arXiv:1409.0126v1l [math.PR] 30 Aug 2014

Generalized p-Gaussian Ensemble

Equilibrium measure method
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Abstact

We describe p-Generalized random Hermitian matrices ensemble some-
times called Chiral ensemble. We give global asymptotic of the density
of eigenvalues or the statistical density. We investigate general method
names as equilibrium measure method. When taking » large limit we will
see that the asymptotic density of eigenvalues generalize the Wigner semi-
circle law.
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1 Introduction

The generalized f-Gaussian ensemble, generalize the classical random ma-
trix ensemble: Gaussian orthogonal, unitary and symplectic ensembles
(denoted by GOE, GUE and GSE for short, which correspond to the Dyson
index p =1, 2 and 4), from the quantization index to the continuous expo-
nents > 0. These ensembles possess the joint probability density func-
tion (p.d.f.) of real eigenvalues A4,..., A,, with the form

_71 2

|
P,(dA)= e = ]_[ i = AilPdA,..d ),

" 1<i<j<n
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where Z,, can be evaluated by the using the Selberg integral

Z, = (2n)2"]1[m—+%).
izt T(1+3)
Recently, Dumitriu and Eldeman have construct a tri-diagonal matrix model
of these ensembles see [3]].
Basing on the p.d.f. of eigenvalues PP, the (level) density, or one-
dimensional marginal eigenvalue density scaled by the factor \/% con-
verge weakly to the famous Wigner semi-cercle law as follows: for every

bounded continuous functions f on R

. X _
tim [ F oz = | flopts

%\/2—9(2 if x| < V2
0 if x| > V2

where

p(x) =

hn(/\l) = \[R B ]P)n(/\l,..., /\n)d/\zd/\n

Many others work in this direction of random matrices and asymptotic
of eigenvalues has been developed in the last years, one can see [6], for a
good reference.

In this work we will study a generalization of the Gaussian random
matrices ensemble which is called some times the Chiral-ensemble when
B =1,2 or 4. We will consider the general case where > 0, in that case
the joint probability density in R" is given by:

1 -ra”
P, (dx) = e =i ]_[|x,-|” ]_[ i - x;lPdx,...dx,,
" i=1

1<i<j<n

where Z,, is a normalizing constant and A is a positive parameter. Using a
general method of logarithmic potential we will prove that, the statistical
density of eigenvalues converge for the tight topology as n — +oo to some
probability density. Which generalized the Wigner semi-circle law. Such
result has been proved in [1]] for § = 2, by the orthogonal polynomials
method.



The paper is organized as follow. In sections 2 and 3 we gives some
results about classical potential theory, which will be used together with
some fact about boundary values distribution to characterized the Cauchy
transform of some equilibrium measures.

In section 4, we will describe the model to study, as physics model,
and we give the joint probability density. Moreover we defined the statis-
tical density v, of eigenvalues and we explain how the eigenvalues must
be rescaling by the factor y/n. Also we gives the first means result theorem
4.1, which state the convergence of the statistical density v,, to some prob-
ability measure vg .. We will prove that, the measure vg . is an equilibrium
measure and we compute the exact value of the energy for general j, after
calculating the energy for g = 2.

In section 5 we gives the proof of the first result of theorem 4.1.

2 Logarithmic potential

The logarithmic potential of a positive measure v on R is the function U”
defined by

oo 1
UY(x) = J]Rlog radCl]

It will defined with value on | — co,+00] if v is with compactly support or

more general, if
J log (1 + [t])v(dt) < co.
R

Observe that
lim (U"(x) + v(R)log|x]) = 0.

The Cauchy transform G, of a bounded measure v on R is the function
defined on C\ supp(v) by

G,(z)= JFRLv(dt).

z—1t
The Cauchy transform is holomorphic.
Assume that supp(v) C] - o0,a], and

J log (1 + |H)v(dt) < co.
R
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Then the function

1
F(z) = Llog - t|v(dt).

is defined and holomorphic in C\] - oo, a]. Furthermore F’(z) = G, (z), and

U”(x) = —ReF(x) (x> a)
U”(x) = —limReF(x +i¢) (x € R)

e—0
In the distribution sense,

d
aUV(x) = —ReG, (x).

We will use some properties of the boundary value distribution of a holo-
morphic function. Let f be holomorphic in C\R. It is said to be of mod-
erate growth near R if, for every compact set K C R, there are ¢ >0, N >0,
and C > 0 such that

) C
|f(x+zy)|$W (xeK,0<|y[<e).

Then for all ¢ € D(R),

(T,p)= lim Qx)(f(x+ie)— f(x—ie))dx,
£—0,e>0 R

defines a distribution T on R. It is denoted T = [f], and called the differ-
ence of boundary values of f. One shows that the function f extends as
a holomorphic function in C\ supp([f]). In particular, if [f] = 0, then f
extends as a holomorphic function in C.

For a € C, the distribution Y, is defined, for Rea > 0, by

_ 1 a—1
Vo) = 1y | oo

The distribution Y,, as a function of «, admits an analytic continuation
for @ € C. In particular Y, = 9, the Dirac measure at 0.

For a € C, we defines the holomorphic function z% in C\] - c0,0] as
follows: if z = re'?, with r > 0, =7t < 6 < 7, then

24 — raezae'
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The function z% is of moderate growth near R, and

v

([z7] @) = =2im (Yos1,P),

L
I'(-a)
where ¢(t) = ¢(—t). In particular when a = -1

1
—]=-2i .
[Z] i1

Proposition 2.1 Let v be a bounded positive measure on R.
(i) The Cauchy transform G, of v is holomorphic in C\ supp(v), of moderate
growth near R, and

[G,]=-2imv.

(ii) Assume that the support of v is compact. Let F be holomorphic in C\R, of
moderate growth near R, such that

[F] = —2imv.

Then F is holomorphic in C\ supp(v). If further

lim F(z)=0.
|z| >0
Then
G, =F.

3 Equilibrium measure some basic results

Let us first recall some basic facts about the tight topology. All the present
result in equilibrium measure can be find in the good reference and
references therein. Let 9! (X) be the set of probability measures on the
closed set ¥ c R. We consider the tight topology. For this topology a
sequence (v,) converges to a measure v if, for every continuous bounded

function f on ¥,

n—oo

lim J;f(x)vn(dx) = J;f(x)v(dx).
5



This topology is metrizable. If ¥ is bounded, then 9t!(X) is compact.

Let X be a closed interval (X = R,] - o0,4a],[b, +oo[o7[a, b]), and Q a func-
tion defined on ¥ with values on | — oo, +00], continuous on int(X). If ¥ is
unbounded, it is assumed that

lim (Q(x) —log(1 + x?)) = +co.

|x]—+00

If v is a probability measure supported by ¥, the energy E(v) of v is de-
fined by

E(v) :L Elog ! v(dx)v(dy)+LQ(x)v(dx).

lx -l
which mean that

E(v)= J; U (x)v(dx)+ L Q(x)v(dx).

By a straightforward computation we can prove that E(v) is bounded be-
low. Hence we defined

E* =inf{E(v)| v e MY(Z)}.

Theorem 3.1 If v(dx) = f(x)dx, where f is a continuous function with com-
pact support C int(X). Then the potential U" is a continuous function, and
E* < E(v) < co. Furthermore there is a unique measure v* € M (X) such that

E*=E(v").

The support of v* is compact.
This measure v* is called the equilibrium measure.

Proposition 3.2 Let v € MM (X) with compact support. Assume that the po-
tentiel U" of v is continuous and that there is a constant C such that

(i) UY(x)+ %Q(x) >ConX.
(ii) UV (x)+ %Q(x) = C on supp(v). Then v is the equilibrium measure: v = v*.

The constant C is called the (modified) Robin constant. Observe that
Ef=C+-= j Q(x
It is easy to see the action by linear transformation on the energy.
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Proposition 3.3 Let the transformation h(s) = as+ b map X onto X’. If Q is
defined on X/, then Q o h is defined on X. If v is a probability measure on X,
then o = h(v) is the probability measure on X’ defined by

F(o(dt) = f o h(t)v(dt).
b 5
Then
Exr 0)(h(v)) = E(x,00n)(v) —log]al.

For the proof of the previous theorem and proposition, see for instance
theorem II.2.3, proposition II.3.1 of [4].

4 Statistical of the generalized Gaussian unitary

ensemble

Let H, = Herm(n,IF) be the vector space of square Hermitian matrices with
coefficient in the field F = R, C or H. For y > —%, we denote by ]P’,W the
probability measure on H,, defined by.

Jf P, . (dx) = Jf )| det(x |2"e mn(dx)

for a bounded mesurable function f, where m,, is the Euclidean measure
associated to the usual inner product < x,y >= tr(xy) on H, and C, is a

normalized constant. which is given for d = 2 by

m!l"(m+;4+%) if k =2m,
yulk) = 2 (4.1)
m!l"(m+;4+5) ifk=2m+1.

For general f =1 or 4 the constant is given by Jack polynomials.

When p = 0 we recover the classical Gaussian unitary ensemble and,

Cn:ng = ]_[k'




We endowed the space H, with the probability measure P, ,. The prob-
ability I, , is invariant for the action of the unitary group U(n) by the
conjugation

X uxu” (ueU(n)).

4.1 Spectral density of eigenvalues
Let f be a U(n)-invariant function on H,,.
fuxu®)=f(x) YueU(n),

Then by the spectral theorem there exist a symmetric function F in R"
such that

F(x)=F(Ap, e Ay

If f is integrable with respect to P, ,, then by using the formula of inte-

n,u’
gration of Well we obtain

f f Tl}l dx J‘ (/\1, ’/\n)qn,y(/\ll""/\n)d/\l"'/\nl
where
Gy A —ekl l_[Mka

and p=1,2,4for F=R, Cor H. Ais the vandermonde determinant

A= || -y,

1<i<j<n

More general we will consider n particles free to move in R”, in equilib-
rium at absolute temperature T. A fundamental postulate gives the p.d.f.

for the event that the particles are at positions Ay,..., A, as:

qn,,un(/\ll---l n




Here V,(A4,..., A,;) denotes the total potential energy of the system, f§ := kBLT

(kg is Boltzmanns§ constant), and Z,, is a normalizing constant.

The term V,(Ay,.., A,) is referred to as the Boltzmann factor and Z,, :=
% is called the (canonical) partition function.

Our first result is to study as n go to infinity the asymptotic of the Nor-
malized Counting Measure (Density of States) v,, defined on R as follows:

if f is a measurable function,

1 n
fRf(t)vn(dt) = Eyp, (- ;fw))

where E, , is the expectation with respect the probability measure on R"

1 —annu)
d=—-c =[] -,

T’l //ln(
Z” 1<i<j<n
and 5 )
Q,(x)=x*+ 'Z” log P

By invariance of the measure PP, , by the symmetric group, we have that

npuy
the measure v, is continue with respect to the Lebesgue measure

v,(dt) = hy,, (t)dt.

where
hn%z(t) = j . q,wn(t, Ay, Ay)dAy...dA,,.

Let compute the two first moments of the measure v,;:

ml(,un):J tv,(dt) = J Z/\k Py, (dA) =

the second moment is:

1 =
= ZL ;/\k P, (A1),



Since for all a > 0,

-a i pY L )
Z”(a):j e k=l kl_[l/\k|2,“n ]_[ |/\i_,\j|ﬁd,\1...d/\n:a—nyn—én(n_1)_7zw

k=1 1<i<j<n

d
o) = =1 = og(Z,y(@)lamt = o+ b1 =14 3.

This suggests that v, does not converge, and that a scaling of order

\/ ng + My, 1s necessary.

We come to The mean result: the measure v, converge weakly to some

probability measure vg . which is an equilibrium measure.

Theorem 4.1 Let (y,,), be a nonnegative real sequence, if lim Pu _ c. Then
n—oco 1
the probability measure v, converge weakly to the probability vy ., where vg

is the measure on S = [-b,—a]VU [a, b] with density with respect to the Lebesque
measure 5
— —\[(t?—a?)(b?—t?) if teS
foe(t) = nﬁ |t] )
if tes

anda—[\/1+ ,/1+%,b—\/7\/1+2c 1+4C Moreover the en-

ergy of the equilibrium measure vg . is

. 3 4 3 4 2c® 4c 2c? 4c
Eﬁ,c:§ﬁ+glog(—)+6(—+log—)+ log——(—+c+ﬁ)108(1+—)

g2 BB "B B p
The convergence is in the sense that for every continuous bounded func-
tion f on R

tim [ fomtan= [ st dan

4.2 Equilibrium measure of generalized Gaussian unitary

ensemble

For ¢ > 0, f >0, one considers on ¥ =R, the potential
) 1
Q(t) =t +2clog H,
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The energy of a probability measure y € 9! (R) is defined by

Epc(p) = g JRZ log

and let Ug . be the potential of the measure vg ¢, Up (x) = J;Rlog

1
5= t|l4(d5)l4(dt) + JR Qc(t)u(dt),

|x_ylvﬁ,c(dy)

Proposition 4.2 The probability measure vy . is the equilibrium measure, which

mean that
inf{Eﬁ,C(v) lve sml(R)} = E(vp,e) = Ej .
Furthermore

(1) Up,c(x)+ %Qc(x) =C,onS.

(ii) Upg,c(x) + %Qc(x) >C,onR\S.

We will give the value of the energy E;’ . in section 3.3.
To prove the proposition we need same preliminary results and then ap-
plying proposition 2.2.

. ) 2c
For more convenient notation we shall denote ¢’ = —.

Putting

f(z)= é\/z—a\/z—b\/z+a\/z+b,

The function f is holomorphic on the domain C\ (S U {0}), of moderate
growth near S U {0}.

Proposition 4.3 The difference between the two limits values of f in the dis-
tribution sense, [f] = f(x+10)— f(x —i0), is given by

[f] = 2iTCVﬁ]C/ + ZiHC,(So.
Proof. 5
For b > 0, observe that the function f(z) = E\/z—a\/z— bvz+avVz+b, is

defined and holomorphic on C\] - oo, b].

For x > b, f(x) = ﬁ_zx\/(x_ a)(x—b)(x+a)(x+Db) = ﬁ—zx\/(x2 —a?)(x? - b?), be

11



the usual square root of positive numbers.
For x < -b,

lim f(x+ie) = eii“eﬂ'“ﬁix\/(a —x)(b—x)(-x—a)(-x—b) = /3—2X\/(x2 —a2)(x2 - b?).

£—0,e>0

There for f extended as holomorphic function on C\ S. Furthermore For
-b<x<-a,

lim f(x+ie)= —eii%ﬁ—zx\/(a —x)(b—x)(-x—a)(x+Db) = $iﬁ—2x\/(a2 —x2)(b? - x?).

£—0,e>0
For—a<x<a,x=0,

e=0,e507 . ﬁ_zx\/(“—x)(b—x)(x+a)(x+b) =

2
px

(a2 — x2)(b2 - x2).

For z near 0, by Taylor expansion

where g is an holomorphic function.

Fora<x<b,

o 2 2
i ie) = o5 . J(g— ) —x — — i [(x2 — 22)(p2 — 42
6_1)10r’12>0f(xize)_e Zﬁx\/(a x)(b—-x)(-x—a)(x+Db) il[}x (x? —a®)(b? —x?).
It follows that
[f]= Zi% (x2 = a?)(b% - x?) xs + 2imc’Yy = 2imvg o + 2i70C’ ).

Which complete the proof of the proposition.

Let denote by Gy the Cauchy transform of the measure vy : for all
zeC\S,

1
Gpee)= [ vpetin
Proposition 4.4 The Cauchy transform of the measure vg - is defined on C\S,

2

Gp,o(2) =—f(2) + EZ— 7

12



Proof. From the previous proposition we have for all x €

lim (f(x+ie)— f(x—ie)) 21—\/ —a?)(b? - x2).
£—0,e>0
It follows that, if ¢ is a holomorphic function in a neighborhood U of S,
and y is a path in U around S in the positive sense, then

L p(o)f)de = f )V (d).
S

217t y

in particular, for

if z is in the exterior of y, then

1 1

217C yZ-w

flw)dw = Gg(2).

We will use the theorem of residues to derive the expression of G,
1 ﬁwz o Vo —aVa -bVw+aVw+D, is

ol () =
Z—w
meromorphic in C\ S U {0,z}. with simple pole at w = 0, @ = z and a

The function g(w) =

pole at infinity.
2c c’ ) .
Furthermore the residue at w = 0 is _ﬁ_ = ——, the residue at w = z is
z z
—f(z), and f admit a Laurent expansion for |w| > max(|al,|b|,|z|)

Fﬁﬁﬁ o

then the residue at w = 00 is ——

/5
Which give

Proof of proposition 3.2.
Let denote by Upg - the logarithmic potential of the measure vg: for
all x e R,

1
Uﬁ’cf(X) = J;Rlog mVﬁ’C/(dt).

13



The function Ug s is even and

d
a Uﬁ’C/(X) = —ReGﬁlcf(x).

We will study the variation of the function

1
P(x) = Up,e(x) + 5 Qulx)
The function ¢ is even and

1d

¢'(x) = —ReGg (x) + EEQC'(X)-

(It is not defined on the point x = 0). The last function vanished on S,
therefore the function is constant on each connect components of S. Since
the function ¢ is even therefore the constant is the same on each compo-
nents. Let denoted it by C.

X -b —-a 0 a b
Q'(x)| - 0 + - 0 +
N /! N /!
¢(x) C C

Therefore 1
Up,er(x) + Ech(x) >C inR,

=C inS.

By making use the proposition 2.2 the equilibrium measure v* coincide

with Vﬁ’C/ .

4.3 Energy of equilibrium measure

Consider the integral,

n
-ny /\,% n
A”:f = ]_ll/\klzﬂn
n k:1

n

_Kn(/\)_ Z Qay,(’\i)
]_[ |Ai—Aj|/3dA1mdAn:f e i=i ddy A,

1<i<j<n
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where

B 1 -
K,(A\)=K,(Aq,-,4,)=2Y 1 -1 ),
W)= KAy, o, ) z;"gmi—Aﬂ”” )2%(&)
j i=
and .
_ .2 2 _Hn
Qq,(x) =x" +2a,log =k ay, ”

For ¢ > 0 consider also the integral
-n i P
b= [ e E e
n k:l

where

1<i<j<n

Q.(x) = x>+ 2clog |17|

Recall that the energy for a probability v is defined by

Epo() =5 [ logtdnivian)+ | Quovian)

where

1
Qs(x) = x* +26log P
We saw that )

lim ——logB, = Eg .

n—oo 12

]_[ |/\i_,\j|/3d,‘\l...d/\n:f e Vacg ..

See for instance (Faraut [4]). We will prove this result in proposition 4.6. for more

general potential

Remark that lirP K, (x) = +co0 and lil’I(l) K,(x) = +c0, the same hold in the di-
X—*00 x—

agonal of R”. Since the function K, is continuous except on the diagonal and 0

where it has as limit +oco. Hence it is bounded below and the minimum is realized

at some point ) = (/\(1”), e /\Sqn)), which means that

infK, (x) = K,,(AM).

Let denote by

1 : 1
T, = 2n=1) xlerﬁ{n K,(x) and p,= - Zé/\gn),

6»@ is the Dirac mass at /\E.n).

1
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From proposition 4.2, if we replace ¢ by «, the equilibrium measure of the
potential EQ% is vgq,, where the density of the equilibrium measure vy, is

given by

21
2 L Je—adywz-r) if tes,
fﬁ,an(t): 7'([3|t| ’
0 if tes,

Sp= [—bn,an]u[an,bn]andan:\/g\/l+%—1/1+&,bn:\/g\/l+%+1/1+ Zg”.

Lemma 4.5 Let (p,), be a positive real sequence. Assume there is some constant c
S
such that im — =c. Then

n—oo 1

(1) The probability measure Vg,a, converge weakly to the probability vg .

(2) Ej. = lim Egq,.

n—oo

where E;’C is the energy of the equilibrium measure vg .

Proposition 4.6 Let (u,), be a positive real sequence. Assume there is some constant

c such that lim =2 = ¢. Then
n—oo 1

(1) lim 7, = E;

n—oo /3’6.
(2) The measure p,, converge weakly the the equilibrium measure vg .

(3) lim —ilogAn =Ej

n—o0 n2 ‘B,C'

Proposition 4.7 Let (u,), be a positive real sequence. Assume there is some constant

¢ such that lim 2 = ¢. Then the energy E;’C is given by

n—oco 1M1

3 4 2¢* 4c 2c? +
By = Progdy i B r102)+ 2 10g 20— (2 ek Byrog(1+ 29,
S A s A p
For c = 0, one recover’s the energy of the f-Gaussian unitary ensemble

. _3p B, 4
Eﬁ,o =3 + 4log(ﬁ).
Proof of lemma 3.5.
Step(1): The probability measures v, and vg . have density respectively fz o,

and f.. It is easy to see that the density fg , converges Pointwise to the density f..

16



Then by applying Fatou lemma we deduce the convergence in the weak topology.
Step(2) : We know by definition of the energy that

Epe = oinl o EpeV) < Epclvpas) (4.4

and

Eﬁ,c(vﬁ,an) = Eﬁ,an (Vﬁ,a,l) + J;R (Qc(x) - Qan ) Vﬁ,an(dx)f

which can be writing as

Epe(vpa) = Ejpo + fR( Qu() = Qu ) Vg, (), (4.5)
where EE’an = vefivrtllf(R) E/s,an(V) = Eﬁ,an(vﬁ,a,,)'
Furthermore
E;,an = veii)JI%lf(R) Eﬁ,a,,(v) < Eﬁ,a,,(vﬁ,c)r (4.6)
and

Eﬁ,an(vﬁ,c) = Eﬁ,c(Vﬁ,c) + J};(Qan(x) - Qc(x) )Vﬁ,c(dx):

Ep, (vpe) = Ej o+ fR (Qu, () — Qul)) v cldlx). (4.7)

From equations (3.3), (3.4), (3.5), (3.6) one gets

Ej + JR (Qa, () = Qelx)) V.o, (dx) <Ej o <Ej .+ fR(Qan(x) ~ Qc(x)) vg,o(dx)
(4.8)
So it is enough to prove that the integrals go to 0 when 7 go to infinity. Recall that
the probability measures v4 o and vg . are supported respectively by S, and S.

Furthermore
Qa, (%) = Qc(x)] = 2|y, — cl[logx]],
Since the sequence b, converge to b hence there is some positive constant C such
that forall n e N,

sup |log|x|| = max(logb,,logb) < C.
S,US

Take the limit in equation (3.7) and use the facts that vg , and v . are probability
measures and the sequence a,, converge to ¢ we deduce that

=E;

lim E; B

n—o0 /3,0(,,

17



Proof of proposition 4.6.
We will denote

1 1 1
ks(s,t) = log sl + EQ&)(S) + EQé(t)f

for ¢ >0,
k(s t) = inf(ks(s, 1), £).

and
ha,(t) = Qq, (t) — log(1 + 7).

Step(1): In this step we will prove (1) and (2).
Let y € M!(R) be a probability measure then

| xtoptaxptan) = Satn-) | 1og

=n(n- 1)E,B,a,,(7/)'

|s — ¢

Then
T < Ega,(¥)

Y (ds)y(dt) + n(n— 1>fRQan<s>y<ds>

for y = vg o, which is the equilibrium measure for the potential Q, , we obtains

By using step 2 of lemma 3.5 we deduce
limsupt, <limEg , =Eg .
n

Furthermore

Eg}an(pn) - J kS (s, )pn(ds)p,(dt)
RZ
1y (n) ()
_ ¢ n) 4 (n
‘EE Ko, (A7 A
i,j=1

1 (m) ), €
<= Z ko, (A", A5 + =

— n
1<i#j<n
1 4
=k
nn-1) l .
== Tn+;$Eﬁ,an+;.

By the inequality
|s—t < V1+5s2VI1 +1¢2,

18
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it follows that . .
Ehan(s) + Ehan(t) <kg,(s 1), (4.10)

and then Y,
J;Rhan(s)pn(ds) < Ef o (i) < Epa, +

Since the sequence E; , + % is bounded uniformly on n by some positive constant

Cy. Furthermore
2 2 1 2
he (5) = Qq,(s) —log(l +57%) = s+ a, log Bl —log(1 +s°).

Since the positive sequence a,, converge to ¢, then there is two positive con-
stants a;,a, such that a; < a,, <a, and

1
he, (5) > 52 +a logm —log(1+s?) =hy(s) if0<|s|<1

he (s) = s +a,log |1_| —log(1+5s%) = hy(s) ifls|>1

Let h(s) = inf(hy(s),hy(s)), then lim h(s) = +co and

|s]—00

J h(s)pn(ds) < Cy.
R

Hence by Prokhorov criterium this proves that the sequence (p,), is relatively
compact for the weak topology. Therefore there is a converging subsequence: p,,

to p which means, for all bound continuous fonctions on R

n—-oo

tim | fp, () = [ fptn

We will denote by p,, the subsequence.

For ¢ > 0 consider as in the previous the kernel kf;n(s,t) = inf(ky, (s,£),€) and
Ki(s,t) = inf(k.(s, t),€).
Let € > 0, there is ng, such that for all n > n,,

c—e¢fa,<c+¢g,
Let n > ng, divided ¥ = R?\ {(s,¢) | s = t or s = 0 or ¢ = 0} to fourth region
Ry={(s,t)eX||s|=1and |t|>1}, Ry, ={(s,t)eX|0<|s|<land0<|t| <1},
and

Ry={(s,t)eX|0<|s|]<land|t|>1}, Ry={(s,t)eX||s|>1and 0<[t| < 1}.
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If (s,t) € Ry, then
K (5:1) 2 Kere5.1).

If (S, t) € Rz,
K (5,1) > ke_e(s, 1),

If (S, t) € R3,
ke, (s t) >log

1 1
|S — tl + EQH—E(” + EQc—s(S)r

hence .
ka,,(sl t) 2 E (kc+e(51 t) + kc—e(sl t))

By symmetry of the kernel k,, the last inequality is valid in Ry.
we obtain for (s,t) € X,

Ko (5,1) 2 ke o(5,0) + bke_c(s, 1),

where (a,b) = (1,0) in Ry, (a,b) =(0,1) in R, and (a,b) = (%, %) in R3 URy. Hence if

we take the infimum we obtain
kG (s.t) > akl, (s, t) + bk (s 1).
Moreover for the energy one gets, for all n > n

GEf ey (Pu) + VG o (pn) < Ef 4 (P1):

Which gives
¢ ¢ nn-1) ¢
aEﬁ:C*'f(p”) + bEﬁ,c—e(pn) < T’tn + P

As n goes to infinity we obtain
lirr}qinf(aEngg(pn) + bEg,C_E(pn)) <liminft,,
hence by the weak convergence of the subsequence p,, it follow
aEgyCH(p) + bEg,c—g(P) <liminfr,,
applying the monotone convergence theorem, when ¢ goes to 0, it follows that
akgcie(p) +bEg . o(p) <liminfr,.

Since p is a probability measure and using the values of 4,b we obtain aEg .. (p) +
bEgc(p) = Egc(p). hence
Egc(p) <liminfz,.
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Furthermore

inf E <E .
yeé)r?ll(R) ﬁ,c(l")— ﬁ,c(p)

We saw from proposition 4.2. that the minimum is realized at the probability
measure Vg and the minimum is EZ&,c' Hence
EE,C <Eg.(p) <liminfr,.
It follows that
Ep . < Egc(p) <liminfr, <limsupt, <E; ,

in the last inequalities we used equation (4.13). Therefore

E(P) = EE,C = Eﬁ,c(Vﬁ,c)'

This implies that p = vg,.. We have proved that vg is the only possible limit
for a subsequence of the sequence (p,). It follows that the sequence (p,) itself

converges: for all bounded continuous function

n—oo

lim J;Rf(x)pn(dx) = J;Rf(x)vﬁlc(dx),

and

lim 7, = E/},C.

n—-oo

1
Step (2): Now we will prove: lim -—logA, = E;; o
n—oco n ’
Recall that
_Kn(/\)_z Qan (/\z)
An:J‘ e i=1 d/\]"'d/\n,

it follows that
n 1.\"
An < e—n(n—l)fn (f e—Qan()\)d/\)) — e—n(n—l)Tn (P(an + _)) »
R

and

1 1 1
T, + ;logl“(an + =)

1 n—
ﬁlogAnS— >

1 1
Since the sequence (a,,) converge to c then lim logI'(a,, + E) =T(c+ E) which gives
n—00

. 1 o .
hnkmf—ﬁlogAn > 11n}11nf'cn = Eﬁ,c' (4.11)
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Furthermore if y is a probability measure then

| et -t = n = 1)Eg 0, ),

Let u(dt) = vg(dt) = fg(t)dt supported by S = [-b,—a] U [a,]], the function
fp.c(t) > 0 except on subset of S with measure zero. Applying Jensen inequality to

the exponential function then

Ay = J];Qn exp|-K,(x) - iQan(xi) - ilogfc(xi)]]zi[fc(xi)dxl .dx,

2 exp (f _Kn(x) - iQan (xi) - ilogfc(xl)] ]l[fc(xi)dxl e 'dxn]
R i=1 i=1 i=1

> ¢ " DEpan (Vo) exp (—n J;R Qan(x)fﬁ,c(x)dx) exp (_” J;Rfﬁ,c(x) Ingﬁ,c(x)dx) .

From lemme 4.5 we have

lim Eg o (vge) = Egc(vpe) = Ej o

n—-oo

and
b
J Qu, (x)fe(x)dx = ZJ Qu, (x)fe(x)dx < 2(b2 +2|a,|logb),
R a

furthermore the last integral exist by the continuity of the function xlogx near
0 and the continuous function f, is with compactly support S. So the integral is

bounded by some constant say M. Then
1 n-1_ 1
~—slogA, < E; 4+ ;(2172 T 4a, |logb +M).
It follows that
. 1 . n—1 1
hmnsup — 2 logA, < llmnsup (TEﬁran (vge)+ Z(b2 +|a,|loga + M))

Since a,, converge. Hence

li ! 1 p

1mnsup—ﬁ ogA, <Eg.. (4.12)
Equations (4.11) and (412) gives that

. 1 .
llign — 2 logA, =Ejg..
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Which complete the proof.

If we choose i, = nc we obtains the same result for the sequence B,,,
lién—— logB, = Ej .

Proof of proposition 4.7. For more convenient we will prove the proposition first
when f = 2 and then deduce from proposition 3.3. the result for all >0
First case f = 2. By performing the change of variable x; = A;\/n in the expression
of A, equation (3.2), we obtain
n-1
A, =n""T n'C =n T ”']_[7’#"
k=1
where y, (k) is defined in equation (3.1).
First step. Let n = 2m be an even integer. Then

2m—
_ _em?
Ag = @m)1(2m) 2555 [ ] oy, ()
k=1

=(2m)!(2m 2ml‘zm ]_[ymm (2k) ]_[ Vit (2K +1)

m—1

Cn? L e
= (2m)!(2m) 2o [ ] RDP K+ o+ 50 [ [kt i+ 5),
k=0 k=1

in the last equality we use the fact that I'(x + 1) = xI'(x).
Take the logarithm of A,,,

2m m—1 m—1
1
log(Azn) = ) log(k)+2) (m—K)log(k)+2 ) logL(k+pzu+)
k:l k:1 k:O
m—1
1 2m)?
+ ) 10g(k-+ i+ )~ (2mpz + 22 log(2m)
It is easy to see that for m large enough
2m
Zlog(k) = o(m?). (4.13)
k=1

Furthermore from the Stiriling asymptotic formula we have, for 0 <k <m -1

1 1 1 !
logT(k + o+ 5) = (K + o) 108k + pay + 5) = (k + o+ 5) + 0 (10g(K + o + ).
(4.14)
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and by the fact that y,, = cn + o(n), we deduce, that

1 1 1 1
log(k+pom+=) = log(k+ +lo — ) =log(k+ +——+0(—),
glk+pom+7) = log(k+ o) +log(l+ (k+mm)) g(k+p2m) 2t ) (—)
1 m—1 m—1
and log(k + piy + 5) = o(m), %(k"'#zm % k+ po) +0(m?).
By summing both side of (£14), one gets
m—1 m—1 m—1
Zlogf(k+y2m Z k+ pom) log(k + prom) — Z k+ pom) +0(m?),  (4.15)
- k=0 k=0
and
Zlog k+ pom + ):0( 2). (4.16)
Hence, from equation (413), (413) and (4.16), it follows
1 Hom 1 2 [(m(m-1)
2m)? log(Azm) == (5~ + 7)log(2m) - am)? ( 5 T Mo
1 m—1 k 1 m—1
o) (e )log(k)+ 55 ) (k+ juaun)log(k + jean) +0(1),
k=1 k=0
Thus
u 1 u 1 m—1
—_(fem - (L Pmy & _r
o 08A2n) == (5 )log(em) G+ 54 50) 1= Ltogion
1 m—1
to 3 (k + pom) log(m + ppy) + Sy + Sp +0(1)
k=0
where
15 k
1_ _+ _x i
Sp=5,- ) (1=-)log(-),
k=1
and
1 - + Hom
2 _ _
55 = g e matogt e

Applying Riemann sums for both sums S}, and S2,, we obtain

lim S} = lim Lmz_lt(l—k)l (E)—l 1(1—x)1 xalx——é (4.17)
m—oo ™ m—oco mk_1 m Ogm 2 0 08 -8 )

24



1111152:111111(1#‘2’”)2 ! mi(sz’")lo(sz’”)
"m 2 m+ o 5

m—o0 —00 m m+ py m+ Uy
1 1 k:10 " 1 " 1 (4.18)
:§(1+2c)2 . xlogxdx:—g(l+26)2+Ec2+c210g(1+z).

1+2¢

Now we will compute the limits of the others terms

-1 m—1
Hom 1 gL 1 Hom
Iy, = —(Z—+=)log(2m)+— 1-—)1 — 1 —
m=—(5 +5)log(2m)+—— H( Jlog(m)+—— kio(szm) 0g(1m-+ )~ 4+ 5
By simple computation it yields
_ Hom l m—1 1 m(m_l) Hom
= (52245 tog2m g+ s (5 i gt + 22

_ Hom m—l_l) (m-l @) Homy 1 _ Fom
I, = (2m+2)1 g2+( o Jtogm) + (2= + B2 iog(1 4 F2my o B,

Hence ) .
lim I, = —(c+ E)log2 + (=

Mm—sc0 4

From equations (4.17), (£18) and (£19) it follows

+c)log(1+2c)—i—c. (4.19)

1
lim ————log Ay, =

m—co  (2m)2

4 2log2+( +log2)c+c?log(2c) - (c? +c+4)log(1+2c)

Second step. when n = 2m + 1, we prove by the same method that

1
lim — = logAj,1 =

A 1) log2+( +10g2)c+c log(2¢)—(c*+c+~

)10g(1+2c)

4 4

Furthermore it is easy to see that the integral B,, is a particular case of A,, when

we take p,, = nc. Then we have
lim ——logB = hm ——logA =E .

n—co 12

Second case f8 > 0. Define for v € M!(R) the energy

Egq,(v)= g(f log |s— | v(ds)v(dt) + J Qp,a, ( (dt))
2\ 4da, 1
Qp,a,(t) = ( Et) + 3 log T
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Since

4 2
Qﬁ,a,l(t) = QZ,a,l oh(t)+ gn log \/%’

where h(t \/7t Then by proposition 3.3, we obtains

2 2
Ega, = gEz,% + glog\/%+ 2a,log \/%

We saw from lemma 3.5 that

lim E, 20y = EJ . and lim Eg o _EE,C'

2, ZC
oo 27p n—oco

From the first case f = 2 and simple computation we deduce the desired result.l

5 Proof of theorem 4.1

Recall the statistical distribution v,, is defined by: for all bounded continuous

1<
J;Rf(t)vn(dt) = En,yn " ;f(/\z)];

where E,, , is the expectation with respect the probability on R"

function f on R,

(A1) = ]_[M |2 ]_[ i = AjfPdA, ---dA,.

1<i<j<n

Let Define on R” the function :

K0 =53 1o 08— <n—1>iQan<x1>
! i=1

Zi]

1
where Q, = X2+ 2a,, logﬁ and a,, = En
" X

The probability P, , concentrates in a neighborhood of the points where the

function K,,(x) attains its infimum:

Proposition 5.1 Let e >0and A, = {x eR"|K,(x) < (E/},C + e)nz}. Then
A, ¢ is compact and
lim P, , (Ape) =1

n—-oo
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This proposition can be found in [4]], lemma IV.5.2. We give the proof.
Proof. Recall that h, (x)=Q,, (x)—log(l+ x?). Since hg, is lower semicontinuous

and

Ko(x)2 (n1=1)) ho (xi), L hy (x;) =+,
i=1

X;j—*00

then A, . is closed and bounded hence it is compact.
Let € > 0, from the definition of A, , we have on R" \ A, .

K,(x) > (Ep .+ e)n?,

then

n
[P’n,}dn (Rn \An,g) < Le—(E;lﬁe)nz (J e—Qan(x)dx) .
Z R

n

Furthermore

1
J Qe (3) gy — J 2%ne ™ dx = T(a, + =).
R R 2

1 1
By continuity of the gamma function we have lim I'(a,,+ E) =I(c+ E) Since from
n—-oo

1
proposition 4.6 r}l_l’)l;lo—; logZ, = Eg .. Then there is 1 such that for all n > n,

L < e(E;;%)nz‘
Zy~
Using all those arguments we obtain for n large enough

2

1 noo.
IP’n,,,n(R”\An,g)s(F(c+ §)+5) e 2,

Which complete the proof.

Proof of theorem 4.1. We keep those notations:

1 1
kan (51 t) = log + EQan(s) + EQan(t)f

|s —¢|
for¢>0,
kS, (s,t) =inf(ks(s, 1), £).
ha,l(t) = Qa,l(t) - log(l + t2),

and h(t) = inf(hg, (t),h,,(t)), h,, and h,, are the functions used on the proof of
proposition 3.6 where a;,a, >0
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For a bounded continuous function f on R, defined on R" the continuous

function .
1
Filx)=—) flx)
i=1

Let € >, the set A,  is compact, hence F, attaint it supremum at same point in

Ay e say

A = ().

We obtain
fRf(t)vnuw < Fe) + (1 = P (A o))

To the point x(gn) we associate the probability measure on R

n
i)
O = — (n).
e n £ Xie
i=1

The previous inequality can be written

[ sttt < [ #0100+ 111 -4 (400
The truncated energy E¢ of the measure 0, Satisfies:
€
E(0,,) < —+(Ep+e).
From the inequality
n
(n=1) ) hix;) < Ky(x),
i=1

we obtain
n

f h(t)oy,e(dt) < ——(Ej . +e).
R

This implies that the sequence o, . is relatively compact for the weak topology.

n-—1

There is a sequence 7; going to oo such that the subsequence o, , converges in
the weak topology:

lim o, . = 0,.
n—oo

We may also assume in the weak topology that

lim v, =limsupv,.
jooo n

the limit measure satisfies
Ef0,) < Eg . +e.

The rest of the proof is analogous to the proof of theorem IV.5.1 [4].
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