Uses of Dyson-Schwinger Equations

September 16, 2016

These are lecture notes in progress: please contribute to them by sending
typos or asking questions or comments. Thanks to Mihai Nica for the first
version of the notes.

1 Lecture 1

1.1 Introduction

In order to calculate the magnetic momentum of an electron Feynman used
diagrama and Schwinger used Green’s functions. Dyson unified these two ap-
proaches. A tool is to consider Dyson-Schwinger equations. On one hand they
can be thought as equations for the generating functions of the graphs that are
enumerated, on the other they can be seen as an equation for the invariance of
the underlying measure. A baby version of these is the charaterization of the
Gaussian law X ~ N (0, 1):
Combinatorial view point:

E [X"] = # {pair partitions of n points}
vs. invariance of the Lebesgue measure under shift, that is integration by parts:

EXf(X)] = E[f'(X)]

If one applies the latter to f(z) = z™ one gets
Mpy1 = E [X”+1] = E [nX"fl] = nmp_1

This last bit can also be understood as the induction relation for the number
C, of pair partitions of n points by thinking of the n ways to pair the first
particle.



1.2 GUE topological expansion example

Let X be a GUE matrix, X;; = X5 + ZXZ;R, each NV (0, 5% ) and X;; = X5 ~

N (0,4) Then the “topological expansion” is

k
EI:NTI" (X ] ZN?Q

g>0

where Mg (k) is the number of rooted maps of gneus g build over a vertex of
degree k. And a “map” is a connected graph properly embedded in a surface.
By Euler’s formula 2 — 2g = #Vertices + #Faces — #FEdges, and a “root” is a
distinguished edge.

Similarly, let: W, (k1 ..., ky) = Oy, . .. 0, 7 log B [eXp (Zle ANTeri)} Inco
then:

Wc(klv"'7 ZNQQ k17~~'7kp)
g>0
where My (k1, ..., kp) is the number of maps of genus g and 1 vertex of degree

k;. This can derived using combinatorial arguments and Wick calculus to com-
pute Gausian moments, or by the Dyson-Schwinger (DS) equation, which we do
below.

1.3 Dyson-Schwinger Eqn

Let:
Y, = TrX* — ETrX*

Let us try to compute:

p
E |Trx™ [

=2

By integration by parts, one can compute the recurence type relation

k1—2
12 TrX T Xk —2- pHY
=2

P P
k itk —2

+E ZNTrX : | H Y

1=2 J=2i#j
(1)
The proof of this fact goes by expanding the first term, TrX*!, in terms of
the matrix elements and using Gaussian integration by parts. This is left
as an exercise.

p
E |TrX* [ W,
=2

1.4 Plan of next lectures

1. Show the topological expansion for GUE can be derived from the DS eqn
and Get a CLT for the centered moments {’IYX ki — BTrX k'i}



2. Generalization of these to other 5 ensembles (based on joint work with
Borot: http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1045)

3. Discrete [-ensembles e.g. lozenge tilings (based on joint work with
Borodin and Gorin, http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.03760)

1.5 DS equation implies genus expansion

We will show that the DS equation (1) can be used to show that:
EETkaM®H~LMwa
N I = 0 N2 1 e

Next orders can be derived similarly.
Let:

1
my =B {NTer]

By the DS equation (with no Y terms), we have that:

"1 1
E 14 k—£—2
2 NTTX NTI‘X ]

my =E

(the second term in the DS equation is 0 here.) We now assume that we
have the self-averaging property that:

L ¢ _ | Lyt _ N
N’ITX —E[N’I‘rX] +o(1) =my +o(1)

as N — oo (We will show this self-averaging is true later). If this is true, then
the above expansion would give us:

k—2

my = mp'my__+o(1)
=0

On the other hand, let My(k) be the number of maps of genus 0 with k
vertices. These satisfy the Catalan recurrence:
k—2
My(k) = Mo()My(k — € —2)
=0
This recurrence is shown by a Catalan-like recursion argument, which goes
by dividing each map of genus 0 into two submaps (both still of genus 0) of size
fand k—/4—2.
Since these both satisfy the same recurrence (and My(0) = m{Y = 1, My(1) =
m¥ = 0), we can prove by induction (assuming the self-averaging works) that:

my = My(k) +o(1) as N — oo

It remains to prove the self-averaging.



1.5.1 Self-Averaging

Claim There exists finite constants C. and E. so that for every k, if ki,..., k¢
are integers so that Zle k; < k then:

¢
a) clki,....ky) =E H Y, | satisfies [e(k1,...,kp)| < Csoy,
i=1

and:
1
by m) :=E [NTrXé] satisfies |m)| < By for all £ < k

The proof is by induction on k. It is clearly true for £ = 0,1. Suppose the
induction hypothesis holds for £ — 1. To see that b) holds, consider that by the
DS equation, we first observe that:

1 k ? k—0—2
E[NTrX] = ;2 TrX TrX

ol
|
N

= (mévmi\ChQ + C(f, k—1{— 2)) S Z(EgEk,Q,g + Ckfg) = Ek
0

~
I

where:
e(k,0) = B [(Tox* - BTV (Tex’ — BTex)|

To see that a) holds, consider as follows

P p
1 1
E|Y: [[Y%,| = E NTthHij E{NTerl]E
j=2 j=2

-:1@
e

<
Il
o

= E —ZTrXfTrX’“ —t- 2HYk
j=2

+E ZNTX’“*’“ -2 H Vi,
J=2,j#i

P

-E % 25: X! Tr X 2| E H

where we just used the DS equation. We next substract the last term to the
first and observe that

TeX T X" 72 - E[Tr X Tr X" 072
= NYym) o ,+NY o md +c(l,k—2—1)



to deduce

p
E Yleij = QZméVC(k—Q—g,kg,...,k‘p)
j=2 £

1
+N2c(£,k— 2 —O)clky, ... ky)

14
+ Z kimé\i+ki72c(k2, ey kifl, ki+17 . ]ﬂp)
=2

1 p
+N2kzc(k1 +k’1 72,]{32,..,]{1‘_1,]@‘4_1,.,]{31)) (2)

i=2
which is bounded uniformly by induction.

Remark. You can understand the same thing from the Feynman picture: the
first term is somehow the interaction to other pieces and the second term is the
interaction wtih “itself”.

1.5.2 Second Order

The above self averaging properties prove that mY = C(k) + o(1). To get
the next order correction you have to analyze the limiting covariance of the
terms:

(k. 0) = E | (Tex* - BT ) (TeX’ — ETrx)]

we will show that c(k, ¢) converges towards:
My (k,¢) = # {planar maps with 1 vertex of degree ¢ and one vertex of degree k}

If we can show this, then we will have:

Corollary. N2(my — C(k)) = c}. + o(1) where c}, are defined recusivly:

k—2 k—2
ch =2 ;Mo (k—€—2)+> My(l,k—{—2)
=0 £=0

Proof. Again we prove the result by induction over k. It is fine for £ = 0,1
where c,l€ = 0. By (2) with p = 0 as well as the a priori bounds on the moments
(a) we proved by induction we have :

N2 (mp —C(k)) = > Mo(O)N? (m) ;5 — Mo(k —2—10))
+ Y NZ (my) — Mo(0)) (mg—s—s — Mo(k =2 — £))
+> et k—t-2)
+N2 Y (mp = Mo())(mi_s—q — Mo(k — 2 = ()
4

from which the result follows by taking the large N limit on the right hand
side. O



Exercise. Show that ¢}, = M (k) is the number of planar maps of genus 1.

Remark. The proof goes again by showing M; (k) satisfies the same type of
recurrence as c;, by considering the matching of the root: either it cuts the map
of genus 1 into a map of genus 1 and a map of genus 0, or there remains a
(connected) planar maps.

Proof. (Of the c(k,¢) convergence thm) Observe that c(k, ¢) converges for K =
k 4+ ¢ < 1 and assume you have proven convergence towards o(k,f) up to K.
Take kK +¢ = K + 1 and use (2) with p = 1 to deduce that ¢(k,{) converges
towards o(k, £) which is given by the induction relation

£—2
o(k, ) = 2) Mo(p)o(k—2—p,L)+LMo(k+ £ —2)
p=0

You then can check that o(k,£) = My(k,¥) as they satisfy the same induction

relation (check it by pairing the root).
O

2 Second Lecture

Last time X was a GUE matrix. We saw that:

E H[Ter} = Mo (k) + %Ml(k) to <Z\12>

and:
E [YiYe] = My (¢, k) +o(1)

where:
Y := TrX* — ETr X*

and where My is the number of planar maps, M; is the number of maps of
genus 1 and My(¢, k) is the number of planar maps with one vertex of degree £
and another vertex of degree k.

Remark. Have that if A\1,..., Ay are the eigenvalues then:

E

1 ox
N;)ﬁ] = My(k) + o(1)

B[ -E(Y A2 = o)

This result is enough to conclude by Borel Cantelli Lemma that almost
surely:

1
= NZ(SN — o(dx)



where o is the semi-circle law : o(z™) = My(n). Indeed, the almost sure
convergence for moments follows from the summability of

PSS N -B(X )2 N) <

Borel-Cantelli Lemma and convergence of my towards o(z™). The convergence
of & Zfil f(X\;) follows then since polynomials are dense in the set of continuous

functions on [—\/5, \/i]

2.1 CLT for Y,

Let c(ki,...,ky) = E[Yj, -+ Yy, | then we claim that as N — oo to G(k1, ... k)
given by:

k
(1) Gy, kp) = Mo(ky, ki)Glka, .. ki Kp)
=2

where " is the absentee hat. This type of moment convergence is equiva-
lent to a Wick formula and is enough to prove (by the moment method) that
Yi,, -, Yy, are jointly Gaussian. We will prove this by induction by using the
DS equations. Now assume that { holds for any ky, ..., k, such that Y -7_, k; < k.
(induction hypothesis) We have by (4). Notice by the a priori bound on corre-
lators (a) that the terms with a 1/N are neglectable in the right hand side and
my close to My(k), yielding

P
E Vi, [[ %, 23 mple(k —2— Lk, ... ky)
j=2 V4

1
+ > etk —2=0c(ky, ..., ky)

p
+ Z kimkN1+ki72c(k27 oy kifla ki+17 ) kp)
=2

12
t > kic(ky + ki — 2,ka, o ki1, Kiga, o k)
i=2
= 2) My(O)c(k —2— L ks, ..., ky)
¢
& 1
+ Z:ZQ kiMO(kl + kl - 2)C(k27 oy ki—la ki+17 oy kp) + O(N)
By using the induction hypothesis, this gives rise to:

P
[T
i=1

E = o(1)+2> My(O)G(ky — € —2,ks,... k)

+ 3 kiMo(ki + kj — 2)G(ka, .. ki, . )



It follows that

Gy, kp) =2 Mo(O)G(ky—L=2, ks, ... kp)+ Y kiMo(kitk;—2)G(ka, ...

But using the induction hypothesis, we get

Glky, ...k, Z 2> " Mo(0)M (ky—0—2, ki) +k: Mo (ki+k;—2))G (ka, .. i, . ..

and recalling that
Mo(ky, ki) =2 Mo(6)M(ky — € — 2,k;) + ki Mo(ky + ki — 2)

proves the induction.

2.2 [-ensembles

Consider an ensemble given by the probability measure:

1

dPyY (M, An) = Py
N

N
A(A)ﬁe*NﬁZV()‘i) H d\;

i=1
where A()\) = Hi<j |>\1 - Aj|
Remark. The case V(X) = 1z% and 8 = 2 is exactly the GUE case we were
looking at in the previous lecture. (the case § = 1 corresponds to GOE and
B =4 to GSE)

Notice that we can rewrite this as:

apryy L N 1on I
D = P B loglhi— - BN Y V(M)
i#£]

"=" exp{-BN€ (iv)}

where jix is the empircal measure (total mass 1), and:

/V )du(x —7//ln|w—y|du z)du(y)

(the “=" is in quotes because we have thrown out the fact that In |z — y| is
not well defined for a dirac mass on the “self-interaction” diagonal terms)

Theorem. Assume that liminf), % > 1 (i.e. V(x) goes to infinity fast

enough to be dominante the log term at infinty) and V is continuous
We have that fin = pi} a.s where pyt is the equilibrium measure for V, ie.
namely the minimizer of £(u) and moreover this is bounded below, i.e. ICy s.t.

Vesp(z) :=V(x) — /ln|x —ylduif(y) —Cv =0 Vo € supp(ui))

and Vegy > 0 off of supp(puif).



Proof. (sketch) We prove later the a.s. convergence towards uy and concen-
trates on the existence, haracterization and uniqueness of uj?. First we observe
that the level sets {u: E(u) < M} are compact(exercise). Then by compact-
ness we can find a (possibly not unique) minimizer, call it u;?. By using that
E(pyf +tv) > E(uyt) for t small enough and all measure v which is non negative
outside the support of p{f and with mass zero (so that uj? + tv is a probability
measure), we find that p(7 satisfies that V, ¢y vanishes on its support and is non
negative everywhere (for some constant Cy/).
To see this is unique for any other measure p with finite £ write:

€ 1 [& e
E(w) = &) - g/ln = yld (n = py!) (@)d (n = i) ()
+ [ Vags@)duta)
But this is a kind of distance function: if u, v such that £(u), £(v) are finite:

2
dr

D, ) :=—/1og|x—yd(u—u)d(u—u)z/wi\f—\w
0

as the Fourier transform of the logarithm is 1/t. Hence, £(u) = £(uy?) implies
D(pif, ) = 0(as Veyys is non-negative) and therefore p = puf?. O

2.3 Concentration of Measure

We are going to regularize iy so that it has finite energy, following an idea
of Maurel-Segala and Maida. First define A by \y = Ay and \; = \j_1 +
max {on,\; — Aji—1} where on will be chosen to be like N7P. Remark that
N\ — \i_1 > on whereas [N 75\1| < Noy. Define iy = Ey [% 26;\#(]1_] where
U; are iid unif [0, N79] (i.e. we smooth the measure by putting little rectangles
instead of Dirac masses and make sure that the eigenvalues are at least distance
NP apart). Then we claim that

Lemma. Assume V is C'. For 1 <p—1 < q there exists Cp 4 finite such that
P]@:V (D(/]Naﬂ‘€;1> > t) < eprqunN—Nzt2
Corollary. For any function ¢ set:

2

. P\T) — Py
‘(p|% = /“Ps|2 sds a|90|L Sup|(|3);_()
0

P (‘/wd(ﬂw )

> N_p+1|<p|L—|—t|90;) < eCNlnN—N2t2



Proof. Tt goes by triangle inequality basically:

/sod(ﬂzv—u?‘/q) = /wd(u}v—ﬂNH/@d(ﬂN—MT/")

N
1 3 A~ N
< 3 2 Eule(n) — (i +U)) + /%(MN — in) ds +
i=1
< el (NTPFE 4+ N7 ol D (v, 1)

where we noticed that |A; — A;| is bounded by NP1 and U by N~¢. Hence,
the previous lemma proves the claim. O

We next prove Lemma 2.3. We first show that:
Z5V > exp (=N?E(uif) + CNIn N)

This follows since:

7Yy = /H A — A7 exp (—NZV (/\Z-)) dA
/ TT 1% = 217 exp (—NZ 1% (/\i)> A

[Ni—z; |[<N—s

v

Choose points x; to be the “typical” eigenvalue locations for the equilibrium
configuration i.e. so that uy! [(—oo,z;)] = % As it can be shown the density
of pif is bounded

Lt (fan aop)) < 19 )
5 = i ([zowina]) < == lloolwigs — 2

and we choose s > 2 so that A\j41 — A\; = (2541 — 2;)(1+ O(+)). Then we have:

zy"

\%

NV [ i = a5l exp (~NB Y Vw) + NN )
exp{—BN?E(uy!) + CNlog N}

v

since if 7 > j
Ti41 Zj
€ €
log |z — 2] = / / log | — yldpy! ()dpy! (y)
X, Tj—1

and [N~V (z;) — f;:“ V(z)dui!(x)] < C/N? as V is Lipschitz.

Now consider that:

dry”
A S E|/\i—)\j|ﬂexp(—NﬁZV()\i))
< T 5[ e (-x8 VG + 32N )
1<j

10



because the A only increased the differences and |\ — 5\1| < N'~P. Now because
adding the uniform variables only creates an error of order N2N~9N? we can
conclude that if ¢ > p+ 1,

apry”
dA

We now use the fact that £(an)—E(u?) = D(an, i)+ [ (Vess)(2))diin (z)
so that

<exp (=N?B(E(fin) — E(SF)) + CNInN)

N
P]@V (D(,aNaM?/q) > t) < eCNlogN—ﬁN%Z (/G_Nveff(w)d.%')

where the last integral is bounded by a constant as Vs is non-negative and
goes to infinity at infinity faster than logarithmically.

3 Lecture 3

3.1 Goal and strategy
We want to show for sufficiently many functions f that

e > f(N)—E[D f(N\)] converges to a centered Gaussian.

We will restrict ourselves to Stieljes transform f(z) = (2 — z)~! for z € C\R,
which in fact gives these results for all analytic function f. We will as well
restrict ourselves to K = 2, but the strategy is similar to get higher order
expansion. The strategy is similar to the case of the GUE:

e We derive a set of equations, the Dyson-Schwinger equations, for our ob-
servables (the moments of Stieljes transform): it is an infinite system of
equations, a priori not closed. However, it will turn out that asymptoti-
cally it can be closed.

e We linearize the equations around the limit. We show that some terms
are negligable. The concentration estimates of Lemma 2.3 implies that

EITO (=2 =ER _(z-2) 71 < (VN Ny/[TIS=] (3)
j=1

which is not good enough for our purpose. So we improve these estimates
by using the Dyson-Schwinger equations in the spirit of what we did for
the GUE.

11



e To solve the linearized equation, we can not use induction as before, but
we invert some linear operator. This shows that once smaller terms have
been neglected, the system of equations can be solved (that is is closed).

e We proceed recursively to get all orders of the corrections.

3.2 Dyson-Schwinger Equation

We will look for moments of the Stieltjes transform, namely moments of:

1 1
Z):NZZ—/\Z

=1

<.

For z € C\R. Let:

AR |
YZ:ZZ*)\,j_

i=1
We will assume that

Assumption -V is real analytic,
-u3t has a connected support [a, b,
Very is strictly positive outside the support of pif.

Flrst notice that:

ﬁVk

/d)\ia _1 47 HY =
v S DY i T

(This follows by integration by parts formula ffooo 0. f(z)dz = 0) On the
other hand, if we expand out this derivative we have:

N

1 1 u
JME et e Py Ve N e 1

z —
i=1

If we set Gy (2) = + > ﬁ and define G(z) = [ 2-du{!(z) this is:
1 Bl B B V(M)

e[ om [ I

L#j

We now use the fact that V' is real analytic so that Cauchy formula implies
that

12



V(i 1%
SO L YO = L M ac

where the contour encircles the A;’s. It can be proven that when V. is positive
outside the support of x?, for any € > 0, there exists ¢(e) > 0 so that

Pﬁ’v (Fi:Nicla—eb+e) <e N,

This entitles us to change the probability measure to have support in [a—e&, b+¢]
up to exponentially small errors everywhere (that we will not discuss in what
follows). We then can simply take a contour around [a —,b + ¢].

3.3 Analysis of the Dyson-Schwinger equation: heuristics

We know by Lemma 2.3 that Gy converges to G and hence (4) yields with p = 0

that
3 v
2 2m |z —¢&

We next guess the corrections to this limit.

G(2)* + G(&)d¢=0. (5)

e First order correction. Setting AGy := Gy — G, (4) yields with p =0

that
E[leaZGN(z) {—1 + g} + K[AGN](2) + g(AGN(z))Q —0  (6)
where v
K1) = BG)S() - 1 D peyae.

By Lemma 2.3, we know that E[(AGx(2))?] is of order (In N)?/N. Let us
assume for a moment it is o( N~!). Assume as well that K is invertible.
Then we deduce from (6) that

Jim NE[AGN(2)] = (% - %)K’l[é)zG](z) = Gy(2).

e Limiting covariance. To get the limiting covariance, let us take p = 1. Let
¢(z,2") = E[Y,Y,/]. The Dyson-Schwinger equation then reads

Kl = N B[aGy(2)?Y.] )
(& - vo.EioN (2] - o.m NG ED,

Assume that E[(AGx(2))?Y./] = o(1/N) even if the concentration esti-
mates only gives that it is of order 1/v/N. Note that E[Gy(2)Y.] =

13



E[(Gn(z) — G(2))Y,/] grows at most logarithmically, and assume it goes
to zero. As this is an analytic function, its derivative goes as well to zero.
Then, we deduce from (4) that

lim BINGy(z)Y.] = K~1[o, 2 =CF)

N—o00 .=z

e Second order correction. Going back to (4) with p = 0 we have

KIN(NAG—G1))(2) =~ (BIYZHE[NAG (2)?) (5 —1)2. BIVAG ()]
and we can go to the limit N — oo to deduce
J\}EnwK[N(NAGN - G)(z) = —g(W(z,z) +G1(2)%) — (g —1)0,G1(2)

so that taking the inverse of K yields the desired limit:

Jim N(VAGy-G))(z) = K (-5

W60

5~ 1)0,G1)(z) .

The above heuristics can be made rigorous provided we invert the operator
K (and show its inverse is continuous to neglect error terms after we inverted
it) and we show sufficiently strong concentration inequalities. This is what we
do next.

3.4 Inverting the operator K

Observe that we want to apply K to functions which are differences of Stieljes
transforms and therefore going to infinity like 1/22. We therefore search for f
with such a decay satisfying g(z) = K f(z) for a given g. As a consequence g
goes to infinity like 1/z at best. We can rewrite
VI(§) —V'(2)
K = B(G(z) - V' — —_— dg .
12) = BG() = V(1) - 8 p 5B peyae

We make the following crucial assumption of off-criticality:

Assumption. There exists a real analytic function h which does not vanish on
a complex neighborhood of [a — e,b + €] so that

dust
d; = h(z)\/(x —a)(b—x).

This implies that

G(z) = V'(z) = m\/(2 — a)(b— 2)h(z)

with h real analytic and not vanishing on [a — &,b + ¢]. Indeed,(5) implies that
G(2)? —2V'(2)G(2) + Q(2) =0

14



with Q(z) =2 ¢ v2(£r(zvg()z f(&)dE. Solving this equation yields

G(z) =V'(2) = VV'(2)? = Q(2)
As V' is analytic, and V'(2)? — Q(2) is analytic, its square root becomes as z

goes to the real line the density of u{?. The conclusion follows.
This behaviour is essentlal to invert K, in the splrlt of Tricomi airfol equa-

tion. Indeed, we write with o(z) = /(2 — a)(b— z2), for g = K f

o(2)f(z) = i . i 5a(é)f(f)df
1 1 1 1
- 5= P e O + Q)
1 1 1

where in the first line we took a contour around z and used Cauchy formula, in
the second line we passed the contour around [a,b] and used the definition of
K f = g, using that the residue at infinity vanishes because o(z)f(z) goes like
1/z, and in the last line we used that @}/S is analytic. Hence, we deduce that

1 1 1 1
K 'g(z) = — d
00 = 555 P 7 (€.
where the contour surrounds [a — €,b + ¢]. We note that away from [a,b], K*
is bounded. Also it maps holomorphic to holomorphic functions so that bounds
on functions translate into bounds on its derivatives up to take slightly smaller
imaginary part of the argument.

3.5 Improving concentration estimates

To this end we use the Dyson-Schwinger equations. By using the concentration
estimate, the right hand side of (2) implies we see that the right hand side is
bounded by (In N)3v/N. This yields an a priori bound on ¢ of order (In N)3v/N
as K~! is bounded. This is better than the a priori estimate N(In N)2. This
already shows that E[|[NAGy(2)|?] is at most of order (In N)*v/N = o(N),
justifying our computation of the first order correction on E[Gy — G]. To
go farther, observe that by Lemma 2.3 and restricting ourselves to the event

|AGN| <InN/V/N, we find
e—N(nN)? 5y
[(S2)S2|

In N
NVN
(In N)*2/N

[B[(AGN(2)*Yx]| < E[[NAG N (2)"]/*E[| Y2 ]2 +

IN

by the previous bound on the covariance. Going back to (2), we deduce that ¢
is at most of order (In N)®/2, and by the above bound that

(In N)7/2

[E[(AGN(2))*Y2]| < NN

15



We can then make the argument concerning the convergence of ¢ rigorous. We
then get the second order correction as announced.

3.6 Central limit theorem

To prove the central limit theorem we show by induction over p that

P
ngnooE ZW 21, %j) hm EHYZZ
=2 £33
This is true for p = 1,2. We then use
g ﬁ -
E[ (GzGN(z) [—1 + 2] + NBK(Gy — G) + = (Gn(2) ) 11 sz}
k=1
P

GN Zz GN Zj
z Yz 8
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We then use that by concentration inequahty Lemma 2.3 and the induction
bound on E[Hﬁ':1 |Y.,]| if p is even or E[HJ 1 1Yz, 1] if p is odd which is finite

— ()2 - (InN) ., o N 1 e—NInN

where n = 1 if p is odd and 0 if p even. Let us consider the case p odd. Plugging
back this estimate and inverting K (recall as well the first term SK(Gny — G) +

9.G () [71 + g} — BK (Gn—E[Gy])) yields that [B[N (G (2)—G(2)) [T'_, Yz, ]|

is at most of order In Nv/N. p + 1 is this time even so we can insert the
absolute value, and deduce by concentration inequality that E[(N(Gn(z) —
G(2))*[I5-, Y2,]| is at most of order (In N)?. Hence we may neglect this term
and conclude as before.

3.7 Bibliography

B. Eynard and his collaborators used a lot DS equations to get large N ex-
pansions on a formal level, and study the “topological expansion” that relates
the coefficients of these expansion. The idea to use DS equations to prove CLT
rigorously was first followed by Johansson (97) under some assumption of con-
vexity on the potential. Note that an expansion for linear statistics yields after
interpolation expansions for the free energy as if V; =tV + (1 — t)2?

1 1

—lnL:—/ pov E 375‘/;:
2 B,x2 t

N VA%

so that if we have expansions at each t of the interpolation, we are done.This
was done with Borot It was pursued by Shcherbina and G-Borot to consider the

16



case were 1/ has a disconnected support: in this case the number of eigenvalues
lying in each connected part fluctuates as a discrete Gaussian whose mean and
covariance may only converge along subsequences, so that the usual CLT is not
valid anymore. More general potential(in particular none linear in the spectral
measure) were considered with Borot and Kozlowski, as well as the sinsh model
were the Coulomb potential is replaced by a sinsh potential. Several matrix
models were considered with E. Maurel Segala, however, the inversion of the
operator in general requires the potential to be small. This approach was also
generalized to orthogoal and unitary matrices with Collins and Maurel Segala,
and then with Novak. A related research was conducted by Chatterjee. In the
next lecture, we investigate the discrete case. Then, large deviation and concen-
tration inequalities are very similar. However, the expected Dyson -Schwinger
equation given by (discrete) integration by parts is not easily tractable. Indeed
the induced change of measure is not a nice function of the empirical measure
LN:% 2551/1\' as it depends on

1
H(Heﬁej)

i<j

which depends on Ly and N in a non trivial way.We shall present recent equa-
tions introduced by Nekrasov that will be convenient for asymptotic analysis.
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