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Abstract

The eigenvalue spectrum of the sum of large random matrices that are mutually “free”, i.e.
randomly rotated, can be obtained using the formalism of R-transforms, with many applications
in different fields. We provide a direct interpretation of the otherwise abstract additivity property
of R-transforms for the sum in terms of a deterministic dynamical evolution of “particles” (the
eigenvalues), interacting through two-body and higher-body forces, generalizing the usual Coulomb
interaction. We extend our result to product of free matrices.

One of the most exciting recent developments in Random Matrix Theory is the concept of “freeness”,
which generalizes independence for non-commuting random objects, like matrices [1, 2, 3]. In a nutshell,
two large symmetric random matrices A and B are said to be free if their eigenbasis are “as different”
as possible. More formally, if one chooses a basis such a A is diagonal, then B is free if it can be written
as ODO⊤, where D is a diagonal matrix and O a random orthogonal matrix, chosen uniformly over
the rotation group. In that sense, free matrices are maximally non-commuting, whereas A and B would
instead commute if their eigenbasis coincide (up to a permutation).

In general, the eigenvalues of the sum of two non-commuting matrices – say A and B – cannot be
simply characterized in terms of the eigenvalues of each of these matrices. But when one considers free
symmetric matrices of large sizes, the distribution of the eigenvalues of the sum can be exactly computed
when the distribution of eigenvalues of A and B are known. More precisely, one relies on a generalisation
of the log-characteristic function for classical random variables called the R-function in the context of
free matrices, which is additive when A and B are free, i.e. RA+B(z) = RA(z) + RB(z), where the
coefficient of the expansion of RA(z) (resp. RB(z)) in powers of z define the free cumulants κn of the
matrix A (resp. B) – see e.g. [3, 2, 4] and below. In other words, free cumulants are additive, exactly
as usual cumulants are additive when one deals with sums of independent random variables. Similar
results hold for products of free matrices, i.e. the eigenvalue spectrum of

√
BA

√
B can be obtained

from those of A and B. These properties have proven to be extremely useful in a host of different fields,
from physics to telecommunication, machine learning, ecology and finance, see e.g. [3, 5, 6, 7, 4, 8] for
various examples and reviews.

The aim of this work is to interpret the additivity property of R-transforms in terms of effective
dynamical equations at the level of individual eigenvalues. Such an interpretation is well-known in the
case where B is a Wigner matrix, i.e. a symmetric N ×N matrix where all entries Bij are IID random
variables with zero mean and a finite variance σ2/N , such that only the second free cumulant κB

2 is non
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zero. In this case, the eigenvalues of A + B can be obtained as the solutions of the following “Dyson
Brownian motion” equations computed at fictitious time t = 1:

dλi =

√

2σ2

N
dWi +

σ2

N

∑

1≤j 6=i≤N

dt

λi − λj
, (i = 1, . . . , N), (1)

where λi(t = 0) = λA

i are the eigenvalues of A and dWi are independent normalized Wiener noises.
In the following, we generalize these equations of motion for matrices B with arbitrary free cumulants

κB
n . More precisely we introduce a continuous sequence of random matrices t 7→ M(t) = A+

√
tB, with

corresponding random eigenvalues λ1(t) < . . . < λN (t). We then prove that the effective evolution
equations of these eigenvalues reads, in the N → ∞ limit

dλi = F (t, λi(t))dt+ o(1), (i = 1, . . . , N), (2)

with

F (t, λi) =

+∞
∑

n=1

κB

n

n t
n−2
2

2Nn−1

∑

e1,...,en−1 6=i
p.d.

1
∏n−1

j=1 (λi − λej )
(3)

where the sum runs over all indices 1 ≤ e1, . . . , en−1 ≤ N that are pairwise distinct (denoted “p.d.”
henceforth) and different from i. Note that such an equation of motion involves n-body “forces” with
n ≥ 2, whereas the standard case Eq. (1) only contains two body forces, identical to the term n = 2
in Eq. (3) with κB

2 = σ2. Furthermore, these n-body forces are non-potential, i.e. cannot be written
as −∂iV ({λj}) where V is a function of the position of all eigenvalues, except the two-body force which
corresponds to the well-known Coulomb gas V ({λj}) = −∑

i<j log |λi − λj | [9]. Note also that we have
refrained from adding the random contribution generalizing the Brownian term in Eq. (1). Such a term
also vanishes when N → ∞, but is quite subtle and only makes sense when B is infinitely divisible in a
free sense [10]. We will come back to this issue in a later publication.

Let us first show how this effective dynamical equation of individual eigenvalues recovers the stan-
dard additivity of R-transforms for free matrices. We will then explain how Eq. (3) emerges from
standard perturbation theory from Quantum Mechanics [11], that can be resummed to all orders when
the perturbation is free.

The basic object that is needed is the Stieltjes transform of the density of eigenvalues (also called the
normalized trace of the resolvent), defined as

g(z) :=
1

N

N
∑

j=1

1

z − λj
(4)

for an arbitrary matrix with eigenvalues λj , and with z ∈ C. The R-transform is then obtained as [3, 2, 4]

R(g(z)) := z − 1

g(z)
, (5)

such that its expansion in powers of g defines the free cumulants κn such that R(g) =
∑+∞

n=0 κn+1g
n.

Now, in order to prove our main result Eq. (2), we will first obtain a generalization of the Burgers
equation that describes the evolution of the Stieltjes transform of M(t) = A+B(t) where B is a Wigner
matrix. We denote as gM(z, t) the Stieltjes transform of M(t) evaluated at z, and similarly for R-
transforms. Then, from that additivity of R-transforms (i.e. RM(t) = RA+RB(t)) when A and B(t) are
free and using the methods of characteristics, one obtains (see proof in SI, Sec. 1)):

∂tgM(z, t) = −∂tRB(gM(z, t), t)∂zgM(z, t). (6)

Note that when B(t) is a Wigner matrix of variance σ2t, one has RB(g, t) = σ2tg and one recovers the
well-known Burgers equation for gM(z, t), namely (see e.g. [12, 13, 4])

∂tgM(z, t) = −σ2
gM(z, t)∂zgM(z, t). (7)
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In the following we will set B(t) =
√
tB such that κ

B(t)
n = tn/2κB

n . Now since

∂zgM = − 1

N

N
∑

e0=1

1

(z − λe0)
2
, (8)

where λe0 are the eigenvalues of M(t), one can write the right hand side of Eq. (6) as

−∂tRB(gM, t)∂zgM =

+∞
∑

n=0

dκ
B(t)
n+1

dt
(gM)n

1

N

N
∑

e0=1

1

(z − λe0 )
2

=

+∞
∑

n=1

κB

n t
(n−2)/2 n

2Nn

∑

e0,...,en−1
p.d.

1

(z − λe0)
2

1
∏n−1

k=1 (z − λek )
, (9)

where we have assumed that when N → +∞, all ei’s are distinct. The key now is to use the Lemma 1,
shown in SI, Sec. 2), such that we can finally obtain

∂tgM(z, t) = −∂tRB(gM, t)∂zgM =
1

N

∑

e0

1

(z − λe0 )
2
F (λe0 , t), (10)

where F (λe0 , t) is given by Eq. (3). Hence, introducing the time dependent density of eigenvalues ρ(λ, t),
and dropping unnecessary indices, one can write:

∂tg =

∫

∂tρ(λ, t)

z − λ
dλ = −

∫

λ

∂λ(ρ(λ, t)F (λ, t))

z − λ
dλ, (11)

where we have used Eq. (10) and integrated by parts the last term. Since this equality is true for all z,
we deduce that the time evolution of the eigenvalue density is given, for N → ∞, by the following Euler
equation

∂tρ(λ, t) = −∂x [ρ(λ, t)F (λ, t)] , (12)

which can be interpreted as the time evolution of the density of “particles” the position of which evolve
according to λ̇ = F (λ, t). This proves our central result, Eq. (2). As an additional check, one can take
the t → ∞ limit of Eq. (2) where the eigenvalues λi should behave asymptotically as

√
tλB

i . Substituting
into Eq. (2), we find that the following equation should be satisfied when si = λB

i :

si =

+∞
∑

n=0

κB

n+1

n+ 1

Nn

∑

s1,...,sk 6=i
p.d.

1
∏n

k=1(si − sk)
. (13)

Multiplying both sides by (z−si)
−1, summing over i and setting si = λB

i leads, after a few manipulations,
to zgB(z)− 1 = gB(z)RB(gB(z)), which indeed coincides with the definition of the R-transform in terms
of the Stieltjes transform g(z), Eq. (5).

Let us now give an interpretation of the (fictitious) dynamical evolution of the eigenvalues, Eq. (3)
from the point of view of perturbation theory, treating

√
tB as small when t → 0. The eigenvalues of

M(t) = A+
√
tB can be expanded as [11]:

λi =
t→0

λA

i +
√
tµ

(1)
i + tµ

(2)
i + · · ·+ tk/2µ

(k)
i + o(tk/2), (14)

with

µ
(1)
i = 〈i|B |i〉 , µ

(2)
i =

∑

k 6=i

〈k|B |i〉2

λA

i − λA

k

, (15)

µ
(3)
i =

∑

k1,k2 6=i

〈i|B |k1〉 〈k1|B |k2〉 〈k2|B |i〉
(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)

− 〈i|B |i〉
∑

1≤k 6=i≤N

| 〈i|B |k〉 |2
(λA

i − λA

k )2
, (16)

and more and more complicated expressions as k increases (µ
(4)
i is given in the SI, Sec. 3)). The bra-kets

〈a|, |a〉 denote the unit eigenvectors ofA, respectively associated with the eigenvalues λA
a . More generally,
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as shown in the third point of the SI, µ
(j+1)
i includes only sums of fractional terms where the numerator

is the product of j matrix elements of B, and the denominator is of the form (λA

i − λA

k1
) . . . (λA

i − λA

kj
),

where λA

k1
, . . . , λA

kj
are eigenvalues of A different from λA

i . The contribution from the case where the λA

ka

are distinct is of the form
∑

k1,...,kj

p.d.

〈i|B |k1〉 〈k1|B |k2〉 . . . 〈kj |B |i〉
(λA

i − λA

k1
) . . . (λA

i − λA

kj
)

. (17)

Now, averaging over the random rotation defining the eigenbasis of B, one finds E
[

µ
(1)
i

]

= 0 and

E

[

µ
(2)
i

]

=
κ2(B)

N

∑

1≤k 6=i≤N

1

λA

i − λA

k

, E

[

µ
(3)
i

]

=
κ3(B)

N2

∑

k1,k2 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)
, (18)

and more generally, the contribution to E

[

µ
(j+1)
i

]

from the case where the λA

ka
are distinct is

κj+1(B)

N j

∑

k1,...,kj

p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
) . . . (λA

i − λA

kj
)
, (19)

which follows from a beautifully simple formula for the free cumulants obtained in [14] (see also [15]):

E [〈b1|B |b2〉 〈b2|B |b3〉 . . . 〈bj−1|B |bj〉] ∼
N→+∞

κj(B)

N j−1
(20)

when the integers 1 ≤ b1, ..., bj ≤ N are pairwise distinct and B is a rotationally invariant random
matrix.

Now, we show in the fourth point of the SI that the perturbation expansion Eq. (14) is the exact
solution of our dynamical system Eq. (2) when t → 0 up to order t2, i.e. including up to the contribution

E

[

µ
(4)
i

]

. Furthermore, one can convince one-self that there is indeed a term corresponding to Eq. (19)

when expanding the solution of Eq. (2) to order t(j+1)/2. We have however not been able to show directly
that the solution of Eq. (2) exactly reproduces perturbation theory to all orders in

√
t, although there

should be a smart way to do it since the additivity of R-transforms can also be proven by re-summing
the expansion of the Stieltjes transform of A+B in powers of B, see e.g. [4, 8] and SI.

Finally, let us mention that a dynamical system analogous to Eq. (3) can be constructed to interpret
the product of free matrices and the multiplicativity of “S-transforms”. In this case, the “velocity”
F (λi, t) corresponding to the matrix

√

B(t)A
√

B(t) reads:

F (t, λi) = λi

+∞
∑

n=0

dζ
B(t)
n

dt

1

Nn

∑

e1,...,en 6=i
p.d.

n
∏

j=1

λej

(λi − λej )
, (21)

where the ζ
B(t)
n are defined through the series expansion of the S-transform: logSB(t)(z) = −

∑

n ζ
B(t)
n zn.

In the case where B(t) is a Wishart matrix of parameter t, such that B(0) = I, one has SB(t)(z) =
(1 + tz)−1 (see e.g. [4], chapter 15) and hence

dζ
B(t)
n

dt
=

{

(−t)n−1 if n ≥ 1,

0 if n = 0.
(22)

In conclusion, we have proposed a direct interpretation of the otherwise abstract additivity of R-
transforms for the sum of free matrices, in terms of a deterministic dynamical evolution of “particles”
(the eigenvalues), interacting through two- and higher-body forces, generalizing the classic Coulomb
interaction. The detailed study of such a dynamical system is certainly interesting on its own, but an
even more exciting prospect is to generalize the standard Dyson Brownian motion (Eq. (1)) to the case
of infinitely divisible random matrices, beyond the Wigner case, for which we expect the appearance of
jumps. In view of the huge present activity around the Dyson Brownian motion (see e.g.[16] and refs.
therein), such a generalization would certainly be fruitful. We hope to report on this issue in the near
future.
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Supplementary Information

1) Generalization of the Burgers Equation

Let us verify that Eq. (6) follows directly from the subordination relation:

g = gA(z −RB(g, t)), (23)

where gA is the Stieltjes transform ofA, and g is a shorthand for the notation gM(z, t). By differentiating
Eq. (23) with respect to t and z respectively, we obtain:

∂tg = − [∂tRB + ∂tg∂gRB] ∂zgA, (24)

and

∂zg = (1− ∂zg∂gRB)∂zgA. (25)

Thus, by multiplying Eq. (24) by (1 − ∂zg∂gRB), we have:

(1− ∂zg∂gRB)∂tg = − [∂tRB + ∂tg∂gRB] ∂zg, (26)

which is:

∂tg = −∂tRB(g, t)∂zg. (27)

This concludes the proof of Eq. (6). In fact, Eq. (23) is simply the solution of the previous equation
using the so-called “methods of characteristics”.

2) Proof of Equation (10)

The key argument leading to Eq. (10) is the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let λ1, . . . , λN be distinct real numbers, n ∈ N and z ∈ C non-real. Then,

∑

1≤e0,e1,...,en≤N
p.d.

1

(z − λe0 )
2

[

1
∏n

k=1(λe0 − λek )
− 1

∏n
k=1(z − λek)

]

= 0. (28)

Proof. Let’s introduce the function

f(ξ) =
∑

e0,e1,...,en

1

(z − ξ)2
1

∏n
k=0(ξ − λek )

. (29)

Since

f(ξ) ∼
ξ→+∞

1

ξ2
, (30)

we know that the integral of f over a contour of radius tending towards infinity should be zero. Hence,
the sum of the residues of this function must be zero. Fix 1 ≤ m ≤ N . f has a residue at λm which is
simply given by

(n+ 1)
∑

e1,...,en 6=m

1

(z − λm)2
1

∏n
k=1(λm − λek)

(31)

where we make use of the symmetries of the ei. There is also a pole at z. Let’s denote

P (ξ) =

n
∏

k=1

(ξ − λek). (32)

The residue of f at z is simply given by

6



∑

e0,e1,...,en

d

dξ

∣

∣

z

1

P (ξ)
= −

∑

e0,e1,...,en

P ′(z)

P 2(z)
= −

∑

e0,e1,...,en

n
∑

k=0

1

z − λek

1
∏n

k=0(z − λek)
(33)

which gives by symmetry of ek:

−(n+ 1)
∑

e0,...,en

1

(z − λe0)
2

1
∏n

k=1(z − λek )
. (34)

The residue theorem then states that

∑

m

(n+ 1)
∑

e1,...,en 6=m

1

(z − λm)2
1

∏n
k=1(λm − λek)

− (n+ 1)
∑

e0,...,en

1

(z − λe0)
2

1
∏n

k=1(z − λek )
= 0 (35)

which proves the desired formula.

3) General formula for µ
(j)
i

We use the theory of resolvents to derive formula (17). Recall that if E denotes a matrix, the resolvent of
E, denoted GE(z), is defined as the matrix (z−E)−1, where z is a complex number outside the spectrum
of E. Let us fix λ ∈ C. The Cauchy formula yields

λ =
1

2iπ

∮

γ

z

z − λ
dz, (36)

where γ is a closed loop around λ. Consider M = A+
√
tB. The formula above implies that

λ =
1

2iπ

∮

γ

z tr(GM(z)) dz, (37)

where λ is an eigenvalue of M, and γ is a closed loop containing only λ as an eigenvalue of M. Now, let
us expand GM(z) for small t, which gives:

GM(z) = GA(z)−
√
tGA(z)BGA(z) + tGA(z)BGA(z)BGA(z) + . . . . (38)

By combining Eqs. (37) and the trace of Eq. (38), we deduce that

µ
(j)
i =

∑

1≤e1,...,ej≤N

1

2πi

∮

z
〈e1|B |e2〉 〈e2|B |e3〉 . . . 〈ej |B |e1〉
(z − λA

e1 )
2(z − λA

e2) . . . (z − λA
ej )

dz. (39)

where the µ
(j)
i were defined in Eq. (14), and where the |e〉 denote the unit eigenvectors of A associated

with their respective eigenvalues λA
e .

The residue theorem allows us to assert that the µ
(j+1)
i only include sums of fractional terms where

the numerator is the product of j matrix elements of B, and the denominator is of the form (λA
i −

λA

k1
) . . . (λA

i − λA

kj
), where k1, . . . , kj are distinct from i. The contribution from the case where the λA

ka

are distinct is precisely of the form given by Eq. (17).

4) Correspondence between perturbation theory and the dynamical system (2)

We introduce the functions:

λi(t) = λA

i +
√
tµ

(1)
i + tµ

(2)
i + t3/2µ

(3)
i + t2µ

(4)
i , (40)

where µ
(1)
i , µ

(2)
i , µ

(3)
i are defined in equations (15) and (16), and the fourth term of the perturbation

theory µ
(4)
i is given by:

7



µ
(4)
i =

∑

k1,k2,k3 6=i

〈i|B |k3〉 〈k3|B |k2〉 〈k2|B |k1〉 〈k1|B |i〉
(λi − λk1

)(λi − λk2
)(λi − λk3

)

−
∑

k1,k2 6=i

〈i|B |k1〉2 〈i|B |k2〉2
(λi − λk1

)(λi − λk2
)2

− 〈i|B |i〉
∑

k1,k2 6=i

〈i|B |k1〉 〈k1|B |k2〉 〈k2|B |i〉
(λi − λk1

)2(λi − λk2
)

− 〈i|B |i〉
∑

k1,k2 6=i

〈i|B |k1〉 〈k1|B |k2〉 〈k2|B |i〉
(λi − λk1

)(λi − λk2
)2

+ 〈i|B |i〉2
∑

k 6=i

〈i|B |k〉2
(λi − λk)3

.

Here, we aim to verify that the λi(t) are indeed the solutions of the dynamical system described by
Eq. (2), up to order t2. For small t, the system (2) can be approximated by

dλi(t)

dt
=

t→0

κ2(B)

N

∑

k 6=i

1

λi(t)− λk(t)
(41)

+
3κ3(B)t1/2

2N2

∑

k1,k2 6=i
p.d.

1

(λi(t)− λk1
(t))(λi(t)− λk2

(t))
(42)

+
2κ4(B)t

N3

∑

k1,k2,k3 6=i
p.d.

1

(λi(t)− λk1
(t))(λi(t)− λk2

(t))(λi(t)− λk3
(t))

+ o(t), (43)

or alternatively, keeping all terms to order t

dλi(t)

dt
=

t→0

κ2(B)

N

∑

k 6=i

1

λA

i − λA

k

+
κ2(B)t

N

∑

1≤k 6=i≤N

λ′
k(0)− λ′

i(0)

(λA

i − λA

k )2
(44)

+
3κ3(B)t1/2

2N2

∑

k1,k2 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)

(45)

+
2κ4(B)t

N3

∑

k1,k2,k3 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)(λA

i − λA

k3
)
+ o(t). (46)

where λ′(0) is a short-hand for dλ/dt|t=0. Now,

κ2(B)

N

∑

k 6=i

λ′
k(0)− λ′

i(0)

(λA
i − λA

k )2
=

κ2(B)2

N2

∑

1≤k 6=i≤N

1

(λA
i − λA

k )2





∑

j 6=k

1

λA

k − λA
j

−
∑

j 6=i

1

λA
i − λA

j



 . (47)

Since
∑

j 6=k

1

λA

k − λA

j

−
∑

j 6=i

1

λA

i − λA

j

=
∑

j 6=k,i

λA

i − λA

k

(λA

k − λA

j )(λA

i − λA

j )
+

2

λA

k − λA

i

, (48)
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then

κ2(B)

N

∑

k 6=i

λ′
k(0)− λ′

i(0)

(λA
i − λA

k )2
=

κ2(B)2

N2









∑

k,j 6=i
k 6=j

1

(λA

k − λA

j )(λA

i − λA

k )(λA

i − λA

j )
+
∑

k 6=i

2

(λA

k − λA

i )3









. (49)

The first sum on the right-hand side vanishes by using symmetry between the indices k and j. Finally,
by returning to Eq. (44), we obtain

dλi(t)

dt
=

t→0

κ2(B)

N

∑

k 6=i

1

λA

i − λA

k

(50)

+
3κ3(B)t1/2

2N2

∑

k1,k2 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA
i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)

(51)

+ 2t









κ4(B)

N3

∑

k1,k2,k3 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)(λA

i − λA

k3
)
− κ2(B)2

N2

∑

k 6=i

1

(λA

i − λA

k )3









+ o(t).

(52)

In the N → ∞ limit, we expect the functions defined in Eq. (40) to be approximated by

λi(t) = λA

i +
√
tE[µ

(1)
i ] + tE[µ

(2)
i ] + t3/2E[µ

(3)
i ] + t2E[µ

(4)
i ], (53)

where E[µ
(1)
i ] = 0, and E[µ

(2)
i ], E[µ

(3)
i ] are given in Eq. (18). Additionally, the formula (20) yields

E

[

µ
(4)
i

]

=
κ4(B)

N3

∑

k1,k2,k3 6=i
p.d.

1

(λA

i − λA

k1
)(λA

i − λA

k2
)(λA

i − λA

k3
)

− κ2(B)2

N2

∑

k 6=i

1

(λA

i − λA

k )3
.

We then verify that the functions λi in Eq. (53) are solutions of the approximate system above as well
as the system in Eq. (2), up to order t2.
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[3] Antonia M Tulino, Sergio Verdú, et al. Random matrix theory and wireless communications. Foun-
dations and Trends® in Communications and Information Theory, 1(1):1–182, 2004.

[4] Marc Potters and Jean-Philippe Bouchaud. A first course in random matrix theory: for physicists,
engineers and data scientists. Cambridge University Press, 2020.

[5] Lewi Stone. The feasibility and stability of large complex biological networks: a random matrix
approach. Scientific reports, 8(1):1–12, 2018.

[6] Le Yan, Jean-Philippe Bouchaud, and Matthieu Wyart. Edge mode amplification in disordered
elastic networks. Soft matter, 13(34):5795–5801, 2017.

[7] Eran Bouchbinder, Edan Lerner, Corrado Rainone, Pierfrancesco Urbani, and Francesco Zam-
poni. Low-frequency vibrational spectrum of mean-field disordered systems. Physical Review B,
103(17):174202, 2021.

[8] Alexander Atanasov, Jacob A Zavatone-Veth, and Cengiz Pehlevan. Scaling and renormalization in
high-dimensional regression. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.00592, 2024.

[9] Peter J Forrester. Log-gases and random matrices (LMS-34). Princeton university press, 2010.

[10] Ole E. Barndorff-Nielsen and Steen Thorbjørnsen. Classical and free infinite divisibility and lévy
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