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PRODUCT OF RANDOM PROJECTIONS, JACOBI ENSEMBLES
AND UNIVERSALITY PROBLEMS ARISING FROM FREE
PROBABILITY

BENOIT COLLINS

ABSTRACT. We consider the product of two independent randomly ro-
tated projectors. The square of its radial part turns outtdibtributed

as a Jacobi ensemble. We study its global and local propertithe
large dimension scaling relevant to free probability tlyed¥e establish
asymptotics for one point and two point correlation functipas well as
properties of largest and smallest eigenvalues.

1. INTRODUCTION.

In this paper, we consider the asymptotic distribution geevalues of a
random matrix of the fornx,,7t,,7t,, whererm,, andm,, are independent xn
random orthogonal projections, of rands andq,,, whose distributions are
invariant under unitary conjugation. This question is did more general
problem in free probability theory, where one would like tody matrices
of the formnt,,A,,t,, whereA,, is a random matrix whose distribution is
unitarily invariant, and whose empirical eigenvaluesriisition converges.
Indeed, the contraction of a subalgebra by a free projettambeen much
studied, and the pairt,, A.) is the most natural asymptotic model of a
random variablé\,, free from a projectorr,,.

Our approach relies on the fact that we can explicitly coraplé eigen-
value distribution of the above model. Similar computagibave been ini-
tiated in the paper of Olshanski [OI'90] (see also the aushBhD thesis
[Col03a]) but the method presented in this paper is more eheany.

Actually we will see that the random matrix,7t,,7t,, is distributed ac-
cording to a Jacobi ensemble of parametersn — qn — qn, dn — qn)-
For the definition, see Equatidd (1) and for a good reviewQEp We use
asymptotic properties of Jacobi polynomials in order taw#ethe asymp-
totic distributions of eigenvalues. We find that the one p&inction has
an explicit limit, which we relate to free probability thgoe also check
that the universality conjectures of Mehta are verified fos model both
in the bulk of the spectrum and at the soft and hard edges k4ek91],
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conjectures 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 for a statement of this uniligreaoblem, and
recent works of([Joh0Z1, S0s99] for important breakthroughsrds these
conjectures).

The universality conjectures at the hard edge in differemmneworks
have been established by Kuijlaars and Vanlessen [KV02]amdesult
extends a part of their work without using Riemann-Hilbeethods.

As for universality conjectures at the soft edge, a recemkwbLedoux
[Led02] gives explicit non asymptotic bound for the tail bétdistribution
of the largest eigenvalue of a modified Jacobi ensemble. Gurecstone
result is Theoreri 212:

Theorem. LetX, X’ € Mg, (C) be independent Wishart matrices of param-
eters(qn, . — Gn, 1/qn) @and (qn, dn, 1/qn). Let] = (X + X')7/2X(X +
X’)~1/2 (this is well defined by Lemnfia®.1). On the other handslet
M..(C) be a constant orthogonal projection of ragk andm, € M, (C)
be a random uniformly distributed orthogonal projectiorrank q,.

Then, under the isomorphism,M,,(C)mt,, = Mg, (C), the following
equality holds in distribution:

~ L
TR Tn Ty, = ]

In particular for g, > g, andq,, + d. < n, the distribution oft,, 7, 7t,, IS
a Jacobi ensemble of paramet@f,, n — qn — qn, Gn — qn) (ONMg, (C)).

There is a striking analogy between this result and thet 61J%] stating
results of asymptotic freeness for so-called “Beta Matficghose eigen-
value distribution actually follows Jacobi ensembles. dreen[Z.2 can
also be found under a different formulation and for différparposes in
[Dou03].

To the knowledge of the author, the link between productantiomly
rotated projections and Jacobi ensembles had only beemvebsasymp-
totically so far, and not at the finite dimension level.

In accordance to Theorem P.2, we consider Jacobi ensemblype
J(n, an, bn) Withn — oo, and letA %t be the random set of its eigenval-
ues. This random set is a so-call@eterminantal point processWe call
Kan-bn the kernel that drives it (see section313.3)alf ~ an, b, ~ Bn,
n — oo, free probabilistic arguments show that the associateah roeant-
ing probability measure converges in moments.as co.

Our first series of results are TheorEm 4.4, Proposiiian#h8preni4.b,
which we summarize here:

Theorem. Assumer,, ~ an, b,, ~ fn asn — oo (assumptiofll)

e The density of the expectation of the eigenvalues counteagune
for eigenvalues of(n, a,, b,,) converges towards the = oo limit
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of the densities defined in Equati@hd). This convergence is uni-
form on any compact set not containing the boundary poiygof
the spectrum (see Equatidbd) for the definition ofr, s).

e Let Ké-bn be the kernel associated to the Jacobi ensemble as a
determinantal point process (for definitions, see se¢fi8dl3 Then,
asn — oo and uniformly forx € [r+¢,s —¢l, (¢ > 0) andu,v on
compact sets,

1 e u v . sinmt(u—v)

nf(x) K e+ nf(x)’X+ nf(x)) - n(lu—v)
wheref is defined at Equatiodl4). In other words, the universality
conjecture of Mehta holds in the bulk of the spectrum.

e Forany compact s& such thakkN[r, s] = (), there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for aln, (A% NK #£ () < e "

The limit distribution defined in Equatiofi{[L7) admits a ceated spec-
trum [r, s] (plus possibly up to two atoms). In addition, the non atonaid p
admits a continuous density that behaves either(bker)'/? or (x —r) /2
close to the spectrum. Following conventions in the phyfitesature, the
first case shall be referred as a “soft edge” and the latterasna “hard
edge”. We obtain that the relevant spacings for obtainingdde are the
usual onest{—%/3 for the soft edge, an&.— for hard edge). Our main
theorems are Theorenis4.16 &nd #.18:

Theorem. ¢ At the soft edge, under Assumptidn 2 slebe as Equa-
tion (I8)and

1/3
W VT +00) (T+Bn) (14 atn + Bn)
" 2(1—s2)?
Then for anye > 0, one has
1 an b u Y
h,n?/3 Ka <X + hnn2/3’x * h,n?/3

whereA1 is defined at Equatio(@0).
e Atthe hard edge, under Assumption 3 (without loss of geitgrae
assume that = —1), for anyu,v € R,

+0(Mm™

) = Ai(u,v) +0(n"'/3")

L S S

2n2(1 + ay) 2n2(1 + )’ 2n2(1 + o)
whereFy, is defined at EquatiodB8).

This theorem together with results 6f [Led02] lead to PragpmsE. 11,

thus answering a question of M. Ledoux about the behavidnettitably
rescaled largest eigenvalues.

Kgn,bn <_] _|_ ) = Fb(u)\))—i—o(n_])
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This paper is organized as follows. Padrt 2 consists in ekxmamputa-
tions of densities. Pall 3 gathers useful information alfiet probability
and Jacobi unitary ensembles, and establishes asymtotibe eigenval-
ues counting measures with free probabilistic tools. Baro#ides asymp-
totics of suitably rescaled kernels at the hard and softgdgel inside the
bulk of the spectrum.

Acknowledgments. The author is currently a JSPS postdoctoral fellow
at the university of Kyoto. The results of sectionl4.1 of thaper were
obtained during his PhD and he acknowledges useful corti@nsawith
his advisor P. Biane, and also with T. Duquesne and J-F. Quiah early
stage of the paper. | also acknowledge stimulating disonsswith M.
Capitaine, M. Casalis, Y. Doumerc and M. Ledoux about Jacoittary
ensembles, and with A. Kuijlaars about universality questi

2. PRODUCT OF TWO RANDOM PROJECTIONS ANBDACOBI UNITARY
ENSEMBLES

Let U,, be the group ofi x n complex unitary matrices, and, its nor-
malized Haar measure. Fox, ) € R, consider the probability distribu-
tion on the Hermitian matricesl,,(C),, given by

(1) (2%F) T def1 — M)*detM)P1ocpm<1dM

where Z%P is some normalization constant. This probability measare i
called Jacobi unitary ensemblef parameter(n, «, 3) (see for example
[Eor02]). .

For n, q positive integers and > 0, let W(n, g, a) be the probabil-
ity distribution onM,,,.4(C) whose density is proportional o @ ' TAA"),
LetW(n, g, a) be the probability distribution oM,,(C)s, of WW* where
W € My,4(C) has distributiorW(n, g, a). This probability measure is
calledWishart ensembleistribution and is proportional to dé¢) e~ ' XX )gx
wheneverq > n. We start with a classical lemma whose proof was ex-
plained to us by M. Casalis.

Lemma 2.1. Let X,, X,y € M, (C) be independent random matrices of
distributionW(n, p, 1/n) andW(n,p’, 1/n). ThenX, + X, is a Wishart
matrix of parametefn,p +p’, 1/n). Moreover, ifp +p’ > n, then almost
surely,X,, + X, is invertible and we can define

J = (Xp 4+ Xp ) 72X (X + Xppr) 2

If p,p’ > n, then the distribution of admits a density with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, and it has the distribution of a Jacolbagnensemble
of parametef(n,p — n,p’ —n).
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Proof. Assumep, p’ > n. The random vectafX,,, X,) has distribution
Ce XY def X)P " def Y)?' ™dXdY
By change of variable formula together with the fact that thange of
variable(X, Y) — (X, X4Y) has Jacobiah, (X,, X,+X,) has distribution
Ce ™M defY — X)P ™ det X)P dXdY

The change of variablgX, S) — (S71/2XS~1/2, S) on the cone of positive
definite matrices is well defined, and has JacobianSdét This implies
that (X, + Xp/) 72X (X + Xpr) 712, X, 4+ X,r/) has distribution

Ce ™M detY)P ™ det1 — X)P ™ det X)? "dXdY

This proves thatX,, + X,) 72X, (X, + X,)'/? has the distribution of a
Jacobi unitary ensemble of parameter— n,p’ —n). O

Theorem 2.2. Let X, X" € Mg, (C) be independent Wishart matrices of
parameter(qn, n — Gn, 1/qn) and (qn, dn, 1/qn). Define] as in Lemma
27, by

] — (X—|— X/)—]/ZX(X + Xl)—]/Z
Letrt, € M,,(C) be a constant orthogonal projection of ragk and7,, €
M,.(C) be a random uniformly distributed orthogonal projectionrahk
dn. Then, under the unitary isomorphism,, (C) = m,,M(C)m,, the
following equality in distribution holds:

~ L
TR Tn Ty, = ]

In particular for 4, > g andqg, + 4. < n, 7,7, has the distribution
of a Jacobi unitary ensemble of parametgr,, n — g — qn, n — qn) (ON
Mg, (C)).

Proof. Let 7t be a (deterministic) projection of rarg,, W and7t be inde-
pendent random matricesbf,, (C) having respective distributio®'(n,n, q;")
and the invariant distribution on the selfadjoint projestof rankd,,. De-
fine Xy, X; as
(2) X; = mMWaW'n
3) X, = nwW(ld —mt)W'n
By constructionX; andX; are independent Wishart matricegiivl,,(C)r.
Let U be an unitary random variable such that

WU = (X3 + Xz)'?

This random variable can be chosen to depend measurabty.aive have
by definition

(4) X1 = (X3 + Xo)AURU (X + X2)'/2
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therefore, from LemmB2. IsU7tU* 7t has the distribution of a Jacobi uni-
tary ensemble of parametéf),,,n — qn — qn, gn — qn). Sincell is in-
dependent fromit (indeed,U € o(W)) and7t is uniformly distributed, the
distribution ofU7UL* is the same as that af
Consequentlyg7trt has also the distribution of a Jacobi unitary ensemble
of parametefqn, n — qn — Gn, Gn — qn)-
O

Remark.The hypothesig},, < G, andq, + . < n is a necessary and
sufficient condition for the distribution ot,,7t,,7t,, to admit a density with
respect to the Haar measuremafM,,(C)m,,. However, this case enables
us to study the distribution of the eigenvalues set of angdpcoof the type
L TTL 7T, Without any assumption oq, andq,,. Indeed,

1/ Assumeq, + qn < n, butg, < gq.. Sincemn,m,m, and T, T, T,
are unitarily conjugate to each other, the study of nonatrmigenvalues of
LT T, IS equivalent to the study of those @f,7t,,7t,,, and the latter is a
Jacobi unitary ensemble.

2/ Assume that},, + G, > n andd. > q.. Then consider the conju-
gate random projectot;, = 1 — 7, of rankq;. = n — .. The non-trivial
eigenvalues of the ensembtgrn 7, are the image by the reflexion of cen-
ter 1/2 of the non-trivial eigenvalues of,7,m,. One hasg/ < g, and
gn + g1 < n so we come back to case 1/

3/ Assumeq,, + » > nandd. < qn. Then with the notations of 2/,
one hagy, > q/ andn < q, + q... Thereforen 7,7t/ is in case 2/. Thus,

n

we have showed how to handle any case.

3. GLOBAL ASYMPTOTICS FORJACOBI UNITARY ENSEMBLES.

3.1. Areminder of free probability. We define anon-commutative prob-
ability space as an algebra with unit endowed with a tracial sthteWe
denote such a space b, ¢). An element of this space is called a (non-
commutative) random variable.

LetAq, - -, Ay be subalgebras @f having the same unit &. They are
said to befree iff for all a; € A;, (i € [1,k]) such thath(a;) = 0, one has
dlar---a)) =0
as soon a$; #j2,j2 #j3, - ,j11 # ji- CollectionsSy, S,, ... of random

variables are said to eee iff the unital subalgebras that they generate are
free.
Let(ay,- -, ax) be ak -tuple of random variables and IE{ X, - - - , X)
be the free algebra of non commutative polynomial€ogenerated by the
k indeterminateXy, - - - , Xi. Thejoint distributionof the family a; is the
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linear form
Hiay,,ax) - C<X1> e )Xk> —C
defined in the obvious sense.

Given ak -tuple (aq,- - - , ay) of free random variables and given each
distributionp, the joint distributionuq, .... q,) IS uniquely determined by
the ug,’'s. A family (aj,-- -, ap)n of k -tuples of random variableson-
verges in distributiontowards(ay, - - - , a;) iff forall P € C(X;,---, Xy),
H(ar,..am)(P) converges towardgq, .. o,)(P) asn — oo. A sequence
of families (al,-- -, a})q is asymptotically freeasd — oo iff it con-
verges in distribution towards a free random variable. Agtgtic freeness
of sequence of collections of random variables is definechiarsmlogous
obvious sense.

The following result was contained in[Vo198] and in [XU9fjder slightly
stronger hypotheses. For a proof in full generality, $ed(0&ay, Proposi-
tion 2.3.3 p.52 or[Col03b], Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.1.LetUy, - - - , Uy, - - - be a collection of independent Haar dis-
tributed random matrices d¥1,,(C) and (W) be a set of constant matri-
ces ofM,,(C) admitting a joint limit distribution for largen with respect to
the staten ' Tr. Then the familyf (U, U%), - - -, (U, UL), - -+, (W) ad-
mits a limit distribution, and is asymptotically free wittspect td& (n =" Tr).

3.2. Free projectors. Let us fix real number® < a < b < 1/2, and
let for all n, 7t,, be a self adjoint projector d¥1,,(C) of rank g,, such that
asymptoticallyq,, ~ an asn — co. Let7t), be a projector of rank;, such
thatq/, ~ fn, and assume that it can be written under the fatnil* such
thatU is unitary Haar distributed independent fratp

It is a consequence of Theorédml3.1, thgtandt/, are asymptotically
free. Thereforer, i/ t,, has an empirical eigenvalues distribution converg-
ing towardsy; X w,, wherep is the probability

(1 —a)do + xdq
andy; is the probability

(T—B)do+ Bd;
Let

Ty =00+ B — 2P £+ /A4aB(1— a)(1—B)
By a standard-transform argument (see [VDN92], example 3.6.7),

\/(T+ —x)(x—1_)
27tx(1 —x)
By TheoreniZR, we recover a short proof of the following tesu

X, = [1—min(«, B)]6o+max a+p—1,0)]16:+

T rydx
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Proposition 3.2 ([CC0Z], Corollary 7.2.) Let X;, and X!, be independent
complex Wishart matrices with respective distributigvign, p,, Id/n) and
W(n,ps,Id/n), such thatp,/n ~ « > T andp//n ~ p > 1, let
Z, = (Xp+ X)) 7V2X(Xn + X/)7/2, The expectation of the normal-
ized eigenvalues counting measure tends in moments towards

Vop(dx) = g(x) T A, 1dx + max0, x — 1)do + max0, B — 1),

where

. \/(X_A—)(A+_X)
9(x) = 2mtx(1 —x)

o 1 1 x
As = (\/oc+(5(]_oc+[5)i\/oc+[5“_oc+[5)>

Indeed, by Theorerhi d.2Z,, has the same asymptotic distribution as
LT 0, Wherer,, i), € M, 1p: (C) have respective ranks andp.,, and
the proposition follows by a change of variables. Note thgfOC02] it is
also proved that,, is asymptotically free witkX,, + X/ .

2

3.3. Jacobi polynomials and Jacobi kernel.In this section we gather
technical results for the computation of asymptotics.

3.3.1. Determinantal point procesDenote byA®® = {\; > ... > A}
the random set of eigenvalues of a Jacobi unitary ensemiparaimeter
(n, a, b). Almost surely, this ensemble has cardinal

It is a so-calleddeterminantal point process.e., there exists a kernel
K&b which we will describe at sectidn3.8.3, such that:

P(/\?l’b N [X1,X1 + dxq] = 1,. . .,/\%’b N [X1,X1 + dxq] = 1) =
dxq...dx, detfK®P(x;, x;))
We refer to [Dei9B], and td [Meh91] for a probabilistic inpeetation. Fur-

thermoreP(A; < x) can be computed explicitely and its value is (see Equa-
tion (5.42) p. 114 ofi[De199])

5)
PO < x) = de] — KE") ) =

K&P(x1,x1) -+ K&P(xq,%)

J J 5 S A
[x,00] [x,00] Kﬁ’b(Xj,Xl) Kg,b(xj,xj)

— (=1
25

j=0
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3.3.2. The polynomial®°. Fora,b > 0, the Jacobi polynomial® &), >
form a sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect éortteasure

Matbt2) b
prEa ]‘}(aJr] T (o1 )] [—1,1}Wa (X) dx where

wP(x) = (1 —x)*(1 +x)°

The normalization constant is such that (see [Sze75], kuét.3.4))

a, i n+a
()

Remark.Observe that we choose to consider the wejdht x)¢(1 + x)°
instead of(1 — x)*x® in order to respect the conventional notation for Ja-
cobi polynomials. The map — 2x — 1 turns the Jacobi unitary ensem-
ble const def1 — M)“det M)*dM obtained in Theored 2.2 into a “clas-
sical” Jacobi ensembleonstdet1 — M)%det1 + M)®*dM. Therefore
asymptotics of both ensembles deduce from each other threleghentary
(affine !) functional calculus.

It will be useful to know that (see Szegd [SzE75])

6) P —x)(1+x)" =

LJ (]_t)a+n(]+t)b+n dt
©2im

(x—t)"  t—x

whererl is a closedC' curve with winding numbet aroundx and0 around
—1 and1. The formula (4.21.7) ol [Sze¥5] reads

1
(7) (P?{b)/(x) = z(n—l— a+b+ ])Pgﬂ,bﬂ (x)
and formula (22.6.3) p781 df [ASB2] implies that the funotio
(8) gf;b(x) _ (] _X)(a+1)/2(] —|—X)(b+])/2Pft>b(X)

satisfies the second order differential equation

dz b b b
(9) @gn =Xn 9n
where
(10)
b 1—a? 1—-b2 2n(n+a+b+1)+(a+1)(b+1)
Xn) (X): 2+ 2+ 2
41 —x)%2 41 +x) 2(1 —x2)

will be of fundamental use for our purposes.
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3.3.3. The kerneK&®. Letp&® be the corresponding orthonormal polyno-
mials. The kerneK®® can be defined as the function

n—1
KaP(x,y) = y/wob(x)/wob(y) Y ptP(x)pi®
j=0

which satisfies fox # y by the Christoffel-Darboux formula (sele |[Sz&75],
formula (4.5.2)):

(11)
Pa,b Pa,b _ Pa’b Pa,b
Kabxy b\/wab \/Wa,b(y) n (X) n1(yi_yn1(x) n (U)
Where
2= T 1r 1
(12) yab MmM+1D)IMn+a+b+1)

T ntatb 'm+a)l(n+Db)
A Taylor expansion and Equatiof (7) show that
(13)
KR®(x, x) = yRPw P (x) (P2 (x) (PR°(x))" = PRP(x) (PR5 (X)) =

8O, ()P 1) — PRSP )

1
+5 PR IPE T (x)

The functionx — n*1Kg>b(x,x) is the expectation of the normalized
eigenvalues counting measure of a Jacobi unitary ensemigarameter
(a,b) on M,(C) (see for example_ [Meh91], A.10). It is often called the
one point distribution function.

4. LOCAL ASYMPTOTICS AND UNIVERSALITY.

We make the following

Assumption 1. Let o,, = ap/n andf,, = b,/n.

(14) lim o, = o € [0,+00) , lim B = B € [0, +00)
Define
(15)
Ape— % g Bn
24+ on + PBn 2+ on+ PBn

Dn: \/(] +An+Bn)(] _An_Bn)(] _An+Bn)(] +An_Bn)
f.=B2—A2-D,, 5, =B2Z—-AZ2+D,
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In addition, let
(16) A= IiTrp AL, B= IiTrp Bn, 1= IiTrp Ty s = IiTrp Sn
Theorem$§ 212,311 and Propositlonl3.2 imply
Corollary 4.1. The probability measure
n KA (x, x)dx

tends towards

(x —71)(s —x)
ST — A —B)(1 —x2)
in the sense of moments.

1 dx

This allows us to define

f ) = v (X — ) (8 — X)
(1 —An—Bn)(1 —x2)
B (x —1)(s —x)
) = A A=
We will see later (Theorein4.4 and Proposifiod 4.9) that trevergence

of density functions actually holds uniformly on any comfgset containing
neitherr nors.

(17)

Remark.The distributionf,,(x)dx already appeared in the study of zeros
and asymptotics of Jacobi polynomials (see [MSV79]). ThadE.2 pro-
vides a simple explanation for the apparition of the samigiligion in two

a priori very different places of mathematics.

It is widely believed that “reasonable” unitary ensemblbswdd have
universality properties for local spacing both inside thiklof their asymp-
totic spectra and at the edge up to some suitable renorriafis&mongst
very recent results towards these conjectures, see tha recek of Ledoux
[Ced0Z].

We settle this universality problem in the specific framewof Jacobi
unitary ensemble satisfying hypothelsis 1.

Our approach is mainly based on the Christoffel-Darbournfda (11)
and it only holds for non equal parameters in the kernel. beoto set-
tle this problem we will need the following reformulation thfe analytic
maximum modulus principle:

Lemma 4.2. LetF, : C x C — C be a sequence of holomorphic func-
tions in both variables converging towards some functtamiformly on
any compact subset 62 — {(x,x),x € C}. Then the limitf extends by
continuity to an holomorphic function ¥, and the convergence holds on
any compact subsets Gf.
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4.1. Universality inside the spectrum. We first recall the following result
of [CI91]. Assumea,b € R, &, 3 € R, and let

(18) A=lax(x+1)+Bx—11*=4(1+ o+ p)(1—x%

The nature of the asymptotics Bf™+%Fn+ depends on the sign af.
In the caseA < 0, forx € (—1,1), letp, 0,y € (—mr, 7] be defined by

x(x+1)+px—1)+iv—A

—1/2 i
(19) (T+ o+ B)(1—x2) = 2T+ ok B e
(20)
(+B+2)x—Ba+B+2)—iv—A [ 2a+]) "/zew
2 —D(a+p+1) SO0 =x)(ax+B+1)]
(21)
(+B+2)x+Ba+p+2)—ivV—A [ 2B+1) “/zew
2+ D(a+p+1) SO0 +x)(x+B+1)]
The result is
(22)
Poera)anLb: (4\/1)1/2[ 1—X)(OC—|—B—|—])} —a—1)/2—a/2—-1/4
" m 2(x+1)
[U+xxa+ﬁ+n] )”b”‘“vr—%ﬂa+ﬁ+quH”4
2(B+T1) 4

(cod((T+am+a+1/2)0/2+(—(1+pBM+b+1/2)y/2
—(2n+1)p/4 —m/4]1 + (0(1/n)))

It is a consequence of [GS91, BG99] (see also [Cadl03a], Lemrd2
pp. 120-121) that this estimate is uniform in compact sidisadf R* x
R* x R x R x (—1,1) such that for any element i{, the associated is
negative.

Lety, =y b wherey®® was defined at Equatiof{[12). The following
isa straightforward application from Stirling’s asympedbrmula.

Lemma 4.3. Asn — oo,

z_an_bn (1 _|_ On + Bn)n+(ln+bn+]/2

—1
(T o)™ o 201+ B)r o 22 ot B O )

Yn=1
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Theorem 4.4.The following holds true:
nTKE (x,x) = f(x)(1+O0(n))

whereO(n") holds uniformly on compact subsets(ofs). (see the defi-
nition of r, s at Equation(I3d)), f was defined at Equatioff).

Proof. Recall that
K& (x, ) =
(1 =) (14 x)Pnyn(PEoP (x) (Pam P (x)) — Pam P (x) (P (x)))
By Lemmd4.B, the right hand side is equivalent to

(1—x)*(1 —|-X)b“ )—an—bn (14 o+ B)“+an+bn+1/2
(23) 2+ ot B (14 a)ntan—172(] 3 p)ntbn-1/2

an+but+n . “ . .
g (PR PR ) = PR (P P )

Plugging into Equatiori{23) the asymptotics of Form{ld (#@2)ds

(0(n+ Bn"‘])z\/j X
VT2 + et + Br) (1 + ) (1 + o)

(cog n ) sinpa) (14 0(n ™))

Whereem Pn, Yn are defined in Equations_{[19),{20)(21) by replacing
by «,, andB by (3,.. Direct computation shows that

(cog? o

nTKEP (x x) =

Y[ — 2 cosp,] —sm(e“;

(T+a)(1+PB)
20+ B+ 1)V1—x2

) [1 — 2 cosp] — sin(

)sinp) =

therefore we obtain

\/(X - T‘n)( Sn X)

71Kan ,bn _ 0 —1
moK X = A ey o)
and this completes the proof. O

Using the same method (involving cumbersome calculatioitis For-
mula [22)) to treat the universality in the bulk of the spegtrin the same
fashion, one finds:

Theorem 4.5. For u,v € (0, 00), we have as. — oo,

1 Kanbn (x 4 LI _sinmt(u —v)
nfu(x) ™ nfa(x)’"  nfu(x)’ mwu—v)
This limit is uniform forx in any compact subset ¢f, s) and foru,v in
compact subsets .

+0(n "
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Here, we present a proof which is more intrinsic and insived¢or asymp-
totics at the edges, making use of the differential equaf@n However,
with this proof we do not obtain the optimal error term.

Proof with error termO(n~—'*¢). It is a consequence of Equatidd (9) that
for anyx, the functions

1. U\ (ant1)/2 U\ (bp+1)/2pan,bn ™

: 1—x— Tx+—— pan,
Proci = (17 nfn(X)) (+X+nfn(><)) " (X+nfn(><))
and
2 . W (an+1)/2 U\ (by+1)/2pan,bn 7

: T—x— Tx—— p —
Pt (17x nfn(X)) (+X+nfn(><)) o (X+m‘n(><))
satisfy the differential equation
(24) P+ (1 +0MmM))pi =0

wherex € {1,2} and the terno(n~") has to be understood as — oo
uniformly on any compact set of couplés, u) such that the constarit
determined by is strictly negative.

Consider the analytic functiom — p], (w)p3  (v) —pz , (Wp) (V) Its
value inv is zero and its first order derivativg, is given by Theorerfi 41 4.
Using Equation[(24), one can apply a recursive approximatigument on
the derivatives of this function in (see Lemm&4.12 for detail) to see that
foranye > 0,

¢ (P2 (v) — P2 (W)pl (V) = sin(rr(u — v)) /m+ O(n )

uniformly on compact subsets &f. This result can be checked to hold
uniformly for v in compact sets of. Therefore
u—v

an,bn v ~ I _
TK“ b (X+nfn(x)’x+nfn(x)) fo(x) sin(m(u—v))/m

This implies the theorem on compact subset€étuch thatt # v. The
general result on arbitrary compact set€éffollows by LemmdZp. O

Proposition 4.6 ([CI91]). AssumeA > 0. Let
Blx—1)+ ax(l1+x) £ \/Z[

_ —o—1 —pB—1
(25) ti= CEY s T+ &E7 0 + 14l
where
CBx =4 a(l+x) £ VA
(26) €= —2{x+B+1)(x—1)
and
@27) ne = XN

x+1



JACOBI ENSEMBLES AND FREE PROBABILITY 15

Letto =t if [t_| > |[t,|andty = t_ if [t_| < |[t,|. Then there exists a non
zero real numbec€, such that

(28) PEMP(x)] < —=tg™

Furthermore, it is a consequence[of [B(G99] that this esBrigtiniform
on compact subsets ¢, A > 0}.
Lemma4.7.LetA >0

[ ]

2(c+1)
(T=x)(x+B+1)
with equality iffA =0

min([1+& 14 [14+&,]%) < < max([1+&_1% [1+£&,]%)

(29)

min([1-4n,J3, (14 12) < — 2B+ 1)

(T+x)(x+pB+1)
with equality iffA =0

ming [ XN +Blx—1) + VA " falx+ 1)+ Bx—1)— VA 2]
(14 o+ B)(T—x2) ’ (14 o+ B)(T—x2)
<411+ o+ B)(T— )

< maﬁ(“(””*ﬁ("”*@)z, (“(xmw(xn@)z]

< max([1+n.]%, [141_1%)

(1T+a+p)1—x2) (T+a+pB)(1—x2)
with equality iffA =0

Proof (sketch).This is a consequence of [CI91]. For the first point, it is
a consequence of Equatios](20) ahd (26) and the complewgtdiar in-
equality. For the second (resp. third) inequality, makeafdequation I(ZIL)

and [27) (resp{19)).

Proposition 4.8. Leta,, andb,, be sequences satisfying Assumpfiion 1, and
€ (0,1—s).
There exists a constaft; € (0, 1) depending on, «, 3 such that fom
large enough, for alk € [s + ¢, 1], K&t (x x) < CI.
As a consequence, almost surely, there is no eigenvalisedire, 1] for
n large enough in the sequence of Jacobi unitary ensemblearafpeter
(M, an, by).



16 BENOT COLLINS

Proof. For the first point, Proposition 4.6 together with Lemmd 4nd a
Equation [ZB) show that according to the definition of the poit corre-
lation function of Equation{13), one hé&® (x,x)| < P(n)C} where
P is some polynomial. Therefore aity € (Co, 1) satisfies the announced
property.
For the second point, observe that the summand of Equalj@afisfies
KeP(xp,x1) - K@P(xi,%)
: | <nney
KvPlxyxa) o KpPlxg,%5)
therefore
P\ <s+¢)>2—expn™Cl)

for n large enough. The result follows by the Borel-Cantelli Leanto-
gether with the fact that the serieé®(A; > s + ¢)),, has finite sum. [

Remark.Propositiol.Z.B show that the result of Theofenh 4.4 extendswy
compact set remaining at positive distance from bgtands,, (defined at
Equation[[Ib)). In the case both ands,, stay at a positive distance froom
1,—1, A. Kuijlaars asked whether the uniformity holds on any cawtp
subset of(—1,1). We have not been able to answer this question if the
compact seK contains the transition pointss. It seems that Riemann-
Hilbert techniques (se& [KV02] for a bibliography) couldgimore insight.

Propositio 4B has an interesting consequence in termsarhgtry of
Hilbert spaces:

Proposition 4.9. Let Q,, 4 be the set of subspaces©f of dimensionq
together with its uniform probability measulg. Assume that there exists
1n > 0 such that foraln, o, + B < 1—mn.

It is possible to find an anglé < [0,7t/2) satisfying, for anye > 0,
the existence of a constant> 0 such that for alin, q, q’ satisfyingq <
an, q’ < fn, there exists a subsétof Q,, 4 x Q, o of measure larger
than1 — e <™ such that

V(Viy, V2) € F,Vxq € Vi — {0}, x, € Vo, — {0}, angle(xq,x2) € [0 — ¢, 71/2]
The value ob is given by
cos 0 =s

wheres was defined in Equatiodld) (observe that the assumption gn
ensures the existence®t [0, 71/2)).

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 4.8 together with toietfeat
7o' |2 = |lrert/ 7l O
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4.2. At the soft edge. Instead of assumptidd 1, we shall work under the
following slightly different assumption.

Assumption 2. Let «,, = an/n, . = by,/n. Then
liminf oc, > 0, lim supa,, < oo

and
Iimninf B > 0, limsupp, < co

The clause liminf «,, > 0 ensures that the behavior of the kernel in the
neighborhood of,, will be of “soft edge” type. In assumptidd 1 it was
rather natural to assume the liminf and lim sup’s are aciuoatd. It was
not necessary but allowed lighter notations (in particadarand3,, could
be replaced by their limits in the formulas for asymptoticd} the edge
of the spectrum, assuming that the liminf and lim sup’s atea@dimits
do not simplify the notation (for example replacigigby its possible limit)
because unlike for the asymptotics inside the bulk of thetspmn, a control
on the speed of convergence is also needed.

4.2.1. Preliminary estimate.
Proposition 4.10(Chen-Ismail,[[CI91]) The following holds true

213 /(o + 1) (Bn + 1)
913NTAT(2/3) (otn + B+ 1)2/3

( 2(0tn + 1) )“““( 2(Bn+ 1) )W
(]_gn)(an+6n+]) (]+§n)(an+ﬁn+])

~ _ - B 14 o) ™MHan (1 +B )n+bn 1/2
1— . an/2—1/6 1 o bn/2—-1/6 ( n n
( S ) ( +s ) (1 + o+ Bn)n+a“+b“

Remark. e This result is contained in [CI91] with different notations
The proof of [CI91] holds only for arithmetic sequences, b,
but uniformity can be easily derived from the paper usingsBem-
equality (see]Col03a], Lemma 4.3.2 pp. 120-121). Altauady, it
is possible to choose the approach of IBG99] making use efhat
@).

¢ In this section we only handle the casesqfbut the obvious coun-
terparts of Assumptiod 2 at the edgfjealso holds true.

PRro(8,) = (1 +o(n %)

The Airy Equationf” = xf, has a conventional basis for its solutions,
denoted by(A1i, Bi), where

mAi(x) = lim Ju cogt3/3 4+ xt)dt

u— —+o00 0
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and

7Bi(x) = lim Ju[exp(—t3/3 + xt) + sin(t3/3 + xt)]dt

u——+o00 0
On|[0,00), Al is positive and tends towards zeroxas- oo, whereai is
positive and increases towards infinity. Besid&s$(0) = 9-/3I'(2/3)~".
TheAiry Kernel is defined as
Ai(W)AL (v) — Ai(v)Ai/(u)

(30) Ai(u,v) = v

4.2.2. Computation of the kernelLet s,, be the largest zero gf%°" in
(—=1,1) (wherexé b was defined in Equatiod {IL0)) arid, be the real
number such thath? is the derivative of¢¢* ats,.. The sequences,
andh,, actually depend on, a,,, b,,. One checks that as — oo,

(31)

1/3
h, = n2/3 (\/“ + Oén) (21 (‘;‘ ETIS)Z()L+ Xn + Bn)) (] + O(n_vg))

Let
dn(x) = g (sn +xhy")
wheregd?» was defined at Equatiohl(8), and

bn(x) = g (s, + xhy")

For any real numbeR, the functiond,, is defined on the intervéR, n?/3(1—
sn)] for n large enough. Furthermore, its value is zerdjit1 — s,.). Let

(32) (%) = P (s + xh Y h 2

The functiony,, is positive on the intervald, h,,(1 — s,.)] and tends uni-
formly on compact sets towards the identity function. By stomction, its
value in zero is zero. The functiap,, satisfies the differential equation

(33) (bn” = y(n(bn

Lemma 4.11.The functionsp,,, ¢, are decreasing and positive 6 h,,(1—
Sn)l.

Proof. We prove only the result fob,,, the proof ford being exactly the
same. The fact thap,,(0) is positive is a consequence of Proposifion.10.
Let us first show that fon large enoughg ., is decreasing fox > 0. As-
sume thatp,, has a zero insid@®, h,,(1—s,,)). This implies that there exists
x such thaip,,(x) < 0. Therefore there existssuch that bothp,,(x) < 0
andf,(x)’ < 0. Sinced,, satisfies the differential equatidn{33) and since
Xn is strictly positive on the intervad, h,,(1—s,,)), this contradicts the fact
thatd,,(h.(1—s.)) = 0. Thereforep,, has no zero insid®, h,,(1—s,,)).
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This implies that fom large enoughg,, is positive on(0, h,(T — s,,)). If
one assumes that it is strictly increasing at some place,vibuld again
contradict the fact thap,,(h..(1 — s,,)) = 0 by Rolle’s theorem. Therefore
we have proved that fat large enough¢,, is decreasing fox > 0. O

Lemma 4.12.1/800 < —d;;;((oo))' <2

Proof. By Lemmal4.1lL, the functiob; is negative on(0, h,(1 — s))
and increasing, therefofe/ (1)| < ¢ (0) (or else integrating/, over the
interval [0, 1] would contradictp,, ranging in[0, ¢.(0)]). Integratingd,,"
over|0, 1] and using the differential equation therefore shows|that0)| <
2¢,(0).

For the other inequality, observe first that,(1/10) > ¢,.(0)/2. In-
deed, if this were not the case, by positivity assumptioardghwould be
t € [0,1/10], =L (t) > 5¢,(0) and some’ € [1/10,6/10], =/, (t") <
&, which would result in the existence of sortiee [0,6/10], b2 (t") >
4¢$,(0). This contradicts the differential equation becadigas decreasing.

On the interval(1/20,1/10], ¢ > ¢&.(1/10)/20 thus by the preced-
ing inequality, ! > ¢,,(0)/40. Integrating, this yields-¢/ (1/20) >
—$(1/10) + ¢(0)/800 > ¢ (0)/800. O

Lemma 4.13.For any e > 0, one hasdp,.(x)/dn(0) — Ai(x)/AL(0) =
0(n—2/3*+¢) uniformly on compact subsets©f

Proof. In this proof, denote the power series expansiop9ndAi by

Gn(x) =D dalklxS Ailx) = ) Ailklx"
k k

An application of Cauchy integral formula to Equatidh (6) arcircular
contour of centeg,, and diameted(s,,,{—1, 1})/2, and the integral triangle
inequality shows that that there exists a cons@nt- 0 such that

|bnlK]| < Chn =231

Therefore, for anyy > 0,11’ € (0,2/3), there exists a constaft, > 0
x € [-n", n"]

(34) 3 ulkx* < Con- 3 InR2/3

k>nn

Denote the power series expansioRfx) by Xn(x) = Y., bxx*, where,
by assumptiorb, = 0, b; = 1. There exists a constat such that for all
k> 2,

by < Chn 20173
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According to the differential equation structure of Eqaat{33), the fol-
lowing recursive equation is satisfied:

TL(TL —1 )an = Z bian 24

Thanks to this equation and with Lemrma2.12, one can showtlieae
exist constantg > 0 andC,4 > 0 such that fom large enough, and for any
k <nn,

|bn3K]/dnl0] — Ai3k]/AL(0)] < Can *3Ai[3K]
(35)  |dnlBk+1]/dnl1] — Ail3k + 11/Ai(0)] < Can 23Ai[3k + 1]
|pnl3k + 2]| < Can~23A1[3K]

Fixn’ € (0,2/3). Equations[(35) show that there exists a constant- 0
such that

nn

Z GnBKINT /bnl0] = ) ALBKINT/AL(0)(1 4 0(n 7))

k=0

Z¢n3k+ I/ dn[0] Zmzw In*"/AL(0) (14 0(n2/%))

k=0
Z Gnl3k + 2N /$nl0] < Csn 2 Y ALK /AL(0)
k=0

Besides,y |, Ai[3kIn*""/Ai(0) and Y[, Ai[3k + 1]n*1"/Ai(0) grow
quicker than any polynomial a$ — oo because all summands have the
same sign. This together with the remainder estinjafle (3d e fact, by
LemmdZ.11, that one has,(n"") € [0, d»(0)], imply that for anye > 0,

[n[11/bn(0) — AT'(0)/AL(0)] = O(n~2/3)
An application of Inequalities(34) and{35) concludes thaof O
Lemma 4.14.Letc, = 2(2n + a,, + b, + 2)/h2. Then
bn(x)/Pn(0) = Ai(x — cp) /AL (—cp) = O(n#3)
uniformly on compact subsets©f

Proof. Observe that — J)n(x) satisfies the differential equation

T / X\ e / an,b / X -2
n = WPn ot h
wheres! is the largest zero ““’b“ on( 1,1). Besides, the function

X = X&P (s 4 x/hi) /hE
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has the same properties s, namely it tends uniformly on any compact
set towards identity function and is positive Bn.
An application of Taylor approximation formula shows that

s/ =sp+cnt+ Om 23

therefore we are exactly in the hypotheses of Lerimal 4.13 fzeghrtoof
follows in the same way. O

Lemma 4.15. Uniformly on compact subsets Gf for anye > 0, we have
dn(x) = bnlx) = cady(x) +0(n72374).

Proof. First observe thap,(x) = dn(x — cn) + 0(n2/3) by the previous
Lemma. Then it is standard that

(bn(x - Cn) - (bn(x) = Cnd);l(x) + O(niz/s)
by standard power series analysis. O

Therefore we end up with

Fr(X) D (Y)—Fr(Y)bn(x) = cnldn(X) bl (Y)—dn(y)dh(x))+0(n 23+
By Formula [I1) we have, for # y.

xX=Y)a b X Y Yn
Kan» n n o n ) —=
o e =T

which by LemmdZ.15 is

o (Gn(X)bAY) — Pyl bh(x) + O(n /)
Since the function is analytic, Lemria#.2 implies that thetds also for
X =Y.

As a consequence of Lemmad4.13, the asymptotic of Lemma ¢.A6ki
modified by replacing,, by s, because,, — 5, = O(n~'). Therefore,
again by Lemmas 413 aid 4110, the above left hand side tendsds the
Airy kernel.

(Fn(x)Dn(y) — Fr(y)dn(x))

Theorem 4.16.For anye > 0,

1 X ) 1/34¢

K st st hin) — Al(x,y) + O(n 13+

wheres,, andh,, are defined above EquatidB1), and the latter gives an
estimate forh,,. This asymptotic holds uniformly on any compact subset of

R.

From this, it is possible to establish a central limit typedtrem for the
largest eigenvalues
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Proposition 4.17. In the ultraspherical case,, = b,
(A1 —sn)hn, (A2 —s)hny ooy (An — s M, 0,0, ...)

converges in distribution towards the Airy ensembleas oo, in the sense
that any finite dimensional marginal converges in distribot

Proof. We prove the convergence in distribution(af —s.,)h, the general
statement being obtained by the same standard methodsrv®lisat for
v >u,

P(AS A [s, + hi S hl] #0) < PAS* N sy + hi o) # ()

Y% u v
< PASP N [sn 4 —,00) # 0) + PAL" N [sn 4+ —, sn+ —] #0)
hn hn hn
According to Proposition 6.4 of [LedD2], in the ultrasploaticasea,, =
b, = an, there exists a constaqt such that for every < ¢ < 1 and
n>1,

P(AT > sp(1+¢)) < Ce ™?/C

This constant exists again in our more general framework ¢tnstantC
of [Led0Z2] can be chosen to depend explicitly and continilyoois ).

By Theorem[416 and dominated convegence, the right harel afid
Equation [[b) on the sdt, + moySn + qo] converges as — oco. Addi-
tionally, whenv — oo, P(AG™Pr N [s,, + 2=, 00) # () tends towards zero
by the result of [Led02]. " O

Remark. e A direct analysis from the asymptotics or the modified Ja-
cobi Kernel for the above result escaped us because outgesly
hold only uniformly on compact sets. A direct approach wdugd
very interesting but for the moment the result [of [Led02] aéms
unavoidable.

e It would be interesting to check the result of [Led02] in thesn
general ¢,, # b,,) case. This would result in the convergence after
rescaling towards an Airy ensemble in full generality.

4.3. Kernel at the hard edge. According to papers of Kuijlaars et al [KVD2]
in which Riemann-Hilbert techniques are used, we expeatalesant ker-
nels at the hard edge to involve Bessel functions. We presshort and
self contained algebraic solution to this question. We nta&dollowing

Assumption 3. The sequencé,, is constant (we denote its value by the
nonnegative integds), and definingx,, = a,,/n, we assume

0 <liminf &, < o0
n
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TheBessel kernak defined by
. /
(36) Fb(u,\/) — \/_ \/7]b \/7 Ib \/;)ﬁ]b(ﬁ)
2(u—v)
whereJ, is the usual Bessel function of the first kind and of orblesatis-

fying

00 _)n

(37) Jo(z) = (z/2)° )

— (n+b)n!

(z/2)*"

Theorem 4.18.For anyu,v € R,

s o e e e e
and this estimate is uniform for any compact seRin
Proof. Observe that

Jo(2) = —Jos1(2) +bJu(2)/2

therefore

—Jo(vVWAVV] o1 (V) + Jo(VV) VU (VL)
2(u—v)

For future use, note that the coefficientif2+<yb/2+1 of

—Jo (VW VYV b1 (VV) + To(VV) VU pir (V)

Fb(u> V) =

is
(k=1
38
(38) (b+ k)!k!(b+ 1)
According to [Ask75], p. 7 Formula (2 2)
Zu (b+1), rn+a+b+1) k
POP(—1+ =5
n +n2 n! Z k'b+1) <n2>

where(a)y = a(a + 1)...(a+k— 1).
In order to establish asymptotic properties of this polyrantet us write
it in the equivalent form

o 2u, (b+n)l ¢« ((nn+a+b+ 1) fu\k
PRo(= T+ = > k!(b + k)! <§>

k=0

Isolate one generic summandRff+ " (—1 + 5 H%))'

(b +1)! (=) (M + an + bn + 1) u K
n! k!(b, + k)! An2(1 + «,)

) = Fo(u,v)+O0(n~

b
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The coefficient ind<v! of

. S
n22(1 + o)
v
n22(1 + o)

v
2n2(1 + o)
v
2n2(1 + an)

Pgn’bn(—1 + )Pan,bn(_] +

n—1

)

P (1 + Pan (1 + )

n—1

b+n)l(b+n—1)!
nl(n—Nk!(b+k)IU(b+ 1!(4n2(1 + «,))ktt
{(—m)x(n+an+b+ 1) (n+1)(n+a,+b)—
(—n)in+an+b+1)i(-=n+ 1)x(n+ an+ by}
(b+n)l(b+n—1)!
Tl — DIK(b F R + )IEN2(T £ o))
(m+Din+an+b+1)ia(-n+1)ian+an+b+ 1)y
{(nn+a,+b+k)(nm+)(n+a,+b)—
(—n)n+apn+b+1)(—m+k)(n+ a,+b)}

This simplifies to

(b+n)!(b+n—1)
n!(n—1kH(b+ k)b +1)!{E4n2(T + o))<t
(—n+1Duin+an+b+1) 1 4(n+Th gn+an+b+ 1),
(—n)(n+an+b)(1—kK)2n+ a, +b)

(b+n)l(b+n—1)!
" nln — DKo+ Kb + DIENn2(1 + o))<+
(—m)in+apn+bh(—n+1) i n+a+b+ 1) 1(1—k)(2n+ an + b)

Asn — oo, the above expression can be simplified:

(1—Kk)
k(b +K)U(b+1)

1221 4 o) (=124 ) (14 0(n )

One can show that the remainder functign ') is smaller tham—"p(k, 1)
wherep(k,1) is a suitably chosen polynomial i andl). Additionally,
Yn =121+ &) (2 + o) + O(n) and

u u

__9an b —1
e 2 ity OO

wamP(—1
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Together with Equatiori{(38), we deduce that

u—v u Vv
UV gewbggp % g Y
2n2(1+an) ™ (=1+ 2n2(1 + )’ + 2n2(1 + ocn))

B n!(n+ a, +b)! 2-an—b
C (n+an—NDIM+b—1!2n+a,+b
an/2,b/2(_q u an/2,b/2(_q u
W =1+ 2n2(1 + o) Jw (=1+ 2n?(1 + ocn))
panb(] 4% gpanbgy YV
(Pr (=1 + 2n?(1+ ocn)) (=1 2n?(1 + ocn))
Y u
i o [ Spe—— - L (R [
S e LS B eI b

= (u—V)Fp(u,v)(1+0(n™")

Therefore, for any compact subset@©@fx C not intersecting the diag-
onal{(x,x),x € C}, one has the announced result. By Lenima 4.2, this
convergence is uniform on any compact subsét of C. O

From this, we can also state a result about the behavior cfritadlest
non-zero eigenvalue:

Proposition 4.19. Under Assumptiofll 3, the random sequence of vectors
((7\1 + 21+ )y, A+ 1M1+ o), oy (An + 1M1 + &)y .. ) con-
verges in distribution.

Proof. This is a consequence of Equatidh (5) and dominated convegge
theorem. O

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS.

5.1. Limiting procedures and modified Laguerre ensemble.In [Col034],
the following result is proved

Theorem 5.1.Forn > q,n > ¢/, letm, 4 4 be the canonical projection
of M,(C) onto its upper left corneM, o (C) with q lines andq’ columns.
LetdA be the standard Lebesgue measurédby, (C) Forn > 2q > 2q’,

T g (Hn) = Caqr,n defl — AAT)979 T dA
wherec 4/ » IS @ normalization constant.
This result is also a consequence of the present paper angdlies

Theorem 5.2. Let v, be the probability measure,, ;e 4"™MM dM on
M4(C), and q,, be a sequence of integers tending towards infinity such
that there exists & > 0 such thatq? < Cn. Then

|\/ n/qnﬂ:,qn(un) _an| = 0(])
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where| - | denotes the total variation measure.

This result was already known to_[DEL92] under the assunmptiat
g3 = o(n). Jiang informed the author that he recently obtained byfit
methods ([Jia03]) an improvement of this theorem to the gase o(n?).

The Laguerre PolynomiaL?),,~o is a family of orthogonal polynomials
with respect to the measuse€te ™1 ) such that the leading coefficient
is (—1)"/n!. These polynomials determine the determinantal point pro-
cess structure of a Wishart ensemble of paramgten + a,n~'). As
n — oo, ap/n ~ & > 0, the average eigenvalues counting measure of
W(n, a,,n"") converges towards the so-callkthrcenko-Pastudistribu-

tion
Vu—x)(x—v)
X
whereu =2+ x—2y/1T+a,v=2+ o+ 2y/1 + «

With Speicher’s non-crossing cumulants theory ($ee [N5Qflje can
prove that this distribution is both a free chi-square istion and a free
Poisson distribution.

Upon knowing that the average eigenvalue counting meagtine G UE
converges towards the semi-circle distribution, it is e@synderstand via
matrix models why the Marcenko-Pastur distribution is a fohi-square
distribution.

However, as far as the author knows, there was no matrix-hesgé&ana-
tion for the coincidence between free Poisson distribuéind Marcenko-
Pastur distribution. This paper provides an explanatiodeed, Theorem
this implies that contraction of a random projection byal projec-
tions is almost a Wishart matrix; in addition, contractidraanatrix A by a
random projection of rank« is a matrix model forx— fold free additive
convolution ofA.

Note that at the level of orthogonal polynomials, this is at@dance
with the following well known approximation result in orthonal polyno-
mial theory (see [Ask75], Formula (6.11)):

: 2x
Jim PRR(1—25) = Li(x)

This gives a free probabilistic motivation for computing tlocal spac-
ing results for the Laguerre ensemble. The methods of ttpsmpean me
followed line by line to obtain similar results for the modifiLaguerre en-
semble. For the asymptotic kernel at the edge we have to nskefithe
differential equationy” = xg with g = e /% (¢*1/2[.¢(x) and

comnst.

1 [u,v] dx

_nta+1 +1—a2 1
- 2x 4x2 4

x(x)
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and at the hard edge, one can use the following hypergeamnefriesenta-

tion

n+a
a

Lo(x) = (

whereM is the confluent hypergeometric function.

)M(—n,a—H,x)

5.2. Remaining questions. It would be very interesting to investigate pos-
sible extension of the dictionary between free probabdity classical (pos-
sibly modified) polynomials (Charlier, Meixner, etc...hdainvestigate uni-
versality properties.

The study of the semi group of free additive convolution, artigular
the study of random matrix models obtained by contractidnsnatarily
invariant matrices, and obtaining nice Theoremd 2.2-likpliek densities
which can be handled for local asymptotics purposes renaachsllenging
problem in full generality, for which other ideas are needed
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