency in s of the k-th eigenvalue Aj(s).

Nevertheless, for a normalised eigenvector g; (| gtHiz(R ,) = 1) associated with an eigen-
value A(t), one gets

)\(t) = <KAi,tgtagt>L2(R+) =

as, for Kaiy = H(Ai5)?* ~ L*(R.), one has KAM = —Ai; ® Aij using (11).
Moreover, Ka; yoo = 0 and Ka; oo = I hence A\;(00) = 0 and Ay(—o00) =1 and

— (Ai; ® Aijgs, gt>L2(R+) = — (A, gt)i?(RH

+oo oo
A(t) = _/ A(s)ds = +/ <Aisags>2LQ(R+) ds,
t t

. 2
/R <A13, gS>L2(R+) dS == 1
The Lidskii formula then implies

det (I = H(Air)") 1o, = [ [0 = Mel®)

I [ e, )

SIT() w))
([ famtoras)

max Zi(AQ) < )

e

which gives the result.

It remains to give a short description of the eigenvectors (\If,(:))k>1 which are the eigen-
vectors of Lrw s, i.e. a particular rescaling of the prolate hyperspheroidal wave functions.
This fact is proven in Annex B. O

Remark 2.4. An interesting question would be to prove (or disprove) that Zj(Ai) £ Z; (Ad).
A priori, several possible sequences can give the same result.
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2.2.3. Another expression of Z, (Ai).

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

PZA) > ) = e (= [ wP0rar), oy

2
=1 22
L2(Ry) (22)

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

Lemma 2.6 (Varying interval Fuchs lemma). Let I; := [t,+00) C R. Let K = K, :
L2(I;) — L?(L;) be a self-adjoint (K} = K;) such that the kernel K of K does not depend
ont. Let (gi, \r) be such that K;g; = M\igi. Last, suppose that t — (gi, \¢) is differentiable.
Then,

. t)?
)\t:_)\&

t 2
1gel 22 (It)
For the reader’s convenience, we give a proof :
Proof. Differentiating K,g; = \;g; yields
—K (-, t)g:(t) + Ki g = Aege + Mg
In particular
K(,1)gu(t) + Mege = Koy — Mege = (K — MeI )i € Im(K, — M)
L ker(K; — MI) =Rg; as K = K;.
Taking the scalar product with g; and dropping the index L?(I;) then yields
0= g:(t) (K (), 9) + M (90 91)
= () Kge(t) + At g
= Mge(t)” + A gl
hence the result. 0]

Remark 2.7.
e The original approach of Fuchs [61] amounts to the identity A f;oo Jigs = As ft+°° Gi9s

(with [, g? = 1) which gives the result after division by ¢ — s and the limit ¢ — s.

e The two versions of the Fuchs lemma 2.2 and 2.6 can be set on the same page if one
differentiates the kernel Ky(z,y) = L{z>1 K (2, y) in the sense of distributions (with a slight
abuse of notation) :

(Kige,g0) = = (6o(t =) K g1, 9,
==X (0o(t — )Gt gt)
= _)\tgt(t)2
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e If one supposes that K; has a parametric kernel and acts on L?([t, +00)), one easily
finds the following modification of lemmas 2.2 and 2.6 :

[ (t)2 <tht’ gt>L2(It)

t — T\t P} 2 (23>
”gt”Lz(It) ||gt||L2(It)
e A direct corollary of lemma 2.6 is that for all a € R
s t 2
As = Aqgexp | — %dt
a |9l L2(Iy)
If in addition K _,, = I and K, = 0, one can take a = —o0 to get
s t 2 t 2
As = exp —/ #dt ) #dt = 400 (24)
—0o0 Hgtﬂw(h) R Hgt”L2(It)

in which case A¢ defines a random variable Z such that A\, = P(Z > s).

Proof of lemma 2.5. If the operator Ku; = Ka;, defined in (2) acts on L?([s, +00)), then,
by an obvious change of variable :

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

P(TW2 < s) = det (I — Kai) 2[5 4 00))
0 - Auts))

_ kli[i (1 exp (- /_ oo \Tf,g”(t)?dt)) with (24).

Here, Efét) is the k-th eigenvector of Ky ~ L2([t,400)) or equivalently of Lyy, =
D(X —t)D — X(X —t). It is clear that

/ K(z,y)f(y)dy = \f(z) <= KX+tY+t)f(Y+t)dY = Af(X +1)
[t,+00)

Ry

As a result, Efét) = \If,(:)(-—t) and Cf’,@ (t) = \I/,(:) (0). One sees moreover that Ay(s) = Ay(s),
which proves that we still have an expression of the law of Z;(Ai). This concludes the
proof. O

Remark 2.8. Define

O (t) := / t 0% (0)2ds

—00
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Then, writing ®,* for the inverse bijection of ®;, one has
ZL(AD) £ ®; Y e), e~ Exp(l)

and one has expressed 7 W, £ maxg>1 égl(ek) with an i.i.d. sequence (ex)r>1, answering
the original question of |2, prob. (15)].

2.3. Extension to operators H (¢,)M7H (¢s).

2.3.1. First approach. One classical generalisation of the previous result is the case where
K, is the kernel of an operator K acting on L?(R.) that reads

Ki(r,y) = / bu( + W)sy + u) f () du (25)

with ¢, f € L*(R) for all s (say). We also suppose that K has all its eigenvalues in (0, 1)
for all s.
Defining the multiplication operator

My : g fg (26)
the underlying operator reads
K, =H(¢)M7H(¢) = L.L],  L,=H(¢.)M; (27)
The relevant modification of (12) is
+o0
2 *\ 0 2
det (I - H(¢S)9ﬁfﬂ(¢s))L2(R+) = gexp (—/t <(L5LS) Os, Os f >L2(R+) ds) (28)
>
Usually, one does not have L,L; = L;Ls hence cannot write this last scalar product
¢ 2
as HL5¢5HL2(R+ ,
M, := (L,L*)"? in which case one gets HMﬁ(bSHH(R”. Such a square root is nevertheless
not easily expressible as an explicit operator such as L.

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

One classical such case is given by the value in z = 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

{&gu = %Au + £u

u(t=0,-) =wup = do (29)

If one defines u(z,t) = e"®" 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 ug = dg |3, 28, 38, 48, 111,
112, 113] ;

P(hm¢y+ﬁ_FGun t

1/3
< s) = det ([ - KKPZ(s7t))L2(R+)’ V= (_> (30)

Yt Vi 2
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where Gb(1) is a Gumbel-distributed random variable independent of h(0,t) (for all ¢) and
with?
% — [ A A du
Kkpz(s) (T, Y) = /R is(7 + u)Aig(y + U)m

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(AY < 5)

(31)

where ()\,(:)) k>1 1S the point process given by the pointwise randomisation and re-ordering

A1 = N+ B/t (At ~ DPP(Ky)
with (Rg)r>1 an i.i.d. sequence with law R; given by the Fermi factor
1
1+e®

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

P(R, < z) = Fl(z) := — R, £Gb(1) -G (1) (32)

A £ max (A + Ri /i) (33)

This last equality in law is equivalent, after integration on the Rys, 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

h0,t) + N Gb(1)
i Ve
and using a slight modification of the proof of theorem 1.2, one gets the existence of
independent random variables Z,gt) (Ai) such that

L L
£ max (A + Ri/7}

L .
A £ max {27 (A (34)

with
P(Z,gt) (Al) < s) = exp (—
The modification of the proof of lemma 2.1 goes as follows : write

Kipaton(e,) = [ Aile +u)Aily + wB(R < u(u— 5))du
R

< Alu iD’tft (Alu))kAlmAluft>L2(R+)du)> ft( ) (%I)

s

= E(/ Ai(z + u)Ai(y + u)]l{R/ws@}du)
R

In [3, 111, 112, 113], the factor % is replaced by % 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(KALSJF%(% y))

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

R
s+
+’Yt

As a result,

Kipzion) = E(Kai,,,, ) = E(H(Alrs,)?) (35)

and, setting R; := yt_lRl and Ky = Kgpyz(s,),

det(I — K,) Hexp( ( / m <H(Aiu+R£1))2... H(Ainie))z Aiu+Rt,Aiu+Rt>L2(R )du))
+

220

One can thus mimic the computations of lemma 2.1 a.s. for the random times s + Rf)

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

Q(|s|™) with s replaced by s + miny R and finally taking the expectation at the end,

which is allowed as R, £ R/v; and R has moments at every order. Details are left to the
reader.

2.3.2. Second approach. Using the fact that

for all trace-class operators A, B ~ L?(I), one gets
KPZ(t) .

P(Al < s) = det (I — KKPZ(s,t))L2(R+)

= det (I - H(Ais)mffH(Ais))L2(R+)’
= det ([ - mftH(Ais)2imft)L2(R+)

d d
o0 H (Aiy)*0y, = My, H (Aly)*My, = My, (Al @ Aiy)My,
= (ftAls) ® (ftAls>*
the application of the Fuchs lemma 2.2 to Kgpy(sy) gives
\PZ()
P(A] H/ Sy, 00y o,

k>1

We have thus proven the :
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Theorem 2.9 (Max-independence structure in the KPZ equation). Let (Z,f(PZ(t)) k>1 be an
independent sequence of random variables with law given by the density

o S 2
)= (i 90 &
Then,
)‘{{PZ(t) £ max Z}g{PZ(t) (37)

Remark 2.10. Translating the KPZ kernel gives
det (I — KKPZ(s,t))L2(R+) = det (] - KKPZ(s,t))LQ([S’JFOO))

where

Ruvzton(a) = [ Aife+ wAily + u)filu— 5P
R4
which would be the kernel of H (A1)}, ._s2H (Ai) if it were acting on L*(Ry) (but since
we are acting on L?([s, +00)), this is not a correct interpretation).
The general Fuchs lemma with a parametric kernel K on a varying interval L?([s, +00))

given in (23) gives then for any ¥(®) ¢ {\If,(f)}k

>1

A(s) = =A(s) ¥ (0)2 + / Ai(z + w)Ai(y + w)2(fof)) (u — 8)duB® (2) T (y)dady

[s,+00)3

= —\(s)U(0)? +/

[s,400)

. )\ 2 /
<A18+u7 'z )>L2(R+) 2(fufi)(u — s)du

This first order affine equation A + aX = b can be easily integrated to give another
expression of A, of the form A\, = f;oo(efsv“)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) — 35 (with
initial condition dy). 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 TW);. Recall that the power a > 0 of a cumulative distribution
function Fx : o + P(X < ) defines a random variable X(®). If o € N* one has

X@ £ maxicp<qo Xx Where (Xi)r 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 GOF Tracy-Widom distribution can then be treated analogously to the
GUFE one :
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Theorem 2.12 (Max-independence structure in 7W;). One has with independent random
variables in the RHS

TW, £ max {Q(I/Q), max Zk(Ai)(1/2)} (38)

where X2 s the random variable built out of X via P(X < z)/? = P(X/? < ),

(Zr(Al))g are defined in theorem 1.2 and P(Q < s) = e~ )T 9@z with g the Hastings-
McLeod solution of the Painlevé II equation defined in (4).

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

P(TW1 < s) = \/P(TWQ < s)e” [ q(z)dz (39)
Using P(X < m)l/Z = P(X(l/2) < x), one thus has

P(TW: < )% = [[P(Zi(A) < 9)2 = [[P(207 (A1) < 5) = P(I?%Zk(m)(lm < s>

k>1 k>1

and it remains to show that there exists @) such that P(Q < s) = e~ LT a@dr Tt s clear

that F(s) := e~ J%a@dr _, 1 when s — 4o0. Proving that F,(s) = 0 when s — —o0 is
equivalent to fR q = +00, and showing that [} is increasing is equivalent to ¢ > 0 on R by
differentiation. Such properties are granted for ¢, see e.g. [68] (the fact that [, ¢ = 400 is

a consequence of the asymptotics ¢(t) ~ |t/2|"* when ¢t — —o0). O

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

P(TW < s) = det(I — H(AL)) 2@, ) (40)

but H (Aiy) 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 @) defined
in the proof of theorem 2.12 using the Fuchs lemma 2.2 :

P(TWy <s)?  det(I — H(AL)) 2,
P(TW, <s)  det(l — H(Ai,)? )L2(R)
det(I — H(AL,)) 2,
 det( + H(Aiy)) 2w )
— det (T — 2H(Ai,)(I + H(Ai,)™)

P(Q < ) = e~ J ™ atwir _

L2(R4)
Define
L, :=2H(Ai,)(I + H(Ai,))™' ~ L*(R})
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If i (s) denotes the k-th eigenvalue of L, for the normalised eigenvector )y s, then

) =2 [ ()T + HA) b)) b

2(R4)

+oo
2/ (I + H(Aiy))?Ai, ® Aijiyy, wk,t>L2(]R+) dt

—+o00
2 / <(I + H(Ait>>_2Ait7 wk,t>L2(R+) <Ait7 ¢kvt>L2(R+) dt

+oo

One has moreover pi(—o00) =1 as L_o, = I and pg(+00) = 0 as Lo = 0. We thus
deduce the existence of a random variable )y such that

+o0o
P(Qy > s) = 2/ ((I+ H(Ait))—lAit,@bk,gig(R” dt
and, with independent random variables,

Q £ max Qr (41)

k>1

As a result,

TW, £ o {max {12, Z4(A0) /7 }

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

IP’(’TW4 < S/\/i) = /P(TW; < s)cosh(U(t))?, U(t) := %/erq

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(TWs < 5/v2) = 5 (det (I — H(AL)) o, + dlet (T + H(AL)) e, )

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 GUEy, is the proba-
bility space (Hy(C),Py) where Py is the Gaussian measure given by

aM

_—tr(MM*))2
IP)N(dM) =€ (27T)N2/4 (42>
A disintegration of M ~ GUEy according to the map M +— U*AU where U € Uy(C)
and A is a diagonal real matrix gives the law of the eigenvalues A = (A1 n, ..., AnnN)
N-1
1 e
Px(A € dx) = ZNA(:B)?@ e 2ax,  A(x) = H (wi— ), Zy=2o)V2 ]
1<i<j<N k=0

In particular, supposing that A; y > -+ > Ay n, one has
ZN(S) 1 2 _lzl?

= Zyn(s) == — A =/2q
Znoo) M= /(_OO,S)N (@) v

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-Szegd formula [120, p. 24] reads for f;, g; € L*(R, i)

1
10t G0y et ()™ (0) = et ([ i) (43)

I<i,j<N

P(A; v < )

This is the continuous version® of the Cauchy-Binet formula

det (ZAZ-,ZBM) = ) det (Aity) e sn det (Beog)ics jen
1<i,5<N

21 1<l <la<-<U N

1
Nl Z det (Aivéj)lgi,jgN det (Bfivj)léi,jéN
T 1<l #loFE AN

1
= > det (Aiy), igen et (Beg)icjen (44)
T4y, N0
In the case of du(r) := e‘“"/j/z\;%, one has

. 1 2 _lzl2/2 dx
20 = 5 [ A
dx

—|z|?/2
- /(—OO,S)N det (Pi-1(%5))1<i jen A€t (Qi1(8)) 1< j<n® o (2m)N/?

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

Using a discrete measure p, 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 P, = @ = Hg(+|s), i.e. the monic orthogonal polynomials for
L*((—o0, s), ) gives a diagonal matrix, and the Andréieff-Heine-Szego formula (43) then
implies

N-1 dx
= Hk(l’|8)26_x2/2—
,!:[0 /_oo V2T

The formula

2
pi ||Hk(| )||L2((—oo,s),u)

2
k=0 ” Hk( | OO) ” L2((—00,00),1)

PA v <s)= Jﬁ/s fw, (x)dx = IP’( max Wj < s)

0<k<N-1

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

Theorem 3.1 (Max-independence structure in the GUE). Let Hy(x|t) be the orthogonal
polynomial for L?((—oo,t),e ~w?/2 dz_ ) (truncated Hermite polynomial). Define the law of
a random variable Wy, by

P(W, < s) = /_; Hk(x)26_12/2\/§_;:k!, Hy(x) := Hy(z|x) (45)

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

Ay = max W (46)

0<k<N-1

Proof. A differentiation of [*_ Hy(z|s)%du(z) with du(z) == e™**/2 4= gives

V2r
d s 2 _ 2/2 d!lf 26_82/2 s 2 _ 2/2 d!lf
— e v/t —— = Hi(s|s + v
ds - k(l’|8) \/% k( ‘ ) \/% (‘T‘ ) \/%
_82/2 8 2 dl’
= Hy(s|s)?S +2/ Hy(z Hi(w i
(- alo) 2 u(als)e 2

Since Hy(X|s) = X* + ZJ ~o ajx(s)X7 is a monic orthogonal polynomial, & Hy(X|s) =
Zf é aasa] x(s)X7 is of degree k — 1, hence, by orthogonality <Hk, %H@LQ((_wsLm =0.
Integrating from A to s this equality gives

d
/ Hy(z)s)?dp(x / Hy (x| A)?dp( / Hy(z]z)%e _5‘2/2\/%
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Now, one can make A — —oo on the LHS which is finite, and fio Hy.(z]A)?dp(x) — 0
since Hy(X|A) is a polynomial for all A and Hy(X| — co) = 0, giving the desired result.

Note that s — +00 in this equality gives the renormalisation constant as | Hy(-|0o) |7 Ry) =
k! for the Gaussian measure. This concludes the proof.

Remark 3.2.

e The independence structure (7) in the Ginibre ensemble can be directly proven
starting from the Andréieff-Heine-Szegd 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]).

e 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.

e 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 reads Ky (z,y) = Z]kV:O Hy(z|t)He(ylt)
in L?((—oo,t), e‘x2/2j—2%). Normalising each term of the sum by their L?-norm gives

a sum of weighted projectors, the weight being the eigenvalue, i.e. |Hj/(+|t) Hig((_w’ﬂ’u).
—22/2 dz
)

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

Equivalently, one can use the truncated Hermite polynomials in L*([t, +00), e

Of course, the formuli are equivalent : k! — ||ﬁk(,t) ||[2t’+oo) = | Hg(-|t) ||?_Oo7t}.

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
ﬁk(x|x)2 in the same way (19) uses \If,(:)(())2 = \AI},(QS)(S)2 = U, (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 p be a probability measure on a space X

and let (@, ) = (or, Yr)r=1 be a family of square integrable functions of L*(X,pu). A

determinantal measure with parameters (¢, 4, ) is the law of random points (Agn)1<k<n

in X with distribution (see e.g. [82])
1

= (2 Y ®N
Py(A € dz)= N! det( [, Pitsdp) 1< j<n det (%(x]))lgi’jgNdet (%(xj))lgi’jg]vdlu (=) (47)

We note | X ~ DetMeas(p, ¥, u|N) | for such a random process. Note that the equality
Jon Pn(X € dx) = 1 is the Andréieff-Heine-Szego 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 (Ag n)i<k<n n R with distribution

Py(A € dx) = A(zx)2du®N (), du(z) = p(z)d

N!Zy

i.e. A ~ DetMeas(p, 1, u|N) with iy (x) := 21
Then, one has

L
AN =

where (Yi)r is a sequence of independent random variables with distribution given by

Y L du(z)
P(Yit1 < 5) —/_oopk( ) Jr Pelyloo)?du(y)

where Py (+|t) is the orthogonal polynomial for L*((—oo,t), ) .

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 (e'®+N) cpen in U with distribution
1

Py(© € df) = ZN|A(ew)|2du®N(0), du(0) == i(e®)do, 6y € [0, 27)

Then, one has

@17]\[ é max Ak (50)

1<kSN

where (Ag)y is a sequence of independent random variables with distribution given by

’ : dp(6)
P <5) = [ [P0 61)
0 S |Pu(ei=|2m) Pdp(e)
where 0 — Py(e®|t) is the monic OPUC for L*([0,t), i) .
Remark 3.6. The Weyl integration formula reads
1 d*u
det(f(U))dU = — ¢ [V (w)|A(u)[* (52)
Un N' UN

where dU is the normalised Haar measure on the unitary group Uy and det(f) € LY (Uy, dU).
This formula defines the Circular Unitary Ensemble or CUEy [45, 46, 54| that has been
studied extensively, notably using the Andréieff-Heine-Szeg6 formula (43) that links it to
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a Toeplitz determinant of symbol f [46, fact five|

/u det(f(U))dU = det(Tn(f),  Tw(F) = ([F) ) erson (53)

The previous theorem with f =1 treats thus the case of the CUENy.

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-

GinEN+1

tity in law A; £ max{ AV

,YN41} 1s 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 CUEy. Setting Zy,(X) := det(XIny — Uy), one has Zy, (1) £ H]kvzl Xk
where X} 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 Uy £ H,H,, ... H,, where the random transvections H,, : x

T — (1 + 1:212) (Tell_“ui)‘zm (e1 — u;) are independent (the vector w; is selected uniformly on
1Us —Uq

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

det(In — Hyy Hyy ... Hyy) = (1 — e Hy,er) det(In oy — Hyy .. Hyy)
Taking the Mellin transform of this identity gives E(ZUN(l)SZUN(l)w) =TI, E(X; X)),
an identity equivalent to the celebrated Selberg integral in the particular case 5 = 2 (see
[37] for a generalisation to the C'SFEy). 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 GUEy and
GUEN 41, 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 (Wy)g).

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 Ay . We quickly treat the case of the minimal eigenvalue Ay y in any
previously defined matrix ensemble. This random variable is also the minimum of N inde-
pendent random variables, as, using the Andréieff—Heine—Szegé formula (43), one obtains

P(Any = 5) = H HN

This is the half-line [s,+o00) which is relevant in this case, and the orthogonal poly-

L2([s,+00),u)

nomials for the restricted measure were denoted ﬁk(|s) in remark 3.2. Using the same
manipulations as in theorem 3.1, one then finds
2

ORI | (LI | e T
NN/S L2([s,400) 1t “Hk |_ )2
L2(R,p)

In the case of the GUFE y, one has for instance with independent (Wk) i

(GUE) L I
ANN = Ogﬁlﬁl_ka (54)

where
ﬁ x|x)? e /2
ka(x) _ Hi(z|z)
vE! 2w

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 Hy.1 = Hy @ (X ni1,an+1) implies a Markovian cou-
pling. Here, @& designates the operation that puts Hy in the top N x N block of an
(N +1) x (N + 1) matrix that has the vector X 1 (of size N) in the upper right block,
its transconjugated in the lower left block and the real ayy; 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

Amin(Hn11) = min {Apin (Hy), Fni1(Xni1, avi1)}
for a certain functional Fy ;. The probabilisation of such an identity would then imply the
result, with Wy £ Fni1(X ni1,ans1). We will come back to this problem in the future.
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3.4. Painlevé representation of H,, and a new expression of Fryy,.

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

Recall that the monic orthogonal polynomials (Py)rso for L%([a,b], u) with a,b € R
are given by the following “expectations of characteristic polynomials of random matrix
ensembles” [120, (2.2.10) p. 27|

n

PAX) = Iz, b= . /[ PECRC
In particular, for
e—:v2/2
u(dr) = Nor dz, a:= —oo, b:=t
one gets
w10 = o [ I - waera @, b= [ awrae
n! Dy (t) JZoopm P n! JZoopn

If H,, ~ GUE,, with eigenvalues Ay, = Ao, > -+, and if Zg (x) := det(zI, — H,), one
thus has

E(Zm, (2)Lia, <))
P(Ay, < 1)

Using the notations of [56]°, define for all a € N

Hy(x]t) =

=E(Zn, ()| A1, < 1)

™ 1 - a n
Bu(ria) = /( B | CERNOR

Then,

Ha(w) i= Ha(alr) = = ' (55)

The quantities En(x, a) were studied by Forrester-Witte in [56, (1.7)]. This article is an
application of the Jimbo-Miwa o-form approach to the Painlevé IV equation [72] and the
7-function theory of the Painlevé 1T 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 P and
Py

5Note 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(xo; a) exp (/w Un(t; a)dt)

o

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

(y")? — 4ty —y)* + 4/ (y — 2a)(y' +2n) =0

y(t) = —2nt — M + O(t%) when t — —o0.

(o-Fy) : { (56)

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

~ 1

E,(z;a) = — | |(:5 — )" A)?du®"(t) ~ 2" x E,(+00;0)
n' (—o0,z)" 1 r——400

y j=

implying that
Hp(x) ~ a"

r——+00

As a result, one cannot choose zy = +o0o except in the case a = 0 (which is the case
considered by Tracy and Widom).

For general x, one thus has

H(2)e " = H,(m0)e ™0/ exp ( / ' (Un(t; 1) — U, (t:0) — %)dt) (57)

zo

For a = O, Tracy and Widom’s result
A — 2\/ N L
LN \ ’TW2 (58)

N_1/6 N — 400

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

EVN<2\/N+ N 6s:a= O) —— exp (— /S+OO r(t)dt), r(t) =: o(t;a = 0)

N—+o00
and for a > 1 [56, (1.19)/(5.6), (5.7)]
C(s0) e eBVNFNTIE A (2\/N + N 6s; a) — Eigft(so; a) exp (/ o(t; a)dt)
N—+o00 S0
were y := o (- ; a) satisfies the following - form of the Painlevé II equation [56, (1.17)/(5.10)]

(") +4y (ty' —y) —4@y)* —a®> =0

y(t) = % + 4“;_1 +O0(3%) when t — —o0.

(59)

(o-Fy) {

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

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 exl)\ressed in theorem 1.4 is given with ¢4/2 and the Gaussian density

e~ /\/m. We will set W, := v/2W,, for the rescaled random variable.

We will moreover use the function o which is denoted by u in [56] and the function p
which is denoted by w 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 IT equation given by [105, 32.6.9 p. 729]

2
5= (g (a+3)
H = _ Bp— -
(@:p.) =7 (q +tg)p—\atg)d
The Hamilton-Jacobi equations ¢’ = 0,H, p' = —0,H are given by [105, 32.6.10 &
32.6.11 p. 729]

¢=p—¢ -5 P=2ptaty

The equation satisfied by ¢ is then By(«) given by (4) and the equation satisfied by p is
the Painlevé XXXIV equation Pyxxry (o) (numbered in this way in the original classifica-
tion of Painlevé and Gambier) given by [105, 32.6.12 p. 729]

/)2
pp" == 4 2p° —tp” — J(a+ 3) (60)

Last, the equation satisfied by the function o : ¢t — H(q(t),p(t),t) is o-Py(a) given by
(59). This function allows to “reconstruct” (p, ¢) with the relations [105, 32.6.14 & 32.6.15
p. 729 :

40" + 200+ 1
1= %57 p=—20 (61)
In [130, (1.6)], Wu, Xu and Zhao study
o) = 55 [ Tl (e + L) SO0, ) =
I Y ﬁ
In particular,
1 [ . ) _
H,(z]o,0) = — [ [ (& =)+ A2 (dt) = B (w30 = 20)
n! R™ 1
as x4y = |ry|, and
H,(z1/2,0
) = Holel1/2.0

H,(z[0,0)
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Wu, Xu and Zhao [130, thm. 3, (1.24)] prove moreover that (in particular for o = }/a =
1 and w =0)

d w w 1
W H (], ) = ’/_2n<2a+ o(s|a,w) +ap(s\oz, )+ s +Os(—>>,
n

dity, nl/3 n2/3
=V2n+n7s o
V2
where o(-]Ja = 1/2,w = 0) is the o-form of the Painlevé II function given in (59) and
p(la = %, w = 0) is solution of the Painlevé XXXIV equation with the following particular
boundary condition at co [130, (1.20) & (1.21)] for o # 0 :

p(s)p"(s) = 252 4 4p(s)3 + 2sp(s)2 — 202

(Pocav) { p(s) = \%(1 —as732 4+ 0(s7?)), s — o0, arg(s) € (—3%,3%] (62)
Last, [130, (1.22), (1.17)]/[56, (5.11), —] :
s 16a2—1 _, s
a(s|oz,w:0):—§+T +0(s77?), s — —00 - 63)
o(sla,w=0) = —a\/§<1 +as¥? 4 0(5_3)>, s — o0, arg(s)€ (_5’ g]

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

C Ha(s)%e (Hn(s|1/2,0)>2 e
fuw(s) = nZ.v2r  \ H,(s0,0) ) nlZ,/x

= exp <21n7—[n c)+2

2

_g2
e

— InH,(t dt)i

n!Z,\/ 2w

d
S A1)
(jlnﬂ(tu/z 0) — CZlan(ﬂO,O))dt)n!;nﬁ
(L

J
|

(¢)
= exp (2111?-[ (c) +2

2 —c d
In H,(t]1/2,0) — — In H,,(t|0,0 —t)dt)
Ml oo (2 [ (0120~ 5w, @00
Set
t 18 1 C
:\/2n+n_%—, Spi=V2n+n t—, Cn i =V2n+n 66—
V2 V2 V2
b0 := o (14.w) —o(l0.0) =o(la=Lw) —o(la=0w), w=0
Then,
H,(cn)?e () (¢ ) 1p™ (t, |, 0) +t, L
fﬁ\/n(b“n) = Wexp 2/ V2n + v2 1/3 + vV 277,5 n22/3 —tun 6 dt

_”H(cn)ze 1 o™(t,) p(”)(tn|%,0)+tn tn
- exp<n 52v2n / <1+ T by A L
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2e=ch (m)( p™ (L 0)+t, nE
N (Y G- SRS IENE Y

n!Z,\/7 ( nl/3 2n2/3 nt/2,/2
H,(cn)2eCn \ So(m)( P (ta]1,0) + 1, '
T Tz, m b ni2v2 / nl/s 2123 ~ 5,20 )%

 Halen)?e p(t]5,0) +¢ ¢ ( 1 )
=g o (22 [ (000 P s 40w

:Hng)}—cz exp zxf/< %H}( ;/3>>dt>

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

d
p(t13,0) = ~220 (213, 0)

and
an(cn)ze—cimﬁnﬂ/ag(q1/2,0) s s 1
[, (sn) = AN exp (2\/5/C 5a(t)dt—0(n U(S|§70))>
Hn(Cn)26—C%+2\/§n*1/30(0|1/2,0) s s 1
- nZ, /T exp <2\/§/ 5U(t)dt)(1—0<n o‘(s|§’0)))
namely

an(Sn) . an (Cn)62\/§n*1/30'(6|1/2,0) exp <2\/§/ 50-(t)dt)
= —0(n o (s|3,0)e2V2 ) b0t
The proof of theorem 3.11 will impose to choose the constant ¢ = ¢ such that

PO i ()2 RO 1 e o

(64)

c
V2

One can show that ¢f — +o00 and that s — U(s|%,0)e_2\/§fs+°° do(t)dt ¢ [1([s,400)) for
all s using the § 3.4.5.

3.4.3. Poisson approximation for maxima of independent random variables. The problem
of estimating the mazimum of a sequence of independent random variables (Wj)1<x<n can
be classically restated as a problem of Poisson approximation for sums of independent
random variables [51, ch. 3| writing

(i i<} = {S 1o -0}
k=1

Since the random parametric indicators By := 1w, >, are Bernoulli random variables
of expectation py := P(W > z), one can proceed to a Poisson approximation of S, :=
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S By [110, § 4.1]

P(S, = 0) — IP’(PO (;pk> - 0) (Zpk y mm{ Zk11pk}>
P(Po (; pk> - 0) PSS s

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

Sp = 2v/n +n"Y0

As the first random variables do not depend on n, the first probabilities are very small :

for k = 0O(1)

with

1 1
=P(Wi > s,) < =E(|W, :Os<—>
pii= PWy > 5.) < SE(Wf’) -
We will see in (68) that fw,, (s.) ~ n /%Q(s + ¢) with Q € L*([s,+00)) for all s if
m, =n — cn'/3. As a result, with =, = 2y/n + n1/6y

+oo 2
Pm, = P(Wy,, > s,) < / (§n> Jwi, (X000 oy = Os<n_1/3)

The relevant part of the maximum mass is thus concentrated on the extreme random
variables (Wna))1—c,<a<1 With oo = 1—cn~%/3 and one can neglect the first random variables
to only consider the contribution of the last ones : with m := [n(1 —¢,)] < n, e = cn=?/3,
one has with obvious notations

which implies

for the choice
m=n—O(n'/?) (65)
For this choice of m, we also set

P, = ilm P = i D, m:=[n(l—¢g,)] = [n — cnl/s}
k=1

k=m-+1
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so that
P, = Py +0,(n71?)
Last, we set

k=1

k=m+1
If P, = O(1), the Poisson approximation amounts thus to

P(S, = 0) — P(Po (P,) = 0) = O(P?),

with
P, =P +0,(n7'?), PP =P+ 0,(n)
3.4.4. A new expression of Fryy,.

Theorem 3.11 (Expression of Fry,). One has

IP’()\IN 2\/_ < \/53) — IP’(TW2 < \/58) = exp (—Q° xid.(s))

N— 1/6 N—+o0

with [ g(x) .= [ f(t)g(x —t)dt = g f(z), id} : @ — 24 = 2l z0) and

Q(z) = exp (— /:OO 50), do :=o(;1) —o(+0)

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

Proof. With Wk = W,./V/2, one has
P(Wivey > VEN + N2 %) =

1
V2N+N-1/627 3¢

+oo

(x)dx

Wina)

+oo
— _ _1
= / N~V f o (V2N + N2 2y)dy

and, with a Stieltjes integral,

N N

Py = Z ka/

k=m+1 m

1
Prjdu :/ Pim+(N-m)o] (N —m)dv
0

0
C
= /N2/3 PINay(e)] d(NOéN(C>>7 OéN(C) =1 — W

N2/3
:/ Nl/gp(W[N_ch/g] 2 SN)dC
0

N2/3
:/ N1/3/ N~ 1/6fA[ 1/3](\/2N+2_1/2N_1/6y)0ly0lc
N—cN
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= 1/6 \/ —~1/2 A7—1/6
= / 1{C<N2/3,y>s}N / fﬁ/\ s ( 2N + 2 2N y)dydc
(R+)2 [N*CN ]

We will now show that

NHVS fo (V2N 4 27Y2N=Yo)) — Oy + ¢)? (68)

[Nchl/B:I N—+o00

This implies with the Wu-Xu-Zhao estimate (64) that Py, = P~ (s) + O(N~Y3P%3) with

400 “+00 —+00
P> (s / Q(y + ¢)*dedy = / Q(u)*du dy = / Q(u)*(s — u), du
R4 s y R

= Q% xidy(s)
and, with oy = 0(+;1) ~ 0-Fy(a = 1) (or o = §) defined in (59)

+oo
Py (s) = / ; o1(y+c)Q(y + ¢)’dedy = (01Q?) *id . (s)

Moreover,
n
2
E Dy
k=m+1

Cc

N2/3
1/3 2 —
:/0 N / ]P)(W[NQN(C)} 2 SN) dC, OéN(C) =1- W

2

N2/3
_ N—1/3/0 (Nl/gp(W[NaN(C)] Z 3N)> de

+o0 2
= O(N~?) x / ( Oy + c)2dy> dec
R+ S
= OS(N—l/?’)
The fact that f;oo ot Q? < oo (with k € {0,1}) comes from the asymptotics at infinity
given in the second line of (59) (that implies” Q(x)? = O(z~2)) and (63).

The two terms P;’,2 and P;’,g, coming respectively from (64) and from the Poisson ap-
proximation give an unoptimal speed of convergence®, but are sufficient for our purpose.

We now prove (68). Define
gv(M,y) = N3 fg (VAN +272N"Yoy) M := [N — cN'?|

"We will see in lemma 3.12 that we have in fact Q = ¢ ~ Py (0), hence that Q(z)? ~ Ai(x)? for z — 400,
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 puy # 2v/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 zp that will be choosen later and setting z}, = ”]"v_j}/fjﬁ, one

has
gn([Nal,y) = N'Pgn([Na], z)

Y
o <2\/§ N (U[Na] (:1) = Upvay (£0) — t) {t:2\/ﬁ+N1/6TdT>

N
TN

The function y := Uy (- ; a) satisfies (56) with n = [Na]. We thus consider

‘71(\?)('50) b T (Uinva) (v + Tty a) — a X (uy + 7at)),

1
= V2N =

Setting

Y'(t) := prics (t;a) = TJQV%U[NQ](MN + 7nt;a) — aty
vy (Y @y s (4 .
(t) == (dt) oy (t;a) = TN(dt) Unal(in + 7nt; @)
so that, dropping the indices N, the equation (56) becomes after multiplication by 7°
0= (Y")? = 47°((u+ ) Y5 — Y“W“ﬂ*)z + 470 Xer (Yiber _ 9q) (Y507 4 9[Na)

=(Y")? =47 ((p+ )Y — TY)2 +4(Y" +ar)(Y' + ar(1 = 27)) (Y + ar + 2[Na]7?)
An expansion that supposes Y and its derivatives to be of order 1 shows that
Ly(Y) =" +4(Y')? —4((Y')’t-YY') - a’
+4(Y")? (2[:\’(,1}7’2 — ;1,272) + Oy4(7)

Since p? = 2N, Ln(Y) converges iff
. o/ 1
A\sz(l—Oé):A\vz/j(]_—a)mC:O(l) < OéEOéNzl—%;/(g)

In such a case, a](\}l)(-; a) converges locally uniformly to o' (-;a) = o(- + ¢; a) satisfying
the following shifted o-form of the Painlevé II equation (as setting t < ¢ + ¢ gives back the
original equation) with the same boundary condition as (59)

Y +4Y (Y- (t—c)Y +Y)—a®=0

As a result, locally uniformly

501(3) = a](?)(- 1) — a](?)(- :0) ——— 609 = 50(-+¢) = (- + ;1) — (- +¢;0)
N—+o0
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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 x. We set it as the solution ¢ to the equation

1364 (c _1 C
Nl/ﬁfWN(CN)ez\/iN 1/3 1():1’ CN = \/2N—|—N éﬁ
ie.
Nl/G»HN(@26_93262\/51\/71/301(1\/1/6(90_@)) -7
_ In(y)

— 22— 2InHy(z)+2V2N Yo (NS (z — V2N)) — O(1)
We are just concerned with the behaviour of ) when N — +o00 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 > 21n(N)), there is a unique such solution, as seen using the equivalent
Hy(x) ~ 2 and o (x) ~ —/Z given in (63) when x — +o0.
Taking the logarithm of the equation and replacing Hy(z) by zV and o(s) by —/s
yields the approximate equation

In(N)
6

Since zny — V2N > 0, one can neglect the term N4 /zn — /2N for the first order of
the equation. Setting 3, = Nty, the equation is equivalent to ¢ty — In(ty) = NIn(N) +

% + O(1) whose solution is given by means of the Lambert W function [105, § 4.13 p.
111], ice. ty = W(NIn(N) + % + O(1)). The asymptotic of this function at infinity is
W(zx) = In(z) — Inln(x) + o(1) [105, (4.13.10) p. 111], hence ty = In(N) + O(Inln(N)),
resulting in

2% — 2N In(zy) — 2V2 N V*\/ 2y — V2N =

+0(1)

zy = \/NIn(N) + O(VNInln(N))

Of course, as long as ay = O(1), this behaviour is valid for z(ya,). In the case where

ay is close to 0, we cut the integral up to 2N?%? — ¢ and choose ¢ < N~Y6 so that
T[Nay] > V2N ; the remaining integral on (2N?/3 — £, 2N?/3) is bounded by the sup of
the probability (which is 1) and € x N*/¢ = o(1). The final result is thus

zy > VN = Ty — V2N = 400

This concludes the proof. O
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3.4.5. Comparison of expressions. The expression (66), namely
P(TW, < s) = exp (—Q% xid.(s))

can be compared with the expression (3) that reads, with ¢ given in (4) :
P(TW, < 5) = exp (—¢° x 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 ¢) gives the identity

qg=29Q
Identities between different o, := o(-;a) were already noticed, for instance [56, prop.

27| gives oy = Z—é + 0y and [56, (5.28)/(2.7) & (5.27)] gives o = —q3 (see also [59, § 2.4]).
This is thus natural to try to prove that ¢ = Q with the theory furnished in [56].

Lemma 3.12 (Direct proof that ¢ = Q). Define
o, :=0(-;a) solution of (59), q, = q(;a) solution of (4)
Then, g = Q, or, equivalently (by logarithmic differentiation and value 0 at infinity)

— = 01 — 0y (69)

First proof. The link between g, and o, is given by [56, (5.9)/(5.26)] :
1

a=a — bE)
o )= 2qa—1/2( ) 5 qa—1/2( )+ 5 aqa—1/2( )

As a result, setting ¢ := —27 /3t and specialising a € {0, 1} yields
_ ~ 2
{—2 1/30'0(t) = %q/_l/g(t)z - %(q—1/2(t)2 +2%)
—2_1/30'1(t) = %q/1/2(t)2 - %(Q1/2(t)2 + %) - fh/z(t)

There are moreover general identities between g, and g, given in” [56, (3.7)] :

—QO(tA)2 =e271/8 q. (1) — 5qa/2(t)2 — 5t

0(2‘) = 621/3q€/2(t)

Q

This implies
2701 —00)(F) = @1 o(t) + R

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

2R = ql_1/2(t)2 - (q_1/2(t)2 + %)2 - (q/1/2(t)2 N (q1/2(t)2 * %)2)

= ql—l/z(t) - q—1/2(t)2 L ql—l/z(t) + q_1/2(t)2 + !
( 2 2

(a0~ a1 &) (i) + @107 + 5)
= (@1a0) — a1~ 5 )a(0727

+ao@2 (o) +ayp0 + 1) using (70)
= o027 (L al1) — @1jo0 + 1 o(8) + 010?)

The second equality in (70) gives —q_y/5(¢) = qy/5(t), which implies ", ,(t)+q j»(t) =0
and —q_;5(t)* + q,5(t)> = 0, i.e. R =0. The second equality in (70) then yields

P
2, — o) (F) = @y a(t) = 2721
qo(t)
which concludes the proof. O
Second proof. Using [56, (5.9), (5.23), prop. 19 & (3.23)| that read
Hin] i= H(O)loro
Oull) = 2P HDamey  Ti= —271%
q[n] = qn+a1+1/2
Hn+ 1] — H[n] = ¢[n] (Toda equation)

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

Oni1(t) — o (t) = —21/3qn+1/2(?)
The second equality in (70) gives then the result for n = 0. O

3.4.6. Ultimate remarks.

Remark 3.13. We mention the problem of large deviations for A; x 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 A; y.
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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(ALy < 8) = exp (- > / +°° Q;M(x)dx) = [[P(Z(GUEY) < 5)

k>1"Y% k>1

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
Zk(GUEN)—2V'N

law of 176

towards Zj(Ai) or some W, asking then the following problem :

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

Ay —2VN ¢ - {Zk(GUEN) — 2\/N} c
- = X
k>1

max W,

N-1/6 N-1/6 N—+4oo k>0

for infinite sequences of random variables (Z,(GUEN))k>1 and Wy)g>1 ¢

The conjectural random variables W), obtained at the limit might differ from the Z; (A1)
defined in (13) or the Z; (Ai) defined in (19) as several decompositions are a priori possible
(in addition, no commuting operator for the GUE kernel operator acting on L?([s, +00), i)
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, := U,>0Y,, defined by

Pys(N) = H|—AB]sy[Als[B] (71)

The specialisation s)[A] is written ¢(s,) in [104] and should be understood as an “ab-
stract” algebra morphism of A where the generators (hy)g, (ex)r or (px)r 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 C, orif 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 (A, — k + a)i>1 (with a € {0,1,1} depending on the conventions), A
being the random partition distributed according to P4 5. 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 + %
by convention). Such conventions are of course equivalent, but the formuli differ by some
square roots ; formuli are given here for the process (Ay — k)=1 and not (Ag — k + 3)i>1.

4.2. The Poisson-Plancherel measure. The Plancherel measure on Y, is defined by
[31, 74|

d2
P.(\) = n—?]l{m} (72)

where d) is the dimension of the irreducible module of &,, indexed by A (see e.g. [83, I-6]).
This measure can be understood as the conditioning of a general measure P, on Y., by
the event {A F n} (where A ~ P,), and the law of |A| gives then the choice of the relevant
randomisation for A, ~ P, to obtain a determinantal structure. Since dy = n!s,[€] by
(105), setting |A| ~ Po(€) gives the Schur measure of parameters A = B = 1/££. We thus
define the Poisson-Plancherel measure on Y, by

d 2
Pramie () = <" (15 ) (73)

One then has
X = (A — k)ks1 ~ DPP(Kpopie))
implying in particular
P()\gg) < S) = det([ — ’Cpopl(f))g2(s+N) = det(] — Kp0p1(§)7s)gz(N)

where Kpopl(g),s (I, y) = ICPoPl(f) (SL’ + 8,y + 8)'

The corresponding specialisation of the Schur kernel Kpopy) : 7Z? — R, in this case is
the discrete Bessel kernel |31, 74| that has several forms :
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e the Hankel convolutive form is |74, (3.31)]

Keorie)(@,9) = Y_BP(@)B(y), B (2) = Juun(2V/0) (74)
k>1
where Ji is the k-th Bessel function of the first kind defined by :
Jp(x) = [zk}ew(z_zflw (75)

e the Christoffel-Darbouz form is ([101, (23)], [74, (1.10)])

() ¢\ _ pl (©) .
el () By (yi—fo (z)By (y)]l{#y} eSOy (T6)

with J,(t) := L. ()] _. (see e.g. [105, 10.2.4])

Kpopi(e)(,y) =

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

27wy - ATz d'w
Ux pU — ZW VARV
27Tty d*z d*w (77)
= % 7_16\/3(2—2’1—(w—w’1))_ ’ R>1
Uxgy 1 — 2w Z W

Using the expansion =— = >, (2w)" for z € U and w € pU with p < 1, one obtains

1—z
(74) from (77) and (75).
The Hankel convolutive form (74) is in direct analogy with the Hankel convolutive form
(2) of the Airy kernel : ICpopi(g),s is the square of the (discrete) Hankel convolution operator

H(BY): feP(N) =Y BO(-+k)f(k) € (*(N)

namely
K:P0P1(£)78 = %(B§£)>2 (78>

which is analogous to (15) on L*(R,).
One could hope to extend the proof of theorem 1.2 using a discrete analogue of det(/ —

K,) =exp (— ft+°° tr((1 — KS)_le)ds). Such a formula reads

det(I — Kn)em) = exp (— > tr(log(I — Kepa) — log(1 — K:g))p(N)) (79)

{=N

To simplify it, one needs the theory of Orthogonal Polynomials on the Unit Circle
(OPUC).



MAX-INDEPENDENCE STRUCTURES IN INTEGRABLE PROBABILITY 43

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 (@)= of monic polynomials (i.e. ®,(z) = 2" +--+) is orthogonal in L*(U, u)
for a probability measure y on U if

(Pr, Pe)pay) = ﬁq)k@d“ = |®ul72(,) On.e

Defining the anti-L?(u)-unitary map *" by P*"(z) := 2"P(z~!) and dropping the n by
convention when the polynomial is of degree n, one can show that [115, (2.17), (2.18)]

Onpa(2) = 200 (2) — @@, (2),  an = =Pupa(0)

The coefficient (ay)g=o are called the Verblunsky coefficients and the previous recursion
is called the Szegd recursion. One can easily prove that [115, (2.19)]

n—1
2 2 2 2 2
[@nial7ogy = (1= lonl) 1®al3ey = 1®ulfogy = [T (1= lal?)  (80)
k=0

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

1@ 1] ) < [Pl 2 (81)

For a probability measure j, one defines the Toeplitz determinant D,,(u) as

D, (p) := det (% zi_jd,u(z))
U 0<i,j<n

Hence, using linear combinations of lines and columns one gets

n n—1
D) = det 7{ (T Edu(:) =[]0 = [0~ Py~
0<,5<n =0 =0

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

. n . Do .
F(p) = H(l—\ozj\2): lim D,(u)Y" = lim ﬁz lim H<I>n\|ig(u) (82)

n—-4o0o n—-4o0o D n—-4o0o
70 n(,u)

Note that F'(u) can be equal to 0, in which case (ag)y ¢ (*(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

H[&(AU + BU™]dU = | Y s\[@Alsa(U)s,[08B]s,(U~")dU

Z/{N Z/{N )\“u

= ) s\[@As\[@B]

(NN
= Y si[Als\[B]
M <N

As a result,

Pooras(hn < N) = HI-AB| | H[B(AU + BU~)]av (33

Un

Using Weyl integration formula (52) and the Andréieff-Heine-Szegd formula (43), the
random unitary matrix integral in the RHS can be transformed into the Toeplitz determi-
nant of symbol z — H([©(2A + 27'B)] (see remark 3.6). The determinantal character of A
allows moreover to write the LHS as a Fredholm determinant on ¢2(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 = /€. One has H[-AB] = H[-(E] =

e ¢, and H[GAU] = ™ [VeU] = evEu@) pence
PPOP](&)()\l < N) = 6_f 6ﬁtr(U+U71)dU = 6_f det TN(If), If(Z) = 6\/E(z+z*1)
Uy
Define the probability measure on U
VE(z+2z71) d*
(& ¥4 -1
pe(df) = —————, Io(1/€) == [2° eVEE+aT)
¢ L(VE) = [ }

where the normalisation Iy(1/€) is the 0-th modified Bessel function defined by
Ii(s) = [zk}es(”fl)
We also define :
o (q)’(f))po as the OPUCs for L*(U, pe),
o (ozk(g));:>0 as their Verblunsky coefficients.

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

z

N-1
2 _ *
IP)PoPl(g)()\l < N) — e ¢ H 7{ ‘(I),(f)(z)‘ oVEG+2 1)ﬁ
k=0 ”U
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2

N-1
=< [T nva o],
k=0 e

N-1 —
:6_£H]0 H1—|Ozj
k=0 Jj=0

Set

(&) =1 HCI)
1

T(€)
Letting N — +o0o gives the the Szegd theorem (82)

1=¢7¢ H (&)

k=0

 f jap et
L2 U/J{ U z

qw(§) =

45

Note that when the measure p is not a probability measure, one needs to take into
account the normalisation factor and replace the norms by the m;s. In this setting, the

Szego theorem /the absolute convergence of the product gives

m(§) —— 1 = H(I),(f)

k——4o00

2

L2
(Upe) k=00 P50

As a consequence of the previous computations,
Ppopiie) (A1 < N) = [ 7€) = [] (&) = [] aesn ()
k=N k=N €20

We are now ready to state the

—— (VO =T - ls(©)P)

Theorem 4.2 ()\POPI(S) is a maximum of a sequence of independent random variables).

PoPl(¢) )

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

PoP1(¢) l: PoP1(¢)
Al max ax{Z, " — i}

Moreover
ZPTO Ling(j > 0/Vm > j, By(€) = 0}

(85)

(86)

where the (B;(§));>0 are independent {0,1}-Bemoullz random variables of expectation

s ().
Proof. One thus has
Ppopi(e) H qern(§

£>0
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gl

Moreover, since norms of OPUCs are decreasmg by (81), (ge(€))e is decreasing. This can
also be seen using (80), noticing that 1 — |y (€)]* < 1 and writing

LQU,u —H].—|Oék XHl_

with

—1

0< qf¢
L2(U,pe) z—>+oo

q(§) = ]o(i/g) H

=[]0 =l (©)P

k>t

|O‘J

As a result, there exists a random variable ZP°PI€) e N such that

4 (&) =P(Z™MO < 1)

and in particular, with an i.i.d. sequence (Zfopl(g)) ¢ of such random variables
Propiiey (A1 < N) = [[ (27" <0+ N) =[] P(2"0 — < N)
>0 =0
= P(max Zpopl(5 E} < N)
>0

Last, (80) yields

AT T

_ X<;—1)
T (o) “q>gf_>1H2 L= o ()

P(Zfopl(g) = E) = q(§) — q-1(§) =

= a1 (€)]?
= 1— -
go( ol H —|a] 35 1—|ozz_1(£)|2
=: oy, (€))? H1—|ak
k>0
=P(B,_1(6) = 1) HIP (By(€
k>4
=P(15(£) = 0)

where

T9(§) = nf{j >0/ Bpn(§) =0Vm > j}
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is the entrance time to the “cemetary” 0 for the “chain” (Bg(§))r (here an independent
sequence). O

4.5. The general symmetric Schur measure. We now use (83) in the case where
A=Bif A,B C C,ie gi|Al = gu[B] for gr = pr, ex or hy. One has in particular
H[AA] = exp (Yo HpulAllY) and H[D(2A + 271 A)] = [H[z0A]* for 2 € U.

We define the probability measure on U

pa(d) = %d:z’ Z(A) =[] |H[z0A]?

and we define the OPUCs for L*(U, ) as (CI),(CA)>k>O and their Verblunsky coefficients as
(ar(A))k=0. As a result, }

Punuan s < N) = H[-AA] T 204 TT0 - oy (AP

We moreover suppose that the specialisation A is well-defined in the sense that 0 <
H[AA] < co. The Szegd theorem is then

H[AA) = [T 2 [I0 - s

and the absolute convergence of the product implies that

Z(A) =[]0~ lay (A

j=0
Thus,
k—1
]P)Schur(A,jl)(Al < N) = H Z(A)_l H(l - ‘aj(A)‘z)_l
k>N §=0
=t [ ax(A) = [ g~ (A)
k>N €0
where

k

ae(A) = Z(A) T [ = oy (A = TTA ~ lay(A))

j=0 jzk
defines a random variable Z5uw(AA4) guch that

Qk(A) _ P(zSChur(A,ﬁ) < k’) — P(zSChur(A,ﬁ) _ k’) _ |ak_1(A)|2 H(l N |OZJ(A)|2)

ik

|
—

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

For a sequence (Z, Jkso of i.i.d. random variables equal in law to Z , one
has
ASChur AA) £ i {ZSChur(A,]) . k} (87)
! k=0 Lk
Moreover
75 AD Lingli > 0/Vm > j, B;(A) =0} (88)

where the (B;(A));>o are independent {0,1}-Bernoulli random variables of expectation

i ().

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).
o For I CN, let IC; : (*(I) — (*(I) be self-adjoint. Let (go, Ae) be such that IC,ge = \ge
for all ¢ € N. Define Auy := ugy1 — up and Vug := ug — ug_1. Then,

(AKCeget1: Gedee(ry
(et 9@)@(1)

ANy =

o For I; =0+ N:={l0+1,....}, let IC: (*(I;) — (*(I;) be self-adjoint with a kernel
independent of 0. Let (ge, \¢) be such that KCoge = Nege (with an index to denote the action
on (*(I;)). Then,

ge, 9e+1
)\“_1 _ )\Z< >£2(IZ+1)

<g£a g€+1>g2(12)

Proof. A discrete differentiation of KCpg, = Apg, yields to
AR ger1 + I Age = ANigrra + MeAge — (I = Ael)Age = —A(KC, — Ael)gera

Since KCj = IC, and (KCp — A\l )Age € Im(IC; — A\¢I), one has (KCp — A\l)Ag, L ker(IC, —
Ael) = Rgy. In the first case, one takes the scalar product with g, to obtain the result.
In the second case, one has

(AIC))ges1 = Z K(,r)gea(r Z/C 7)Geg (7

r>l+1 r>f
= —K(, 0)ge (0)
Hence, with (-,-), := (-, ") (s,

((AKC)ges1, 9oy = = (K(- 0)ge1 (L), ge),
= - <K(€v ')v gé>€ gé-l—l(f)
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= —ICege(0)ge11 ()

= —Aege(£)ges1(€)
Finally

AICvges1, 9e),
<g€+lvgf>g

B )\ge(f)geﬂ(f)

=)\

<9€+1>9€>g

A)\g:<

namely
B g€(£)g£+1(£>>
(get1, Ge) ¢
(9es1,90) 411
(ges1, 90)0
which gives the result. ([

Aep1 =N (1

-\

Define ¢* = (1, ) 1) 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 ¢*(N)

(k+s)(k+1—2¢)
Ve

Moreover, for k = [2\/2 + 51/63:} and s = [2\/2 + 51/65], it converges in the weak sense
to »CTW,S =DXD — X(X + S)
By (74), one has AICpopie)e = Bég) ® (Bég))* acting on /%(N), and

<9£+1= B§£)>é2(N) <gf ’ Bé§)>ZZ(N)

(et 96)42(1\1)

D¢ := AMigV — M., Bs(k) =

Al =

which is not known to be non negative. The same can be said about the second expression
in lemma 4.4 in case of ICpopi(e) acting on (2(¢ + N).

4.7. Discussion. The equation (79) reads

det(I — ICn) ) = exp (_ Z tr (log(f — Ksy1) — log(I — ’CS>>€2(N)>

s=N

= exp (— Z tr (log(L — (I = KC,) ™ (Kopr — Ks)))eZ(N)>

s=N

the operator I — IC, being invertible as det(/ — IC,) 2y # 0.
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In the case of Poisson-Plancherel, the Hankel convolutive form (74)/(78) shows that
kY=Y BYeBY) = K -K©=-B9eBY)

s
k=N

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

det ([ — K%)) = exp ( Ztr (log I+ Kff))‘lBﬁf) ® (ng))*)>ez(N)>
s=N
= exp (— Z log <1 + <(I ~ K)1BO), B§§)>é2(N))>
s=N
1
e m ey,

Since det (I — KZE?)@(N) = [Lsn 9s(§), one gets

1
45(§) = (89)
1+ (1 - k)1 BY, B§§)>ZZ(N)

One can also write (79) as

det([ — ]CN)ZZ(N) = exp <+ Z tr (log([ + (I — ]CS+1)_1(]CS+1 — ]Cs)>)£2(N)>

s=>N

= exp <+ > tr(log(I = (I = Kor)'BY @ (Bﬁ“)*))m)

s=N
1) p©)
- H ( < [ ’Cs—i-l) Bs 7Bs >Z2(N))
s=N
implying also that
_ (!
(&) =1 (1 -K2) B, BY), | (90)

Several expressions for ¢,(§) = IP’(ZPOPM) < 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(g) = T\,’s = K:s(] - K:s)_l =1- (I - ’Cs)_l (91>

Using the fact that | BY® 1% v = 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 H defined in (45) is also defined by squared norms of Orthogonal Polynomials
on the Real Line (OPRL) and that the ¢;(§) 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.
+oo 9
P <) —ep (= [ [H©0) 0, 05)
t

is obtained by writing

det(l —ICn)em) = exp (Z % Dt (1= 1) 7 (K — ’Cs))é)ﬁ(N))

>1 s=>N
“llew <% Y ((-K) B0 e <B£f>>*>f)m>)
1
= gexp <7 ;V (I-K.)'BYO B<€>>g2(N)>
= [[®(2° < N)
£>1

This is thus a different edge randomisation structure ! The same can be said about the
GUEy. 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

PoPl o 2\/* r

61/6 §— 400

TW, (92)

With TW, 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(&) of the random
variables

ZPoPl(g) _ k(g) _ 2\/5
£1/6

Same question for the Z,EE) 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
dz &7 1 dia
2im’ Z

d'z = it Z:=1(z1,...,2)

T z
=1 K

We will use the notation

Ff(2) =an B f(2) =) ane”

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

() = ]4 f(2)a L

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

X =[]0 (94)

(93)

k>1
and subsequently the notation [X|f(X) for the multivariate Fourier coefficient. If N € Z
(in particular for N = —1) and X = (xy,...,xx), we set
XN o=l Y, X =gyt !

A.1.3. Partitions. The partitions of an integer n are weakly decreasing sequences \ :=
(A1 = Xy = -+ = \y,) such that [A] := " A\ = n. We will write A F n for [A\| = n. The
length m of A will be denoted by ¢(\). The transpose of a partition will be denoted by \'.
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 s, the Schur func-
tions, p the power functions, h; the homogeneous complete symmetric functions and
er the elementary symmetric functions. The ring of symmetric functions is denoted by
A = Clpilyzy = Clhe]yzo = Cler]izo-

The use of A-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 A-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 py(z1,xs,...) = 2421 z¥. Given the sets
of variables or “alphabets” X := {z}},., and Y := {yx},.,, one defines

pe[X + Y] = pi[X] + pilY]
pr[X - Y] = pr[X]pe[Y]

Note the difference of convention between pp(X +Y) = > ,(z, + y,)* and pi[X + Y.

With these definitions, X + Y is the alphabet obtained by concatenating X and Y and
XY = {1ys}}, 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

HX]:=> h(X)=]] ! (95)

]_ _
n>0 k>1 Lk

It clear that
H[X +Y]=H[X|H[Y] (96)

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

HX] =", PIX] =) Z@ (97)

k>1

With the usual convention py := [],., pa,, the expansion of e’ gives [83, I (2.14)]

1
H[X]=) X (98)
A
Replacing X by XY yields
1
ST onXInlY] =Y ha[XY] = H[XY]
A 2 n=>0

10We slightly change the convention of [83, I-2, (2.10)] that uses instead P(tX) = D kst thpr[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]:%

This last definition is equivalent to [83, I (2.10)]
PelX = Y] = pi[X] — pp[Y]

Note that f(—X) := f(—x1,—x9,...) # f[—X]. To differentiate between these two
operations, we define the “minus sign” alphabet

e:={-1} (99)
which is such that fleX] = f(—X).

A.1.8. Involution w. The fundamental involution w [83, I-2, (2.7)] is defined by w(h,,) = e,
and w(e,) = h, (ie. w? = I). Equivalently, it can be defined by w(sy)) = sy [83, I-3,
(3.8)]. Since sy[—X] = (—1)Msy[X] = sx[eX] (see [67] or [83, -3, (3.10)]), we thus have
w(sA[X]) = sa[—eX]. As a result, we define the alphabet

W:i=—¢ (100)

which is such that w(s\[X]) = s)[0X].

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

HIXY] = 3 si[X]sy[Y] (101)

Acting plethystically on X with w gives the dual Cauchy identity

HEXY] =Y (—1)Msy[X]s,[Y] (102)
A
Replacing X by tX and taking [t"] in (101) and (98) gives
mXV] = 3 LX) = 3 s [X]sa Y] (103)

z
An A n
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A.1.10. Ezponential alphabet. The alphabet £ is defined by setting
pk[g] = ]l{kzl} < H[tg] = ¢! (104)
Schur-Weyl duality gives [83, [-7 (7.7) p. 114]
P
SA = Z Xﬁz—u
peA TR

For A F n, one has pA[€] = [[, pr,[€] = L{p=1ny, hence

le] - Y] e _ x'(de)

m
2y Zin n!

pukEn

Since x* = tr (p*) with p* : &,, = Matg, (C) (or End(V?*) with V* ~ C%), the dimension
dy of the irreducible module V* is given by x*(ids,) = tr (14,), hence

dx = [\ sx[€] (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)]

sx = det (hy Ve3> o) (106)

z‘+efj) 1<i,5<0°
which is equivalent, with the simple manipulations of e.g. |9, § 3.1] to the Fourier coefficient
form
s\[X] = [UNH[XU - U] (107)
These functions satisfy the property of “restricted” orthogonality [47]/[83, VI-9 rk. 2]

/ s\ (U)s,(U™)dU = 65,0 1e(n)<n) (108)
where dU is the normalised Haar measure of the unitary group U, whose diagonal part is
given by the CUE,, measure ‘A(ew)f% ; see [47]/19, § 2.3].

The Schur functions are orthogonal for the Hall scalar product (-, -) that can be defined
by [83, [-4]

(2, 8u) = Oxp (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

Esenras) (1M) = H[(t — 1)AB] (110)
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One has used the scaling property s,[tX] = t*s,[X]. In particular, for A = (pg) and
B = (gi)s, one gets

Eschur(4,5) <t‘ I) H HI( pzq] = H ﬂ = HE(tGeOm(m%‘))

i LT 5

hence the equality in law ‘)\SChur(AB ‘ = Z - Geom(p;q;) with independent random vari-

ables in the RHS. Of course, since the only 1ngredlents 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

Ksenr(as) = H(aas)H (@4 s) (111)
where the fundamental function a = a4 3 is given by
aap(z) = H.[zA - z"'B] (112)
with H4[X] := H[AX], f(z) := f(z™) and = :=1/f here.

Supposing that a(z) = aap(z) = Y,z @2", the Schur kernel can take the following
forms :

e Hankel convolutive form [10] :

’CSChur(A,B) [ZIZ’, y] = Z ak (I)ak(y)a ak(x) = /a\k-i-x (113)

e Integral form [30, (2.1), (2.2)] :

alz)/alw
Kschur(a,8)[7,y] = [way]%ﬂ{dwlﬂ} (114)

e 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

PHOy, := i(1—x2)i+02(1—362)—p—2 PP =pr = nz_1 (115)
’ dx dx x?’ 4

This operator commutes in L?([0, 1]) with the operator Jy. : L*([0,1]) — L*([0,1]) with
kernel

Tnel@,y) = eay Iy(cay),  Ju(x) = [z"]emm= )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 PHOy . and Jy . are called prolate hyperspheroidal wave

functions and are denoted by w,gN’c).

The operator PHO /5. is the more classical prolate spheroidal wave function operator
(up to an additive constant) that commutes with the sine kernel operator Kgp. with kernel
(z,y) v sinc(m(z —y)) in L*([—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 Ji/2(z) = /= sin(z), hence PHO o

also commutes with the operator of kernel (z,y) + sin(czy) on L?([0,1]) which is equal,
up to a symmetrisation that does not change the (real) eigenvectors and eigenvalues, to
the square root of Ky, that has kernel ¥, see e.g. [36, (6.3.17)].

The operator PHOy is a particular specialisation of an intertwinning of the Jacobi

differential operator Lo 5 := (1 —2%)L + (8 — o — z(a + B))-L whose eigenfunctions are

the Jacobi polynomials. More precisely, if P,ga’ﬁ ) are the Jacobi polynomials [120, ch. TV],
defining the odd Zernike polynomials by [114, (16)]

T (@) = 7Vt PO (1 - 20%), 7Y =22k + N + 1) (117)

one has
PHOo T = =T, kM = (N + 2k + (N + 26+ 3)
The tri-band relation of orthogonal polynomials implies that the (semi-infinite) matrix

of the endomorphism of multiplication by X? in the basis of the T, ISN) is tri-diagonal. Since
the matrix of PHOy in this basis is diagonal and PHOy,. = PHOy o +c*(1 — X?), one

concludes that the matrix of PHOy . is tri-diagonal in the (TIEN))@() basis (with explicit
coefficients coming from the Jacobi polynomials). As a result, expanding the eigenvectors

(V)51 in this basis according to
N,c N,c N N,c N,c N,c
5SS, POy ) = A
k>0

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

MG = N MO = Mat o, (PHOW,)

(N)
(T,
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In the same vein as for the prolate spheroidal wave functions, one can expand ¢§N’c) and
)\(ch) 3 .
,  into powers of ¢ ; see e.g. [118].

B.2. Rescaling.

Lemma B.1 (Limiting hyperspheroidal operators). Set

X
x:zl—?N_Z/B’, y=1-—
Then, locally uniformly in R
N1/6
—Tonan—syis(1 = XN 1Y N'3) —— Ai(X +Y + 5)
\/5 ’ N—~+o0

and, on test functions that are C* with exzponential decay at infinity (say)

N3 d . d
PHOy n_sn1/3/2 m Lrw,s = ﬁxﬁ — X(X +5s)

As a result, the eigenvalues of Jy y_sn1/3/9 satisfy

N—1/6>\(N,N—8N1/3/2) A (8)
& N—+o0 k

gN_WS’, c:=2N — sN/3

where \i(s) is the k-th eigenvalue of H(Ai,) acting on L*(R,).

Remark B.2. If one defines
Tne(X,Y) = Tnee™,e)e™ Y, Jno(X) = Vee ™2 y(ce™)
and the associated operator jN,c acting on L?(R,) with kernel :7VN,C, then, one has
Ine=H(Jn.) ~ L*(Ry)

and the previous result is equivalent to the weak convergence of operators of the Hankel type
in L?(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 ¢§N’c)(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]
V305, (20 — X1'3) ——— Ai(X) (118)

V——+00

one easily proves the first claim.
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The second claim comes from the fact that doz = —& ;2/3 dX which implies
N—2/3 X2N—2/3
dg_pd _d(y XN 4
4 dx de dX 4 dX

and from the expansion at the second order of
P2 N2 — 1 ( 1) <1 N XN—2/3 X2N—4/3

LA 4 =(N?2—-=
r 11— XN-2/3/2 4 > T 1

- O(X3N—2))

that gets compensated from the term

N_1/3 X2N—4/3
e o) o)

to produce the term X (X + s) after multiplication by & ;2/3. Full details are left to the

reader. O
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