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Asymptotics of the partition function for S-ensembles at high
temperature *

Charlie Dworaczek Gueral

Abstract

We consider a model for a gas of N confined particles interacting via a two-body logarithmic
interaction, namely the real S-ensembles. We are interested in the regime where the inverse tem-
perature scales as N3 = 2P with P a fixed positive parameter; this is called the high-temperature
regime. The confining potential is of the form 22 + ¢ with bounded smooth function ¢. We estab-
lish for this model, the existence of a large-N asymptotic expansion for the associated partition
function. We also prove the existence of a large-IN asymptotic expansion of linear statistics for
general confining potentials. Our method is based on the analysis of the loop equations. Fi-
nally, we establish a continuity result for the equilibrium density with respect to the potential
dependence.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Setting of the problem

Let P > 0 and V be a function growing sufficiently fast at infinity. The real g-ensemble at high
temperature is the particle system on R, {ajz}f\;l with the following distribution:

N N

1

dP% (z) = pX(z)dzy ... dx with Viz) = zi — ;2N T eV 1

where Zyx[V] > 0 is the partition function that ensures that IP)X, is a probability measure on RY,

namely

N N

Zn[V] = / [Tz — 2P ] eV e da. (2)
RN <5 i=1

Here, the factor 2 in the two-body interaction is irrelevant and just makes the equations "nicer”.
The main goal of this article is to establish the existence of the large N-asymptotic expansion of
log Zn[V] under some assumptions on V' using the technique first used in [ACM92] and [ACKM93]
and later developed in [BG13al, [BG13b]. Note that when 2P/N is replaced by a N-independent
B > 0 (that one can interpret as a coupling constant that measures the strength of the interaction),
the distribution is known as the real S-ensemble in the fixed temperature regime and represents for
polynomial potential the joint law of eigenvalues of the so-called Orthogonal (resp. Unitary, resp.
Symplectic ) ensemble for § = 1 (resp. 8 = 2, resp. [ = 4) (see [AGZ10]). For general 5 > 0
and quadratic V, the pB-ensemble was expressed as the law of the spectrum of tridiagonal random
matrices with independent entries [DE02]. The result was then extended to general polynomial V/

in [KRV16].



When £ is fixed, a great deal is known about this model because of twenty years of intensive study.
First, central limit theorems were proven in [Joh98|, [BG13a|] [Shcl4], [BLS1S§|,[Lam21a],[LLW19],
asymptotic of the partition function in [BGI13al,[BG13b], [BGK15], local laws [BYY14], [BEY14],
[CFLW?21], [BMP22] [Pei22] and universality results [PS97], [DKMT99], [DG07a], [DGO7h]. For
B = 2 constant and V' polynomial, the asymptotic expansion of the partition function has the form

N~2log ZJ V] ~ Y N~%¢,
920

where the previous equality has to be understood in the sense of an asymptotic expansion. The
coeflicients (cg) 450 of this expansion correspond to enumerations of maps and, more generally, the

asymptotic expansion of log Zf, [V] gives information on the enumerations of graphs embedded in
surfaces [Marl4], [MTYO05]. In [DFGZ23|, the authors were able to establish the asymptotics for
the moments of Hilbert-Schmidt norms of matrices uniformly distributed on unit balls. They were
able to link these moments with the partition function of B-ensembles with singular potential, for
which it is possible to obtain the leading asymptotics.

The study of the S-ensembles at high temperature has attracted a lot of attention recently since
links were discovered with integrable systems, including the famous classical Toda chain [Tod67].
The integrable structure of this system, namely the existence of a sufficient number of conserved
quantities, can be established by the existence of a so-called Lax matriz, whose spectrum is invariant
under the dynamics. At long times, the model doesn’t thermalize, ie it doesn’t reach thermal equi-
librium but is rather described by a more sophisticated probability measure called the Generalized
Gibbs Ensemble (GGE) [Jay57]. This is due to the existence of a set of locally conserved quantities,
which highly constrains the dynamics. In the context of the Toda chain, the GGE has been studied
in [Spo20] and a link was established with the Gaussian (-ensembles. In the case of a Gaussian
potential, it was shown that the distribution of the Lax matrix under the GGE was similar to the
law of the tridiagonal representation of the Gaussian S-ensembles of Dumitriu and Edelman. This
link was explored in |[GM22] for more general potentials via large deviation techniques.

However, the high temperature regime had already been the subject of research with the pioneer-
ing works [CLI7], [BG99] and [ABGI2]. More recently, large deviation principles (LDP) [Pak20],
[GZ19] and central limit theorems for S-ensembles at high temperature were shown in the circular
case [HL21]. In the real case [NT18], such a result was obtained for quadratic potentials and poly-
nomial test-functions, for general potentials with smooth bounded functions in [DGM23] and for
polynomial potentials and polynomial test-functions in [MM23]. Convergence results of bulk local
statistics to Poisson point-processes were established, first in [BGP15] and later in [NT18], for Gaus-
sian potential, then generalized to general potentials in [NT20] and finally to general interactions,
potential and geometric setting in [Lam21b]. The latter work, includes the convergence of the edge
statistics and the asymptotic law of the edge of the spectrum, namely a Gumbel distribution which
was first discovered in the quadratic case by [Pakl§|. This is in adequation with the fact that this
law can be seen as the limit of the g-Tracy Widom law when 5 — 0 [AD14]. Finally, in [FM21], the
authors analyzed the so-called loop equations to deduce the moments of the subdominant correction
of the equilibrium measures corresponding to Gaussian, Laguerre and Jacobi ensembles. A natural
extension of all these results is to obtain the large N asymptotic expansion of the n—linear statis-
tics (f >é»CN for general test-functions f where Ly = N~} Zi\;l 0z, is the empirical distribution,

,CN = LN — Uy and

|4 _wV
<f>,u1®...®uk - IEN

k
/ f(xl,...,xk)Hdm(a:,-) . (3)
R i=1




By [GZ19], the sequence of random probability measures (Ly)y satisfies a large deviation prin-
ciple at speed N with a strictly convex, good rate function I. The latter is defined by I :=
& —inf e v, (r) € (1) Where, for all absolutely continuous probability measures p with respect to the
Lebesgue measure:

E(p) = /RVdu—2P//R2 log |z — yldp(z)du(y) +/Rlog (Z—Z) dp

and +oo for other probability measures on R. In this functional, the last term is called the entropy
of the measure i, and because of conventions, it represents the negative physical entropy. This term
is negligible when the inverse temperature £ is constant and the potential is scaled by N (it doesn’t
appear in the corresponding good rate function [AGZ10]) but has the same order of magnitude as
the energy when the correlation between particles is small/the temperature is high (see [Dea08][(34)]
for a discussion). Minimizing the functional £ amounts to minimizing the energy while maximizing
the (physical) entropy.

We call the unique minimizer of £ and denote it uy (we omit the P-dependence since this pa-
rameter is fixed throughout the entire article) the equilibrium measure which is Lebesgue continuous
with p.d.f. py characterized by

Vi) - 2P [ logle —slov(dy +logpv(@) =hv o ae (1)
R

where Ay is a constant (see |[GM22][Lemma 3.2]). In this context, py is supported on R because
of the presence of the entropy in the minimizing equation. This is a major difference with the
[B-constant case and N-scaled potential, where the equilibrium measure is compactly supported.
This equation can be rewritten, assuming py is continuous (which is true as long as V' is smooth;
see [DGM23][Lemma 2.2]), as

Vo €R, py(x) = exp (= V(z) = 2PU™ (&) + Av), U™ (2) = - /R log |z — ylpv (y)dy. (5)

One observes that UPV diverges logarithmically to —oo at infinity [DGM23|[Lemma 2.4]. Hence,
assuming that V' grows fast enough at infinity, instead of a compactly supported measure as in the
constant 3 case, the equilibrium density is an exponentially fast decaying function at infinity in the
case SN = 2P. Furthermore, this measure can be seen as an interpolation (with the appropriate
scaling in P) called originally the Gauss-Wigner crossover [ABG12|] between the equilibrium of the
classical S-ensembles (when P goes to +00) and the measure du(z) = e~V ®dx/Z (when P goes to
0) [NT20]. Note that under the choice of Vg (z) = 22/2, the density has an explicit form [ABGI2]:

= i 1 3 — /i P —%th
pVG(x) — \/ﬂ |fa(x)|2, fa(x) = F(P) /0 t e dt.

This density is also explicit in some other models, namely the Laguerre and Jacobi ensembles,
involving hypergeometric functions [Maz22].

Our goal here is to follow a strategy introduced in [BGI3al, [BG13b] and used in [BGKI5] and
[BGK16] to establish the existence of the large N-asymptotic of log Zx[V] for a general potential
of the form Vg 4(z) := 22/2 + ¢ where ¢ is a bounded smooth function. Namely we wish to show
that for all K > 0, there exists ¢y, ...,cx € R depending on ¢ and P such that



Before stating the main results and explaining how to obtain them, we need to introduce some
objects. An object that appears naturally when tackling this model is the so-called master operator
= defined, for sufficiently smooth ¢, by:

Ve e R, Elgl(a) = ¢(x) + (logpv) (@)p(x) + 2P (H[¢pv](:v)— / H[qbpv](y)duv(y)) (©)

where H denotes the Hilbert transform, which is defined by H[f](x) = ][ Lyldy and where the
integral has to be understood as a Cauchy principal value. The main diﬁereynce between = and the
master operator K that arises in the classical S-ensembles is the first derivative term of the RHS in
([6). Because of this term, = is then an unbounded operator. While in the classical S-ensembles,
is easily invertible and controled, see [BEFG15] dealing such an operator demands lot of technicalities
in general. In particular, inverting and obtaining controls is much more difficult in this case.

One can understand the operator = as controlling the fluctuations of the empirical measure Ly

with respect to puy in the sense that when one writes, for a sufficiently smooth function ¢,

(@), = (&), + R,

the remainder Ry is expressed as a sum of linear statistics of functions involving Z~![¢] and goes
to zero when N is large. Above, the superscript for the expectation value with respect to py can
be omitted since the measure is deterministic. Furthermore, as we will show in the present work,
if Vi and V5 are two potentials, Z~! appears naturally when one wants to study the variation
between the two corresponding equilibrium measures, namely gy, — py,. Finally, by exploiting the
fact that the partition function Zx[V], introduced in (2]), is invariant under the transformation
N — N+ tNTY 2¢()\;) for ¢ sufficiently smooth, the authors showed a central limit theorem in

[DGM23] ie that
—_ law
VE [ Zi0ld Ly - ) B N (0.0%0)
for 02 a positive quadratic form. It has been shown in this same article that this operator is

invertible and that when ¢ is smooth, so is Z7![¢]. This was done by inverting the operator L,
defined by L[¢] := Z[¢'], on the Hilbert space:

H:= {u eL? (1v) ‘ u e L? (1v) ,/Ruduv = O} , (u,v)y = <u',v'>L2(w) . (7)

Once the operator £ is inverted, this straightforwardly implies that Z is invertible with inverse
=1y = (L)) .

The establishment of the large-N behavior of the 1-linear statistics is based on the so-called
loop equations or Schwinger-Dyson equations introduced in [ACM92],|]ACKMO93]; see [BGK16] for
a more precise state of the art.

1.2 Assumptions
For the rest of the paper, we use the following list of assumptions on the potential V:
Assumptions 1.1 The potential V satisfies:

(1) V € C*(R),

(1)) V() — oo and |V'(z)] — oo,
|x| =400 |x| =400



(iii) The measure py satisfies the Poincaré inequality ie there exists Cpoinc > 0 (depending on V
and P) such that for all f € C}(R)

Var,, (f) = /R <f—/Rfde>2de < CPoinc/R(f/)2dNV- (8)

(iv) For all polynomial Q € R[X] and o >0, allp >0, Q (VP (2)) e V@ = o (7).

|z| =00

(v) The function = is integrable at infinity, and V() = O (1) fork>2
V12 g Y V’(:E) N |z|—o0 -

Assumption (i) is necessary to ensure that 1, and 271 [¢] for ¢ smooth are smooth (its derivatives
involve derivatives of V).

Assumption (i) is sufficient condition for Zx[V] to be well-defined. Indeed, the assumption
on V' implies that V' grows faster than linearly at infinity, which implies that the S-ensemble is
well-defined. Another consequence is that py has exponential decay at infinity. The fact that V'

goes to infinity is also necessary to ensure that =~ [¢]*)(z) ‘ ‘—> 0 for all £ > 0 and for bounded
T|—0o0

smooth ¢.

Assumption (74) implies that = defined in (@), is invertible; see [DGM23], Proposition 2.6]. The
authors showed that for any potential of the form V = Vv + ¢, where Viony is a strictly convex
potential outside of a compact set and ¢ a bounded function, uy satisfies the Poincaré inequality.

Assumption (7v) is necessary to ensure that the equilibrium density py is smooth.

Assumption v) allows one to prove that 2! is continuous with respect to the appropriate norms.
Indeed, when differentiating Z~![¢], for ¢ a smooth function, quantities behaving at infinity like
V&) (2)V!(2)~! will naturally arise. On the other hand, we will integrate some functions that behave
like V/(x)~2 at infinity.

These conditions are satisfied, for example, for every V in the following class

{az = an2?"+6(z), n > 0,an > 0,a; € R, ¢™ bounded Vk € N}U{x — a>0,7€ ]R}.

These potentials satisfy assumptions see [DGM23|[Proposition 2.6, Remark 2.7] for a discus-
sion about it. On the other hand, potentials like V(x) = e* violate assumption therefore they
do not fit in our analysis.

1.3 Main results
To state the next result, we recall that Ly := Ly — uy.

Theorem 1.2 (Asymptotic expansion of linear statistics) Under assumptions[1.1 on the po-
tential V', for all smooth function ¢ € L*(R¥), such that oV ¢ L*(RF) for all j > 0, there exists a
unique sequence (b;)i>[x/21 depending on'V, ¢ and P such that forall K > 0:

K
(Drey = > % +0 (N‘(K“)) .
i=Tk/2]

Our goal is to obtain the existence of an asymptotic expansion for Zx[Vg 4] where Vg 4(x) 1=
22/2 + ¢(x) and ¢ is a smooth function. As will be explained further, one would like to deduce the



asymptotic expansion of log Zx [V 4] from an integration of the one for t € [0, 1] — ((ﬁ%ﬁf’d”t where

Vaoi() = 22/2 + té(z) . In order to make this step rigorous, we need the following continuity
result with respect to t.

Theorem 1.3 Under assumptions 1.1l on the potential V', for all i € N and for all smooth function
¢ € L*(R), such that ¢'*) € L2(R) for all k > 0,

v = pv, wllwem =, 0

where Vi i+ x w V(x) + to(x) where t € [0,1]. The W°(R)-norm is defined as || fllwee(w) =

)

knﬁgxﬂ\\f(k)ﬂmo(m. Furthermore, for all x € R, t — py, (z) € C®(R) and satisfies the following
c|0,n ’

integro-differential equation for allt > 0 and x € R:

0upv, (o) = (~000) + [ S(6)ov, (515 s (o).

Theorem together with Theorem [[.3] allow us to deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Asymptotic expansion of the partition function) Let ¢ € L*(R) be a smooth
function, such that ¢ ¢ L?(R) for all k > 0. There exists a unique sequence (ci)i>o € RN depend-
ing on ¢ and P, such that for all K >0,

The leading term cy is given by:

) dNVG,¢(x)
o= — RVG,¢(:E)dqu,¢(<E)+P - log [z —ylduvg , (2)dpvg , (y) — Rlog — ) divg, (®).

(9)
The first subleading term ci is given in terms of the Euler-Mascheroni constant v and =, L the
inverse of the master operator associated with the potential Vg 4. It can be written as

P log(1+P) 1 P+1 1 P
cl.—’y2+ 3 +2Z<log<l+ ; > log<1+j> j>

Jj=1

1
0

Above, ©@ and D are explicit operators given in Section B while

(=19

+<@woa;[@po§3]>

] dt. (10)

VG 6.t VG 6.t

—+00

@) = — [ Tl )duve,, )

B IOVG,¢>,7: ($) x

where T; is an explicit kernel operator given in (77). The symbol El_l is also defined in Sections

Bl and @ It is a standard fact (see for example [GZ19][Theorem 1.2]) that the leading term c¢q is

the free energy of the model ie, ¢y = limy_yoo N1 log Zn[Vi,¢] = —infE(u) = —E(py, ) where the
m :

infimum runs over probability measures on R.



1.4 Outline of the proof

This strategy is based on the following interpolation equation of the form:

1
log 2 (Vo] =log Zu[Vel - N | (627" at. (11)
0

On the RHS, it is convenient to have log Zx[V(] since, by Mehta’s formula [Meh04, 17.6.7], one can
extract its asymptotic expansion at large N. Once this identity is obtained, the derivation of the
asymptotic expansion of the free energy of the model log Zx[V] follows from a similar expnasion for
the 1-linear statistics as soon as one has sufficiently precise controls on the remainder’s dependence
on the data of the problem.

We now explain how to derive Theorem [I.2] for a general potential V satisfying assumptions [[.11
The proof is based on the analysis of the Schwinger-Dyson equations (SDE). It consists of a tower
of equations that link linear statistics of different orders together. The simplest equation is the one
at level 1, which reads for any ¢ smooth enough:

@y =2 (E9)) +o(E1))

122%

4 1%

—P<Doz—1[¢]>ﬁN®£N (12)

Ly
¢(z) — o(y)

=Y
1-linear statistic and the 2-linear statistic <D o E_l[(b])ZN Sl The deduction of the asymptotic
expansion for linear statistics from the SDE is based on a so-called a priori bound, which we will
assume for now, of the following form:

where D is the operator defined for all x # y by D[¢](z,y) := . This equation links the

o]l
. <C 13
(@), 1= 035 (13)
for a norm ||.|| that we don’t make precise here. Note however, that in the high temperature, one

has a to deal with a more complex norm which requires integrability conditions on the functions we
apply this bound to. Assuming we know that
v o1 (¢)

(D=7 ) poory = Nt o(N~') and that (1)) = o(1),

for some a(¢) € R, then (I2]) allows one to obtain the leading order asymptotic for the 1-statistic:
@), =N (P{E"1))

Assuming now that for n = 2

L —m(@)P 0(1)) — ()N~ +o(N L.

(D=0l e = D0 S0 4 o), (14)

i=1

it is not hard to see that one can iteratively derive the expansion of <¢>XN and get:

< i(¢)

Nt
1=1

(@) = +o(N"), 12(9) = Pay ((E7'19))") = Pai().

By the same procedure, one can see that the extraction of the asymptotic expansion up to order
n > 2 of the 1-linear statistics boils down to extracting the one for the 2-linear statistics.



To achieve that, one needs to investigate the loop equation at level 2, which has the following
form for a smooth function ¢, of 2 variables

1

(62)fyory =~ UlbD) ), + (VId2])

< + 3 VB ey + 5 V162D

\%

écy N

with U, V, W and ) some operators. From estimate (I3]) that we assumed at the beginning, we
know that

Ulga))z, = O(NT2), (W@Dét =O0(N"2), Wig2)ryory = ONT).

N

It is straightforward to see that only the term N~ ()[¢2]) u Yields a non-negligible contribution

to the expansion of <¢2>XN® £y At precision o(N ~1). In order to push it up to o(N~2), one needs
to obtain the asymptotic expansion for the 3-linear statistics and so on. Each additional order in
the asymptotic expansion requires analysing a higher level SDE. Hopefully, each time only a finite
number of equations need to be analyzed in order to get all the contributions, and the estimate
allows one to neglect all the other terms. Finally, in order to apply the estimate to neglect the
remainders, one needs to show that the operators involved in the SDE preserve enough of the
regularity of the function they act on, especially for the inverse of the master operator Z~'. In this
setting, one has to obtain way more subtle controls compared to the constant (-setting. This is
due to the fact that ([I3]) involves a more complex norm than just a L*-norm. Moreover, finding
a manageable integral representation for Z71[¢] in order to extract controls out of it, is a highly
non-trivial step. This makes the proof of the continuity of Z~1[#] with respect to ¢ quite technical.
Finding such a form and proving continuity results for 2! is one of the main technical contribution
of this article.

When integrating the asymptotic expansion of the 1-linear statistics <<;5>Ei’¢’t, one needs to
justify that the resulting integrals are finite, ie that the integrands are integrable. Justifying that
t = pvg.,, is continuous with respect to the uniform convergence norm (of the function and all its
derivatives) is enough to conclude this. A transport-based approximation of an analogue of py, ot
was constructed in [LS18] in the case of the 2D Coulomb gas. While for the classical S-ensembles,
it is not hard to show, under some hypotheses on the supports of V' and W, that

v +(i—yw = tpy + (1 =) uw,

and deduce the continuity of ¢ — w174 (1_sw, to analog result in the high temperature regime is
much more involved. This is due to the non-linearity of ().

To show this result, our method is based on an application of the Banach fixed-point theorem
to (B). In the model with fixed 5 the analogous step may be done easily because of the linearity,
with respect to the equilibrium measure, of the characterizing equation (the analogue (l)). Due to
the presence of entropy, py is the solution of a non-linear integral equation.

1.5 Notations and conventions

e Let X be a open set of RP, we denote by C*(X) (resp. LP(X)) the space of functions dif-
ferentiable k-times for which the k-th derivative is continuous (resp. pP-power integrable
functions) on X. C¥(X) denotes the space of functions of class k on X with compact support.
For p € [1,+0o0], we denote by LP(X) the usual Lebesgue spaces on X and by LP(u) the
Lebesgue spaces with respect to a borelian measure p on R. Furthermore, we define L(x)
by {u € L%(p), fR udp = 0}. For a function of several variables f, we denote the derivative
operator with respect to its i-th variable by 0; f.



e The space of functions f such that f¥) € L%°(R) for all k = 0,...,n will be denoted W°(R).

Its norm is classically || |y (r) := klerﬁfolflﬂnf ) L= (R)-

e Let f € L?(R), we denote by H[f] the Hilbert transform of f defined by

_ [ f)

RY—T

H[f](x) :

dy

where ][ stands for the Cauchy principal value integral.

e We denote the Fourier transform of f € L'(R) N L?(R) by

FU) = /R f(@)e e da.
When p is a signed measure over R, we shall denote its Fourier transform by the same symbol
Flul.

e The 1/2-norm is defined for any function f which makes this quantity finite
13 = [ 117 P e

e We denote by M;(R) the set of probability measures over R. For u, u’ € M;(R) we define the
distance (possibly infinite) D by

+o0o 1 9 1/2
DGusty = ([ - woar) (15)
e We define the Sobolev spaces for all m > 0 by

H™(R") := {u € LA(R™), |[u]| grm (g < +00}

where
L AR S O R

Above, ||.||2 denotes the Euclidean norm on R™. If u € M;(R), we also define
H* () = {u e L(n), u™ € L2(N)} :

Outline of the paper. In Section [2, we establish an a priori bound on the n-linear statistics
that will be crucial in order to analyze the loop equations. To prove this bound, we first prove
a concentration inequality for the empirical measure. In Section [B, we establish controls on the
operators that appear as building blocks of the loop equations. In Section [, we prove controls on
the so-called master operator. These will play a crucial role in the analysis of the loop equations. We
then state the loop equations and establish the large IV asymptotic expansion of the linear statistics
in Section Bl In Section Bl we establish the continuity of the equilibrium density associated with
the interpolation between the Gaussian potential and the potential considered in this paper, and
this with respect to the interpolation parameter. Section [7 is dedicated to the expansion of the

10



partition function and an explicit form for the free energy associated with the Gaussian potential,
as well as the interpolation formula. We conclude with Theorem [I.4] thanks to the results shown in
Section [6], including Theorem This allows us to integrate the asymptotic expansion obtained in
Theorem [[.21 We detail in Appendix [Al some results obtained in [DGM23] upon which this article
largely relies. In Appendix [Bl we prove the continuity and the integrability of the constants that
appear in our problem.

Acknowledgements: The author wishes to thank Alice Guionnet, Gaultier Lambert and Trinh
Khanh Duy for useful suggestions and interesting discussions about this article. I also thank Karol
Kozlowski for his valuable advice and his idea for showing the continuity of the equilibrium density
with respect to the interpolation.

2 A priori bound on the linear statistics

As explained in the introduction, before analyzing the loop equations, one needs a bound that
quantifies how small is a function integrated n times against the recentered empirical measure
Ly := Ly — py. Before addressing this, let us recall certain properties enjoyed by uy and the
concentration results established in [DGM23].

2.1 Equilibrium measure

We recall the definition of the logarithmic potential (or sometimes called Symm’s operator) U/ of
a function f: R — R. When it is defined, the latter is given for all x € R by

Uf () = /R log [z — y|f(y)dy. (16)

One can check that (Uf)/ = HI[f].
We now describe the regularity of the equilibrium density py characterized by (@).

Lemma 2.1 [DGM23][Lemma 2.2]

e The support of uy is R and there exists a P-dependent constant Cy such that for all x € R,
pv(x) < Cy(1+ |z])?Fe”V ).

e The density py € C*(R) and it holds
pv' = —(V’+2P%[pv]>pv, (17)

as well as

pv " = ( = 2PH[py] = V" + V" + AP*H[py]* + 4PV,%[”V]>”V ' (18)

2.2 Concentration inequality

We now use an idea introduced by [MMS14] and based on a comparison between a configuration
z = (z1,...,zy) sampled with ]P’]‘\/,’P and a regularized version y = (y1,...,yn), which we describe
here.

11



Definition 2.2 Letz = (z1,...,2N) € RN and suppose (up to reordering) that x1 < xo < ... < zn.
We define y € RY by:

Y1 = T and VO<kEZSN-—-1, yrt1:=yr+ max{ka — xk,e_(logN)2} .

We denote by L(y = Z(Sy and also define L(y : L%) *Upn the convolution between L%) and
a=1

Un the uniform measure on [O,N‘ze_(logN) ]

Note that the configuration y given by the previous definition satisfies yx1 — yx > e (logN )2, and
y is close to z in the sense that
N 2
> lak — yel < N2em BN (19)
k=1

One can note that we have |z, — yx| = yp — 2 < (k — 1)e18M? "and we get (@) by summing
these inequalities. As in the proof of [DGM23|[Theorem 1.5], we obtain a bound on the density:

Theorem 2.3 For all N > 1 and z = (xl, e ,:EN) e RV,
pxp(g) < exp < NPD? (L%L,uv) + Ky + 2P(log N) > Hpv () (20)

where Ky := 2P| H[pv]|leo + C + P‘ // log |z — y]d,uv(a:)duv(y)‘ for some fized, V -independent
R2
constant C' and with D as given in (IH).

Note that we have to keep the dependance on V in all of the constants involved in our problem.

2.3 A priori bound on linear statistics

Thanks to the bound given in Theorem 23] we can prove the below a priori bound on the linear
statistics. This bound is a priori in the sense that it is not optimal, namely, we will show later that
for the n-linear statistics are O(N~1"/21) versus O(N~"(17¢)/2) as predicted by the a priori bound.
Anyway, this will allow us to neglect, in the loop equations, the terms that are integrated with
respect to Q" Ly, where Ly := Ly — uy. The following theorem and its proof are just adaptations
of [BGK16][Corollary 3.1.10].

Theorem 2.4 (A priori bound on linear statistics) Let ¢ > 0, there exits Cy, . > 0 such that
for all f in W°(R™) N H™?(R™), it holds

Ch, eV

g (Wl + 1 L)

(N cy| =

where Ky is defined in Theorem [2.3.
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Proof We use the decomposition Ly = (L N — ng)u> + /Jgf;)u where ﬁ%)u = ng) — py and obtain:

N7

1
Fones = Z S BV / &) [T ac¥) H d( -L¥,) &)
a=1

=0 11<--<qy

Since the z;’s are not far from the y;’s, we have the following bound by the mean value theorem
and the fact that all the involved measures are probability measures:

n

EY” / F€ne &) Hdﬁ%uga [T a(zn-12,) €

a=1 a=1

Fi1,e00
—(log N)2
<Gy ”f”WfO(Rn) Ne(oeM)™ (22)

for some constant C,, > 0 only depending on n.

Let’s focus now on <f>®n£(y) . We know by Theorem [2.3] that
N,u

) 1
P () =M 70 (eN)  where  Qyi= {A e RY, D [L{ v > Nl—f}

for some ¢ > 0 independent of V' and for a remainder controlled V-independently. It ensures that:

Pty | £ CR e Uleqany + 011

where
Rylf] =Ey" [1% /[R FEr . &)dLY, " (&, ,gnﬂ -
By Plancherel formula and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one gets:

n

Rnlf] = Ey” [1% /R Ffler o) TTF [0 (—00) g;;] (23)

1/2
s(/n\f[f] eol,...,me ) EY (10528 D" (L9, v |

n /2) " p 1/2
22 2 "o
< . n a
> N%(l_a) /]R” “F[f] ((1017 790 (Z ‘(10 ‘ > (271')"
=2l .
— N%(l—a)

which concludes the proof.
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3 Properties and control of the operators involved

In this section, we will set some definitions of operators which arise as building blocks of the loop
equations. After defining them, we will prove their continuity on appropriate spaces. This will
ultimately allow to apply the a priori bounds given in Theorem [2.41

3.1 Definitions

The operators that will appear in the loop equations at level n > 2 will be constructed via the
following extension procedure, allowing one to extend operators acting on [ variables into operators
acting on n + [ variables.

Definition 3.1 (Extension of operators) Given an operator O that acts on functions of one
variable and yields a function of I variables, ¢ a function of n variables, we define O1 by:

O1[¢](&15- -, &nri—1) = O o &gty - -5 Sni—1)] (61, -+ -5 &) (24)

3.2 Control on the non-commutative derivative operator

A first example of an operator appearing in the loop equations is the non-commutative derivative
(NCD) operator.

Definition 3.2 Let f € C(R), we define the NCD operator D[f] by:

fla) = fly) .
Vz,y € R, D[f](z,y) = r—y fo?éy.
f'(@) ifex=y

In the following, p > 2 is fixed.

Theorem 3.3 (Control for the NCD operator) Letn > 1, there exists C(n) > 0 such that for
all f € CY(RP~1) N HFL(RPY),

1Dl gy < COIS s oy
Before showing this inequality, we need to show a general form of the derivatives of D;[f].

Lemma 3.4 (General form for derivatives of D1[f]) Letm = (m1,...,mp) € NP satisfy m; >
mo and Zle m; <n. Let x1,...,x, € R be such that x1 # x2, then one has:

mi—j g k+J L
o g (2) Z (x2 — 1)

™Dy [f)(z1, - 2n) =Y Crny s (25)

(:1;2 — $1)m1+m2+1 J

with Cryy my.j o= (";2)(7711 +mg — HI(=1)™7 and g = 05 ... E?IT_”lf(.,xg, ey Tp).

Proof First, it is easy to verify that D;[f] € C"(RP) for x1 # 5. Secondly, when n > 2, by the
Schwarz theorem, the order of the partial derivatives does not matter. It is only the derivatives
with respect to z; and z, that are non-trivial to compute. Indeed, let z = (z1,...,2,) € RP be

such that z1 # 9, then

g(z1) — g(z2)
xr1 — T2

8§n3 ...8;npD1[f](x1,... ,a:p) =
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with g := 05" . O (s, ,xp). By applying the Leibniz formula when differentiating m,
times with respect to x1, one gets:

m1 gm. 1p my! S g(k) Z
ax118x3"'8$p Dl[f](xl,...,xp):m (g(xg)—z%(xg—xl)k .
k=0

Again, we differentiate mqy times with respect to xzo and apply the Leibniz formula to get (25). O

We proved Lemma B.4] for m; > mg. Since D;[f] is symmetric under the exchange of the two first
variables, we can always assume that m; > ms. The idea of the proof of Theorem [33]is to prove
separately the L? control on ™D [f] close to the singularity (the diagonal) and far from it. To do
so, we will use the Taylor formula with integral remainder to deal with the singularity and Lemma
B4l when we are at a fixed distance from the diagonal.

Proof (of Theorem B.3) Let m := (mq,...,m,) € NP be such that m := > _F_, m; < n. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that m; > ms. Let’s show that H@{”’l@;@ .0y Dy [f]HLZ(Rp) <

C| f|| rm+1(mp-1y with C' > 0 independent of f.
We first show this inequality on the subspace {z € R", |21 — x2| < 1}. First note that

1
Dl[f](xl,xg, . ,a:p) = / alf (1’1 + t(.%'g — a;l),xg, e ,a:p) dt
0
an so by differentiating under the integral sign and by Jensen’s inequality, we obtain:
‘8?118;”2 e angl[f](xl,xg, ‘e ,xp)|2

1
< /0 (1 —t)2magmegimitmetigns agl_”lf (z1 + t(xy — x1), 23, ..., xp) 2 dt.

Hence, by integrating with respect to x, changing s — x1 into 73, and using Fubini, we get:
2
/ ‘8?116;”2 e 8glppl[f]($1, Loy ,l‘p)| l‘xz_leldnl‘
Rn

1 1
< dt(l—t)2m1t2m2/ ar:fg/d:pl/d:pg.../d:ppa;”1+m2+1a;”3...aﬁlf($1+ta;,x3,...,xp)2
0 -1 R R R
< Cloma, ma) |07 ™18 57, £
< C(mlam2)HfH%{m+1(Rpfl)-

Now we deal with the subset {z € R", |z1 — z2| > 1}. By Jensen’s inequality and Lemma B.4] we
get:

ms2
mi qm m. 2
/dazl/ dazg\(‘)l 1822...817 ”Dl[f](azl,xg,...,xp)| § (m2+1)ZC,2nhm27j
R |xo—z1|>1 =0

7T (k) (o
Y &(m —xl)k>

(4)
(9 " Kl
x/dml/ dxg k=0

R |xo—x1|>1

2

’x2 _ x1‘2m1+2m2+2—2j
with g = 05" ... Z?;n_”lf(., x3,...,2p). Again by Jensen’s inequality, we get:

15



/d:m/ | dwy |07 052 ... 0y " D1 [f)(x1, @2, ..., @ )| < (mg+1) Z ama. g (M1 — J + 1)
R ro—x1|>1

£ g(kﬂ)(l’l)

j 2
99 (22)? + kzo (@2 — 1)
X dx dr = |
/R ' /|$2—901|>1 2 |l‘2 — $1|2m1+2m2+2_2j

For all j € [0,mg], the double integral in the last line can be estimated with another constant
C'(mq,m2) depending only on my and my. For that, we use Fubini’s theorem:

2k

mij (k+3)(

g 2k
g (z9)? Z /<;'2 a;2 — 1)
da:l/ de
\/R |zo—x1]>1 ‘1’2 — x1’2ml+2m2+2 2j
. dl‘l

= dx2g(ﬂ)(x2)2/ |

/R |zo—z1|>1 |!172 - m1|2m1+2m2+2—2]
mi ]

1 / (et 2 i
+ dmlg +J)(1’1) -
k=0 w R lza—z1|>1 |zg — p|2mr+2me+2-2(5+k)
2
< Clmam)o e oy
Hence, after suming over j and changing the constant appropriately, we integrate over 3, ..., x, to

obtain:

/ dazg...dxp/dxl/ dazg|8In18£n2...E?;nle[f](azl,xg,...,xp)|2
Rp—2 R |zo—z1|>1

‘a{...a;fplf‘ ’

< C(mq,mg) sup Py

le[1,ma]

< C(mq,ms) ||f‘|%1m+1(Rp’l) '

This is enough to conclude. O

Since in Theorem 2.4] the bound on the linear statistic involves the W°(RP)-norm, we state the
following result.

Proposition 3.5 There exists a C > 0 such that for all f € C*(RP~1) N W (RP~L),

D1l llwee ey < C)fllwee, me-1)

Proof This follows from Lemma [B.4] together with the Taylor formula with integral remainder. [J

4 Control on the master operator =

In this section, we study the so-called master operator which will play an essential role in the
following. Indeed, proving continuity of this operator is a crucial step if one wants to analyze the
loop equations.
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4.1 Definition
We recall the definition of the operator L.

Definition 4.1 We define, for a sufficiently smooth function f, the operator

L[f] = E[f] = —A[f] - 2PWI[f]

[1]

Am:—ggi and W = —H[7ov] + [ H17ov] @)

L is an unbounded operator on the space H defined in ([7]). This space is indeed a Hilbert-space
by the fact that py verifies the Poincaré inequality (see assumption . Its domain is defined
by D(L) = D(A) := {u € H, A[u] € H} by [DGM23|[Theorem 6.7]. We show that the functions
belonging to this set are smooth.

Lemma 4.2 (Regularity of the inverse of the derivative) [DGM23]/[Theorem 7.1] Letv € D(L),
then v’ € CL(R).

For the next theorem, we recall that A : D(A) — H is a diagonalizable operator with positive
countable spectrum. We denote by Aj(A) > 0 its smallest eigenvalue. This quantity has a role in
our problem since for all f € H, [|L7f]lln < M (A)"Y2||f|ln see [DGM23][Theorem 6.7].

Theorem 4.3 (Inversion of the master operator) = : ©(2) — H is invertible, of inverse
defined for all g € H by:

='g) = (£7]g))’
where D(Z) := {f € C°(R), v € D(L), f =v'}. Furthermore for all f € H,

HE_l[f]Hm(uv) < Cell 2y .
where Cp := )‘1("4)_1/2'

Proof To prove that Z is invertible on ©(Z), the only thing to prove is that for all v € D(L),
v' € C°(R) which is true by Lemma The estimate comes from the fact that given f € H, one
has Z7'[f] = (£7'[f])". Then

=7 W2y = 1277y < Cel -

The crucial step when one wants to analyze the loop equations, is to obtain controls on the
master operator which we will show in this section. These bounds will allow us to apply the bound
obtained in Theorem 2.4 to functions like Z~1[¢].

4.2 Preliminaries

We define an operator O whose iterations will appear in the derivatives of the inverse of the master
operator (which exists because of Lemma [1.8] ).

Definition 4.4 Let O be the operator defined on smooth enough functions by:

0mww=(””)u> v ae (27)

Py
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In order to give a more precise description of O, which will allow us to analyse its asymptotics
at infinity, we need the following definition.

Definition 4.5 (Differential degree) Let f be a function of one variable defined on R differen-
tiable n times, we define the differential degree denoted by dg with respect to f by

dJ (ﬁ (ﬂk))‘“) = f:kak
k=0 k=0

For example the differential degree with respect to f of (f/)? and f”f is 2, while dﬁ; <( f (3))2) = 6.

Remark 4.6 For example, with « := pTV, it holds that:
Pv

e Olf] =d'f +af.

o O[f] = (aa')'f + 300/ f' + 02",

e O3[f] = (a (ozo/)’)/f + (4@2 "+ Tao > i+ (6@'@2) "+ a3 f®

Using the notion of differential degree, we are now able to state the next theorem.

Theorem 4.7 Let k > 1, f € C¥(R), there exists a family of polynomials (P¥)o<a<k such that

k
k[ 4] = (k—j) pk () ; PV
fl= f Pila,...,aV), with o= 28
] z_: i ( ) " (28)
In fact, Pf (a, e ,a(j)), j € [0,k], is the unique homogeneous polynomial in j + 1 variables, with

differential degree with respect to a equal to j, degree k and with coefficients independent of V'
satisfying the following reccurence relations:

e Pil(a) = aP¥ (a) = aFt!
. . ! .
o V5 € [1,k], Pf"’l (... ,a(J)) = <osz_1(oz, . ,oz(J_l))) + osz (... ,a(J))

o P (..., aF*D) = (aPf (a,...,a(k)))/ = ((o/oz)/...oz)/

Proof Let’s prove it by induction. For k = 1, O[f] = &/ f + af’ and so by setting P} (a) = «, which
is homogeneous, of degree 1 and of differential degree 0, and Pll (o, ') = o which is of degree 1
and differential degree 1, this proves the claim. Suppose that (28]) holds at rank k € N*, then

k

k /
OH1() = (a0 ) = 30 9 [Pk, 0] + 3 14+ apk (o a)

= [aP (@, .,a®)] f+ Z f0-3) { [P (an...a)] + P ... 7a<j+1>)}
=0

+ by (a) fY
Hence by setting Pi1(a) := (aPéf(a)) Pfj_rll (av, ..,a(k“)) = (aPf (... ,a(k))), and for all

. L/ .
j€[0,k—-1], P]kfll ( «Q, ..,a(”l)) = (an(a, . ,04(9))> +04Pf (a, ... ,a(j)), we obtain the desired

form of (28]) and the recurrence relations. It remains to check that the homogeneity and degree
conditions hold at rank k£ + 1. This follows from the recurrence relations for the P;‘“s. O
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4.3 Closed form for =!

Before showing a closed form for the derivatives of 51—1[ f] and their L? properties, we first prove
that, if f is sufficiently smooth, they indeed exist.

Lemma 4.8 (Regularity of the inverse) Let f € H such that fpy € H"(R) with n > 2, then
pvETYf] € H'" L (R). Furthermore if f € HNC™(R) is such that fpy € H"(R), then one also has
E7f] € C"TH(R).

Note that the last condition is verified whenever f and its derivatives are continuous and grow
slower than e~V at infinity. The proof uses the operators £ and A introduced in Definition E.11

Proof We recall that Z~![f] = (ﬁ_l[f])/. When f € H, we know that py (ﬁ_l[f])/ € H%(R). This
is because L71[f] € D (L) C {u € H, A[u] € H} and (pv (ﬁ_l[f])/>/ =pvA[L7Yf]] € H'(R). We

want to show that py (ﬁ_l[f])// € H"(R), let’s show first that H [pv (/J_l[f])/} € H"(R). First
observe that

pv AL f] = —pv f+2PpyH [PV (ﬁ_l[f])/} - 2Pﬂv/

H [pv (E‘l[f])/] (y)dy
R

Hence, since py (ﬁ_l[f]), € H*(R),sois H [pv (ﬁ_l[f])/}. Moreover 2Ppy [, H [pv (ﬁ_l[f])/] (y)dy
clearly belongs to H™(R) for all n € N hence py Ao L7Yf] = <pv (ﬁ_l[f]),>/ € H?(R) and hence

'~ =] € —H™I(R) C C"(R)
pv

by Sobolev-Hélder embedding theorem and hence that A [pv (L7 f])/} € H""Y(R). Since

% (ﬁ_l[f]), € H3(R). By induction, this shows that (£[f])

/
(7)) = £ =22 (7)) 2P (% v (£7111))'] - /R H |pv (£715))] (y)duv(y)> (29)
/
and that Pv € C*(R), we can then conclude that, under the assumption that f € C"(R),
\%
(E7'[f])" = £L7[f] € C*(R), hence E~1[f] € C"t1(R). O
/
Lemma 4.9 There exists My > 0 such that ¥|x| > My, g—v(:p)‘ > 1.
\%

Proof From Lemma [A2] #H[py] is bounded and by assumption V'(z) goes to infinity, the
/

conclusion follows from the fact that p—V(az) = —V'(z) — 2PH]pv]. O
pv

We are now able to prove that a closed form holds for the derivatives of Z~!. The idea is to use
the resolvant formula which gives that for all f € H,

LU =—-AT [f+2PWo L7 S]] (30)

and for all x € R,
1

+00
—= / oy (t)dt. (31)

A7 f)(z) =
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It doesn’t matter if one chooses 400 or —oc in (B since [, f(t)pv (t)dt = 0 but it will be convenient
to make the choice sgn(z)oco for reasons that will appear further. Before establishing the continuity

1
for =71, we need to introduce an operator X that takes a function in — H"(R) and produces one

1
belonging to — H"(R) N H by means of a recentering.
PV

Definition 4.10 Let ¢ € piH”(]R), we define the operator X by
\%4
X10)©) =€) - [ oty (o).
R

1 1
For any ¢ € p—H"(R), it is clear that py X[¢] € H"(R) ie X[¢p] € p—H"(R) We denote by
\%4 \%4

) =—1._ =
1.—_1OX1, =1 .—_1OX1

[1]

and, given a general operator I/, we adopt the notation U for the operator U o X.

1

Theorem 4.11 Let f € C"(R)N <p—H"(R)>, for all |z| > My with My given in Lemma[{.9, for
\%

all k € [1,n+ 1] it holds that

k-1
— (k) {
=—1 — k (a) ': Pv
<H [f]) ;)Qa (9, .6 )ﬁk_a, where ="V (32)
with the convention that év_l[f] =: fo. The B;’s are defined, for all |x| > My, for alli € [1,k], by:
) sgn(x)oo
Bile) = | o0 [+ 20w £11) (0
pv(z)

(see @T)). Above Q¥ denotes the unique homogeneous polynomial in a + 1 wvariables with degree
k — a, with differential degree with respect to 0 a and with coefficients independent of V' satisfying
the following induction relations:

THO) = 0Q5(0) = 0" (33)
va e [k —10,QE (0,...,6@) =00k (6,....09) + Q5 (o, .. ,9<a>)' (34)
QL (6,..,00) =Qhy (6, ,9<k—1>)' — glk=1) (35)

Proof We prove this statement by induction. For k£ = 1, by (80) and (31]), by setting
gi=—X[f]—2PWo L[f],

we get for all x € R,

=1f)@) = (£70) () = (A'[g)) (@) = | dovg® =m. @0
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For k = 2, differentiating again, which is allowed by Lemma 8] we get for |z| large enough:

/

(L () = (A7 [g))"(2) = —g(=) — %(w) (A7'g)) (@),

After performing an integration by parts in the last integral, we obtain

sgn(z)oo

(éﬁm)l (z) = (Zv—l[f])” (z) = %(m) / dtpy (t) <g%>/(t) = (061)(2).

By defining Q}(0) := 0, it is readily seen that its degree is 1 and its differential degree with respect
to 0 is 0. Let k € [2,n] and suppose that (32)) is true at rank &, then by differentiating we get:

e\ DS ) k '
(1) =D @k (0 0) B+ QL (0,00 B (37)
a=0

First, let ¢ € [1,k] and |z| be large enough,

sgn(z)oo sgn(x)oo
/ /
Blo) = ~0'lalla) - @) [ a0 =@ [ o106l = 01) o)
v 1%
/
The second equality follows from an integration by parts and the fact that p—2V pVZTVOi[g] goes to
Pv 1%
zero at infinity. Hence (B7) becomes
=i Y NS ot (a) : (@)’
(E01) " =20 0Qk (00 0)) Brara + Qh (6,0,0) Bra
a=0
k—1 ,
— 0Q5O) ks + > (eczs (6.0 +QE_y (o.....00D) ) Brrra

L OE (9,...,9<k—1>)'51.

By the definitions of (Q¥*1),, it is clear that (32) is true at rank k + 1. The fact that Q%! are
homogeneous and have degree k — a and differential degree a can be checked directly from the

induction relations (B3], (34), (B5). O

Remark 4.12 When V(z) = 2™ with m even, it can be checked from (I7) that for every a €
[0,n—2], Q0 ...,0@) is of the form ¢, 2™~ 1=A)=(=1) LT (3) L R? <x, Hlpv],. .., H [,ogf)D (x)
where ¢, is a real number, T is polynomial of degree strictly lower than m(n —1 —a) — (n — 1)
and R} is also a polynomial of degree greater than 1. Since all these Hilbert transform vanish at

infinity, such a polynomial expression goes to zero at infinity. This decomposition holds as long as
the degree of the monomial is non-negative, otherwise it is zero. We give the first decompositions

for <§:1[f]>(k) for k € [0, 3]:
=1(1] = fo, (E71n) = 081, (Zn) =05 + 0%,
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and - @)
(Z710) " = 0781 + (06" + (62)') o + 6%

With the choice of potential V(x) = 2™ with m even, choosing a bounded function f with
bounded derivatives at all orders and integrating by parts, it holds that for allk > 0, there ex-

ists 7((]k), .. 77](:3) e R,

(k)
Ok[g] (‘T) (] 1
|5k($>| |:c|:oo xm—1 |:c|—>oo xm—1 ZQ ka J + \x\goo (mkm_j> ’

When V(z) = cosh(ax), by the same computation, we get for different ’yj(»k)

Br(@)] | ~ —a'm'z% (e—kam 0 (e—m).

4.4 Controls on the inverse of the master operator

Since we are going to use the polynomials, Pk and Qk defined previously in Theorem 47 and (4171

1, we first need the following lemma. With a = PV -1 , the following

a lot in our estimates on Hl
PV

result holds.

Lemma 4.13 For all k > 1, for all j € [0, k]
(i) PF (a,...,a)) (@)= O (V'(z)7F),

|z| =00

(i1) Pf (oz,...,a(j)),(:n) = 0 (V'(x)™%),

|x|—o00

(iii) Q% (0,...,09)) (z) = O (V'(x)*7).

|z| =00

Proof For i), by the Faa di Bruno’s formula, for all n > 0,

o) — < s >( |y DM (VD + 2PH[py] )
V' + 2PH|[pv] = (V/ + 2P7—[[pv])|)“+l paley il (i)
where the sum is over A := (A1,...,\,) such that > 7" | iA\; = n. From assumption v) and Lemma

[A2 we see that
™ ()| < ZCA Vi)™= o (V(x)™).

Hence P]k, as a homogeneous polynomial in (a, ... ,a(j)) of degree k, is a | ‘O (V/(x)_k)-
T|—00

For the point i), one has to notice that for each monomial
n / n n
A, = NO) “] =N 100 (Y T (@)
1) | = S0 (o) I ()

i= i

22



But, we have proven that for all i € N, a® = O (V'(z)~!), so by denoting I := Y1 1; =

|z| =00

deg(An), An(z) = | IO (V’ (z)~ ) Therefore, any homogeneous polynomial of degree k such as Pf
r|—0o0
in the variables (a,...,aW)isa O (V'(z)7%).

|z|—o00
Finally for the point i), it is clear that for all 7 > 0,
09 (z) = VU (2) —2PH [py]V () = O (V'(z)).

|z| =00

Thus ng) (9, e ,H(j)) as a homogeneous polynomial of degree k — j,isa O (V’(:E)k_j). O

|x|—o00
Theorem 4.14 (H™(R)-continuity of E;') There exists a constant C(Z71, H") > 0 depending
only onn and V such that for all f € H"T1(RP),
=)

< CETL HM) Il g (e

H™(RP)
Under the choice of potential Vy; defined in Theorem [1.3, for ¢ € Nk>oH*(R) the map t € [0,1]
C(gr_l,H") is continuous.

The idea of the proof is to use the closed form for the operator OF defined in @4} found in
Theorem 7] and inject it in the 8 which appear in the closed form for év_l(m in Theorem E.TT1
Proof Let m < n and (my,...,m;,) € NP be such that >, m; = m. Let L,y € RP~! be
fixed, we define h : x1 — 952 ...0) " f(x1,...,7,) and g = —X[h] — 2PW o L~1[h]. With these

notations,

OmET (2, ... ) = E-L[R)) (2y).
We can then apply Theorem 1Tl and Theorem 1] so for |x1| large enough, we get

mi1—1

S ) = 3 Q (60,0 (1) —ala1)
a=0

mi1—1 sgn(xz1)oo
= 2 (0, 0@) (@ / dipy (O™~ “[g)(t
> @ (0 8) () s v (O™ [g](1)
1
mi—1mi—a 1 sgn(x1)oo
=D Qa" <9=~--79(“’) (1) s / dtpy (g™ =D ) P, ..., a®)(t). (38)

1
Moreover an integration by parts yields:

mi—1mi—a

=1 @) = Y Y Qm (9,...,9<a>) (m1)<—g(ml_“_b)(ml)a(xl)Pfu_“(a,...,a(b))(xl)
a=0 b=0

sgn(z1)oo

[1]

1

* v

dtpy (1) [g<ml-a-b+l><t>a<t>zagm—a (2 a®) 0

z1

+ glmi—a=b)4) [apgm—a (a, o ,a“ﬁﬂ' (t)] ) . (39)
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We now use My > 0 from Lemma .9 so that P} (a, . ,a(b)) that appear above are well-defined on
[—My, My]¢ ie don’t have any singularity. Hence by integrating with respect to z1, (E7[A] (ml))2

on [My,+oo[, we get by Jensen’s inequality for a constant C'(n;) > 0 depending only on m;

/+°° doy (ZH0) (1)

My

< C(my) Z Z / dx1QIM (9,...,9(“)> (x1)2{g(ml_“_b)(wl)za(ml)zPﬁl_“(a,...,a(b))(x1)2

a=0 b=0 M
2
sgn(z1)oo
+% / dtpy (t)g™ =D (t)a(t) Py (a,...,a(b)) (t)
pv (1)
1
2
P " dtpy (£)g™ =170 (1) [apgm—a (a,...,a(b))}/(t) .
pv(r1)?

1

We want to bound this expression by HgH%ImIH(R), but since g = —h + 2PH [pyE~'[h]] + ¢, where

¢ = [z h()dpv (y) — 2P [ H [pvE[A]] (y)dpy (y), the constant terms will fail to be in L*(R). We
thus have to treat these terms separately. In the previous sum, g is differentiated everywhere except
in the term b = mj; — a so this is the only value of b where we have to deal with ¢. By defining:

fgl);;fb cx— QU <9, . ,9(“)> (x)a(z)P" Y (a,. ... ,a(b))(x) (40)
sgn(x)oo

@V Qm(6,...,0) (x) ni—a ®\]1’

2y S / dtov (1) [aB = (a....a®)] (1), (41)

T

by using Jensen’s inequality and inequality (26]) we get :

mi1—1

ml Z/ d‘rl m1am1 a(w1)2+f572:‘¢;m1—a(x1)2}
SC(ml)OSSaug::nl (Hfml’aml a”LQ( — My ,My]¢ +||fm1,am1 a||L2( [— My, Myl ))
—_ 2
% (112 ) + 17 [ovET 0] (20 )

< Vo) llovllo=qy (I3 + lov e m 2 11
< C(Vyma) (I8 + lov ey m CHIF 3
< CL(Vym)1857 .. 0™ f 2,y 2wy
where at the end, the constant Cy(V,m;) is defined by
Cl(v,nl) = C(nl) ma}él (”fnl,a ni— a”LQ( — My ,My]¢ + ”fnl,a ni— aHL2 ([-My,My]e )>

0<a<
X vl (1+ lov I3 CE) . (42)
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Above, the first integral that appears is well-defined, since by Lemmal[ZT3] one can check by assump-

tion[(v) that fgb)l ami—a(Z1) and fgi amy—a(71) behave like | |O (V'(x1)~?) which is integrable by
o Y r1|—00
assumption again.

In the following, we set g := g — ¢. We can now replace ¢’ by g’ since we handled all the terms
involving ¢. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, with C3(V, my) defined by

_ v |I? 3)V |12 @V |I?
CQ(V, nl) N C(nl) OSHtlli}T(Ll < m,a,b ‘Lw([—Mv,MV]C) * anl’a’bHLz([_MV’MV]C) * fnl,a,b L2([-My,My]°)
0<b<ni—a
(43)
with
sgn(x)oo 1/2
mo(g,...,0@
filg)’;/b e g (6,...,0%) (@) dtpv(t)2a(t)2Pb"1_a (a, . ,a(b)> )2 (44)
e pv ()
sgn(z)oo 1/2
n (a)
(CONZ al (0’ c ’9 ) (l‘) / 2 ni—a (b) !
Fryap @ (@) dtpy (t) [an <a, RUeY )] ) . (45)
we get

) sgn(x1)oo 2
T / dtpy (£)g™ D (t)a(t) Py <a, . ,a(b)) (t)
T
) sgn(x1)oo 2
/
+ pEnE / dtpy (£)g™ =27 (1) [anm_“ (a, . ,a(b)ﬂ (t) }
T

< Co(Vyma)[|gl[3my +1 (g

Finally, by using that g = —h — 2PH [pyE~![A]], that 7~ '} is an isometry in L?(R) and that for
all u € HY(R), H[u] = H[u'], we obtain:

—

| ) < 2max C(V, m) V2 (bl s 1y + 2Pl oy E7 Al s 1y ).

L2([My ool ~ =12

We now use the form stated in Lemma [A.3] to conclude that

HEl_l[h](ml) L2([My +ool) — =1,

< 2m1>§C,'(V,m1)1/2 (2PrC3(V,ma) + 1) ||| gy 1)

where C5(V, my) is explicitly given in Lemma[A.3] By the exact same bounds, on | — co, —My|, we
finally obtain

e

< 4max Ci(V, my)'/? (2PrC3(V,my) + 1) || bl g1 )

L2([_MV7MV]C) - =1,
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Now relaxing the dependance on 2, zp € R and integrating with respect to these variables, we
get
< 4max Cy(V,m1)? (2PxCs(V,my1) + 1)

mr—~—1
Ha HLQ( — My , My ]exRp— 1)
1/2
X </ 1052 ... 0p Pf(.,a;Q,...,a;p)Hzmlﬂ(R)da:g dxp> .

Thus we deduce that for a constant C'(n) > 0 only depending on n such that
| =S HH"( My MylexRr-1) S C(n )nlgﬂzg(lfn?xC i(V,m)Y? (2PrCy(V,my) + 1) (1S Wl e ey -
(46)
z, € R. By Cauchy-Schwarz

Now, we prove the control on [—My, My] x RP~L we fix zo,...,
2
L2(R)

inequality:
My
[
where the last inequality comes from Lemmal[A.3] Again relaxing the dependance on xo,
and integrating with respect to these variables, we get for a constant C'(n) > 0 independent of n

< C(n) max Cs(Voma) 07" | oo asy aay gy 1 Ems1 )

mi1<n

By

1HL°°( Mv,Mv] HPV—‘

< C3(V, m1)2 Hp\_/luiw([—Mv,Mv}) ||hHHm1 )
Lxp €R

S @) de < oy

(1]

=1

=1 f
1= U e - a1y g xme
Collecting the last bound, using that C3(V,m) is increasing in m and (46]) leads to the conclusion

for
—~1 1 1
C(ETH") = C(n) | C3(Von) |05 | Lo (-t i) (2PrC(Vin) + 1) max max (Vi) | (47)
;vl, H™) is continuous

The fact that, upon choosing the potential V; with ¢ € Ng>oH"(R), t — C(
U

is shown in Proposition [B.8l
n+1(Rp)

)Letn>1 for all f €

Theorem 4.15 (W °(R)-continuity of =
<c(E, W lwes | ey

El_l f] HW;;O(RP)

Under the choice of potential Vy , defined in Theorem [1.3, for ¢ € Ni=oH"(R) the map t € [0,1]

W2°) is continuous.
my) € NP be such that >0, m; = m, let

(r—~—1
) we know by theorem [A.IT] that

—1

Proof Let f € W,41(RP), let m < n and (mq,
T, € RP7Y weset h:xy— 052 ...0)" f(z1,...,mp

sgn(x1)oo

Ly vy
! / dtpy (t)g(t),

1
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where g := —X[h] + 2PX o H[pyE~1[h]]. For the following we define

. sgn(z)oo X sgn(z)oo 1/2
IV ix— / t)dt|, o —— / t)2dt| . 48
1 pV(ﬂj) pV( ) 2 Pv(ﬂf) IOV( ) ( )

By integration by parts, one can see that Z{'(z) = O (V'(z)™!) is bounded on R. So for the

|z| =00

first and third term, by direct bounds:

sgn(z1)oo

s [ oo (a0 + [ o)

1

< 2|ZY oo llBlloe < 201 llool1f lwrgo (o) -

For the two last terms, we want to use that 7~ is an isometry on L?(R), so we use Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the fact that ZY (z) = ‘ ‘O (V'(2)~%/2) is bounded on R so that:
xr

—00
sgn(x1)oo
sup 28 dipy (t)X o H [Pvgv_l[h]} )| < Ca(V) ||W|| . < Ca) I fllwoe  moy-
zier | pv(T1) > m
1
with
Ca(V) = 2P (I8 oo + 1TV llscllov I142) mllov 12 Ce. (49)
Thus, by taking the supremum of z»,...,x, € RP~! we conclude that for m; = 0,
mr;—ti \4
|2 1] gy < @I o+ O V) s (50)
For my # Oy (38), for all |z| > My, ¢f Lemma [L0
sgn(z1)oo
o mi—lmi—a ~my (9 e(a)) (w ) g
=o1p)m1) (1) = Q" (0, ! / (mima=b)pypri=aiq . a®)()duy (¢
DESCIED I DRSS e g (1) e )(O)duv (1)
— 2
where g := —X'[h] —2PWo Zv—l[h] Furthermore, setting
ci= [ moyduy ()~ 2P | 1 [pv =10 @ (0
R R
and -
sgn(z)oo
QL(6,...,009) (z —a
Oy G o[ |pivtan . a®)0 v o 1)
- pv ()

xT

we can bound every term in the previous sum, involving ¢, namely taking b = m; — a:
6t ms —a(@1)] < (L4 2Pl oy oo o) -llwe ) F5ms ms —a
cfml,a,ml—a z1)| < (L +2PmpvilecCe Wpe(R) fml,a7m1—a Leo([-=My,My]€)-

We directly bound ¢ in the LHS, while to bound fg’mml_a(:nl), we successfully applied Jensen’s
inequality, used the isometry property of 7='#H on L?(R) and used the inequality (26)). Furthermore,
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the fact that fml aymy—a 18 bounded on [—My, My comes from Lemma I3l Finally, by setting
g := g — ¢, it only remains to establish the following bounds:

sgn(z1)oo

/ g(mi—a=b) (1) pra=aq, . ,a(b))(t)pv(t)dt‘

mi1—1mi—a

S a0 09) )

a=0 b=0

sgn(.)oo

pv

o0

mi—1mi—a
IS
a=0 b=0

(=)™

.(Pgm—a(a, . ,a(b))(t)‘pv(t)dt

+ [1allwge, (]R)‘|f£2,a,b||L°°([—Mv7MV}C)}

L2(R) }
sgn(x)oo

o e |Q (6,,09) (x)‘pvl(x) / (Pg—a(a,...,a<b>)(t)‘2pv(t)2dt. (52)

Loo([=My ,My]°)

mi1—1mi—a
S {uhuwm B P
a=0 b=0

e[z

6
F Y oo Mty )

with

xT

For each a,b, f b is bounded on [—My, My]¢ because of Lemma [£13 and Lemma By
Cauchy-Schwarz mequahty and Lemma [A.3] we get:

be (o z) ]

Finally by the same reasonnings as before, we get

o < T

sgn(x1)oo

mi—lmi—a ~m, (a) T
303 G B g,

a=0 b=0 )

1

< Cr(Vyma) || hllwge, (v)

where C7(V,my) is defined by

1<I<mgy 0<a<l

6),V
C:+(V,mi) == max 12( max  f23 || oo (- gy vty 1e) + 7Cs(V, 1) max 17 Lm([MV,MV]c)).
0<b<l—a 0<b<l—a

(53)
Thus, we deduce that

”E_l[h](ml)HLoo ([= My, My]°)

< |+ 2PrllpyllecCr) max Ity —all Lo (a1 ay30) + Co(Vima) [ [llwze, ) (54)
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Now let € [—My, My], by differentiating m, times (36]), the Leibniz formula ensures that there
exists polynomials R,"n";_a depending on (6, ... ,H(ml_l_“)) and a polynomial S™ of degree mi — 1
depending on (6, ... ,0(7”1)), whose coefficients are independent of V' such that

- (m1) . sgn(x)oo
=) = ZC B [ gy o
mi1—2

+ Z Rty (6,0,00m 7170 (2)g) (@) — g V(@) (55)

We recall that the function g is defined by

g:—h+éh@wmw+%(ﬁpﬁf%ﬂ—A%@WEﬂMQMqu-

Then, for all, € [— My, My], by the same bounds as before with Cg(V,m;) defined by

Cs(V,my) := 1gllgx <||Sl(97 e ,9(1))||L°°([—MV,MV})||P\_/1HL°<>([—MV,MV})
Sisma

[ I—1—a
+ZOSI£1SalX_2HRl—a(97"'79( ))HL‘X’([—MV,MV]) + 1)7 (56)

we obtain:
Smi(g, ..., 00m)) () e T2 my (m1—1—a) (@)
T [ X 3 R (50 @)X )
T1
= 2[R D )| < 205(Vom) Az,
and
s om0y () N pom-)
op e / pv(t)drt B (0,000 (2) /m 1| ()lauv (1
x1

< 2P7|py |12 CcCy(V, ma) [hllwee r)-

It remains to bound the terms involving the Hilbert-transform. For that, we use that for all
¢ € H™(R) and a € [0,m; — 1],

=VHWWMm:=¢L_2wawanwaw§w¢mwmmmmwwwmm>

Applying those results for ¢ = pvgv—l[h] € H™(R), Lemma [£.8] allows us to conclude that

- lwee @) < V2rlllam @)

my

We conclude by Lemma, [A.3] that

RGN lwse @) < V2rCo(V.ma)llhllwz

m 1
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and thus, with Cg(V,m1) defined in (56) we get

sgn(x1)oo
S, 0@y .
pv(x1) 1 / H [pV: 1[h]] (t)py (t)dt

z1

2P|

IR o (0,000 ey oy =i gn]]

< 2PV2rCo(V,m1)Cs(V, m)l[Pllwes _, ®)-

i ( —  q(ma-1)

(1) = H [pv 2] ()

All the previous bounds yield

E‘/?—/l[h](ml) 2+ 2P7r||pv||éé205 + 2P\/§7T06(V, ml)) Cg(V, m1)||h||W7%ol (R)

< (
Leo([-My,Mv])

Upon taking the supremum over w,...,x, € RP~! in ([[2)), and over m < n we conclude that

= 1) ey < CET WM s,

(RP)>
with C(E; !, W) defined as
e(=; " Wi°) = max [ml(l +2P7llpv [0 C) max 155 e —all Lo (At ity ) + Cr(Vyma)

n mi<n 0<a

+ max (24 2Prlpv | L2Ce + zP\@roﬁ(v,ml)) Cs(Vima) + 22V [loe + Ca(V). (57)
mi1<n

The fact that, upon choosing the potential Vy; with ¢ € Np>oH®(R), t +— C(E7*, W) is continuous
is shown in Proposition [B.8 O

Finally, we define the variable insertion operators which will also be involved in the loop equa-
tions.

Definition 4.16 If ¢ is a function in n variables, we define the n-th variable insertion operator
0P 4s
G(p)[(ﬁ](gh o 7€n—1) = ¢(€17 cee 7€p—17€17€p7 .. 7€n—l) (58)

Corollary 4.17 Letn,p > 1, a € [2,p+ 1], for all f € W,‘;il(]RpH),

[ete glv‘l[fJHWgo(R,,) < 202, Wl Fllwss, ey

where the constant C(Z7 1, W°) was introduced in Theorem [{-13

Proof Let f € W2 (RFFY), 21,...,2p € R, m = (my,...,mp) € NP such that m := Y% m; <n.

020 o E7[f] (w1, ..., ap) = 7 0) Oy O L O ET ] (21 Tt 1, T - W)
+ 05 ... o0 10m18(§'fﬁ18m”1:1_1 [f] (1, Xam1, @1, Tg - - -, Tp).
s 92000 057 1] g, < 2T gy < S WM iz o
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~—1
The last control that we need is on @@ 0=, ~ in H"-norm. ©@ was defined in Definition Z.10]
~—1
Theorem 4.18 (H™-continuity for ©(® o =; ") Letn € N, p € [1,4o0[, let a € [2,p + 1],
there exists a constant C(©(®) o =71, H™) > 0, such that for all f € H*(RPF!),
~-1
1

106 0 Z 1l ey < C(O 0 5y, H)| 1n1 )

Under the choice of potential Vy, defined in Theorem I3, for ¢ € Ng>oH*(R) the map t € [0,1]

c(0@W o=t H™) is continuous.

Proof Let f € H"(RPT), Let f € W9 (RPFTY), 2q,...,2p € R, m := (mq,...,mp) € NP such
that m := >0 m; <n. Weset h: (z,y) — 95 ...0. " g'fﬁl...8$f’1f(m,x2,...,a;a_l,y,xa,...,a;p)
and ——

glw,y) == —hlw,y) + 2PH [pvE [, y)]] (@) + c(y)

where we have set ¢(y) = /Rh(s,y)d,uv(s) — ZP/R’H [pVE—l [h(,y)]] (s)dpy (s). Let z € R,

0m0@ o STV [f] (21, ..., p) = 2O A, 21)](21) + Z LA, 21)] ™) (2y). (59)
The first term is easy to control by Theorem [Z.1T],

sgn(z1)oo
— 1
B0 Pl ) )(21) = / dtpy (t)q — 05" h(t, 1) +/5§n1h(8,$1)dw(8)
pv (1) R
1

+2PH [pvE [0 b 20)]| (1) - 2P /R 2PH [pvE L 05 h(.sa)]| (S)duv(s)}-

From the standart arguments that we used before,

=05 hala) P < 401+ 4P27r2upvu%wm>c,%>{uz¥ [ ——

2

+ llov Iz || 21| )Hhuzmlﬂm} (60)

L>(R
where Z}” and Z3 have been defined in (45)).

We now deal with the second term in (59)). By (89]), we have for a constant C'(m1) > 0 depending
only on ms:
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mi—1lmi—a

+oo
/ B R 2)) ) (1) day < Clma) Y Y / dleml -79((1)) (21)?

My a=0 b=0

X {[31”1_“_1)9(9617961)]204(331)2131?”_“(@,-'-704(17))(951)2

1 sgn(z1)oo )
T ove? / dtpy (DO~ gt @ )a(t) P (a0l (1)
1
1 sgn(x1)oo )
/
o | ] @ et [oR (o 0®)] ) } (o1
1

We first deal with the presence of ¢ in the sum. This term only arises in the sum when b = m; —a.

By using the functions f defined in ({0), we can bound these terms, for all a € [0,m; — 1], by

mab

My je{1,2}

< [anr ([ nearPau )+ a2 [ # o= ] @2 o)

<2( S I el eaty at )(pvmg + 4P oy 3 o ) C2) |31 -
Je{1,2}

“+oo
7V j 7‘/
/ dﬂj‘lt(ﬂj‘l)z ( gi,a,ml—a(gjl)z + fsii,a,ml—a(xl)z) <2 ( Z fgm)l,a,mla%w([Mv7MV}C))

Since we handled all the therms involving ¢, it just remains to bound (6I) with the substitution
g(z,y) ~ g(z,y) == g(z,y) — ¢(y), namely:

“+oo
[ e (o,..00) <x1>2{arl—“—bg<:cl, n)al@)’ B (- al) (@)’

My
1 sgn(z1)o0 )
+ m / dtpV(t)a?”_“_b“g(t,xl)a(t)P;m_“ (a, o ,a(b)> ®)
21
1 sgn(z1)oo | )
T @ / dtpy ()07 =" g(t,21) [apgnl—a (e ,a(w)} ) }
@1

For the first term, we use the fact that for fixed x € R, t — 8{”1_a_bg(t, x) goes to zero at infinity
as an element of H!(R) and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get:

‘8m1 @ b a:l,xl ‘— \// 28”“ a=b t xl)(‘){m_“_bﬂg(t,xl)dtg \/§Hg(.,‘Tl)”Hm17a7b+1(R).
+oo
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Furthermore, for all 1 > My, f(l)’v pa e QM (6,...,09) (2)a(z) P ey .., a®)(z) is

m1,a,b

bounded since it is continuous and a O (V'(z)~?) by Lemma[I3l We conclude, by Lemma [A3]

|x|—o00

that, with fg";b being given in ({0,

mi—1mi—a

>3 [ o et P e

a=0 b=0

“+oo
2 2
SC(ml) Ogngi)?;, Hfml,ab|’L°°([—Mv7MV]c) /MV ”g(.yxl)HHml—afb+l(R)dxl
0<b<mi—a

< C(ma) 031331; Hfml,ab||2Loo([_MV,MV]c)H9||§{m1+1(1g2)

0<b<mi—a
< Clma) [1+4P2 5 ol oy Ca (Vo] i IR 3 a0 19577 2) B 1y
0<b<mi—a
It just remains to bound
gm0, 0@) @) | 2
a Yttt 1 mi—a—b+1 mi—a (b)
/ dx; @) { dtpy (t)0] g(t,x1)a(t)P, <a, S > (t)
My, x1
sgn(z1)oo / 2
+ / dtpy (£)3T g (t, z1) [apgnl—a (a,...,a@)ﬂ (t) }
1
For the first term, we use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma [£.13] and the function fml ab defined
in ([@4)) to get
sgn(x1)oo 2
Q1 (6., 8) () Caon :
@ D dtpy ()07~ g(¢ HP™M = (o, ..., a®) (¢
PRERE pv (37 gt a)a() B (o .a® ) (1)
1
Vo2 2
< oy 0o (= aty 211y 180 2 [ pma 41 )
3),V
< 20 o oy ) (1 + 4P 72 v ooy C (Vi)
x (|05 ... oy p+1f(.,x2, e L1, X1, Ty - ,a:p)Hzmlﬂ(R).

We proceed in the exact same way for the second term and do the same thing on | — oo, —My/], for
every term we dealt with. Finally, by integrating with respect to x1, collecting all the terms and
then integrating over z; € [—My, My]¢ and over zo,...,z, € R, we get

o[z oy ooy . o 1|

< Cro(Vin) | f | gmtr met1)y

L2([-My,My]exRP~1)
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with C9(V,n) defined by

Cio(V,n)? := C(n)nrgfg;{(llﬂv\lm +4P*7? ||y [ILoe ) CZ) X max ||fm17am1 allZee (= hry 2ty
- ]6{1 2}

%
+ [1+4P°7 oy o) C3(Vim)] - max |rf217a,b\\%w([_Mv,Mv}c>}. (62)

0<a<mi
0<b<mi—a
je{1,3}
My
It just remains to bound / E-1h(., 21)]"™) (z1)%dz,. For that, we use (BH)
—My
My
/ S [A(., 20))0™) (21)day
— My
2
i S 6(m1)) ()2 "En(gr)oo
e 1
< C(m / dx - / t,x t)dt
(ma) 1{ PRERE g(t,1)py (t)
— My, x1

mi1—2

+ Z Ry, (0. 00m =) <x1>2[afg<x1,x1>]2+[az’“—1g<x1,x1>]2}.

By the same procedure as before, we first deal with ¢ defined at the beginning of the proof, this
yields, with Z, defined in Theorem [4.13]

2
My g (9 H(ml))(x )2 sgn(z1)oo
2 P 1 mi (m1—1—a) 2
/ c(a;l) dxq [ pv($1)2 / pv(t)dt + le (9, ..., 0 > (1’1) ]
— My 1
< C(ma) R} lov 1+ 4P 7oy || ooy CZ ) L ITY I126|[S™ (6, . .., 67™)) i
= 1 H(R2) PV I L= (R) T ||pV Le®)“L 1 ceey Lo ([ My My ])

+ HR’W’”‘L; (9""’9(m1_1)> Hioo([—Mv,Mv})}’

Hence as before, we can replace g by g and conclude with the last bounds:

sgn(z1)oo 2

/ g(t,z1)py (t)dt | dry

z1

S (0 9<m1>)(g;1)2
|

< 2 V am1 (ma)
< llgllzegz)||Z2 5™ (6,0 )HLoo([ My, My])
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and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

My mi1—2

[ dn (X B (0 60 (@Potatan, ) + 0 o, )

—My a=0

- {1 * iy [ B (8- 0 10) H;G—MV’M‘/D}

mi1—1 z1

y Z / / o g(t, 21)00g(t, 21)

My +oo

SC(ml){Haeﬁ}ﬁf_ﬂHR% o (B0 0) Hiw([—Mv,MvD}HQH%{"”(RZ"

Moreover, by Lemma [A.3]

lllzrms g2y < Il zms oy + 2P || v 7 ] < [1+ 2PCy(V, m)] |Al s a2

H™1 (R2)
We can then conclude that
My my1—2
[ dn( I A LV ECIE U A S
— My
< C(my)[1+ 2PrC5(V,n)]{ 1+ max Hle ) H2 [
= ’ ae[Oymy—2] ITTmima {70 Lee((—My )y [ HTED)

Thus by integrating with respect to z € R, we get,

|0 [= o o o oy £ |

L2([~ My ,My]xRp—1) < Cll(‘/, n)||a§n3f||Hm1+1(Rp+1)

with C11(V,n) > 0 defined by

Cii(Vin)? == nlﬁiﬁc(ml){“ﬂvufzw (1 + 4P 2HpV”L°° Cc)

+ HR% (9,...,9<m1—1>) H2

< {1z 12 |5 0. e<ml>>HM ot )
2

+[1 4+ 2PxC3(V,n))? (!% [k Hsml ""e(ml))HLw([—Mv,M\/])

. aeug}n%i(—z}] HR’“ - (0’ o ’Q(ml_l_a)> Hi""([—Mv,MVD> } %)

Collecting the bounds on the L?-norms of ©(®) [é\:l (052 ...y oy p+1f] m ] on [— My, My|x
R and [— My, My] x R, we obtain:

o [Eog .. oo, ..o 1)

L2(Rp) é 216%3)]?1} C (V n)Hh||Hm1+1(Rp+1)‘
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By combining the above equation together with (60]) and taking the supremum over m < n, we get

o o =717) . ., < SO oS ) flgnes e

H™(RP)

with, C1o and C1; being given in (62) and (63), Z, being given in (@R);

C(O@ o =71 HM) = 2 C;(V,
( 10 ) ZEI{I%(?}ICI} ( n)

2
2.2 2 2 V12 \4
+2, [ (1+4P22py | oo(R)cg(sz ey + vl |1 Hm))' (64)

This yields the conclusion. The fact that, upon choosing the potential Vy; with ¢ € Np>oH k(]R),
t— C(@(“) ) El_l, H™) is continuous is shown in Proposition B.8 O

5 Asymptotic expansion of the linear statistics

5.1 Loop equations for general functions

We are now ready to state the loop equations, we recall the definition of a linear statistic was defined
in ([3).

Theorem 5.1 (Dyson-Schwinger equations) The level 1 Schwinger-Dyson equation holds for
all Y1 € Np>oH*(R) and takes the form:

(V1) gy = % <81§/_1[¢1]> N <81~ [7/)1]> n P <DO EA/_I[¢1]> : (65)

% LNRLN

For all ¢, € ﬂkZOHk(R”), the level n > 1 Schwinger-Dyson equations reads:

_Pyy ~—1 L /o=t 3
Wnlg, = N AOE W) o +y (AE W) P (Do Wl )
_ L 0@ 6 =71 9,4 Vo 0@ oz 19,1} . . (66
Z<< [ ¢]>®15N+< o=l T/J}>W®2£N> o
Proof See for example [BGK16][Prop 3.2.3] done in a similar context. O

5.2 Asymptotic expansion of linear statistics

The a priori bound on the linear statistics of Theorem 2.4] provides a starting point for obtaining
the existence of their large-N asymptotic expansion in powers of N~! up to any order through an
analysis of the loop equations.

Theorem 5.2 Let )y, € m H™(RFY), then for all integer K, there exists a sequence (dgk)’v)az k2] €

m>0
RN such that « v
do " (V) —(K+1
Wy = 3 W o (yeue
QLN Moy N ( )
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with -
dgl)’V[T/)l] =P <515_1[¢1]>

Furthermore, there exists a sequence (mg ) > 0, increasing in K, such that for all k > 1 and
K >0, allyy € (| H™(RY),

m>0

+P (0@ o=t [BD o= )] )

3% %

B i ds" (i)

. < Crom(‘/a Ka k)/\/(k
QLN (/o]

< Srem N () (67)

‘ (Yr)

Above N,Sf)(q/)m) = maX(H'I/)nHWﬁo(Rm),||'l/)n||Hn(Rm)), while Crem(V, K, k) > 0 is a constant de-
pending on V., K and k. Finally, under the choice of potential Vy; defined in Theorem [1.3, for
¢ € Nk>oHF(R) the map t € [0,1] + Crem(Viss, K, k) is continuous.

Proof Using the first loop equation given in Theorem B.1] we get:

(1) gy = <31~ [7/11]> N <31~ [7/11]> . —P<DO§V_1[¢1]> : (68)

ny LNRLN

where we recall that 21 = Z71o X’ defined in@.I0l The idea is to verify the hypotheses of Theorems
[2.4] for each function involved in the Dyson-Schwinger equations. By Proposition and Theorem
B3] [E14], [A.15] E17 and 18 and the fact that 1), € ﬂmonm(Rk), we're ensured that all the norms
are finite and that a n-linear statistic will be a O (N _%(1_5)) where € > 0 is fixed but can be chosen
arbitrarly small.

We show by induction on K that there exists an asymptotic expansion up to o( N~X) for any
function ¢y, € NpmsoH™(RF) for all k < 2K.

For K = 1, since the first term in (G8]) clearly contributes to the asymptotic expansion of (1) Ln

up to o( N 1) so we focus on the two other terms. In (68), the second term is clearly a o(N 1) since
by Theorem 2.4 Theorem [£.14] and Theorem E.15}

(A=), 1< Cree®Y N=O=972 ([0Z ol gy + 102 Wl
< Cooe® VN2 (o 1) + OE;, WE)) Na(uin).

To obtain the expansion of the 2-linear statistic up to o(N 1), we will need to use the loop equation

at level 2 with ¢ :=Do E/:/I[TZJ] Let 19 € N>oH*(R?) be arbitrary for now. The level 2 equation
reads:

P —_— P —_—
=~ ({9E7 —_ (=7 2) 4
Wi, =N (5 W), g, + 3 (95 1W2]>ém N <® Yoz ou),,
_ _ @ .
P(Pro=l)s, & 7 (e oS o), - (@
The first term is a o(N~!) as a 1-linear statistic (), where ¥(z / 81_1 [Va](x, y)duy ().

This function is indeed in H'(R) because of Theorem FI4]

1031 gy < v 10125 el ey < llow loeC(Er s H2) b 3 gy
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and in W°(R) by Theorem

[ llwee @) < ||8151_1[7/)2”|W;>°(R2) < C(:1_17W2OO)H¢2HW3°°(R2)-
Thus by the a priori bound Theorem 2.4] we get

o~ PCy.efv 1 — o~
T W) | < s (O WE) + v ICeE B N (). (70)

The following two terms in (69) are also a o(N~1) by the same reasons as before. By Theorem 2.4]
the 3-linear statistics is a o(N~!) for £ > 0 small enough. Hence, we obtain the expansion:

P d?
<¢>EN =1 ]g;pl) + O(N_l) and <1/}2>£N®EN = % —I-O(N_l)
where " - o
— = 2 0=—
ai’ () = P(ai27[w]) +P (60 =1t [P 0 21y ).
and

4 (1) = <®<2> [a2¢2}>

More generally, suppose the desired expansion for (i) holds up to o(N~") for all k €
L

N

[0,2n] and for any function ¢y, € Npy>oH ™ (R¥). Additionnaly, suppose that (67) is true for all

k € [1, K —2]. Then, taking a general function 99,19 € Npy>oH™(R?**2), the (2n + 2)-th equation

involves the 2n + 3 linear statistic (D; oEf1[¢2n+g]>2n+3 (see ([©6)). By Theorem 2.4 it will
® L

N
be a o (N _(”+1)) for € small enough. The other terms will be either, 2n + 1-linear statistics with

122%

a N~ prefactor and therefore behave like O(N~("*1) for & small enough, or either be 2n-linear

statistics with a prefactor N~!. For the latter, by hypothesis, we know the asymptotic expansion

up to O(N~"), thus with the prefactor N~!, we deduce the following expansion for ({2, 2)an 2
K L

N

d£z2n+2) (¢2n 2)
<¢2n+2>2r§2£N = HT—i-l—i_ +o <N—(n+1)>

We will deduce from that, the asymptotic expansion of (t9,41)2.41  for a general 12,1 be-
® Ly
longing to Ng>oH*(R?"*1). In the (2n + 1)-th loop equation (G0), the 2n + 2 linear statistic will
yield a non-trivial term of order N~("+1) ¢

2n+2 —1
d51+1+ ) (Dl =7 1[¢2n+1]>

<'D1 o E1—1[1/12n+1]>27§2£N = Nt +o (N—(n+1)) ]

Again, the (2n + 1)-linear statistics with a prefactor N~ will be o( N~(*1). Finally for the 2n
and 2n — 1 linear statistics with the prefactor N~! appearing in the (2n + 1)-th loop equation, we
know the asymptotic expansion up to o(N _(”+1)) by hypothesis.

To conclude on the asymptotic expansion up to o( N~ ("+1) for the 2n-linear statistics, just notice
that for each term appearing in the 2n equation each term will either be a 2n 4+ 1-linear statistics for
which we know the asymptotic expansion up to o(IN _("+1)), or a linear statistic for which we know,
by hypothesis, the asymptotic expansion up to o(N~") (of order 2n,2n — 1 or 2n — 2), preceded
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by a factor N~'. We can therefore conclude on the existence of the asymptotic expansion up to
o(N~(+)for the 2n-linear statistics. Then applying the same arguments for 2n — 1,...1-linear
statistics allows us to conclude that the induction step is established.
Finally, to conclude on (67)), one just has to notice that for all n > 1 and v, € Ng>oH k(R™), for
all K > [n/2],
A () i ()
®£N ) Nea T NKH

a=n

(Yn) n + %ﬁ(ﬂ(wn) and m%il(wn) _ O(N_(K+1))_

Above, the remainder 9%&?11(1#”) contains all the negligible (by the a priori bound) statistics in-

volving the operators El_l, Dy o El_l and ©@ o = 1 thus just as in ([0}, by using contlnulty of
(1)

the different operators involved in each of the statistics, there exists m Kn >0, a polynomial Q Ko

1/2 _ 7 :/ o0 a n
i e vl (G ) L (GE W) ) and (00 0= )
with coefficients independent of V and a constant C (K,n) > 0 such that

o<i<m{P

CO(K, n)
< e QN ().

Kn

'm&?ilwn]

To bound, dg?ll(%) and extract the V-dependance, one just notices that it is a sum of linear
statistics, involving as before the previous operators. By contintuity of the operators, there exists
a polynomial Qg)n in the previous operator norms and || vaééz with coeflicients independent of V'
such that

i ()| < CP (K, n)QR N (2) (tn).

Thus setting Crem(V, K,n) = CW(K, n)Q%)n + CO(K, n)QKn and mg , = max (m%)n,mg)n)
allows us to conclude about The fact that t € [0,1] = Crem (Vi ¢, K, n) is continuous follows from

the fact it is a polynomial in building blocks which are continuous as it is shown in Appendix Bl
Lemma [B.10) Proposition B.8 O

6 Parameter continuity of the equilibrium measure

We want to conclude about the asymptotic expansion of log Zy [V 4] for a smooth ¢, by inserting
the asymptotic expansion of the linear statistics of Theorem in Lemma [(.3l In order to make
that step rigorous, it is necessary to prove that all the linear statistics integrated with respect to the
probability measure ]P’]Y,G’¢’t with ¢ € [0, 1], when integrating them with respect to t, yield a definite
and finite integral. Since all the quantities depend on t through py, , ,, we first prove a continuity
result for £ — py, .. The result that we are going to prove does not depend on the specificity of
the Gaussian potential so in the following, we set Vj; : © — V(x) + t¢(z) with V satisfying the
assumptions [[.1]

While from the measure point of view, it is easy to show that ¢ — wuy, , is continuous for the
weak topology of measures, it is not sufficient to deduce the continuity of the quantities involved in
our problem. Indeed, in the controls we showed in Section M quantities like L°°-norm of derivatives
of py; and Cp, it will be necessary to show that [pv, , — pv,, lwee(r) b 0 for all ¢y € [0, 1].
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6.1 Setting for Banach fixed-point theorem
Let ¢ € C®(R), such that for all k € N, ¢(*) € L%(R), let ¢y € [0, 1], we define the function u; by

_ pv¢7t - pV¢7t0 1
ot PVi.to

where t # to and 6t := t—ty. We will show, by Banach fixed-point theorem, that x — u;(z) € C>*(R),

by Lemma 211 is the unique fixed-point of a ¢ continuous operator. This will allow us to deduce

that ¢ — u; is continuous for the (1, oy We-norm. The continuity of ¢ — py; will then follow.
In order to construct the operator of interest, we start with the following lemma

pv,, = (L+6tw)py,, i  u (71)

Lemma 6.1 Let t,ty € [0,1],

AV, = A, 5t/R<Z5($)dMV¢,tO (z) —2P6t //R2 log |z — ylu(z)dpy, , (z)dpv,, (y)
+/ [log (1 + dtuy(z)) — dtuy(z)] duv,,, (z). (72)
R
Here Ay, , denotes the constant appearing in @) with potential V.

Proof We integrate with respect to Vo M) to get

N = [ Vaso(@hdi, @)+ 8t [ ow)dnr, ) =2P [ 1ogle = yidi @ , ()
+ [ ogpu (@, , (@)
After using the fact that / wdpy, , =0, that py, , = (1+ 5tut)pv¢7t0 and the characterization (4))
R
of py,, o this yields the result. O

To show that wu; is a fixed point of a t-continuous operator, we need to invert and control the operator
T := Lo A™! (these operators were inroduced in Definition EI))which will appear naturally when

comparing py, , to PVt

Proposition 6.2 We define the operator T by T[v] := v — K[v] for allv € LQ(NV¢,tO)’ where

Klol(w) 1= 2P [ KGeg)olwdovs , )y

|z -y / |z —y
k = (1 — [ 1 dz ) .
(z,y) <0g T BT ’Z‘pv¢,t0(2) z

T : L2(:“V¢,to) — Lz(NVWO) is bijective and for alln > 0, T [WX(R)] = W°(R). Finally, for all
n € N, there exists Cr,, > 0 such that for any v e W °(R),

and

HT_l[U]HW7cL>o(R) < CT,n”U”WgO(]R)' (73)
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Proof It was shown in [DGM23] that T [v] = —L o A~ ![v].A and £ are unbounded operators on H,
it was also shown there that

A:DA):={peH, A[p) eH} - H and L:D(A)—H
are bijective, thus sois 7 : H — H.

The fact that k verifies ||k(z, y)”L2(;W¢ o BV,
»t0 Lo

is an Hilbert-Schmidt operator thus compact and so 7 is a Fredholm operator. We now show that
the kernel of 7 is trivial. Let v € L2(NV¢¢O) such that T[v] = 0 so v = K[v]. The RHS is in
Hl(/‘an,to)v indeed we have

y < oo implies that K : L2(NV¢,tO) — L2(NV¢,tO)

Kl (@) = ~Hlopw,  Jo) = S50 [ o, , () € B2y, )

Moreover since fR d/ﬂ@, o = = 0, we conclude that v € H. We can now conclude that v = 0 by

the bijectivity of 7 on H. Finally, by Fredhom alternative, 7 is invertible on L2(,uv¢7 to) since it is
injective.

We now prove that for all n € N, 7 [W3°(R)] = WS°(R). We proceed by induction. For n = 0,
let f e L*(R) C Lz(ﬂ%,to)' There exists a unique v € L2(NV¢,tO) such that Tlv] = fsov = f+K[v]
but since f and K[v] are bounded, so is v € L*°(R). Reciprocally, if v € L*(R) so is T [v], hence
T [L®(R)] = L*°(R). Finally let v € L>®(R),

HT[U]HLOO(]R) <1 —|—2Pmax/ k(a, p)ldpv, ., (v )) ol - (74)

Now suppose T [W:°(R)] = W°(R) is true and let’s show it for n+1. Let f € W9, (R) C W °(R),
so by hypothesis, there exists v € W °(R) such that

FO(z) = ™ (x) + 2P (log(1 + |.1))™ () / v(y)dpy, ,, (y) — 2P / log |z — yl(vpv,,,, )™ (v)dy

log ’2 — y‘
2P6, ‘
+ 2P0y,.0 //R2 1+ |z )d,UV¢ to( )d,uVMO (2). (75)

We deduce that v(™ is differentiable of derivative

o (@) = f D (@) = 2P (log (1 + )" (2) /R o)y, ,, (v) = 2PH | (wpv, )| (), (76)
Isgn(z) .. . n! e .
where (log(1 4+ |. (™) () = P8E) e s odd and ——— if n is even. Since the two first
terms in the RHS of (70) are clearly bounded, we just have to show that # [(vpy, to)(”)] € HY(R).
By boundedness of f("*1) and v® for all i < n, we have

(n+1—k)
n+ 1\ Py,
(Upvaﬁyto)(n—i_l) - ’OV¢>¢0 ("‘f‘l + Z ( k > ™ U(k)
k=0 PVt

~ Pl <f<"+1> P 1og(1-+ 10" [ wl)du )~ 2PH [(0pv,., )]
(n+1—k)

" /n+ 1\ Py,
+Z< N )LM)) € L*(R).

=0 PV 1o
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Thus, it holds that H [(UPVWO)(TL)} € H'(R) and that it is bounded. Hence it proves that (1) ¢
L*°(R) and hence W23 (R) C T [W2%(R)]. Conversely, if v € W29, (R), then f € W°(R) by
hypothesis and just as before, we show that (Z6) holds. We conclude that f(*+1) € L®(R) again
by showing that H [(v,ovwo)(")] is bounded by the fact that v € W29 (R). This establishes that
R) =T [Wp2,(R)].
Thus for all n € N, 7 : W°(R) — WS°(R) is a bijective operator. Furthermore, it is a bounded

operator by the fact that for all 1 < ¢ < n, there exists C' > 0 such that for all v € W °(R), by
Leibniz formula

| T10]D(@)| < 09| poo ) + 2pu (1og(L+ -0 || ooy 10l 202 )

|z —yl
+ 2P||v||ywoor su /‘lo
[v]lwee ®) < )Zeﬂg Sl

Above we used (75]) and the fact that fR(vpVMO)(") (y)dy = 0 so

(k )
Pv,, PVsto

(v)

duvy,., () < Cllvllwee ).

PV 1o

/R log |2 — yl(vpv, ) (y)dy = /R log |z — yl(vpv, ) (y)dy — log(1 + |x]) /R (vpv, ) (v)dy

_ |z —yl ()
—/Rloglﬂﬂ(v,%,to) (y)dy.

Thus we conclude that sup;cp HT[U](i)HLw(R) < ClJv]|weer)- The bound on HT HLoo (r) Was
shown in (74). We finally conclude that 7 : WS°(R) — W °(R) is bounded bijective between
Banach spaces and by Banach isomorphism theorem so is 7!, this establishes (73] and completes

the proof. 0

Remark 6.3 An explicit expression for 7! is available Fredholm determinant theory for invertible
Hilbert-Schmidt operators, see [GGK12][Section XII|. For all v € Lg(#%, o)

T [ol(z) == v(x)
k(z,s) k(xz,t1) ... k(z,ty)
1 1) k(tl,s) 0 k(tl,tn)
el N A ECTINE) § (N
k(tn,s) k(tn,t1) ... 0

(77)

Above dgt stands for the 2-determinant. This formula was established in [DGM23|[Theorem 6.11]

We are now able to show that wu; is a fixed point of a certain operator. We recall that ¢ was
introduced in the beginning of subsection

Proposition 6.4 For all t € [0,1], u; defined in (7)) is the unique measurable function such that
fR utd,uvwo = 0 and which satisfies:

Uy = T_l o Vt[ut]
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where Vi[u] == —¢ + [p ¢(y)dpv, , (y) + 0tUs[u], and

log (1 4+ dtv(y) ) — dtu(y)
Ulv](z) = | —d(z) + /R o(y)duv,,, (y) + Klv](z) + / < ) dpvy,,, (y)

. 5t

X /01(1 — s)dsexp {sét <—¢(w) + /R o(y)duy,, (y) + K[v] (év)>

. /R tog (1+ 5tv(§gt/)) — 5to(y) o (y)} . /R log (1+ 5t(1;(tg;i) ~ 5tu(y) v, ().

Proof Lemma6.Jlallows one to substitute Ay, , in the representation for py, , by (Z2]) hence leading
to

PV, = (1+6tut)pv¢’t0 = exp (—V¢7t0—2PUpV¢,to +)\V¢,t0_6t¢+5t/ ¢(?J)dﬂv¢,t0 (y)—2P(5tU“tpV¢,to
R

— 2Pt //R2 log |y — zlu(2)dpv, ,, (2)dpv, , (y) + /R [log (1 + (5tut(y)> - (5tut(y)} duv, (y))

Recognizing py, , via the first three terms in the exponential, u; has to satisfy the following relation
for all x € R,

1+ dtus(x) = exp {6t( - é(x) + /R o(y)duv,,, (y) + 2P /R log ’f +_ ,i“ w(y)dpv,,, ()

ly — 2| 1
—2P //RZ log o ‘y’“t(z)d/‘%,to (2)dpv, ,, (y) + 5t Js [log (1 + 0tuy) — dtuy] dﬂ%,to) .

|1$_|__|i/||ut(y)dﬂv¢,to (y) which is justified by the

Above, we have used that —U Voo (z) = / log
R

fact that /u(y)d,uvmo (y) = 0. Conversely, any u such that fR U(?J)dﬂ\@,to (y) = 0 and satisfying
R

the previous relation, verifies for all x € R,

Vi(z) + 2PU™ (2) + log w(z) = /

i {W(y) + 2PU"(y) + log w(y)}duv¢,t0 (y)

where we have set w := (1 + 5tu)pv¢, 0" Because of this equation, w can be written in exponential
form as in (B), it is thus positive and of mass 1 which makes du(z) := w(z)dz a probability measure
which satisfies the equation characterizing puy, ,, hence, by unicity of the solution of {), uy,, = u
and thus v = .

We now expand exp into its Taylor-integral series of order 2, ie e =1 4+ x + z° fol(l — s)e’*ds.
By using that

_ [z —y| ly — 2|
Klul =2 [ 1oz =Lt , () 2P [[ 1og Dol , (v, , 0
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and T [v] = v — K[v], we get:

Tlud(z) = —o(x) + /R by,

1 2
+ ot <—¢<w> + /R Sdpavy,,, + Klue)(2) + = /R [log (1 + tuy) — otuy] dx%,to)

! 1 ) -9
X /0 exp <35t <—¢(az) + /Rqﬁd,uvmo + Klug] () +/R og (1+ ;:t) tuy dﬂv¢,t0>> (1= s)ds

/ log (1 + dtuy) — 5tutd
R (6t)? Mot |

We next use the invertibility of 7 to conclude. O

The next theorem shows that for each t sufficiently close to ty, 7! oV, is contractive on a ball

of fixed radius. Let n > 0, denote for all R > 0, %,(0,R) the closed ball of radius R,, for the
W°(R)-norm.

Theorem 6.5 For all e, > 0 small enough, there exists R,, > 0, such that for all t €]tg—en, to+en],
the operator

T~ oV (B0 Ra). | lwe @) — (Zal0 Rl L lwiem))

is well-defined and continuous. Furthermore it is contractive, ie there exists k, €]0,1[, such that
for all v,w € $,(0,R,),

[T oV] —T 1o Vt[w]HWgO(R) < Enllv — wllwee )

Moreover k, is independent of t on |tg — en, to + €| for e, > 0 small enough.

— 1
Proof Let ¢ > 0, t €]ty —e,tg + €[, v € By(0, R) for an arbitrary 0 < R < g (because otherwise

the term [, log(1+ §tv)py,, . in Vi[v] might be ill-defined). We first show that [[Vi[v]|[ Lo (m) < +oc.
First, by Taylor-Lagrange inequality, we deduce that

2
log [1 4 otv(y)] — dtv(y) ”U”Loo(R)ét 1 R25t
< ——M—— .
‘ /]R ot d,UV(,),tO (y)‘ B 2 SCE[—||§ﬁlo£)7”U||oo] (1 + (5t£)2 B 2(1 — (5tR)2

By recalling the definition of V; in Proposition and using the convexity of = — 2, we get:

J

l. —yl
1+

l. — 9
14|

HVt[U]HLw(R) <ot [3 <4”¢H%00(R) + R? log

X exp {(515 <2H<;5|]Loo(R) +R H/R

2 4
4 6t2 Riﬁt

R? R?
5t
e 20— 0tR? ) [T 21— otR)?

+ 2[|B]| oo () -

dpv, ,, (Y)dy

log
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The RHS is of the form 2||¢||oc + dtgo(dt) where go is a positive function and with these notations
[T oV[v HLw(R < Cr0 (2)|9ll Lo (r) + tgo(6t)) -

Therefore, by choosing t such that |t — ty| < g9 for 9 > 0 small enough, there exists Ry > 0 such
1

that 2[|¢||ccCT0 < Ro < - and
0

7" o Vi (%000, Ro)) < Zo(0, Ro).

This makes the operator 7oV : (%’n(o, R,), H.ngo(R)) — (%’n(o, R,), H.ngo(R)) well-defined
for all |t — tg| < 9. For the contractivity, let u,v € %(0, Ry), we get by Proposition [6.2]

|7 ot = vate]] | o < Cro lutla] ~Ulol] s

where U; was defined in Proposition 64l We now want to control |[U[u](z) — Uy[v](z)|. We have,
by decomposing the sum

th[u)(z) — Uyv]()| < 5t (A1 + Aa(2)E[u])(z) + As(@)b[v](2)?)

where

hmmm:_wm+4@m%m+MMM+/W%Q+&M_&W

R ot dp Vauto

E[w](x) := /01 exp [séth[w](m)} (1—s)ds

Alzz/
R

Ag(x) = [blu](2)* — b[v](2)?|
As(x) = |E[u)(z) — E[v](z)].

log(1 + dtu) — dtu — log(1 + dtv) + dtw
(1)

dpv, .,

First, Taylor Lagrange inequality leads to:

|y
|

A < p
y€[—Ro,Ro] 1+ oty

Ry
— V|| peo(r) < T otk |[u — vl oo (m)-

Furthermore, by using a — b? = (a + b)(a — b), that h[u] and h[v] are bounded
Az < 2max ([1b[u]]| < w), [[0]ll s )

/ -~y

14|
Ryt
— 4 4P
% (1—5tR0+

(/C[u — 4 (:17)‘ N

log —=

dpv, . ()

. =yl
1+

4 w(®) +8PR
< [ Lo 0 ey (U= 6B

StR2
T Aoty [ = vl oo m)

10g PV (Y)dy

> < C(Ro)[lu — v oo (m)
L (R)

Similarly, there exists C'(Ry) > 0 such that:

Asz|[H[v]|| oo (m) < C(Ro)dt||u — v||poo(w)
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which finally leads to the existence of Cy > 0 such that:
HZ/{t[u] - Z/[t[U] HLM(R) < CoétHU - UHL‘X’(R)-

We now choose €y again small enough such that ky := §tCoC7 o < 1, this concludes the proof that
T—10oV, is contractive on Po(0, Ry) with contractivity constant k.
To get the contractivity property for 7! o V; on W°(R), we adapt a similar strategy. Let

u € #,(0, R) with §tR < 1, by Proposition [6.2]

1T DVelulllwee®) < CTallVelulllwe ®)-

Furthermore, it is clear that every term appearing in the definition of V;[u] belongs to W,,(R), thus
by the same argument as before there exists a positive function g, such that,

17 o Viltllw, ) < C7n (2 llwee vy + Otgn (R)).

We conclude just as before that by taking dt small enough, 7' o V; : %,(0,R) — %,(0,R) is
well-defined. Finally, just as before since for all u,v € W °(R)

™) = 63" (™) (o) ® ()l @)
kzzo(k)< )

= > (1) (4@l @ o)

, i
0<i<k<n
Moreover, by the same controls as before it is easy to derive that for all 0 < ¢ < k < n, for all
u,v € B,(0,Ry),
0[] V5[] FDE[u) " — b[e] O[] DE[L] "B ey < OBy Bt — vllwge .

This is enough to conclude that

HT_l o Vt[u] - T_l © Vt[U]HWﬁo(R < 5tCT,nC(Rmn7i7 k)”u - UHWﬁO(R)

)

Finally, by taking ¢ small enough, we conclude that 7! oV, is contractive on %,(0, R,,) with
contractivity constant k, := §tCr ,C(R,,n,i,k) < 1. d

Remark 6.6 Note that the definition of u; as an element of W °(R) depends on ¢y and that we
only proved the characterization of u; as a fixed point for ¢t €]ty — e,,t0 + en[\{to} with &, > 0

small enough (we stress that we successively lowered dt when increasing i.) Furthermore, since for
all v € L*°(R)

T oVl = —6+ /R bduy,

then we can set uy, == —¢+ / pdpy, ,, which is obviously the unique fixed point in ﬂ W°(R) of
R neN

T_l o Vto-

46



6.2 Regularity of the equilibrium measure
We now prove the continuity of ¢t — u; € W °(R).
Lemma 6.7 Let n € N, g, > 0 and R,, > 0 be as in Theorem [6.4. For all v € B,(0,R,,), for all
(tp)p € (to — en, to +en)" such that t,, — t€Jto — en, to + enl then
pP—00

”T_l o th ['U] — T_l o Vt[v]”Wﬁo(R) — 0.

p—0o0

Proof The proof is based on the fact that there exists a neighboorhood U, of ty such that for
all v € %,(0,R,), t € U, — Vi[v] € WX(R) is continuous. Since 7! is also continuous in
W (R)-norm, we can conclude. O

Corollary 6.8 (Continuity of the fixed-point) Let n € N, for all t,t' €|ty — en, to + €nl,

— — 0.
e — g ||l wee () =

Proof Let (tp)n € (Jto — £, to + €)' such that ¢, — t €lto — en, to + €p[. First
n o
|u, — T 0V, [us e ey = = || T oV, [ur,] = T oV, [u ey < Ki llue, — tellyeo gy
and by the triangle inequality, we obtain:

[ue = T 0 Ve [uel | ooy = Nt = welloo=lue, = T 0 Ve [ual | yoo gy = (1hn) e, — ellyyee ey -

Nevertheless by Lemma 6.7, Hut T 1o Ve, [ug HWOO(R) j> 0 because u; is the fixed point of
n—oo

T~1 oV, which is a continuous operator with respect to t hence |luy, — Utllyyoory — 0. O
n n—oo

Theorem 6.9 Let t,ty € [0, 1],

pr - PV¢¢0 Wﬁo(R) t—>—t(>)

Furthermore, for all x € R, k € N, t — 0%py,(z) € C®(R) and satisfies the following partial
differential equation:

o0tona) = 0t | (~o+ [ oel(s1as ) | @)

pvi —pv, 1
t—t th/,

Proof By setting u; :=

love = pvillwieey = 1= Ellloviue ey < 21 = 1l ove llwge gy - lsellwee -

By Corollary [6.8], ”Utuwﬁo(R = |]ut/HW€O(R), thus the right-hand side goes to zero proving the

claim.
For the second point, we notice that

th - pV¢7t0
ot = PVo,io Uto

= |[(ut — ugy)pv,, < 2™|lup — uy [lweo )l Pviy e, W (R)-
0 0

Weo(R) Wee(R)
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Since the RHS goes to zero as t — tg, uy, = —¢ + / Gdpy,, 0 and n is arbitrary, we conclude that,

R
z € R, t — py,(z) is differentiable at every t € [0,1] of derivative

™ () = — (oud)® (@) + () /R by ()

Since the above expression is again differentiable in ¢ (one deals with the integral by dominated
convergence theorem with the domination |¢(x)d;pv,(z)| < 2[|¢||% (1 + maxe(o,1] || tslloc) PV, 4, ()
for an arbitrary tp), we conclude that for all x € R, ¢ — py,(z) € C*(R).

Corollary 6.10 (Convergence of moments) Leth € N, t € [0,1] by denoting m(t,h) := / dpy,,
R

we have for all ty € [0,1]
m(t,h) e m(to, h).

Proof For all ¢ € [0,1], for all z € R, py,(z) < (1 4+ maxeo 1) [|usll)pv, ,, (2), hence by dominated
convergence theorem |m(t,h) —m(tg,h)] — 0. O
t—t/

7 Proof of Theorem [1.4]

7.1 Asymptotic expansion of the partition function for the Gaussian potential

The asymptotic behaviour of Zy [Viz] can be deduced from Mehta’s formula [Meh04, 17.6.7]

(277)1\//2 ﬁ M (78)

<
1T (14 —
()

This will allow us to use this formula in our interpolating integration formula to deduce the asymp-
totic expansion of log Zx[V;]. From the previous equation, we can deduce the asymptotic behaviour
of log Zx [Vi]. Tt is given by the following theorem:

Zn Vel =

Theorem 7.1 There exists a sequence (g)k>0 € RN, such that for all K >0,

K
— 9_ (K+1)
logZN Vo] = kz_: > ( ) (79)
with P log(l+ P 1 P+1 1 P
glzzfy——i-m—k—z log 1+; —log(1+-)——].
2 2 24 J J J
j>1

Above v denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Proof We first use (78]) to deduce

N
N log (27w aP P
logZN[Vg]:%—i- E F<1+W>—Nlogf<1+ﬁ>. (80)
a=1
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Let K > 0, using the Taylor series expansion of logI" around 1 (see [GR14) 8.342]), one has

—~NlogTD (1 > P — Z Ckk:_rll ):+1. (81)

where ¢ denotes the Riemann ¢ function. The second term in (80) can be estimated by using the

1
Weierstrass product formula for T

1 = z ;
—— =%z 1+ 2)e 82
i <10+ 5) (52

which is valid for any z € C. Hence we deduce that:

Zlogf (1 n E) - —i <’y<1 + %) +1log (1 n %) - SN(k:)>

N N
(N+1)P kP
i > log (1+ ~ +) Sn(k) (83)
k=1 k=1
= 1, kP 1 kP
where Sy (k) :== — Z [log <1 +-+ —) - = = —] By the Euler-Maclaurin formula, we have
= Nj/) J Nj
the following identity for any K > 0:
K+2

Zlog <1+—> / fa(t dt+z - (N’f DNy - ]%“‘1)(0))+R§§V+>2 (84)

r
where fy(x) := log <1 + %) and By is the k-th Bernoulli number. The remainder R%\L is

N -
defined by RA(KJZQ = (—1)K+! / ](VK+2) (t)wdt where By is the (K +2)-th Bernoulli

polynomial. By using the following bound on Bernoulli polynomials,

~ |
vz € 0,1],Vk > 0, |Bi(z)] < 2

(N)

where ( is the Riemann zeta function, Ry [, can be controlled by the following inequalities:

dt

2g(K+2)/ 5 () at _2g(K+2)/NPK+2 (K +1)!

’RK+2 (27T)K+2

(2m)K+2 NK+2< P >K+2
14 —t
N
2((K +2)(K +1)! PEH! /P du  _ O<N—(K+1))
- (27T)K+2 NE+1 0 (1 —|—u)K+2 - :
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Extracting the large N-behaviour in (84]) leads to
N P
Zlog <1 + —) =35 / log(1 + t)dt + By log(1 + P)
0
By, Pt 1 (K+1)
+ 2_: TV =2 (e - (N )

K
s ol )

where c_1 == (1 4+ P ) log(1+ P) — 1, ¢g := and for all k € [1, K],

=By (—P)* 1
k= k:(Jl;+1) <(1+P)k_1>'

Also by Fubini’s theorem, we get,

log(1 + P)
2

7=1 k=1 ‘7
+o0 N
N (N+1)P
= - {74‘ 5 +Z.9N,](k)}
j:l k=1

1 P
where gy j(z) = log <1 + ; + j—Na:> The first equality clearly shows that the RHS is a serie of

general term bounded by O (j_z), so it converges and justifies the application of Fubini’s theorem.
Again by Euler-Maclaurin formula, we get:

N N
1 P 1 P 1
ZQN,j(k):—/ log <1+ +t—> dt — = [l (1—1—;) — log <1+7>]
P 0 j o Nj 2 J J
K42

B (02 () () e o

(N)

where again the new remainder Ry, (j) can be controlled via

p o\ K+2
(K + 1)! —
(K +2) (N <NJ>
Ry ()] < W/o 1 P st
<1 + =+ t‘—>
J N

K+1 —(K+1) —(K+1)
(K +2) (P SR oL
(2m)K+2 \ Nj j j (Nj)E+
where O (] ! > depends on K and P but not on N. Hence we deduce that
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N 1

1 P 1 P+1 1
E:gN,j(k):_N/ 10g<1+ te >d8——[10g<1+;>—1g<1+ )]
k=1 0 J 2 J J

K —k —k
+Z (—kl(;)iBf;rl {<1 + ?) - (1 - %) } (Nlj)’f +0 ((]N) (K+1))

k=1

This leads to:

N 400 N N + 1 400 . K i
Sn(k) =3 [7 ZQNJ ] = <u§ N+ )N—k> L o)
k=1 Jj=1 7j=1 k=0

K
— N+ d N F 40 (N—<K+1>) (87)
k=0

where for all kK = —1,0... K, <u§k)> - € (Y(N*) and d_j € R. This establishes the existence of
3>

the asymptotic expansion of log Zx [Viz] up to O(N —(K +1)). Collecting the different terms, leads
to the formula for ¢;. O

7.2 Free energy of the model

Only, in this subsection, since the parameter P varies, we include the P-dependance of Zx[V] in
the notation and write Z£[V] instead.

Theorem 7.2 (Free energy formula for Gaussian Potential) Let P > 0, the free energy as-
sociated with the Gaussian potential is

1+P log(2 !
F(P):= Jim N~"log Z§ [2PVe] = —+Tlog(2P)+ Og; ™) 4 / logD (1 + Pz)dzr  (88)

0

As P goes to +00, we have:

3+ log2 1+ log?2 log P _1
F(P)=-P — log(2m) + —— P
(P = —p (FEE2) - L0824 pogiam) + B2 D4 0 (1) (59)
—N—P(N-1)
Proof By a change of variable, it holds that Z% [2PVg] = (\/ 2P> 28 [Vi] . Hence by
Mehta’s formula (78],
1+P log (2 !
F(P) := A}im N~tlog 2L [2PVg] = _+T log(2P) + w —l—/ logT' (1 + Px)dx.
—00 0

We can replace the last term by its asymptotic expansion so that

(P+1) 3P log(2m) — 1
log = -+ 2 12P

1
/ logI' (1 + Px)dx =
0

We used the classic formula to conclude

logP+O( )

B L _log(1+Pa:)—10g(27T) 1 1 _
logT'(1+Pz) = (14+Pz)log(14+Px)—1—Px 5 +12(1+Pw)+0 (1+Px)3)"
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7.3 Interpolation with general potential

We first establish the link between the 1-linear statistics and the partition function with general
potential and the one with Gaussian potential.

Lemma 7.3 Let Vi(z) =tV (z) + (1 — t)Vg(x) with t € [0,1]. We have

Zn[V]

lo
& Zn Vgl

1
~ N /0 V- V)Vt (90)

Proof By the fundamental theorem of calculus:

Z
log Z;V / 8y log Zn[Vi]dt = / dt /RN ;atvt ;)d
Since Z 0 Vi(z;) =N / (z)] dLy(x), where Ly is the empricial measure associated to
the external potential V4, it concludes the proof. O

Theorem 7.4 For all ¢ € ﬂkZOHk(]R), there exists a sequence (¢;)i>o € RN depending on ¢ and P
such that for all K > 0

K

1
(K+1)
N log Zn [VG,qs] = £ _N’ +0 (N )

The leading term cq is equal to the following expression:

/RVG’d)( r)duyg ,(z // log |z — yldpvg , (x)dpvg , (Y )+/Rl g(%) dpvg, , ().

The subleading term c1 can be written as

P log(1+P) 1 P+1 1 P
cl.—’y2+ 3 +2Z<log<l+ ; > log<1+j> j)

j>1
(@579)

1
0

Proof By Lemma [.3] and Theorem [Z.1], to establish the asymptotic expansion of Zy [V 4|, it
1
suffices to obtain the one for / (gb)ﬁ;‘”'t dt. By Theorem [5.2] we get
0

+ <@(2) o éz/_l {822) o é\/_lgb] >

] dt. (91)

VG 6.t R ery

1),
1 1 d, 1 K (1),Vg,er
Va, .t / Va,pe da 1 (9)
/0 <¢>LN dt = /0 HVG it dt + Z Na + /0 <<¢>£N Z Na dt.

a=1
Finally, we conclude that the last integral is a O (N —(K +1)) by (67) and the continuity on ¢ — P}/; i

1
obtained in Proposition[B.11l Furthermore, by collecting order 1 for log Zy [Vz] and / (Ve e (p)dt
0

for a = 1 in Theorem 5.2, we infer on the value ofc;. O
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8 Conclusion

This work adapted the analysis of the loop equations method to prove the existence of a N~!
asymptotic expansion for a general class of potential. This class include all potentials given by
22 + ¢ where ¢ is a smooth bounded function. An immediate continuation of this result would be to
extend it to more general confining potentials like 2% for example. Our method relied on new controls
on the equilibrium measures resulting from an energy minimization and entropy maximization. A
natural question would be to extend these ideas to more general interactions.

A Appendix: Lemmas and technical results

Lemma A.1 (Properties of the Hilbert transform)

i) As a consequence, m~'H is an isometry of L*(R), and H satisfies on L?(R) the identity H? =
2
—m<l.

ii) Derivative: For any f € HY(R), H[f] is also H'(R) and H[f]' = H[f'].
iii) For all p > 1, the Hilbert transform can be extended as a bounded operator H : LP(R) — LP(R).
i) Skew-self adjointness: For any f,g € L*(R), (H[f],9) 12r) = —{f, Hl9)) 12 (m)-

v) For all § > 0, for all f € L*(R) such that f' € L®(R), | H[fllcc < 0 IfIl1 + 26/ lo0)

Proof We refer to [Kin09] for the proofs of properties i)-iv). To prove v), let f be such a function,

/ f(y)dy +1im(/ f(y)dy“
e<lz—y|<s Y — =01 Jo<lo—yl<e—t Y —

The second term in the RHS can be bounded by 67| |1 (&) while the first term verifies
d — d
/ TWdy, fly) = f(2) / y
€ e<lz—y|<6 Y —

Sle—yl<s Y =T 20 eclay|<s| YT
The first term in the RHS can be bounded by 2§||f/||c while the second is equal to 0. This allows
to conclude. 0

[H[f1(2)] < lim

e—0

lim
e—0

dy + lim

e—0

We recall some results obtained in [DGM23].
Lemma A.2 Let u € L*(R) be such that [ u(t)dt exists and let f:t — tu(t) € H'(R) then

Hu)(z) ~ M.

|x|—o00 x

Moreover z'f/ u(t)dt =0, / f(t)dt exists and g : t — t>u(t) € HY(R), then
R R

- /R tu(t)dt

H[u] (‘T) ~ 2

|z| =00 T

As a consequence, we obtain that H[py](zx) —2~ 1 and the logarithmic potential UPY is Lips-

~Y
|z| =00

chitz bounded, with bounded derivative H|[py].
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Lemma A.3 Letn > 1, and h € H"(R),

1oV E=A] mn ) < C3(V,n)|[A]| n ).

with a constant C3(V,n), only depending on V and n. For the choice of potentiel V. = V4, for
¢ € C®(R) with ¢ € L2(R) for all k € N and t € [0,1], t = C3(Vy4,n) is a continuous function.
Moreover, for all h € H"(R) N W, °(R),

lovE=A]lgn®) < Cs5(Vin)[|Allwee m)

with a constant C5(V,n), only depending on V and n. The function t — C5(Vy,n) is also contin-
uous.

1
Proof We first prove that for all & > 0, h € — HF(R), there exists finite sets of indices ’Jﬁa,

pv
J; and ﬁf independent of V' and polynomials p§7171 ,p§7b7c’d, qﬁ’b’c ing,...0FD

independent of V' and of degree at most k, such that for all x € R,

, with coefficients

- k-1 k-1
=-1p " = Zps,l,lh(a) + Z Z PhpoiH [Pvplé,b,zgh(a)] IERE
a=0

a=0peJ%
k-1
k k k k k —_1
+Z Z Pap k1 | PVDap 2™ [pvpa,b,kﬁ%{’”%[pvpa,b,k,kh(a)” oo | @ ETHR
a=0pedf
k-1

k kK = k k k -
+ Z qb,271”H, {qub,zz: 1[h]} + ...+ Z qb,k_i_l’l’H [pvqb7k+1’2H |: OH |:,qub7k+1’k+1:‘ 1[h] :| .. ]

begh beIR 44 , ,
k

+ T]f,l + Z 7’5,2,17'1 [PVTl]f,zg} +.o.o+ Z Tt]f,kﬂ'l [PVTz]f,k,ﬂ'[[- M [PVTz]f,k,k} ]

beRk beRY
k-1

X <2P /R 1 [pvév—l[h]] vy — /R hdw>. (92)

We prove it by induction, where for n = 1 one just uses the definition of = for the initial case ie
— / s — / — —
(E—l[h]) —h— / hdpy — Z—V (E—l[h]) —2PH [pvz—l[h]} + 2P/ H [pvz—l[h]] dpy.
R \%4 R

For the induction step, use a bootstrap argument. Suppose ([02]) holds at rank k, then differentiate
— /
and replace (E_l[h]) by the RHS of the above relation to show that (92) holds at rank &k + 1.
Now, by the Leibniz formula, for all k& € [0, n], it holds that

k .
= =5 (G

=0

UK

(1]



Furthermore by ([@2), by using successively that 7=1H is an isometry of L?(R), inequality (28] and
Jensen’s inequality, we obtain:

—_ k
max [ (o= ()™ @)l < O3Vl

with C3(V,n) given by
Cg(v,n) = C(n)

o) : .
,0%/ Z)1931,1),1,1“ +”T0H<13§2U2a\ max <HPV v, b,2,1H Hpvpfz,b,2,2”oo> +

X max < ¢ max
i<k<n 0<a<i

e k—i) 4 ; 1/2
+ i’ max |7} o] max (HP% Z)PZ,b,z‘,l LOH ”PVPZ,b,i,l”oo) +C¢ HPV q 1H oy, / lloo

0<a<t bej

1/2

+cmaz\maprv qb,mH oy ah 2 2lloo 3/l + -

k—i) 1/2
e anvqulnmnpv thisrieloolloy

oo

+ Cem'|Jiyq | max
ISR

(k—i)
VPV loo + || max ||Pv i a1l lVAVTE2 110 +

PV
+ 2w oo (142PrC) I, 7

i—1
0 ma ff rb,z,lumﬂupvrb,z,lHoourpm,z,zuoo]} (93)

1=2
For the second inequality, if h € H™(R) NWS°(R), we use the fact the same inequalities but we use
. 2 .
the following integrals at the end / <pfl7b7i7lh(“)pv(t)) dt < ”hHIz/Voo(R) / (p’, .:10v,)2dt. This leads
R ¢ R

to
lovE= A @) < C5(Vin)l1hllwee r)

with C5(V,n) given by

C5(V, n) = C(n)
(ki)

Py i
—PZ,b,l,lx/PV
pv

. . ~i (k—1) 4 i
X max < ¢ max 447 max |J4 | max <H \/ +
z’<k<n{ 0<a<i 0§a<i| 2’“|bejga Pv. Pap21 oo” PVPap 22l

o
+ it

i—1
- I1 Hpvpz,i,luoourpvp;,i,Aroo)

max |J max H
0<a<7,’ za‘ ( pV pa,z,l

+Ce ||p g, HPle/2+C£7T!dz\maX PRl upv/ Gh2.2ll00 +
o0

k—i) 4 ; 1/2 4
< ”qz,,z-H,IHOOH v Ghisnallooll ol G i1 41 oo
=2

+ O’ (33| max
b

(k—i)

p .
+2 (1 2Pallpy L2 Ce) (ks =o—Vav ey + wlblmas o~ e Vv e +

e e =l TT vkl 77 ) } (04)

=2
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The fact that ¢ — C;(Vg4,n) is shown in Appendix [Bl O

/ —_—
Remark A.4 With 6 = Z—V, :=E71[f] and ¢ := / (2PH [pvg] — f) duy we have
% R

g =f—0g—2PH[pyg] +c
9" =—0f + [ —2PH[pv ]+ (6> — 0) g+ 2P0 [pvg] + AP*H [pvH [pv 9]
+ (=0 —2PH[pv]) e

g® = (6% —20") f — 0f + [+ 2P0 [py f] — 2PH [pv0f] — 2PH [pv '] + 4P°H [pv'H [pvf]}
+[(62 = 0) = (67— 00)| g + 2P (6> — 20') Hlpv g] — AP*6H [ov HIpv g]] + AP*H [pv M [pv ]
+ 4P*H [pyH [pvbg]] — 8P*H [W’H[pv’H [pv gl ]]

+ ((92 —20) + 2POH[py] — 2PH[pv 0] + AP*H [pvﬁ[pv]} )c

B Integrability of the constants

B.1 Parameter continuity of norms of certain functions

In this appendix, we work with V = Vi 4, t € [0,1] and ¢ € Nk>oH*(R). We will show, that the
constant C;(Vg, 4+, 1) appearing in our problem, see Theorem 14}, Theorem A5 and I8 will be
continuous in ¢ hence integrable on [0, 1]. In this section, we denote for all ¢ € [0, 1],

PVg
oy = ,—’d”t and 0; :=

pVG,¢,t PVG,(M

/
PVa o

First of all, by Theorem [6.9] the map ¢ — [|pv; , , |lwee(r) is continuous for all n € N. This allows
to conclude that

Lemma B.1 Let t,ty € [0,1], for alln € N,

H - —
H [pVG"N pVG’d”tO] Wee(R) t—to

Proof We prove it by induction and use Lemma [A.1] and Theorem For n = 0, we know that
there exists C' > 0, such that:

Hovose = Prsiial|| . < € (1verne = Pione | 1y T 1V = Pl o)

LY(R)
By Scheffé’s lemma, the L' norm goes to zero and by Theorem goes also to zero as t goes to tg.

Now suppose that — 0 for some n > 0. We have that

[pVG,¢,t - PVG,(NO]

Weo(R) t—to
(n+1) (n+1) (n+1) (n+1) (n+2) (n+2)
HH PVaor — VG,WO] <c <”PVG ot PVasi, LR HPVG ot PVas, l[oo)-
Since for all x € R, pg; +¢11 (x) goes to zero and we have the following domination by Leibniz formula
@50
( n+1
n+1)
PV ()] < (14 e [l v, Z\pmm

By dominated convergence theorem, the L'-norm goes to zero and the last term also trivially goes
to zero by theorem O
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Secondly, we can set My, ,, (see Lemma[LJ) equal to any value M such that

M > e (14 16/ + 20 s [0 D2 (16 + 2P s [l ) )

We choose such a M, it is well-defined because of Lemma [B.1l
Lemma B.2 For allt € [0,1], for alli,j € N, for all |x| > M,

/ (@)

P . Cy. O .
Ve.ot (ZE)‘ >1 and ‘ —p,VG"’)'t (x)”‘ < 52-,0—0’? + 2’2].
PVa ot PV ot P |z

for constants C; ; > 0 independent of t.

o
Proof Let z € R, —%(m) = x +t¢'(x) + 2PH[pv, , J(x). Thus if 2] > M,
Va, .t ”

PV ()

L (4) 2 1+ (|6 — 116 (0)]) + 2P <smax oy oo — m[pvc,d),t](xn) =1

€[0,1]

For the second point, one notices by differentiation and (I7) that there exists polynomials Py with
coefficients independent of ¢ such that

(pv% ) 0 . Z Pi (16 (2), - 1000 (@), Hlpve, (@), M [l ] (@)
- k=1 (x +t¢/ (x) + 2PH[pVG,¢,t](x))k+1 .

/
PVt

Furthermore, since |z] > 2 (||¢/||sc 4+ 2P max;e(o 1) ||,H[pVG7¢7t]||oo) we have

/ = (L=l 2]
2+t () + 2PHpve, (@) = 5+ (7 16w — 2P macc [Hlpvi]lle ) > 5
Finally, the whole dependence in ¢ and x of the numerator are in the entries which are bounded
uniformly in ¢ and z, we can conclude that each numerator in the sum is bounded by a constant

PVg,s.
/

i)
Ck > 0. We can conclude that ‘ ( > (ZE)‘ < 4imaxy<; Ck|z| 72, raising to the power j leads

p Va,¢.t
to the conclusion. O

Lemma B.3 The map t — ||,0‘_,; ¢t||Loo([_M7MD s continuous.

Proof Let x € [-M, M],

-1
- _ Stur () pvg, 4, () lutlloollovg , , Ilzoe((—as,0m)
|pVG,¢,t($) 1 pVG,¢>,t0 (33) 1| — G,d,tg < t G,,tg
pVG,¢,t0 ($)IOVG,¢>,7:($) (1 - |5t|Hut||oo)
Taking the supremum over = € [—M, M| and let ¢ goes to ty establishes the result. O

Now it remains to bound the L? or L> norms of the functions f(i)yG»d%t and IX @t appearing in

Theorem E.14] and I8

Lemma B.4 ¢ — HIXG’d”tHOO for all a € {1,2} is continuous where UAGRET defined in (B2).
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Proof Let z > 0, t,ty € [0,1], by the mean-value theorem and with wu; defined in Section [ we get

T4 () — 2,4 (@) = ¥/+°°pw<s>ds _ ;/“%M (5)ds
pVG@,t (l‘) T o pVG,¢,t0 (:E) T oo
1 +oo 1+ Stuy(s)
— ds |- 0 S) g
B PVt (z) /m PVG.o.t (s)ds ' 1+ otug(x)
|6t]

+o0

= Vo @ (1 = [5t][[ur]]0) /x PVa. .t (s)ds |ui(s) — ui(z)|
|02 [ [l 0 1

— (L= 10t lutlloo) PV 6.4 ()

1

pVG,¢,t0 (:E)
since, in (@5), 6t goes to zero and ¢ — [luy[lyyeo(r) is bounded.
This can be proven by integration by parts

1 too 1 PVe.o.
/ (3 - ‘T)pVG,(p,tO (S)ds = [ 7 2o (S)pVG,¢,tO (S)S]
X

PVa,é.io (z) PVa,g.io (z) PV oo

+00
[ =D (s @)

+0o0
One thus concludes by showing that x €]0, +oo[— / (s = @)pvg 4, ($)ds is bounded,

+oo

1 ool p p ’
Vi \%.
_ 7/ &(3) + ﬂ (s)s PVt (s)ds.
pVG,¢,tO (:E) x pVG,zzb,to pVG,¢>,t0

The first term in the right hand side is bounded, while by assumption v), the last term is a

il R FACETG DA N / el ).
pVG@’tO(JE) . T—+00 S r——+00 pVG@’to(l‘) T S

Again by an integration by parts, the last integral in the remainder is equal to

PVa.o.tg (x) 1 +o0 PVa,é.io (3)
o (2 + 0 N 72618 .
pVG,¢,tO (117)33 r—~00 IOVG,¢>,t0 (33) z S

Since pvy , i 18 decreasing in a neighborhood at infinity the last remainder is a o (1) while the
1Py T—r+00

+0o0
first is behaves like 72 at infinity. Finally, z — L(x) / PVt (s)ds is bounded by the

PVa..t
same exact technique.
Doing the same thing over | — 0o, 0] establishes that ¢ — HIY 9! & is continuous.
Just as before, we get by the mean-value theorem,

(1 4 dtuy(s))?

B - @ < L [ S
S, @ s (1 St () P

5 2 oo (s)ds ' — 1'
G,o,tg

o2+ o) 1 2

< - .

S (R 7 S e 9 MG e
1

+o00
We conclude by showing that = € [0, +oo[— / (S=2)PVe 40 (5)?ds is bounded which

2
pVG,¢,t0 (:E)
can again be proven by the same integration by parts and by doing the exact same thing on | — oo, 0].
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Therefore by the fact that

2 V. 2
0 < |15 % = I, 1 < 1 (B) = (1,5%) oo =2 0
we conclude that ¢ — ||Z, G ot |loc is continuous. O
/
PV,

Next, we show that any polynomial in 6; := and its derivatives yield a continuous dependance

) PVG 4.1
in t.

Lemma B.5 Let P a polynomial in 60, ... ,9§k) for some k > 0 with coefficients independent of t,
let I € N then then the two following maps are continuous:

(i) t 5 1P (B, 00 o (ot
k
(i) t I/oVh, PO 00) )

k
(iii) t — ||pVG¢tP(0t,...,0§ ))HLOO(R)

Proof Proving these continuity results for any monomial in those variables is enough. Furthermore,

since by continuity x € [-M, M| — 9,@ is bounded for all ¢ < k, thus this monomial in (Qéi))ogigk

converges uniformly to the monomial in (eg))ogigk as t goes to ty. The arguments are that the
product of two bounded, uniformly converging sequences of functions converges to the product

of the limits and that for all i > 0, 9,@ (x) — Hg)(x) = 6t (z) — 2PH [p%%m - p%wo]
The latter, when taking the supremum over z € [—M, M], goes to zero by Lemma [B.Il This

establishes (7). Furthermore, notice that (7i) implies (ii) since || pvéétP (0r,...,00) | LoR) =

I pVGMP <0t, .. g(k ) HlL/oZ ®) and P is arbitrary so we only prove (iii). Moreover since by Faa

di Bruno’s formula py = exp(log pvg , t)(l) can be written as Q( .00 )) py where Q is a
polynomial with coefﬁments independent of ¢, it suffices to prove the result for [=0.
For all i € N, we have 912 )( ) = —dior — tp D (z) — 2PH [p(z) t]. Noticing that by Leibniz

formula and the mean value theorem that for all j € N, for all 0 < a < 1

xijG,¢,t0 (:E)

a ( (1 + Stuy(x)™ — 1(

:EijG@,t (:E)a - ':UijG,qb,to (:E)a‘ <

|6t maxseo,1] [|ws|lwee r)

a7 = 0, @
o0

(1 — |0t] max (o 1) HUSHW[’O(R)>
where the existence of the max is justified by Corollary Taking the supremum over z € R and
let ¢ goes to to shows that ¢ — (z — 27py, oi(T )*) € L>(R) is continuous. By boundedness and
continuity with respect to the ¢ parameter of ¢ — ¢(i+1) ( )+ 2PH [p%,é,t], we deduce that for all
1 € Nand a > 0,

108 Vs (@) = 049111y (@)l 7 0

N\ Ui
From this last uniform convergence result, we show that by taking a monomial Hf:o <0t(2)> such

l;

that ZZ " oli = m, we deduce that ,OVG¢tHZ 0 <0(2) = Hl 0( ‘ W) , as a product of
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bounded, uniformly converging t-sequences of functions, it converges uniformly. This concludes the
proof. O

Lemma B.6 (Continuity of uniform norms) Forallj € {1,2,3,5,6}, t — Hfifl ;/§¢t|’Loo([_M’M]c)

15 continuous where we recall that
)Va, a —a b
s o v Qh (01, 01) (@ar(@) P (0, . 0 (@),

(a) sgn(z)oo
Q. (et,...,et )(x) / [atPIf‘“ (%___7a§b>)]’(y)pvcy¢yt(y)dy,

)V,
fla A

PVt (T) J
fl 9. ot o Q, (9;,‘/G¢1(9i‘;)> (z) Sgr;(x)ooat(y)zpbla (at, B ,agb)> v (4 1/2’
P i <9pvf(;> o 57)00113;%% o) W) v W)y,
FOSEES o <9pvf;;> ") Sg7)w\Pé—“<at, )W) ey N

xT

Proof First, one can check that, from Lemma T3] f VGM(J;) = O (27! forall t € [0,1].

ni,a,b
’ |z| =00
Noticing that since a(z) = (—z — t¢'(x) — ZPH[pVG@’t](a:))_ = A(z)~!, there exists n > 0 and a
polynomial expression P with coefficients independent of ¢ such that

P (x—l, te',...,to®), PHlpvy , ), =PH[”(VI€G_,¢1,1]>
(L+t/(z)z~! + 2PH[pv , ) (z)z= )"

f(l)va,¢>,t (:1:) —

ni,a,b

In the above expression, the numerator must be a | IO (z=1). We conclude from this closed form,
T|—0o0

that fn af¢ * converges uniformly to fn abG’MO when ¢ goes to tg on [—M, M]°. Indeed, fnl ;/f ot
is a bounded rational function such that the denominator is bounded from below umformly in t

(see Lemma [B.2)) and such that both the numerator and denominator converges uniformly. Thus,
t [l

n1,a,b HLoo( [—M,M]e) 18 continuous.

We only prove the continuity of ¢ — Hfgl ;/f ol Lo ([—M,M]e) in the case j = 5, since the same argu-

ments also prove the cases j € {2,3,6}. Since PV 6.0 (@) =PV 40 (@) < 168 maxsepo 1) [|uslloolpve 40, (2)
and that the following map is uniformly bounded in ¢ € [0,1] and « > M

O
PVa, et (‘r) / ‘ b (at7 s O )(y) pVG,¢,tO (y) Y,

gt - T —

T

we can just show that g; converges uniformly to ty as ¢t goes to t3. Moreover since

maxseo,1] s |l o
1 — [0t maxeo,1) [[us]oo

|pVG,¢,t($)_1 ~ PVa,s.io (33)_1| < |ét] PVa. .t (33)_1,
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PVa, st

it is enough to show the uniform convergence for gt- One can also notice that, for constants

PVt
(o and Cp 4 independents of ¢,

QL (Ht, . ,Hga)) (2)] < Clqlz['™®  and ‘Pg_“(at, . agb))(y) < Craplz| =9,

Finally, by writing |$7(17G)Q2 <9t, . ,Hga)) (z)| as polynomial in z~ 1, ¢+ (z) and H[p% . J for

¢ >0 and a;l_“Plf_“(at, e ,aﬁb))(az) as a rational function in those same variables, we conclude that
these functions converge uniformly towards the same functions at ¢¢. Therefore

“+oo

l—a d
_(l_a) 1 (a) X / PVG,@tO (y) Y l—a pl—a (b)
T Qe Oty....0 x P %ay,...,«
(t ' >( )pvc;,¢,to (@) J e + )

converges uniformly to the same functions at ty. This establishes the proposition. ([l

Lemma B.7 (Continuity L?-norms) For all j € [1,4], the maps t — Hfm a§¢t|’L2([—M,M]C) are

continuous where

sgn(x)oo

/ [ath’“_“ (Oém ‘e ,aﬁb)ﬂ/ (y)ﬂvg,¢,t(y)2dy

xT

1/2

Qu (01,6 (@)

f(4)7VG,¢,t
pVG,¢,t (l‘)

wap

(97)

1),Va, 6t
n1,a,b

Proof For the continuity of ¢ — ||f "Il 2=, 0)e), We use dominated convergence theorem.

(1 VG¢t

Since, we showed uniform convergence and that Hfm b

for all z € [-M, M]°,

| oo (= a1,017¢) < +00, we conclude that

(1):Va, 0, (1),Va.e,
TG @) o 5 )2
The domination follows from the fact fnl ;/ bG P(x) = | |O (r=2) and that all the dependance in t is
xr|—00

bounded, hence there exists a constant C,, 4 > 0 independent of ¢ such that, for all z € [-M, M]°
and all ¢ € [0, 1],

1)V, C
s @) < .
x
), Ve (1)Va,¢,
This establishes that Hfm af¢’ ot | L2([= a1, 017¢) —g ”anbG(p 0 | 22 (=, M) -

3),Va, ot
ni,a,b

We now establish the continuity for ¢ — ||f "l L2(j= a1, 0]e), the case j € {2,4} is done with

the exact same arguments. We want to use dominated convergence theorem, for (fﬁli)’;/bc"”'t) . The
latter, when t —> to € [0,1], also converges uniformly since it is uniformly bounded and that we

proved that fn afd’ " converges uniformly. It just remains to verify the domination hypothesis. By

Lemma 13, we know that a(y)?P" ¢ <o¢t, . ,agb)> (y)? = | ‘O (y~2(m—at1D)) We conclude by
y|—o0
Lemma [B.2] that there exists a constant Cy,, 45 > 0 such that for all y > M,

ni1—a b CTL 7CL,b
at(y)2pb1 (Oét,...,()ég )) (y)2 < W.
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Similarly ‘QZ” <9t,...,9§a)) (y)z‘ < Cpyalz|?™~9) for all y > M and for Cy, . > 0 a constant
independent of ¢ and y. Finally, we get the following domination for an arbitrary tg and all y > M

om <9t, . ,0@) ()2 *°

PVa, gt ()

ni—a b
() P (a0 (0)20v . ()2 dy

T

Cnl,a‘xlz(m_a) /+OO Cryap(l+ maXse(o,1] ||USHOO)PVG,¢¢O (y)dy
 PVa, (z)(1 - maxXseio,1] 1uslloo) Ja y2m—atl) .

The RHS is in L!([M, +oo]) by integration by parts as it was done in the proof of Lemma [B.4 We
conclude by doing the same on | — oo, —M]. O

Proposition B.8 With the choice of potential Vi, the following map is continuous

Ce 0.1 (CE L ). CE L W) O 0 51 1)

n

Proof By recalling the expression of those constants in ({47), (57)), (64]), since in this appendix, all
the building blocks in these constants were shown to be continuous we can conclude. O

B.2 Parameter-continuity of C, and Ky, o

In [DGM23][App. A], the authors showed that for a general potential V', the operator A considered
as an unbounded operator on H has the same spectrum as the Schrédinger operator S : D(S) —
L?(R),defined by

S:=—-A+wy with D(S):= {u e H'(R),uV' € L*(R), —u" + wyu € L2(R),/ u(x)dx = 0}
R
and

1/1 1 1
wy =g <§V'2 = V" +2PV'"H[py] — 2PH[py] + 2P2H[PV]2> =3 [(IH pv)" + 5(ln PV)Q] - (98)
Since Cr = A (A)~Y2 = A\(S)"1/2 by Theorem E3, we just have to show that when choosing
the potential V = Vi 4+, the t-dependent Schrodinger operator S; with potential wyy, ,, produces a
continuous smallest eigenvalue A1 (S;). Before that, we recall the essential material for manipulating
St.

Proposition B.9 The map t — Cr, = M\ (S;)~Y? is continuous.

Proof First for all t > 0, A\1(S;) > 0. Secondly, we have the following equalities:

FEy= min (u,St|u = inf u/2+/u2w .

= min Sl = ot [ @R [ e,
llull2=1 lulla=1

From the previous section wy,, converges uniformly to wy, ,, when t' goes to t. Hence for all

t,t' €[0,1], u € CX(R) with [Jullz =1

/(u,)2+/‘u2’lUVG7¢7t _/(ul)2+/u2wv;,
R R R R

"2 2, t "2 2
hence supullecllgo(R) | [p(W)? + [putwh — [p(u))? + [ uPwy,
ull2=1
form convergence is enough to ensure convergence of infinimums we get the result. O

< lwvg ., — wv, |l L)

goes to zero as t’ goes to t. Since uni-
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We know prove the continuity of the constant Ky, ,, introduced in Theorem 2.3]

Lemma B.10 The following map is continuous

t— KVG,¢,t = 2P||H[pVG,¢,t]||OO +C+ P‘ //IR2 log |z — y|d:uVG,¢>,t (':U)dluVG,qb,t(y)

for C some fized constant.

Proof We already proved the continuity of the map t — [H[pv,, Jllz®) in Lemma [B.1 so it
just remains to show that the double integral is continuous with respect to t. We prove this by
dominated convergence theorem. The function (z,y) +— log|z — ylpv, ,,(T)pves,,(y) converges
almost everywhere to

(@, y) = log |z — ylpvg 4.0 (@)PVG 4.0 (V)

as t goes to tg. Furthermore we have the following domination (z,y)-almost everywhere

108 2 — 31|01t (21,0, () < (108 2 i (14 e sl (2 01y ()

This allows us to conclude on the continuity of ¢ — Ky, ,. O

Proposition B.11 The map t — P}/{G,’f’t where Px’k appears in ([G7) is integrable on [0,1].

—~_1 —~_1 —~—1

Proof By the bounds on |||Z; ‘HH, =1 H‘W‘X’ and m@(“) o=y H‘Woo for 0 < i < mgy in

Theorem E.14] .15 and [£.17] plus the continuity results of Appendix [Bl we conclude on the finitness
1pVaee.t

of [P} dt. O
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