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CURVATURE BOUND OF DYSON BROWNIAN MOTION

KOHEI SUZUKI

Abstract. We show that a differential structure associated with the infinite particle

Dyson Brownian motion satisfies the Bakry–Émery nonnegative lower Ricci curvature

bound BE(0,∞). Various functional inequalities follow including a local spectral gap

inequality, the Lipschitz Feller property, the dimension-free Harnack inequality and the

evolutional variation inequality. As a consequence, the infinite Dyson Brownian motion is

characterised as a gradient flow of the Boltzmann-Shannon entropy associated with sineβ

point processes with respect to a certain Benamou-Brenier-like Wasserstein distance. At

the end, we provide a sufficient condition for BE(K,∞) beyond the Dyson model and

apply it to the infinite particle diffusions corresponding to the β-Riesz gas.
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1. Introduction

The objective of this article is to reveal a curvature bound of a differential structure

behind infinite particle systems with long-range interactions.

Infinite Dyson Brownian motion. One of the interacting particle systems studied in

this article can be formally described as the following stochastic differential equation of

infinitely many particles:

dXk
t =

β

2
lim
r→∞

∑

i 6=k:|Xk
t −Xi

t |<r

1

Xk
t −Xi

t

dt+ dBk
t , k ∈ N ,(1.1)
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2 K. SUZUKI

whereby {Bk
· }k∈N are infinitely many independent Brownian motions on R. The solution

to (1.1) is called infinite Dyson Brownian motion, which has a particular importance in

relation to random matrix theory (see [Dys62, Spo87, NF98, KT10, Osa96, Osa12, Osa13,

Tsa16]). The infinite interacting diffusions (1.1) can be thought of as a single diffusion

process on the configuration spcae Υ = Υ(R) over R (i.e., the space of locally finite point

measures on R). This diffusion process on Υ has an invariant measure µ, called sineβ

ensemble (see § 2.7), that is known as the universal limit of the eigenvalue distributions of

Gaussian random matrices.

Differential structure of interacting particles. The infinite Dyson Brownian motion (1.1)

induces a differential structure on the infinite-dimensional space Υ, called Dirichlet form,

that is, a closed symmetric bilinear form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) on L2(Υ, µ) satisfying a max-

imum principle (called Markovian property). The Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) corre-

sponding to (1.1) is described as follows (see Dfn. 4.15):

EΥ,µ(u) :=
1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ(u) dµ , u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) ,

where ΓΥ corresponds to the (infinite-dimensional) squared gradient operator on Υ called

square field. The transition semigroup of (1.1) is associated with the L2-semigroup {TΥ,µ
t }t≥0

induced by the Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)). In other words, {TΥ,µ
t }t≥0 is the L2-

gradient flow of (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)).

Bakry–Émery curvature bound. In the seminal paper Bakry–Émery [BÉ84], they ob-

served that a complete Riemannian manifold (M,g) has a Ricci curvature lower bound

Ric ≥ K for some K ∈ R if and only if the gradient estimate

|∇Ttu|2 ≤ e−2KtTt|∇u|2 , u ∈ W 1,2(M)(BE(K,∞))

holds in terms of the heat semigroup {Tt}t≥0, the gradient operator ∇ and the (1, 2)-

Sobolev space W 1,2(M) on M . This observation opened a way to generalise the concept of

lower Ricci curvature bound to singular spaces beyond manifolds such as metric measure

spaces and infinite-dimensional spaces since the latter formulation BE(K,∞) requires only

a weak (Sobolev) differentiable structure, which does not require Ricci curvature tensors

nor a C2-structure. This generalised concept of the lower Ricci curvature bound turned out

to be very powerful and many functional inequalities and quantitative controls of geometry

and analysis have been revealed as a consequence of BE(0,∞). We refer the readers to

e.g., [BGL14] and [Vil09] for comprehensive references.

Main results. The main result of this article is to show that the differentiable struc-

ture (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) induced by the infinite Dyson SDE (1.1) has the non-negative Ricci

curvature bound “Ric ≥ 0” in the sense of Bakry–Émery.

Theorem 1.1 (Thm. 4.19). Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. The form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ))

satisfies the Bakry–Émery estimate BE(0,∞). Namely,

ΓΥ
(

TΥ,µ
t u

)

≤ TΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u) , u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) t > 0 .

Theorem 1.1 says that the configuration space Υ endowed with the differential structure

(EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) can be understood as a “non-negatively curved” space. We note that the
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curvature bound “Ric ≥ 0” does not depend on β. We believe that the choice of β cannot

improve the bound and BE(0,∞) gives the optimal bound for every β > 0 (see discussion

for the best K at the end of this introduction for more details).

Applications to the Dyson SDE (1.1). The Bakry–Émery lower curvature bound BE(0,∞)

brings various functional inequalities as byproducts, which provide applications to the

corresponding infinite Dyson SDE (1.1). We start with the local Poincaré inequality,

which bring a local spectral gap estimate of the corresponding particle dynamics (1.1) (see

Rem. 4.21 for more details).

Corollary 1.2 (Cor. 4.20). Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. Then, the Local

Poincaré inequality holds: for u ∈ D(EΥ,µ), t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≤ 2tTΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u) ,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≥ 2tΓΥ(TΥ,µ
t u) .

Optimal transport and the Dyson Brownian motion. The configuration space Υ has a

metric structure lifted from the base space R, called the L2-transportation distance dΥ

(or L2-optimal matching distance), where the cost function is the squared Euclidean dis-

tance d2
R

(see (2.18)). We use a variant d̄Υ of dΥ called the L2-transportation-like distance

(see (2.19)). We prove that the metric d̄Υ has a consistency with the differential struc-

ture (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) induced by the infinite Dyson SDE (1.1).

Theorem 1.3 (Prop. 4.16). Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. Then the Rademacher-

type property holds:

Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ D(EΥ,µ) , ΓΥ,µ(u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)
2 ,

where Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) denotes the space of bounded µ-measurable d̄Υ-Lipschitz functions and

Lipd̄Υ(u) denotes the d̄Υ-Lipschitz constant of u.

Combined with the local Poincaré inequality, we have the following exponential decay

estimate of the heat kernel measure PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) (i.e., the transition probability of (1.1))

in terms of d̄Υ.

Corollary 1.4 (Cor. 4.22). Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. If u is a d̄Υ-Lipschitz

µ-measurable function with Lipd̄Υ(u) ≤ 1 and |u(γ)| < ∞ µ-a.e. γ, then for every s <
√

2/t
∫

Υ

esu(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) < ∞ .

Curvature bound in terms of the metric d̄Υ. In the case of Riemannian manifolds (M,g),

the Ricci curvature lower bound Ric ≥ K is known to be equivalent to the dimension-free

Harnack inequality ([Wan14, Thm. 2.3.3]): for α > 1 and every bounded Borel function

u ≥ 0 on M

(Ttu)
α(x) ≤ Ttu

α(y) exp
{ αK

2(α − 1)(1 − e−2Kt)
dg(x, y)

2
}

,

where dg is the geodesic distance induced by g. This provides a characterisation of Ric ≥ K

in terms of the metric dg. In the following theorem, we prove that the dimension-free
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Harnack inequality with K = 0 holds true for the infinite Dyson SDE (1.1) with respect

to the L2-optimal transport-type distance d̄Υ. We furthermore prove the log-Harnack

inequality, and the Lipschitz contraction estimate by TΥ,µ
t , the latter of which can be

understood as a metric counter-part of BE(0,∞). As a byproduct, we obtain the Lipschitz

regularisation property (Lipschitz-Feller property) of the semigroup TΥ,µ
t .

Theorem 1.5 (Thm. 5.1). Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. Then, the following

hold:

• Dimension-free Harnack inequality: for every non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ), t > 0

and α > 1 there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

(TΥ,µ
t u)α(γ) ≤ TΥ,µ

t uα(η) exp
{ α

2(α− 1)
d̄Υ(γ, η)2

}

, ∀γ, η ∈ Ω ;

• Log-Harnack inequality: for any non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ), ε ∈ (0, 1], t > 0, there

exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

TΥ,µ
t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≤ log(TΥ,µ

t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 , ∀γ, η ∈ Ω ;

• Lipschitz contraction: for every u ∈ Lip(d̄Υ, µ) and t > 0

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following Lipschitz contraction holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u) ;

• L∞(µ)-to-Lip(d̄Υ, µ) Feller property: For u ∈ L∞(µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following estimate holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ 1√

2t
‖u‖L∞(µ) .

Dyson Brownian motions as a gradient flow. Jordan, Kinderlehrer and Otto [JKO98]

discovered a class of partial differential equations that can be realised as gradient flows in

the space (P2,W2) of probability measures with finite second moment endowed with the

L2-Monge-Kantrovich-Rubinstein-Wasserstein distance W2. In particular, the dual flow of

the heat equation in the Euclidean space R
n, where the corresponding diffusion process is

the Brownian motion in R
n, is characterised as the W2-gradient flow

“∂tν = −∇W2Ent(ν)”

of the Boltzmann-Shannon entropy Ent(ν) =
∫

Rn ρ log ρdx with dν = ρdx. Here, the

W2-gradient flow is defined as the energy dissipation equality:

d

dt
Ent(νt) = −|ν̇t|2 = −|D−

W2
Ent|2(νt) a.e. t > 0 .(1.2)

where |ν̇r| denotes the metric speed of the curve (νr) and |D−
W2

Ent| is the descending slope

of Ent with respect to W2, see §2.3. The result in [JKO98] brought a new perspective of

the Brownian motion in R
n as a steepest descent of the Boltzmann-Shannon entropy with

respect to W2.
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Exploiting Thm. 1.1, we can extend this perspective to the case of infinite Dyson Brow-

nian motions in terms of the Boltzmann-Shannon entropy Entµ(ν) =
∫

Υ
ρ log ρdµ asso-

ciated with the reference measure µ = sineβ and a Benamou–Brenier-like extended dis-

tance WE , see (6.3). Let P(Υ) be the space of all Borel probability measures in Υ and

D(Entµ) := {ν ∈ P(Υ) : Entµ(ν) < ∞} be the domain of Entµ. Let t 7→ T Υ,µ
t ν be the

dual flow of the transition semigroup TΥ,µ
t of the infinite Dyson Brownian motion:

T Υ,µ
t ν := (TΥ,µ

t ρ) · µ , ν = ρ · µ ∈ P(Υ) .

Corollary 1.6 (Cor. 6.4). Let µ be the sineβ ensemble with β > 0.

• Evolutional variation inequality: For every ν, σ ∈ D(Entµ) with WE(ν, σ) < ∞,

1

2

d+

dt
WE
(

T Υ,µ
t σ, ν

)2 ≤ Entµ(ν)− Entµ(T Υ,µ
t σ) , t > 0 .

• Geodesical convexity: The space (D(Entµ),WE ) is an extended geodesic metric

space. Namely, for every pair ν, σ ∈ D(Entµ) with WE(ν, σ) < ∞, there exists

WE -Lipschitz curve ν· : [0, 1] → (D(Entµ),WE ) so that

ν0 = ν , ν1 = σ , WE(νt, νs) = |t− s|WE(ν, σ) , s, t ∈ [0, 1] .

• Gradient flow: The dual flow
(

T Υ,µ
t ν0

)

t>0
is the unique solution to the WE -gradient

flow of Entµ starting at ν0. Namely, for any ν0 ∈ D(Entµ), the curve [0,∞) ∋ t 7→
νt = T Υ,µ

t ν0 ∈ D(Entµ) is the unique solution to the energy equality:

d

dt
Entµ(νt) = −|ν̇t|2 = −|D−

WE
Entµ|2(νt) a.e. t > 0 .

Generalisation beyond sineβ. At the end of this article, our results will be extended

to BE(K,∞) with K ∈ R for general point processes satisfying conditional geodesical K-

convexity, see Thm. 7.2. We apply Thm. 7.2 to prove BE(0,∞) of the Dirichlet form

(EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) with β-Riesz emsemble µ = µβ for β > 0.

Corollary 1.7 (Cor. 7.8). The Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) with the β-Riesz ensemble

µ satisfies BE(0,∞) for β > 0. Furthermore, all the statements in Thms. 1.1, 1.3, 1.5,

Cors. 1.2, 1.4,1.6 hold true in this case.

Comparison with Literature. To the author’s best knowledge, this is the first article

addressing the lower Ricci curvature bound on Υ under the presence of interactions. Even

with a simpler interaction potential like compactly supported smooth pair potential with

Ruelle condition, no result regarding the curvature bound has been known so far. In the

non-interacting case where the invariant measure is the Poisson measure, the synthetic

lower Ricci curvature bound has been established in the pioneering work [EH15] in the

case where the base space is Riemannian manifolds, and in [DS22] in the case where the

base space is general diffusion spaces. In [EHJM23], a specific entropy associated with the

Poisson point process and an optimal transport distance have been introduced in the space

of stationary point processes. They established the evolutional variation inequality, the

gradient flow property, the displacement convexity and the HWI inequality for the flows

induced by independent Brownian particles starting at stationary measures. In the case of
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finite particle systems, a variable Ricci curvature bound has been addressed in [GV20] for

Coulomb-type potentials.

Up until now, only little is understood about the transition probability of interacting

infinite particle diffusions. In particular so far, almost nothing is known about quantitative

estimates of the transition semigroup corresponding to the infinite particle Dyson models.

The functional inequalities in Cor. 1.2, Thm. 1.5 and the exponential decay estimate of the

transition semigroup in Cor. 1.4 contribute to the quantitative side of the Dyson Brownian

motion.

Furthermore, the dimension-free Harnack inequality in Thm. 1.5 provides quantitative

estimates of the transition semigroup of the Dyson SDE (1.1) in term of the metric struc-

ture d̄Υ, which could give a new approach to study the Dyson SDEs in a geometric manner.

We note that [KS21] provided an equivalence between a synthetic lower Ricci curvature

bound (what is called RCD condition) and the Wang’s dimension Harnack inequality in a

framework of metric measure spaces. We cannot however apply their result to our setting

because (a) we do not know if (Υ, d̄Υ, µ) is an RCD space; (b) (Υ, d̄Υ, µ) is not a metric

measure space due to the fact that d̄Υ does not generate the given topology (the vague

topology) on Υ and d̄Υ takes +∞ on sets of positive measure with respect to µ. We there-

fore prove the dimension-free Harnack inequality through a finite-particle approximation.

On the qualitative side, we reveal in Cor. 1.6 that the infinite Dyson Brownian motion

is the unique WE -gradient flow of Entµ associated with µ = sineβ, which provides a new

perspective of the Dyson Brownian motion as a steepest descent of the Boltzmann–Shannon

entropy associated with sineβ ensemble.

As a final remark, we provide a construction of Dirichlet forms with sineβ for every β > 0

(cf., for the case of β = 1, 2, 4 in [Osa96, Osa13]). It should be noted that the domain of the

Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) in this paper is different from the one constructed in [Osa96,

Osa13] even for β = 1, 2, 4, due to the difference of the domain of the approximating form

(EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) (see Dfn. 4.3 and Rem. 4.4). The domain used in this paper is tailor

made to show BE(0,∞). We do not know if we can show BE(0,∞) with the domains used

in [Osa96, Osa13]. The identification of these domains remains open. We note that the

uniqueness result in [KOT21] cannot be directly applied to the setting of this paper since

our domain D(EΥ,µ) is not contained in their domain (called lower Dirichlet form).

Discussion for the best possible K. The curvature lower bound K = 0 in Thm. 1.1

does not depend on the inverse temperature β. One might wonder if there is a positive

constant Kβ > 0 depending on β so that the sharper curvature bound BE(Kβ ,∞) holds.

However, we do not believe the existence of such a positive constant and we believe that

K = 0 is the best constant for the lower bound. This is due to the fact that the logarithmic

potential −β log |x − y| cannot be K-convex with positive K > 0 for any β > 0, which

indicates that the choice of β could not improve the curvature bound in the infinite-volume

case. Indeed, the Hessian matrix of the Hamiltonian in the DLR equation is computed

in (3.7), which suggests that the Hessian cannot be bounded from below by a fixed positive

constant as the radii r,R go to infinity.

We stress that even with the bound K = 0, various new quantitative results regarding

the transition probability of the infinite Dyson Brownian motion (1.1) follow as explained
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above. Furthermore, the bound K = 0 is enough to identify the Dyson Brownian motion

with the gradient flow of the Boltzmann–Shannon entropy Entsineβ in the space of probabil-

ity measures as in Cor. 1.6, which sheds light on a new perspective of the Dyson Brownian

motion.

Outlook for further study. In Thm. 7.2, we provide a sufficient condition for the Bakry–

Émery lower Ricci curvature bound BE(K,∞) in the case of general point processes. The

sineβ ensemble, the β-Riesz ensemble and the Poisson ensemble are currently only the

examples for which one can verify this sufficient condition. It would be interesting as a

further study to explore the curvature bound for other 1-dimensional point processes such

as β-Airy or Bessel ensembles. In this direction, one of the important points is to know

the exact information of the Gibbs specification (i.e., DLR equation).

Outline of the article. In Section 2, the notation and the preliminary materials are

presented. In Section 3, we discuss the lower Ricci curvature bound of finite particle

systems, i.e., we discuss the Dirichlet forms

(EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

η
r ))(1.3)

on the configuration space Υ(Br) over the closed metric ball Br with radius r > 0 centred

at 0, whose invariant measure is the projected regular conditional probability µη
r on Υ(Br)

conditioned at η on the compliment Bc
r ⊂ R. The key point for the lower Ricci curvature

bound of (1.3) is the geodesical convexity of the corresponding Hamiltonian on (Υ(Br), d̄Υ),

i.e., the logarithm of the Radon–Nikodým density Ψη
r := − log(dµη

r/dπmr), where πmr

denotes the Poisson measure on Υ(Br) with the intensity measure mr being the Lebesgue

measure restricted on Br. This convexity is due to the following DLR (Dobrushin–Lanford–

Ruelle) equation proven in [DHLM20, Thm.1.1]: for µ-a.e. η, there exists a unique k =

k(η) ∈ N0 so that

dµη
r =

1

Zη
r
e−Ψk,η

r dm⊙k
r , γ =

k
∑

i=1

δxi
∈ Υ(Br)

Ψk,η
r (γ) := − log

(

k
∏

i<j

|xi − xj|β
k
∏

i=1

lim
R→∞

∏

y∈ηBc
r
,|y|≤R

∣

∣

∣
1− xi

y

∣

∣

∣

β
)

,

where m⊙k
r is the k-symmetric product measure of the Lebesgue measure mr restricted

on Br ⊂ R and Zη
r is the normalising constant (note that the roles of the notation γ and

η in [DHLM20] are opposite to this article).

In Section 4, we prove BE(0,∞) of (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) in the following steps: we first con-

struct the truncated form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) on Υ whose gradient operator is truncated up

to configurations on Br (Prop. 4.8). We then identify it with the superposition Dirichlet

form (ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r )) lifted from (EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

η
r )) with respect to the conditioning

η (Thm. 4.12). By this identification, we can lift BE(0,∞) from (EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

η
r ))

onto the truncated form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )). By the monotonicity of the form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r ))

with respect to r and passing to the limit r → ∞, we prove BE(0,∞) for the limit

form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) (Thm. 4.19). As a consequence of BE(0,∞), we obtain the inte-



8 K. SUZUKI

(ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r ))
identification

OO

superposition

(EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r ))
monotone

// (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) BE(0,∞)

(EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

η
r )) BE(0,∞)

Figure 1. BE(0,∞) is transferred to EΥ,µ via the vertical arrow ↑, the

equality =, and the right arrow →.

gral Bochner inequality and the local Poincaré inequality (Cor. 4.20) and an exponential

decay of the transition semigroup (Cor. 4.22).

In Section 5, we prove the dimension-free Harnack inequality, the log-Harnack inequality,

the Lipschitz contraction and L∞(µ)-to-Lip(d̄Υ) Feller properties (Thm. 5.1). In section

6, we discuss the optimal transport theory on Υ and prove that the flow in P(Υ) induced

by the Dyson Brownian motion is the unique gradient flow of the Boltzmann–Shannon

entropy Entµ. In Section 7, we extend Theorem to the case of general point processes

beyond sineβ (Thm. 7.2) and discuss β-Riesz ensembles.
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2. Notation and Preliminaries

2.1. Numbers, Tensors, Function Spaces. We write N := {1, 2, 3, . . .}, N0 = {0, 1, 2, . . .},
N := N∪ {+∞} and N0 := N0 ∪ {+∞}. The uppercase letter N is used for N ∈ N0, while

the lowercase letter n is used for n ∈ N0. We shall adhere to the following conventions:

• the superscript �×N (the subscript �×N) denotes (N -fold) product objects;

• the superscript �⊗N (the subscript �⊗N) denotes (N -fold) tensor objects;

• the superscript �⊙N (the subscript �⊙N) denotes (N -fold) symmetric tensor ob-

jects;

Let (X, τ) be a topological space with σ-finite Borel measure ν. We use the following

symbols:

(a) Lp(ν) (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞) for the space of ν-equivalence classes of functions u with |u|p
ν-integrable when 1 ≤ p < ∞, and with u ν-essentially bounded when p = ∞.

The Lp(ν)-norm is denoted by ‖u‖pLp(ν) := ‖u‖pp :=
∫

X |u|p dν for 1 ≤ p < ∞, and

‖u‖L∞(ν) := ‖u‖∞ = esssupX u. In the case of p = 2, the inner-product is denoted

by (u, v)L2(ν) :=
∫

X uv dν;
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(b) Lp
s(ν⊗n) := {u ∈ Lp(ν⊗n) : u is symmetric} where u is said to be symmetric if

and only if u(x1, . . . , xk) = u(xσ(1), . . . , xσ(k)) for any element σ ∈ S(k) in the

k-symmetric group.

(c) Cb(X) for the space of τ -continuous bounded functions on X; if X is locally com-

pact, C0(X) denotes the space of τ -continuous and compactly supported functions

on X; C∞
0 (R) for the space of compactly supported smooth functions on R;

(d) We write 1A for the indicator function on A, i.e., 1A(x) = 1 if and only if x ∈ A,

and 1A(x) = 0 otherwise; δx for the Dirac measure at x, i.e., δx(A) = 1 if and only

if x ∈ A, and δx(A) = 0 otherwise;

(e) For a space of real-valued functions, the subscript + is used for the subspace of

non-negative functions. For instance, Cb,+(X) := {u ∈ Cb(X) : u ≥ 0}.

2.2. Dirichlet forms. We refer the reader to [MR90, BH91] for this subsection. Through-

out this paper, a Hilbert space always means a separable Hilbert space with inner prod-

uct (·, ·)H taking value in R.

Dirichlet forms. Given a bilinear form (Q,D(Q)) on a Hilbert space H, we write

Q(u) :=Q(u, u) , Qα(u, v) :=Q(u, v) + α(u, v)H , α > 0 .

Let (X,Σ, ν) be a σ-finite measure space. A symmetric Dirichlet form on L2(ν) is a

non-negative definite densely defined closed symmetric bilinear form (Q,D(Q)) on L2(ν)

satisfying the Markov property

u0 := 0 ∨ u ∧ 1 ∈ D(Q) and Q(u0) ≤ Q(u) , u ∈ D(Q) .

Throughout this article, Dirichlet form always means symmetric Dirichlet form. If not

otherwise stated, D(Q) is always regarded as a Hilbert space with norm

‖ · ‖D(Q) :=Q1( · )1/2 :=
√

Q( · ) + ‖ · ‖2L2(ν) .

In order to distinguish Dirichlet forms defined in different base spaces with different ref-

erence measures, we often use the notation QX,ν to specify the base space X and the

reference measure ν.

Square field. A Dirichlet form (Q,D(Q)) admits square field Γ if there exists a dense

subspace H ⊂ D(Q) ∩ L∞(ν) having the following property: for any u ∈ H, there exists

v ∈ L1(ν) so that

2Q(uh, u) −Q(h, u2) =

∫

X
hv dν ∀h ∈ D(Q) ∩ L∞(ν) .

Such v is denoted by Γ(u). The square field Γ can be uniquely extended as an operator on

D(Q)×D(Q) → L1(ν) ([BH91, Thm. I.4.1.3]).

Semigroups and generators. We refer the reader to [MR90, Chap. I, Sec. 2] for the

following contents. Let (Q,D(Q)) be a symmetric closed form on a Hilbert space H. The

infinitesimal generator (A,D(A)) corresponding to (Q,D(Q)) is the unique densely defined

closed operator on H satisfying the following integration-by-parts formula:

−(u,Av)H = Q(u, v) ∀u ∈ D(Q), v ∈ D(A) .
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The resolvent operator {Gα}α≥0 is the unique bounded linear operator on H satisfying

Qα(Gαu, v) = (u, v)H ∀u ∈ H v ∈ D(Q) .

The semigroup {Tt}t≥0 is the unique bounded linear operator on H satisfying

Gαu =

∫ ∞

0
e−αtTtudt u ∈ H .

Locality. Let (Q,D(Q)) be a Dirihclet form on L2(ν). It is called local ([BH91, Def. 5.1.2

in Chap. I]) if for any F,G ∈ C∞
c (R) and any u ∈ D(Q),

supp[F ] ∩ supp[G] = ∅ =⇒ Q(F0 ◦ u,G0 ◦ u) = 0 ,

where F0(x) := F (x)− F (0) and G0(x) := G(x)−G(0).

2.3. Extended metric space. Let X be any non-empty set. A function d : X×2 → [0,∞]

is an extended distance if it is symmetric and satisfying the triangle inequality, and it does

not vanish outside the diagonal in X×2, i.e. d(x, y) = 0 iff x = y; a distance if it is finite.

Let x0 ∈ X and r ∈ [0,∞). We write Br(x0) := {dx0 ≤ r}, where dx0 := d(x0, ·). A space X

equipped with an extended distance (resp. a distance) is called an extended metric space

(resp. a metric space) (X, d).

Lipschitz algebras. A function f : X → R is d-Lipschitz if there exists a constant L > 0

so that
∣

∣u(x)− u(y)
∣

∣ ≤ L d(x, y) , x, y ∈ X .(2.1)

The smallest constant L so that (2.1) holds is the (global) Lipschitz constant of u, denoted

by Lipd(u). For any non-empty A ⊂ X, we write Lip(A, d), resp. Lipb(A, d) for the family

of all d-Lipschitz functions, resp. bounded d-Lipschitz functions on A. For simplicity of

notation, further let

Lip(d) :=Lip(X, d) , Lipb(d) :=Lipb(X, d) .

Set also Lip1(d) := {u ∈ Lip(d) : Lipd(u) ≤ 1} and Lip1b(d) := Lip1(d) ∩ Lipb(d). For a

given measure ν, we set

Lip(d, ν) := {u ∈ Lip(d) : u is ν-measurable} ,

as well as Lipb(d, ν) and Lip1b(d, ν) denoting the corresponding subspaces of ν-measurable

functions respectively.

Absolutely continuous curve. Let (X, d) be an extended metric space and J ⊂ R be

an open interval. A continuous map ρ· : J → X is p-absolutely continuous and denoted by

ρ· ∈ ACp(J, (X, d)) if there exists g ∈ Lp(J,dx) so that

d(ρs, ρt) ≤
∫ t

s
g(r) dr , s, t ∈ J s < t .(2.2)

If p = 1, we simply say that ρ· is absolutely continuous and denoted by ρ· ∈ AC(J, (X, d)).

The minimal g among those satisfying (2.2) exists and this is identical to

|ρ̇t| := lim
s→t

d(ρs, ρt)

|s− t| , the limit exists in a.e. t ∈ J ,(2.3)
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which is called metric speed, or metric derivative of ρ·. See [AGS08, Thm. 1.1.2] for a

proof. We say that an absolutely continuous curve ρ· is constant speed if |ρ̇t| is a constant

for a.e. t ∈ J .

Geodesic space. Let (X, d) be an extended metric space. We say that (xt)t∈[0,1] is a

constant speed geodesic connecting x0 and x1 with d(x0, x1) < ∞ if

d(xt, xs) = |t− s|d(x0, x1) , ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1] .(2.4)

We denote by Geod(X, d) the space of all constant speed geodesics on (X, d). We say that

(X, d) is a geodesic extended metric space if for every pair x0, x1 ∈ X with d(x0, x1) < ∞,

there exists at least one (xt)t∈[0,1] ∈ Geod(X, d) connecting x0 and x1.

Geodesical convexity. Let (X, d) be a geodesic extended metric space. We say that

U : X → R ∪ {+∞} is K-geodesically convex for K ∈ R if for any x0, x1 ∈ D(U) := {x ∈
X : U(x) ∈ R} there exists a constant speed geodesic ω : [0, 1] → X with ω0 = x0 and

ω1 = x1 and

U(ωt) ≤ (1− t)U(ω0) + tU(ω1)−
K

2
t(1− t)d2(ω0, ω1) ∀t ∈ [0, 1] .

When K = 0, we say that U is geodesically convex.

Slopes. Let (X, d) be an extended metric space and u : X → R∪{±∞} be a function.

For x ∈ D(u) = {x ∈ X : u(x) ∈ R}, the slope of u at x is defined as

|Ddu|(x) :=











lim sup
y→x

|u(y)− u(x)|
d(y, x)

if x is not isolated;

0 otherwise .

(2.5)

The ascending slope and the descending slope are defined correspondingly as

|D+
d u|(x) :=











lim sup
y→x

(u(y)− u(x))+

d(y, x)
if x is not isolated;

0 otherwise .

(2.6)

|D−
d u|(x) :=











lim sup
y→x

(u(y)− u(x))−

d(y, x)
if x is not isolated;

0 otherwise .

(2.7)

2.4. Cheeger energies. A complete separable geodesic metric space (X, d) equipped with

fully supported Radon measure ν with finite total mass ν(X) < ∞ is called a metric

measure space in this article. Let (X, d, ν) be a metric measure space. The Cheeger energy

Chd,ν : L2(ν) → R ∪ {+∞} is defined as the L2(ν)-lower semi-continuous envelope of
∫

X |Ddu|2 dν:

Chd,ν(u) :=
1

2
inf

{

lim inf
n→∞

∫

X
|Ddun|2 dν : un ∈ Lip(d) ∩ L2(ν)

L2

−→ u

}

.

The domain is denoted by W 1,2(X, d, ν) := {u ∈ L2(ν) : Chd,ν(u) < ∞}. The Cheeger

energy Chd,ν can be expressed by the following integration, see [AGS14a, Thm. 4.5] :
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there exists a measurable function |∇u|∗ ∈ L2(ν) so that |∇u|∗ ≤ |Ddu| ν-a.e. for every

u ∈ Lip(d) and

Chd,ν(u) =
1

2

∫

X
|∇u|2∗ dν ∀u ∈ W 1,2(X, d, ν) ,

where |∇u|∗ is called minimal relaxed slope.

2.5. Riemannian Curvature-dimension condition. Let (X, d, ν) be a metric measure

space. The following definition is an equivalent characterisation of RCD(K,∞) by [AGS15,

Cor. 4.18]. We say that (X, d, ν) satisfies the Riemannian Curvature-Dimension Condition

RCD(K,∞) for K ∈ R if

(i) Chd,ν is quadratic, i.e., Chd,ν(u+ v) + Chd,ν(u− v) = 2Chd,ν(u) + 2Chd,ν(v);

(ii) Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property holds, i.e., every u ∈ W 1,2(X, d, ν) with |∇u|∗ ≤ 1

has a d-Lipschitz ν-representative ũ with Lip(ũ) ≤ 1;

(iii) Chd,ν satisfies BE2(K,∞), i.e., |∇Ttu|2∗ ≤ e−2KtTt|∇u|2∗ for every u ∈ W 1,2(X, d, ν)

and t > 0.

In this case, the Cheeger energy Chd,ν is a local Dirichlet form ([AGS14b, §4.3]). We

note that, while [AGS15, Cor. 4.18] is stated in terms of the minimal weak upper gradient

denoted by |∇ · |w, it is identical to the minimal relaxed slope |∇ · |∗ due to [AGS14a,

Thm. 6.2].

2.6. Configuration spaces. A configuration on a locally compact Polish space X is any

N0-valued Radon measure γ on X, which can be expressed by γ =
∑N

i=1 δxi
for N ∈ N0,

where xi ∈ X for every i and γ ≡ 0 if N = 0. The configuration space Υ = Υ(X) is the

space of all configurations over X. The space Υ is equipped with the vague topology, i.e.,

the topology generated by the duality of the space C0(X) of continuous functions with

compact support. We write the restriction γA := γ ⇂A for a Polish subspace A ⊂ X and the

corresponding restriction map is denoted by

prA : Υ −→ Υ(A) : γ 7−→ γA .(2.8)

The N -particle configuration space is denoted by

Υ
N := {γ ∈ Υ : γ(X) = N} , N ∈ N0 .

Let Sk be the k-symmetric group. It can be readily seen that the k-particle configuration

space Υ
k is isomorphic to the quotient space X×k/Sk:

Υ
k ∼= X⊙k := X×k/Sk , k ∈ N0 .(2.9)

The associated projection map from X×k to the quotient space X×k/Sk is denoted by Pk.

For η ∈ Υ and r > 0, we set

Υ
η
r := {γ ∈ Υ : γBc

r
= ηBc

r
} .(2.10)

Conditional probability. Let µ be a Borel probability measure on Υ. Let

µ(· | prBc
r
(·) = ηBc

r
)

denote the regular conditional probability of µ conditioned at η ∈ Υ with respect to the

σ-field generated by the projection map γ ∈ Υ 7→ prBr
(γ) := prr(γ) := γBr ∈ Υ(Br)
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(see e.g., [DS21a, Def. 3.32] for the precise definition). Let µη
r be the probability measure

on Υ(Br) defined as

µη
r := (prr)#µ(· | prBc

r
(·) = ηBc

r
) ,(2.11)

and its restriction on Υ
k(Br) is denoted by µk,η

r := µη
r |Υk(Br).

Note: The conditional probability µ(· | prBc
r
(·) = ηBc

r
) is a probability measure on the

whole space Υ whose support is contained in Υ
η
r = {γ ∈ Υ : γBc

r
= ηBc

r
}. We may project

the conditional probability to the probability measure µη
r on Υ(Br) as in (2.11) without

loss of information in the sense that

prr : Υ
η
r → Υ(Br) is a bi-measure-preserving bijection .(2.12)

Namely, the projection map prr is bijective with the inverse map pr−1
r defined as pr−1

r (γ) :=

γ+η, and both prr and pr−1
r are measure-preserving between the two measures µ(· | prBc

r
(·) =

ηBc
r
) and µη

r .

For a measurable function u : Υ → R, r > 0 and for η ∈ Υ, we set

uηr(γ) :=u(γ + ηBc
r
) γ ∈ Υ(Br) .(2.13)

By the property of the conditional probability, it is straightforward to see that for any

u ∈ L1(µ),
∫

Υ

udµ =

∫

Υ

[

∫

Υ(Br)
uηr dµ

η
r

]

dµ(η) .(2.14)

See, e.g., [DS21a, Prop. 3.44]. For a measurable set Ω ⊂ Υ, define a section Ωη
r ⊂ Υ(Br)

at η ∈ Υ on Bc
r by

Ωη
r := {γ ∈ Υ(Br) : γ + ηBc

r
∈ Ω} .(2.15)

By applying the disintegration formula (2.14) to u = 1Ω, we obtain

µ(Ω) =

∫

Υ

µη
r(Ω

η
r) dµ(η) .(2.16)

Poisson measure. Let (X, τ, ν) be a locally compact Polish space with Radon measure ν

satisfying ν(X) < ∞. The Poisson measure πν on Υ(X) with intensity ν is defined in terms

of the symmetric tensor measure ν⊙ as follows:

πν(·) := e−ν(X)
∞
∑

k=1

ν⊙k
(

· ∩Υ
k(X)

)

= e−ν(X)
∞
∑

k=1

1

k!
(Pk)#ν

⊗k
(

· ∩Υ
k(X)

)

.(2.17)

L2-transportation distance. Let (X, d) be a locally compact complete separable metric

space. For i = 1, 2 let proji : X
×2 → X denote the projection to the ith coordinate for

i = 1, 2. For γ, η ∈ Υ, let Cpl(γ, η) be the set of all couplings of γ and η, i.e.,

Cpl(γ, η) := {q ∈ M (X×2) : (proj1)♯q = γ , (proj2)♯q = η} .

Here M (X×2) denotes the space of all Radon measures on X×2. The L2-transportation

extended distance on Υ(X) is

dΥ(γ, η) := inf
q∈Cpl(γ,η)

(
∫

X×2

d2(x, y) dq(x, y)

)1/2

, inf ∅ = +∞ .(2.18)
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We refer the readers to e.g., [DS21a, Prop. 4.27, 4.29, Thm. 4.37, Prop. 5.12] and [RS99,

Lem. 4.1, 4.2] for details regarding the L2-transportation extended distance dΥ and ex-

amples of dΥ-Lipschitz functions. It is important to note that dΥ is an extended distance,

attaining the value +∞ and dΥ is lower semi-continuous with respect to the product vague

topology τ×2
v but never τ×2

v -continuous.

We introduce a variant of the L2-transportation extended distance, called L2-transportation-

type extended distance d̄Υ defined as

d̄Υ(γ, η) :=







dΥ(γ, η) if γBc
r
= ηBc

r
for some r > 0 ,

+∞ otherwise .
(2.19)

By definition, dΥ ≤ d̄Υ on Υ, and dΥ = d̄Υ on Υ(Br) for any r > 0. In particular, we

have

Lip(Υ, dΥ) ⊂ Lip(Υ, d̄Υ) , Lipd̄Υ(u) ≤ LipdΥ(u) , u ∈ Lip(Υ, dΥ) .(2.20)

It can be readily seen that

d̄Υ(γ, η) < ∞ ⇐⇒ γBc
r
= ηBc

r
, γ(Br) = η(Br) for some r > 0 .(2.21)

When we work with the configuration space Υ(Rn) over the n-dimensional Euclidean

space Rn or over any Polish subset in R
n, we always choose the Euclidean distance d(x, y) =

|x− y| and the L2-transportation distance dΥ and d̄Υ associated with d.

2.7. sineβ ensemble. Let β > 0 and CβEk be the circular β ensemble on the k-particle

configuration space, i.e., it is the probability measure Pk,β on the space Υ
k(S1) over the

unit circle S
1 ⊂ C defined as

dPk,β :=
1

Zk,β

∏

1≤j<l≤k

∣

∣eiθj − eiθl
∣

∣

β dθ1
2π

· · · dθk
2π

,

where the normalisation constant Zk,β is given in terms of Gamma function Γ:

Zk,β :=
Γ(12βk + 1)

Γ(12βk + 1)k
.

According to [KS09, Def. 1.6], the circular β ensemble CβE is defined as the limit proba-

bility measure Pβ whose Laplace transform is determined as

∫

exp
(

−
∑

x∈γ
f(x)

)

dPβ(γ) = lim
k→∞

∫

exp
(

−
k
∑

i=1

f(kθi)
)

dPk,β(θ1, . . . , θk) ,

for all f ∈ C0(R). In [VV09], a Borel probability measure µβ on Υ(R) called sine β

ensemble has been constructed by a limit of Gaussian β-ensemble. These two measures Pβ

and µβ turned out to be identical each other by the work of [Nak14]. Throughout the rest

of the article, we use the symbol µ = µβ to denote sineβ ensemble (equivalently, circular

β ensemble) and we do not specify the inverse temperature β as there is no particular role

played by a special β.

Number-rigidity. A Borel probability µ on Υ = Υ(Rn) is said to be number rigid (in

short: (R)) if for any bounded domain E ⊂ R
n, there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and,
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for any γ, η ∈ Ω

γEc = ηEc implies γE = ηE .(R)

Namely, the configuration outside E determines the number of particle inside E. The

number-rigidity has been proven in [Gho15] for the sine2 ensemble and in [NR18], [DHLM20]

for the sineβ ensemble for general β > 0.

3. Curvature bound for finite-particle systems

In this section, we study Dirichlet forms on the configuration space Υ(Br) over metric

balls Br ⊂ R. We denoted by m and mr the Lebesgue measure on R and its restriction on

the metric ball Br := [−r, r] respectively, and take the Euclidean distance d(x, y) := |x−y|
for x, y ∈ Br.

3.1. Construction of Dirichlet forms on Υ
k(Br). Let W 1,2

s (m⊗k
r ) be the space of m⊗k

r -

classes of (1, 2)-Sobolev and symmetric functions on the product space B×k
r , i.e.,

W 1,2
s (m⊗k

r ) :=

{

u ∈ L2
s(m

⊗k
r ) :

∫

B×k
r

|∇⊗ku|2 dm⊗k
r < ∞

}

,

where ∇⊗k denotes the weak derivative on R
×k: ∇⊗ku := (∂1u, . . . , ∂ku). The space

W 1,2
s (m⊗k

r ) consisting of symmetric functions, the projection Pk : B×k
r → Υ

k(Br) ∼=
B×k

r /Sk naturally acts on W 1,2
s (m⊗k

r ) and the resulting quotient space is denoted by

W 1,2(m⊙k
r ), which is the (1, 2)-Sobolev space on Υ

k(Br):

W 1,2(m⊙k
r ) :=

{

u ∈ L2(m⊙k
r ) :

∫

Υk(Br)
|∇⊙ku|2 dm⊙k

r < ∞
}

,

where ∇⊙k is the quotient operator of the weak gradient operator ∇⊗k through the pro-

jection Pk and m⊙k
r is the symmetric product measure defined as

m⊙k
r :=

1

k!
(Pk)#m

⊗k
r .

For 0 < r < R < ∞, k ∈ N0 and η ∈ Υ(Bc
r), we introduce the following finite Borel

measure on Υ
k(Br): for γ =

∑k
i=1 δxi

dµk,η
r,R(γ) := e−Ψk,η

r,R
(γ) dm⊙k

r (γ) ,(3.1)

Ψk,η
r,R(γ) := − log

(

k
∏

i<j

|xi − xj |β
k
∏

i=1

∏

y∈ηBc
r
,|y|≤R

∣

∣

∣
1− xi

y

∣

∣

∣

β
)

.

The corresponding weighted Sobolev norm is denoted by

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R(u) :=

1

2

∫

Υk(Br)
|∇⊙ku|2 dµk,η

r,R , u ∈ Lipb(Υ
k(Br), dΥ) ,(3.2)

where we note that as Lip(Υk, dΥ) ⊂ W 1,2(m⊙k
r ) and |∇⊙ku| ≤ LipdΥ(u) due to the

Rademacher theorem descendent from the one in the product Sobolev space W 1,2(m⊗k
r )

through the quotient, the expression |∇⊙ku| and its integral against the probability mea-

sure µk,η
r,R make sense for u ∈ Lipb(Υ

k(Br), dΥ).

Proposition 3.1. The form (3.2) is well-defined and closable. The closure is a local

Dirichlet form on L2(µk,η
r,R) and its domain is denoted by D

(

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R).
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Proof. The well-definedness follows from the following inequality:
∫

Υk(Br)
|∇⊙ku|2 dµk,η

r,R ≤
∥

∥

∥
e−Ψk,η

r,R

∥

∥

∥

L∞(Υk(Br),µ
k,η
r,R

)

∫

Υk(Br)
|∇⊙ku|2 dm⊙k < ∞ .(3.3)

The closability of EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R descends from the closability of the corresponding Dirichlet

form on the product space B×k
r defined on the space of symmetric d×k-Lipschitz functions:

EB×k
r ,µk,η

r,R :=
1

2

∫

B×k
r

|∇⊗ku|2e−Ψk,η
r,R dm⊗k

r ,

where the closability of EB×k
r ,µk,η

r,R is a consequence of the continuity of the density e−Ψk,η
r,R

on B×k
r and the standard Hamza-type argument by [MR85, Fuk97], see for an accessible

reference, e.g., [MR90, pp. 44-45]. The locality of the form is an immediate consequence

of the locality of the gradient operator ∇⊙k. �

Let µ be the sineβ ensemble. Due to [DHLM20, Thm. 1.1], the following limit exists for

µ-a.e. η, all x ∈ Br and r > 0:

lim
R→∞

∏

y∈ηBc
r
,|y|≤R

∣

∣

∣
1− x

y

∣

∣

∣

β
.

Recall that µη
r has been defined in (2.11). By [DHLM20, Thm. 1.1] and the number-

rigidity (R) of µ, for µ-a.e. η there exists k = k(η) so that

µη
r(Υ

l(Br)) > 0 if and only if l = k(η) ,(3.4)

and for γ =
∑k

i=1 δxi
,

dµη
r = dµk,η

r =
e−Ψk,η

r

Zη
r

dm⊙k
r ,(3.5)

Ψk,η
r (γ) := − log

(

k
∏

i<j

|xi − xj|β
k
∏

i=1

lim
R→∞

∏

y∈ηBc
r
,|y|≤R

∣

∣

∣
1− xi

y

∣

∣

∣

β
)

,

where Zη
r is the normalising constant. Note that the roles of the notation γ and η

in [DHLM20] are opposite to this article. The corresponding weighted Sobolev norm is

defined as

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r (u) :=

1

2

∫

Υk(Br)
|∇⊙ku|2 dµk,η

r , u ∈ Lipb(Υ
k(Br), dΥ) .(3.6)

Proposition 3.2. Let µ be the sineβ ensemble for β > 0. The form (3.6) is well-defined

and closable for µ-a.e. η. The closure is a local Dirichlet form on L2(µk,η
r ) and its domain

is denoted by D(EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r ).

Proof. As e−Ψk,η
r,R

R→∞−−−−→ e−Ψk,η
r uniformly on Υ

k(Br) for µ-a.e. η by [DHLM20, Lem. 2.3

and Proof of Thm. 2.1 in p. 183], the density e−Ψk,η
r is continuous on B⊙k

r , hence the same

proof as Prop. 3.1 applies to conclude the statement. �
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3.2. Curvature bound for finite-particle systems. We show that the potential Ψk,η
r,R

defined in (3.1) is geodesically convex in (Υ(Br), dΥ).

Proposition 3.3. Ψk,η
r,R is geodesically convex in (Υk(Br), dΥ) for any 0 < r < R < ∞,

k ∈ N and η ∈ Υ(Bc
r),

Proof. Note that if u1, . . . , uk are convex and α1, . . . , αk ≥ 0, then
∑k

i=1 αiui is again

convex. Let Hij,H
y
i be the Hessian matrices of the functions (x1, . . . , xk) 7→ − log |xi−xj|

and (x1, . . . , xk) 7→ − log |1− xi

y | respectively. For any vector v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ R
k,

vHijv
t =

(vi − vj)
2

|xi − xj |2
, vHy

i v
t =

v2i
|y − xi|2

.(3.7)

Both Hij and Hy
i are, therefore, positive semi-definite. Thus, for any 0 < r < R, any

y ∈ [−R,−r] ∪ [r,R] and any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} with i 6= j, the functions (x1, . . . , xk) 7→
− log |xi − xj| and (x1, . . . , xk) 7→ − log |1 − xi

y | are convex in the following areas for

any σ ∈ Sk:
{

(x1, . . . , xk) ∈ B×k
r : xσ(1) < xσ(2) < · · · < xσ(k)

}

.

In view of (2.9), the following expression, therefore, concludes that Ψk,η
r,R is geodesically

convex as a function on Υ
k(Br): for any γ =

∑k
i=1 δxi

Ψk,η
r,R(γ) = −β

k
∑

i<j

log(|xi − xj|)− β

k
∑

i=1

∑

y∈ηBc
r
,|y|≤R

log
∣

∣

∣
1− xi

y

∣

∣

∣
.(3.8)

The proof is complete. �

Thanks to the geodesical convexity of the potential Ψk,η
r,R shown in Prop. 3.3, the Dirichlet

form (EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r,R)) satisfies the Riemannian Curvature Dimension condition

RCD(0,∞).

Proposition 3.4. The space (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r,R) satisfies RCD(0,∞) for every k ∈ N0,

0 < r < R < ∞ and η ∈ Υ, and it holds that

(

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r,R)
)

=
(

Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

,W 1,2(Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r,R)
)

.

Proof. Noting that B×k
r is a convex subset in R

k, the space (B×k
r , d×k,m⊗k

r ) is a geo-

desic subspace of R
k and, therefore, satisfies RCD(0,∞) by the Global-to-Local prop-

erty of RCD(0,∞), see [AGS14b, Thm. 6.20]. Noting that the k-particle configuration

space (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r,R) is the quotient space of (B×k

r , d×k,m⊗k) with respect to the sym-

metric group Sk and that the property RCD(0,∞) is preserved under the quotient opera-

tion with respect to Sk thanks to [GKMS18], we obtain that (Υk(Br), dΥ,m⊙k) satisfies

RCD(0,∞) as well. By the geodesical convexity of the potential Ψk,η
r,R shown in Prop. 3.3

and the continuity of the density e−Ψk,η
r,R , the weighted space (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η

r,R) satisfies

RCD(0,∞) by [AGS14b, Prop. 6.21].

To conclude the statement, it suffices to check the identity

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R = Ch

dΥ,µk,η
r,R

.
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By the Rademacher theorem on Υ
k(Br) descendent from the Rademacher theorem on B×k

r ,

the slope |DdΥu| coincides with the gradient |∇⊙ku| for any u ∈ Lip(Υk(Br), dΥ). Thus,

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R(u) =

1

2

∫

Υk(Br)
|DdΥu|2 dµ

k,η
r,R u ∈ Lipb(Υ

k(Br), dΥ) .(3.9)

Since Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

is the L2-lower semi-continuous envelope by definition, the functional

Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

is the maximal L2-lower semi-continuous functional satisfying

Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

(u) ≤ 1

2

∫

Υk(Br)
|DdΥu|2 dµ

k,η
r,R .

As EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R is closed by Prop. 3.1, in particular, EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r,R is L2-lower semi-continuous.

Therefore, combining the maximality of Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

with (3.9), it holds that

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R ≤ Ch

dΥ,µk,η
r,R

and W 1,2(Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r,R) ⊂ D(EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r,R)

and

Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r,R

(u) = EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r,R(u) u ∈ Lipb(Υ

k(Br), dΥ) .

As Lipb(Υ
k(Br), dΥ) is dense both in D(EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r,R) and W 1,2(Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η

r,R) by con-

struction, the proof is completed. �

In view of Prop. 3.4 and the approximation Ψk,η
r,R to Ψk,η

r as R → ∞, we prove that

(Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r ) satisfies RCD(0,∞) as well.

Proposition 3.5. Let µ be the sineβ ensemble for β > 0. For any 0 < r < ∞ and µ-

a.e. η ∈ Υ, the space (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r ) satisfies RCD(0,∞), where k = k(η) as in (3.4).

Furthermore,
(

EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r ,D(EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r )
)

=
(

Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r
,W 1,2(Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η

r )
)

.

Proof. Since the potential Ψk,η
r,R is geodesically convex for any R and it converges pointwise

to Ψk,η
r as R → ∞ for µ-a.e. η by [DHLM20, Lem. 2.3 and Proof of Thm. 2.1 in p. 183],

the potential Ψk,η
r is again geodesically convex on (Υk(Br), dΥ). Furthermore, as the den-

sity e−Ψk,η
r,R converges uniformly to e−Ψk,η

r on Υ
k(Br) as R → ∞ for µ-a.e. η by [DHLM20,

Lem. 2.3 and Proof of Thm. 2.1 in p. 183], the density e−Ψk,η
r is continuous on Υ(Br).

Noting the fact that the constant multiplication (by the normalisation constant Zη
r ) does

not change the lower Ricci curvature bound (see e.g., [Stu06, Prop. 4.13]), the same proof

as Prop. 3.4 applies to conclude the statement. �

4. Curvature bound for infinite-particle systems

In this section, we construct a local Dirichlet form on Υ = Υ(R) associated with sineβ

ensemble µ and show the BE(0,∞) property by the following steps: we first construct

truncated Dirichlet forms on Υ whose gradient operators are truncated up to configurations

inside Br. We then identify them with the superposition Dirichlet forms lifted from Υ(Br),

thanks to which we can show BE(0,∞) for the truncated forms. We take the monotone

limit of the truncated forms to construct a Dirichlet form with invariant measure sineβ
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ensembles µ and BE(0,∞) extends to the limit form. In the end of this section, we discuss

several applications of the BE(0,∞) property.

4.1. Truncated Dirichlet forms. In this subsection, we construct the truncated Dirich-

let forms on Υ. We first construct square field operators on Υ and Υ(Br) respectively.

For so doing, we introduce a map Uγ,x transferring functions on the configuration space Υ

to functions on the base space R. For u : Υ → R, define Uγ,x(u) : R → R by

Uγ,x(u)(y) := u
(

1X\{x} ·γ + δy
)

− u
(

1X\{x} ·γ
)

, γ ∈ Υ, x ∈ γ .(4.1)

In the context of configuration spaces, the operation Uγ,x has been firstly discussed in [MR00,

Lem. 1.2], see also [DS21a, Lem. 2.16]. We introduce the localisation of the operator Uγ,x

on Br. Recall that for a measurable function u : Υ → R, r > 0 and for η ∈ Υ, we set

in (2.13)

uηr(γ) :=u(γ + ηBc
r
) for γ ∈ Υ(Br).

Lemma 4.1. For u : Υ(Br) → R, define Ur
γ,x(u) : Br → R by

Ur
γ,x(u)(y) := u(1X\{x} · γ + δy)− u(1X\{x} · γ) γ ∈ Υ(Br), x ∈ γ .

The operation Ur
γ,x maps from Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ) to Lip(Br) and Lipschitz constants are

contracted by Ur
γ,x for any r > 0:

Lip(Ur
γ,x(u)) ≤ LipdΥ(u) ∀γ ∈ Υ(Br) ∀x ∈ γ .

Furthermore, for any u : Υ → R,

Ur
γBr ,x

(uγr )(y) = Uγ,x(u)(y) for every γ ∈ Υ, x ∈ γBr and y ∈ Br .

Proof. Let u ∈ Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ). Then

|Ur
γ,x(u)(y) − Ur

γ,x(u)(z)| = |u(1X\{x} ·γ + δy)− u(1X\{x} ·γ + δz)|
≤ LipdΥ(u)dΥ(1X\{x} ·γ + δy,1X\{x} ·γ + δz)

= LipdΥ(u)|y − z| ,

which concludes the first assertion.

We verify the second assertion. For every x ∈ γBr and y ∈ Br,

Uγ,x(u)(y) = u(1X\{x} · γ + δy)− u(1X\{x} · γ)
= u(1X\{x} · γBr + γBc

r
+ δy)− u(1X\{x} · γBr + γBc

r
)

= ur,γ(1X\{x} · γBr + δy)− ur,γ(1X\{x} · γBr)

= Ur
γBr ,x

(uγr )(y) .

The proof is complete. �

We now define a square field operator on Υ truncated up to particles inside Br.

Definition 4.2 (Truncated square field on Υ). Let u : Υ → R be a measurable function

so that Uγ,x(u)|Br ∈ W 1,2(mr) for µ-a.e. γ and every x ∈ γBr . The following operator is

called the truncated square field ΓΥ
r ,

(4.2) ΓΥ

r (u)(γ) :=
∑

x∈γBr

|∇Uγ,x(u)|2(x) .
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Thanks to Lem. A.1, Formula (4.2) is well-defined for µ-a.e. γ. Indeed, as Uγ,x(u)|Br ∈
W 1,2

loc (mr), the weak gradient ∇Uγ,x(u) is well-defined pointwise on a measurable set Σ ⊂ Br

with mr(Σ
c) = 0. By applying Lem. A.1, Formula (4.2) is well-defined on the set Ω(r) of

µ-full measure.

Based on the truncated square field ΓΥ
r , we introduce the truncated form on Υ defined

on a certain core.

Definition 4.3 (Core). For r > 0, let Cr be defined as the space of µ-classes of measurable

functions u so that

(a) u ∈ L∞(µ);

(b) uηr ∈ Lipb(Υ(Br), dΥ) for µ-a.e. η;

(c) The following integral is finite:

EΥ,µ
r (u) :=

1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (u) dµ < ∞ .(4.3)

Note that, thanks to Lem. 4.1, if a measurable function u : Υ → R satisfies (b), then

Uγ,x(u)|Br ∈ Lip(Br, d) ⊂ W 1,2(mr). Thus, the expression ΓΥ
r (u) in (4.3) is well-posed.

It will be proved in Prop. 4.8 that Cr is non-trivial in the sense that every µ-measurable

bounded d̄Υ-Lipschitz functions on Υ belongs to Cr.

Remark 4.4. Note that the core Cr is much larger than the Lipschitz algebras Lipb(Υ, d̄Υ, µ)

because the condition (b) allows the Lipschitz constant LipΥ(Br),dΥ(u
η
r ) to depend both on

η and r.

Definition 4.5 (Square field on Υ(Br)). Fix r > 0 and η ∈ Υ. For a µ-measurable function

u : Υ(Br) → R satisfying u|Υk(Br) ∈ D(EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r ) for any k ∈ N0, we define the following

square field operator on Υ(Br):

ΓΥ(Br)(u) :=
∞
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣
∇⊙k

(

u|Υk(Br)

)

∣

∣

∣

2
,(4.4)

and define the following form:

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (u) :=

1

2

∫

Υ(Br)
ΓΥ(Br)(u) dµη

r ,

D(EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ) := {u : Υ(Br) → R, EΥ(Br),µ

η
r (u) < ∞} .

Due to the number-rigidity (R), the Dirichlet form EΥ(Br),µ
η
r is equal to EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r for

some k = k(η) up to the normalising multiplicative constant, therefore, it is a Dirichlet

form as well. The corresponding semigroup operator is denoted by {TΥ(Br),µ
η
r

t }t≥0.

Remark 4.6. The number-rigidity (R) is not essential here for EΥ(Br),µ
η
r to be a Dirichlet

form. Any countable sum of Dirichlet forms is a Dirichlet form (see e.g., [MR90, Exer-

cise 3.9 in p.31]).

Before discussing properties of truncated forms, we prepare a lemma, which states that

the operation (·)ηr defined in (2.13) maps from Lip(Υ, d̄Υ) to Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ) and contracts

Lipschitz constants.
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Lemma 4.7. Let u ∈ Lip(Υ, d̄Υ). Then, uηr ∈ Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ) and

LipdΥ(u
η
r) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u) , η ∈ Υ , r > 0 .(4.5)

Proof. Let γ, ζ ∈ Υ(Br) and η ∈ Υ. Then,

|uηr(γ)− uηr(ζ)| = |u(γ + ηBc
r
)− u(ζ + ηBc

r
)| ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)d̄Υ(γ + ηBc

r
, ζ + ηBc

r
)

= Lipd̄Υ(u)dΥ(γ, ζ) .

The proof is completed. �

The following proposition relates the two square fields ΓΥ
r and ΓΥ(Br).

Proposition 4.8 (Truncated form). The following relations hold on Cr:

ΓΥ

r (u)(γ + ηBc
r
) = ΓΥ(Br)(uηr )(γ) , µ-a.e. η, µη

r -a.e. γ ∈ Υ(Br) ,(4.6)

EΥ,µ
r (u) =

∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (uηr) dµ(η) , u ∈ Cr .

Furthermore, the Rademacher-type property holds: Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ Cr and

ΓΥ

r (u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)
2 u ∈ Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) .(4.7)

As a consequence, the form (EΥ,µ
r , Cr) in (4.3) is a densely defined closable Markovian form

and the closure (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) is a local Dirichlet form on L2(µ). The L2-semigroups

corresponding to (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) is denoted by {TΥ,µ
r,t }t≥0.

Proof. We first prove (4.6). Let u ∈ Cr. Thanks to (b) in Def. 4.3 and Lem. 4.1,

Uγ,x(u) ∈ Lip(Br, d) , µ-a.e. γ r > 0 .

Thus, noting Lip(Br, d) ⊂ W 1,2(mr), the LHS of (4.6) is well-defined. Thus, there exists

Ω ⊂ Υ with µ(Ω) = 1 so that the LHS of (4.6) is well-defined everywhere on Ω. The RHS

of (4.6) is also well-defined by (b) in Def. 4.3 and by Lipb(Υ(Br), dΥ) ⊂ D(EΥ(Br),µ
η
r ) by

construction. Let Ωη
r be a section as defined in (2.15). As µη

r is absolutely continuous with

respect to the Poisson measure πmr and the Poisson measure does not have multiple points

almost everywhere, we may assume that every γ ∈ Ωη
r does not have multiple points, i.e.,

γ({x}) ∈ {0, 1} for every x ∈ Br. Let γ ∈ Ωη
r ∩Υ

k(Br). Then, according to (4.4),

ΓΥ

r (u)(γ + ηBc
r
)

=
∑

x∈γ

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

u
(

1X\{x} ·(γ + ηBc
r
) + δ•

)

− u
(

1X\{x} ·(γ + ηBc
r
)
)

)∣

∣

∣

2
(x)

=
∑

x∈γ

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

uηr
(

1X\{x} ·γ + δ•
)

− uηr
(

1X\{x} ·γ
)

)
∣

∣

∣

2
(x)

=
∑

x∈γ

∣

∣∇uηr
(

1X\{x} ·γ + δ•
)
∣

∣

2
(x)

=
∣

∣

∣
∇⊙k

(

uηr
)

∣

∣

∣

2
(γ)

= ΓΥ(Br)(uηr)(γ)

where the first equality is the definition of the square field ΓΥ
r ; the third equality holds as

uηr
(

1X\{x} ·γ
)

does not depend on the variable denoted as • on which the weak gradient ∇
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operates; the fourth equality followed from the definition of the symmetric gradient oper-

ator ∇⊙k, for which we used the fact that γ ∈ Ωη
r does not have multiple points. As this

argument holds for arbitrary k ∈ N0, (4.6) has been shown. The locality and the Markov

property of EΥ,µ
r follow from (4.6) and the fact that EΥ(Br),µ

η
r possesses the corresponding

properties by construction.

We now show the Rademacher-type property: Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ Cr and

ΓΥ

r (u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)
2 ∀u ∈ Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ∀r > 0 .(4.8)

We first show Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ Cr. The verification of (a) in Def. 4.3 is obvious. The

verification of (b) in Def. 4.3 follows from the Lipschitz contraction (4.5) of the operator (·)ηr .
The verification of (c) in Def. 4.3 follows by showing (4.8) as µ is a probability measure.

We now prove (4.8). As the Cheeger energy Ch
dΥ,µk,η

r
coincided with the form EΥ(Br),µ

k,η
r

by Prop. 3.5, the Rademacher-type property for EΥ(Br),µ
k,η
r follows from that for Ch

dΥ,µk,η
r

,

the latter of which is an immediate consequence by the definition of the Cheeger energy.

Therefore, we have that

ΓΥ(Br)(u) ≤ LipdΥ(u)
2 ∀u ∈ Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ) ∀r > 0 .(4.9)

In view of the relation between ΓΥ
r and ΓΥ(Br) in (4.6) and the Lipschitz contraction (4.5)

of the operator (·)ηr , we concluded (4.8).

Noting that Lipb(dΥ, µ) ⊂ L2(µ) is dense (e.g., [AGS14a, Prop. 4.1]) and the fact that

Lipb(dΥ, µ) ⊂ Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ Cr by (2.20) and (4.8), we obtain that the form (EΥ,µ
r , Cr) is

densely defined.

We now show the closability. Noting that EΥ(Br),µ
η
r is closable for µ-a.e. η by Prop. 3.5,

the superposition form (ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r )) (defined below in Def. 4.9) is closable (indeed it

is closed) by [BH91, Prop. V.3.1.1]. As the two forms (EΥ,µ
r , Cr) and (ĒΥ,µ

r ,D(ĒΥ,µ
r ))

coincide on Cr by definition and Cr ⊂ D(ĒΥ,µ
r ) by construction, the closability of (EΥ,µ

r , Cr)
is inherited from the closedness of the superposition form (ĒΥ,µ

r ,D(ĒΥ,µ
r )). The proof is

complete. �

4.2. Superposition form. The superposition of the Dirichlet form EΥ(Br),µ
η
r onto Υ is

now defined below.

Definition 4.9 (Superposition Dirichlet form, e.g., [BH91, Prop. V.3.1.1]).

D(ĒΥ,µ
r ) :=

{

u ∈ L2(µ) :

∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (uηr) dµ(η) < ∞

}

,(4.10)

ĒΥ,µ
r (u) :=

∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (uηr) dµ(η) .

It is known that (ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r )) is a Dirichlet form on L2(µ) [BH91, Prop. V.3.1.1]. The

L2-semigroup and the infinitesimal generator corresponding to (ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r )) are denoted

by {T̄Υ,µ
r,t }t≥0 and (ĀΥ,µ

r ,D(ĀΥ,µ
r )) respectively.

The semigroup {T̄Υ,µ
r,t }t≥0 corresponding to the superposition form ĒΥ,µ

r can be obtained

as the superposition of the semigroup {TΥ(Br),µ
η
r

t }t≥0 associated with the form EΥ(Br),µ
η
r .

For the following proposition, we refer the reader to [Del21, (iii) Prop. 2.13].
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Proposition 4.10 ([Del21, (iii) Prop. 2.13]). The following holds:

T̄Υ,µ
r,t u(γ) = T

Υ(Br),µ
γ
r

t uγr (γBr) ,(4.11)

for µ-a.e. γ ∈ Υ, any t > 0.

Remark 4.11. The proof of [Del21, (iii) Prop. 2.13] has been given in terms of direct

integral in a general setting. As the measure µη
r can be identified to the conditional

probability µ(· | ·Bc
r
= ηBc

r
) by a bi-measure-preserving isomorphism as remarked in (2.12),

our setting is a particular case of direct integrals discussed in [Del21].

We now discuss the relation between EΥ,µ
r and ĒΥ,µ

r . As the former form is constructed

as the smallest closed extension of (EΥ,µ
r , Cr), it is clear by definition that

EΥ,µ
r = ĒΥ,µ

r on Cr , D(EΥ,µ
r ) ⊂ D(ĒΥ,µ

r ) .

The following theorem proves that the opposite inclusion holds as well.

Theorem 4.12. (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) = (ĒΥ,µ
r ,D(ĒΥ,µ

r )).

Proof. The inclusion D(EΥ,µ
r ) ⊂ D(ĒΥ,µ

r ) with the inequality ĒΥ,µ
r ≤ EΥ,µ

r is straightfor-

ward by definition. Noting ĒΥ,µ
r = EΥ,µ

r on Cr and D(EΥ,µ
r ) is the closure of Cr, it suffices

to show that Cr ⊂ D(ĒΥ,µ
r ) is dense. Thanks to Lem. A.4, we only need to show that

T̄Υ,µ
r,t Cr ⊂ Cr.
As T̄Υ,µ

r,t is an L∞-contraction semigroup by the sub-Markovian property of the semi-

group (see, e.g., [MR90, Def. I.4.1]), we obtain T̄Υ,µ
r,t Cr ⊂ L∞(µ), which verifies (a) in

Def. 4.3

Verification of (b) in Def. 4.3. Let u ∈ Cr and we show that T̄Υ,µ
r,t u satisfies (b) in

Def. 4.3. By Prop. 4.10, we can identify the following two operators:

T̄Υ,µ
r,t u = T

Υ(Br),µ·
r

t u·r(·Br ) .

This implies that
(

T̄Υ,µ
r,t u

)η

r
(·) = T̄Υ,µ

r,t u(·+ ηBc
r
) = T

Υ(Br),µ
η
r

t uηr(·) .

Take k = k(η) as in (3.4). As the conditional probability µη
r is supported only on Υ

k(Br),

we only need to show

T
Υ(Br),µ

k,η
r

t uηr ∈ Lipb(Υ
k(Br), dΥ) .(4.12)

As (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,γ
r ) is RCD(0,∞) for k = k(η) for µ-a.e. η by Prop. 3.5, the corresponding

semigroup satisfies L∞(µk,η
r )-to-Lipb(Υ

k(Br), dΥ)-regularisation property ([AGS14a, Thm.

6.5]), which shows that for µ-a.e. η

T
Υ(Br),µ

k,η
r

t v ∈ Lipb(Υ
k(Br), dΥ) ∀v ∈ L∞(µk,η

r ) ,

and its Lipchitz constant is bounded as

LipdΥ(T
Υ(Br),µ

k,η
r

t v) ≤ c(t,K)‖v‖
L∞(µk,η

r )
,

with constant c(t,K) depending only on t and the curvature bound K = 0 (to be more

precise, c(t, 0) = 1√
2t

). This proves (4.12), which completes the verification of (b).
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Verificaiton of (c) in Def. 4.3. Let u ∈ Cr. Thanks to the verification of (b), the square

field ΓΥ
r (T̄Υ,µ

r,t u) is well-defined, and by (4.6) it holds that for µ-a.e. η

ΓΥ

r (T̄Υ,µ
r,t u)(γ + ηBc

r
) = ΓΥ(Br)

(

(T̄Υ,µ
r,t u)ηr

)

(γ) µη
r -a.e. γ ∈ Υ(Br) .(4.13)

In view of the contraction property of the semigroup with respect to the form by general

theory (see, e.g., [FOT11, p.23, Lem. 1.3.3]), viz.

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (T

Υ(Br),µ
η
r

t uηr) ≤ EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (uηr )

as well as Prop. 4.10 and (4.13), we obtain

1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (T̄Υ,µ
r,t u) dµ =

∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r
(

(T̄Υ,µ
r,t u)ηr

)

dµ(η)

=

∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (T

Υ(Br),µ
η
r

t uηr) dµ(η)

≤
∫

Υ

EΥ(Br),µ
η
r (uηr) dµ(η)

= EΥ,µ
r (u) < ∞ .

The verification of (c) is completed. Therefore, we confirmed T̄Υ,µ
r,t Cr ⊂ Cr, which concludes

the statement. �

As a consequence of Thm. 4.12 and Prop. 4.10, we obtain the superposition formula for

the semigroup {TΥ,µ
r,t }t≥0 in terms of the semigroup {TΥ(Br),µ

η
r

t }t≥0.

Corollary 4.13 (Coincidence of semigroups). The following three operators coincide:

TΥ,µ
r,t u(γ) = T̄Υ,µ

r,t u(γ) = T
Υ(Br),µ

γ
r

t uγr (γBr) ,(4.14)

for µ-a.e. γ ∈ Υ, any t > 0.

4.3. Monotone limit form. We now construct a Dirichlet form on Υ with sineβ-invariant

measure µ as the monotone limit of (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r ) as r → ∞. The following proposition

follows immediately from the definitions of the square field ΓΥ
r and the core Cr.

Proposition 4.14 (Monotonicity). The form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r ) and the square field ΓΥ
r are

monotone increasing as r ↑ ∞, viz.,

ΓΥ

r (u) ≤ ΓΥ

s (u) , EΥ,µ
r (u) ≤ EΥ,µ

s (u) , D(EΥ,µ
s ) ⊂ D(EΥ,µ

r ) r ≤ s .

Proof. As Cr is a core of the form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )), it suffices to check Cs ⊂ Cr and ΓΥ
r (u) ≤

ΓΥ
s (u) on Cs. Let u ∈ Cs and we show u ∈ Cr. By a simple reasoning similar to the proof

of Lem. 4.7, we can see

uηr ∈ Lipb(Υ(Br), dΥ) µ-a.e. η if uηs ∈ Lipb(Υ(Bs), dΥ) µ-a.e. η .

By Def. 4.2, it is straightforward to see ΓΥ
r (u) ≤ ΓΥ

s (u). Thus,

EΥ,µ
r (u) =

1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (u) dµ ≤ 1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

s (u) dµ =
1

2

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

s (u) dµ = EΥ,µ
s (u) < ∞ .

Therefore, we conclude u ∈ Cr. The proof is completed. �

We now define a Dirichlet form on Υ whose invariant measure is the sineβ measure µ

by the monotone limit of (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )).
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Definition 4.15 (Monotone limit form). The form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) is defined as the mono-

tone limit:

D(EΥ,µ) := {u ∈ ∩r>0D(EΥ,µ
r ) : EΥ,µ(u) = lim

r→∞
EΥ,µ
r (u) < ∞} ,(4.15)

EΥ,µ(u) := lim
r→∞

EΥ,µ
r (u) .

The form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) is a Dirichlet form on L2(µ) as it is the monotone limit of

Dirichlet forms (e.g., by [MR90, Exercise 3.9]). The square field ΓΥ is defined as the

monotone limit of ΓΥ
r as well:

ΓΥ(u) := lim
r→∞

ΓΥ

r (u) u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) .(4.16)

The corresponding L2(µ)-semigroup is denoted by {TΥ,µ
t }t≥0.

We now show that the form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) is a local Dirichlet form on L2(µ) and satis-

fies the Rademacher-type property with respect to the L2-transportation-type distance d̄Υ.

Proposition 4.16. The form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) is a local Dirichlet form on L2(µ). Fur-

thermore, (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) satisfies Rademacher-type property:

Lip(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ D(EΥ,µ) , ΓΥ(u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)
2 ∀u ∈ Lip(d̄Υ, µ) .(4.17)

Proof. The local property of (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) follows from (4.16) and the locality of ΓΥ
r for

every r > 0. We show the Rademacher-type property. Since ΓΥ is the limit square field

of ΓΥ
r as in (4.16), it suffices to show

Lip(d̄Υ, µ) ⊂ Cr and ΓΥ

r (u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)
2 ∀u ∈ Lip(d̄Υ, µ) ∀r > 0 ,

which has been already proven in Prop. 4.8. We verified (4.17). The proof is complete. �

Proposition 4.17. The semigroup {TΥ,µ
t }t≥0 is the L2(µ)-strong operator limit of the

semigroups {TΥ,µ
r,t }t≥0, viz.,

L2(µ)– lim
r→∞

TΥ,µ
r,t u = TΥ,µ

t u ∀u ∈ L2(µ) , t > 0 .

Furthermore, {TΥ,µ
t }t≥0 is also the L1(µ)-strong operator limit of the semigroups {TΥ,µ

r,t }t≥0,

viz.,

L1(µ)– lim
r→∞

TΥ,µ
r,t u = TΥ,µ

t u ∀u ∈ L1(µ) , t > 0 .

Proof. The first statement follows from the monotonicity of (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r ) as r ↑ ∞ proven

in Prop. 4.14 and [RS80, S.14, p.373]. The latter statement is a standard consequence of

the first statement for the strongly continuous Markovian contraction semigroup. We give

a proof for the sake of the completeness. We note that the L2-operators TΥ,µ
r,t and TΥ,µ

t

are uniquely extended to L1-strongly continuous Markovian contraction semigroups (see,

e.g, [FOT11, (1.5.2) in §1.5]). As L1(µ) ∩ L2(µ) is dense in L1(µ), for any u ∈ L1(µ) and

ε > 0, there exists uε ∈ L1(µ) ∩ L2(µ) so that ‖u− uε‖L1(µ) < ε and

‖TΥ,µ
r,t u− TΥ,µ

t u‖L1(µ)

≤ ‖TΥ,µ
r,t u− TΥ,µ

r,t uε‖L1(µ) + ‖TΥ,µ
r,t uε − TΥ,µ

t uε‖L1(µ) + ‖TΥ,µ
t uε − TΥ,µ

t u‖L1(µ)

≤ ‖u− uε‖L1(µ) + ‖TΥ,µ
r,t uε − TΥ,µ

t uε‖L2(µ) + ‖uε − u‖L1(µ)
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r→∞−−−→ ε+ 0 + ε .

As ε > 0 is arbitrarily small, the proof is completed. �

Corollary 4.18. For any fixed r > 0 and u ∈ D(EΥ,µ),

TΥ,µ
r′,t u

r′→∞−−−−→ TΥ,µ
t u weakly in D(EΥ,µ

r ) .(4.18)

In particular,
∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
t u)hdµ ≤ lim inf

r′→∞

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
r′,t u)hdµ ,(4.19)

for all non-negative h ∈ D(EΥ,µ
r ) ∩ L∞(µ).

Proof. First of all, (4.18) is well-posed as TΥ,µ
r′,t u, TΥ,µ

t u ∈ D(EΥ,µ
r ) thanks to the inclusion

D(EΥ,µ) ⊂ ∩r>0D(EΥ,µ
r ) and the monotonicity D(EΥ,µ

r′ ) ⊂ D(EΥ,µ
r ) for r ≤ r′. By the

monotonicity proven in Prop. 4.14 and the general contraction property of the semigroup

with respect to the Dirichlet form, it holds that for r ≤ r′

EΥ,µ
r (TΥ,µ

r′,t u) ≤ EΥ,µ
r′ (TΥ,µ

r′,t u) ≤ EΥ,µ
r′ (u) ≤ EΥ,µ(u) < ∞ .

Noting also that the semigroup TΥ,µ
r′,t contracts the L2(µ)-norm by a general property of

semigroups, {TΥ,µ
r′,t u}r′ is bounded in D(EΥ,µ

r ). Thanks to (4.17), {TΥ,µ
r′,t u}r′ converges to

TΥ,µ
t u weakly in D(EΥ,µ

r ). The latter statement is a consequence of the first statement,

see, e.g., [HR03, Lem. 2.4]. �

4.4. Bakry–Émery Curvature bound for (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)). In this subsection, we prove

the Bakry–Émery curvature bound for the local Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)).

Theorem 4.19. Let β > 0 and µ be the sineβ ensemble. The local Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ))

satisfies the Bakry–Émery curvature dimension condition BE(0,∞):

ΓΥ
(

TΥ,µ
t u

)

≤ TΥ,µ
t

(

ΓΥ(u)
)

∀u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) ∀t > 0 .(BE(0,∞))

Proof. We first prove BE(0,∞) for the form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )). Let u ∈ D(EΥ,µ
r ). By

Prop. 3.5, by the expression (3.4) of µη
r in terms of µk,η

r and by the definition (4.4) of ΓΥ(Br),

there exists Ξ1
r ⊂ Υ with µ(Ξ1

r) = 1 so that for every η ∈ Ξ1
r there exists a measurable

set Ω1,η
r ⊂ Υ(Br) with µη

r(Ω
1,η
r ) = 1 satisfying that for every γ ∈ Ω1,η

r , the following

Bakry–Émery gradient estimate holds:

ΓΥ(Br)(T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t uηr)(γ) ≤ T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t

(

ΓΥ(Br)(uηr )
)

(γ) .(4.20)

By Prop. 4.8, there exists Ξ2
r ⊂ Υ with µ(Ξ2

r) = 1 so that for every η ∈ Ξ2
r there exists a

measurable set Ω2,η
r ⊂ Υ(Br) with µη

r(Ω
2,η
r ) = 1 satisfying that for every γ ∈ Ω2,η

r

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
r,t u)(γ + ηBc

r
) = ΓΥ(Br)

(

(

TΥ,µ
r,t u

)η

r

)

(γ) ;(4.21)

ΓΥ

r (u)(γ + ηBc
r
) = ΓΥ(Br)(uηr )(γ) .

By Cor. 4.13, there exists Λ3
r ⊂ Υ with µ(Λ3

r) = 1 so that for every γ ∈ Λ3
r

TΥ,µ
r,t u(γ) = T

Υ(Br),µ
γ
r

t uγr (γ) .(4.22)
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By the standard disintegration argument, we can write

Λ3
r =

⋃

η∈Ξ3
r

pr−1
r (Ω3,η

r ) ∩Υ
η
r ,

where Ω3,η
r = (Λ3

r)
η
r := {γ ∈ Υ(Br) : γ + ηBc

r
∈ Λ3

r} and Ξ3
r = prBc

r
(Λ3

r), and Υ
η
r has been

defined in (2.10). By the disintegration formula (2.16), µ(Ξ3
r) = 1 and µη

r(Ω
3,η
r ) = 1 for

every η ∈ Ξ3
r.

Let Ξr := Ξ1
r ∩ Ξ2

r ∩ Ξ3
r and Ωη

r := Ω1,η
r ∩ Ω2,η

r ∩Ω3,η
r for η ∈ Ξr. Set

Kr :=
⋃

η∈Ξr

pr−1
r (Ωη

r) ∩Υ
η
r .

By construction, µ(Ξr) = 1 and µη
r(Ω

η
r) = 1 for every η ∈ Ξr. By (4.20), (4.21) and (4.22),

the following inequalities hold for every γ ∈ Kr:

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
r,t u)(γ) = ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
r,t u)(γBr + γBc

r
)(4.23)

= ΓΥ(Br)((TΥ,µ
r,t u)γr )(γBr )

≤ T
Υ(Br),µ

γ
r

t ΓΥ(Br)(uγr )(γBr )

= T
Υ(Br),µ

γ
r

t

(

ΓΥ

r (u)γr
)

(γBr )

= TΥ,µ
r,t ΓΥ

r (u)(γ) .

Let Θ := {γ ∈ Υ : ΓΥ
r (TΥ,µ

r,t u)(γ) ≤ TΥ,µ
r,t ΓΥ

r (u)(γ)}. Then Θ is µ-measurable by con-

struction, and thanks to (4.23), it holds that Kr ⊂ Θ. By applying Lem. A.2, we obtain

µ(Θ) = 1, which concludes BE(0,∞) for the truncated form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) for any r > 0.

We now prove BE(0,∞) of the form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)). It suffices to prove
∫

Υ

ΓΥ(TΥ,µ
t u)hdµ ≤

∫

Υ

TΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u)hdµ ,(4.24)

for all non-negative h ∈ D(EΥ,µ
r )∩L∞(µ). Indeed, thanks to the Rademacher-type property

proven in Prop. 4.8, we have

Lipb,+(dΥ) ⊂ D(EΥ,µ
r ) ∩ L∞

+ (µ).

As Lipb,+(dΥ) ∩ C(τv) is point separating (see [DS21a, (a) in Rem. 5.13]), it is sepa-

rating (i.e., measure determining) by e.g., [EK86, p.113, (a) in Thm. 4.5 in Chap. 3].

Thus, the inequality (4.24) implies ΓΥ(TΥ,µ
t u) ≤ TΥ,µ

t ΓΥ(u). We now prove (4.24). Let

u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) ⊂ ∩r>0D(EΥ,µ
r ). By making use of the monotonicity ΓΥ

r ≤ ΓΥ

r′ for r ≤ r′

(we will use it in the following displayed formulas in the first equality and in the sec-

ond inequality), Cor. 4.18 (used in the first inequality below), BE(0,∞) for the truncated

form (EΥ,µ
r ,D(EΥ,µ

r )) for any r > 0 (used in the third inequality below), and the conver-

gence of TΥ,µ
r′,t to TΥ,µ

t as r′ → ∞ in the L1-strong operator sense by Prop. 4.17 (used in

the last equality), the following inequalities hold true:
∫

Υ

ΓΥ(TΥ,µ
t u)hdµ =

∫

Υ

lim
r→∞

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
t u)hdµ

= lim
r→∞

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
t u)hdµ
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≤ lim sup
r→∞

lim inf
r′→∞

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r (TΥ,µ
r′,t u)hdµ

≤ lim sup
r′→∞

∫

Υ

ΓΥ

r′ (T
Υ,µ
r′,t u)hdµ

≤ lim sup
r′→∞

∫

Υ

TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ

r′ (u)hdµ

=

∫

Υ

TΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u)hdµ .

The last equality in the above displayed formulas followed by the L1-contraction property

of TΥ,µ
r′,t and the second statement of Prop. 4.17:

∥

∥TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ

r′ (u)− TΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u)

∥

∥

L1(µ)

=
∥

∥TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ

r′ (u)− TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ(u)

∥

∥

L1(µ)
+
∥

∥TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ(u)− TΥ,µ

t ΓΥ(u)
∥

∥

L1(µ)

≤
∥

∥ΓΥ

r′ (u)− ΓΥ(u)
∥

∥

L1(µ)
+
∥

∥TΥ,µ
r′,t ΓΥ(u)− TΥ,µ

t ΓΥ(u)
∥

∥

L1(µ)

r′→∞−−−−→ 0 .

We verified (4.24), the proof is completed. �

4.5. Integral Bochner and local Poicaré inequalities. As an application of BE(0,∞)

proven in Thm. 4.19, we show several functional inequalities. We define the integral Γ2-

operator as follows:

Γ
Υ,µ
2 (u, ϕ) :=

∫

Υ

(

1

2
ΓΥ(u)AΥ,µϕ− ΓΥ(u,AΥ,µu)ϕ

)

dµ ,(4.25)

D(ΓΥ,µ
2 ) :=

{

(u, ϕ) : D(AΥ,µ)×2 : AΥ,µu ∈ D(EΥ,µ), ϕ,AΥ,µu ∈ L∞(µ)
}

,

where AΥ,µ denotes the L2(µ)-infinitesimal generator associated with the form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)).

Corollary 4.20. Let µ be the sineβ ensemble with β > 0. The following hold:

(a) (lntegral Bochner inequality) for every (u, ϕ) ∈ D(ΓΥ,µ
2 )

Γ
Υ,µ
2 (u, ϕ) ≥ 0 ;

(b) (local Poincaré inequality) for u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≤ 2tTΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u) ,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≥ 2tΓΥ(TΥ,µ
t u) ;

Proof. The statement (a) follows from BE(0,∞) proven in Thm. 4.19 and [AGS15, Cor. 2.3].

The statement (b) is a consequence of BE(0,∞), see e.g., [BGL14, Thm. 4.7.2]. �

Remark 4.21 (Local spectral gap inequality). Let PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) denote the heat kernel mea-

sure, which is defined as (see, e.g., [BGL14, (1.2.4) in p.12])

TΥ,µ
t u(γ) =

∫

Υ

u(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) µ-a.e. γ .

The local Poincaré inequality in Cor. 4.20 is the spectral gap inequality with respect to the

heat kernel measure PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη):

∫

Υ

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(η)−
∫

Υ

u(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) ≤ 2t

∫

Υ

ΓΥ,µ(u)(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) .
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The name “local” stems from the observation that PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) is expected to be concen-

trated around γ when t is small (see [BGL14, §4.7 in p. 206]).

The following corollary provides a non-trivial tail estimate of the heat kernel mea-

sure PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη), which decays sufficiently fast at the tail to make every (not necessarily

bounded) 1-Lipschitz function exponentially integrable.

Corollary 4.22 (Exponential integrability of 1-Lipschitz functions). Let µ be the sineβ

ensemble with β > 0. If u is a d̄Υ-Lipschitz function with Lipd̄Υ(u) ≤ 1 and |u(γ)| < ∞
µ-a.e. γ, then for every s <

√

2/t
∫

Υ

esu(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) < ∞ .

Proof. By the Rademacher-type theorem with respect to d̄Υ proven in Prop. 4.16 and the

local Poincaré inequality in Cor. 4.20, the same proof works as in [BGL14, Prop. 4.4.2]. �

5. Dimension-free and log Harnack inequalities

In this section, we prove functional inequalities involving the Bakry–Émery curvature

bound BE(0,∞) and the L2-transportation-type extended distance d̄Υ.

Theorem 5.1. Let µ be the sineβ ensemble with β > 0. Then the following inequalities

hold:

(a) (log-Harnack inequality) for every non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ) ε ∈ (0, 1], t > 0,

there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

TΥ,µ
t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≤ log(TΥ,µ

t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 , every γ, η ∈ Ω ;

(b) (dimension-free Harnack inequality) for every non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ),

t > 0 and α > 1 there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

(TΥ,µ
t u)α(γ) ≤ TΥ,µ

t uα(η) exp
{ α

2(α− 1)
d̄Υ(γ, η)2

}

, for every γ, η ∈ Ω ;

(c) (Lipschitz contraction) For u ∈ Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following estimate holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u) ;

(d) (L∞-to-Lip regularisation) For u ∈ L∞(µ) and any t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following estimate holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ 1√

2t
‖u‖L∞(µ) .

Proof. We prove (a). By the relation between TΥ,µ
r,t and T

Υ(Br),µ·
r

t (·Br) in Prop. 4.13, there

exists a measurable set Ωr
sem ⊂ Υ with µ(Ωr

sem) = 1 so that for every η ∈ Ωr
sem

TΥ,µ
r,t (η) = T

Υ(Br),µ
η
r

t (ηBr ) .(5.1)
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Let u ∈ L∞(µ). Thanks to Lem. A.3, there exists Ωr
∞ ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ωr

∞) = 1 and

uηr ∈ L∞(µη
r), ∀η ∈ Ωr

∞, ∀r ∈ N .

By Prop. 3.5, there exists a measurable set Ωr
rcd ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ωr

rcd) = 1 and (Υk, dΥ, µη
r)

is RCD(0,∞) with k = k(η) as in (3.4) for every η ∈ Ωr
rcd.

Let Ωr := Ωr
sem ∩ Ωr

∞ ∩ Ωr
rcd. As the log-Harnack inequality holds in RCD spaces (see,

[AGS15, Lem. 4.6]), the following holds for every η ∈ Ωr and k = k(η) and ε ∈ (0, 1]

T
Υ

k(Br),µ
k,η
r

t log(uηr + ε)(γ) ≤ log
(

T
Υ

k(Br),µ
k,η
r

t uηr(ζ) + ε
)

+ dΥ(γ, ζ)2 ,(5.2)

for every γ, ζ ∈ Υ
k(Br).

Noting the convergence of the semigroups {TΥ,µ
r,t }t≥0 to {TΥ,µ

t }t≥0 in the L2(µ)-operator

sense by Prop. 4.17, there exist Ωcon ⊂ Υ with µ(Ωcon) = 1 and a (non-relabelled) subse-

quence of {r} so that for every γ ∈ Ωcon

TΥ,µ
r,t log(u+ ε)(γ)

r→∞−−−→ TΥ,µ
t log(u+ ε)(γ) ,(5.3)

log(TΥ,µ
r,t u(γ) + ε)

r→∞−−−→ log(TΥ,µ
t u(γ) + ε) .

Let Ω′ = Ωcon ∩r∈N Ωr, which by construction satisfies µ(Ω′) = 1. Our goal is now to

prove that there exists Ω ⊂ Ω′ with µ(Ω) = 1 so that

TΥ,µ
t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≤ log(TΥ,µ

t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 , every γ, η ∈ Ω .(5.4)

Thanks to (5.3), Formula (5.4) comes down to the corresponding inequality for the semi-

group {TΥ,µ
r,t }t≥0 for any r > 0:

TΥ,µ
r,t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≤ log(TΥ,µ

r,t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 , every γ, η ∈ Ω .(5.5)

We prove (5.5) by contradiction. Suppose that for any Ω ⊂ Ω′ with µ(Ω) = 1, there

exists γ, η ∈ Ω so that

TΥ,µ
r,t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≥ log(TΥ,µ

r,t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 .(5.6)

We may assume that d̄Υ(γ, η) < ∞ without loss of generality. Thus, by (2.21), there exists

r > 0 so that

γBc
r
= ηBc

r
, γ(Br) = η(Br) .(5.7)

By making use of (5.1), (5.2), (5.7), we obtain

TΥ,µ
r,t log(u+ ε)(γ) = TΥ,µ

r,t log(u+ ε)(γBr + γBc
r
)(5.8)

= T
Υ(Br),µ

γ
r

t log(uγr + ε)(γBr )

≤ log(T
Υ(Br),µ

γ
r

t uγr (ηBr ) + ε) + dΥ(γBr , ηBr )
2

= log(TΥ,µ
r,t u(η) + ε) + d̄Υ(γ, η)2 ,

which contradicts (5.6), therefore, the proof of (a) is completed.

The proof of (b) follows precisely in the same strategy as above by replacing TΥ,µ
t log(u+

ε), log(TΥ,µ
t u + ε) and d̄Υ(γ, η)2 by (TΥ,µ

t u)α, TΥ,µ
t uα and α

2(α−1) d̄Υ(γ, η)2 respectively,

and noting that the dimension-free Harnack inequality holds on RCD(K,∞) spaces ([Li15,

Thm. 3.1]).
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The proof of (c): Note that uηr ∈ Lip(Υ(Br), dΥ) whenever u ∈ Lip(Υ, d̄Υ) and

LipdΥ(u
η
r ) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u) by Lem. 4.7. Note also that the sought conclusion of (c) can

be rephrased as

T̃Υ,µ
t u(γ)− T̃Υ,µ

t u(η) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)d̄Υ(γ, η) ∀γ, η ∈ Υ .

Thus, by the same proof strategy as in (a) replacing TΥ,µ
t log(u+ε)(γ) and log(TΥ,µ

t u(η)+ε)

with TΥ,µ
t u(γ) and TΥ,µ

t u(η), and noting that the Lipschitz contraction property holds on

RCD spaces ([AGS14b, (iv) in Thm. 6.1]), we conclude that there exists Ω ⊂ Υ with

µ(Ω) = 1 so that

TΥ,µ
t (γ)− TΥ,µ

t (η) ≤ Lipd̄Υ(u)d̄Υ(γ, η) ∀γ, η ∈ Ω .

The conclusion now follows from the McShane extension Theorem (for extended metric

spaces, see [DS21b, Lem. 2.1]).

The proof of (d) is the same as that of (c) but using the L∞-to-Lip property ([AGS14b,

Thm. 6.5]) in RCD(K,∞) spaces instead of [AGS14b, (iv) in Thm. 6.1]). The proof is

complete. �

Corollary 5.2. Let µ be the sineβ ensemble with β > 0. Then

Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) is dense in D(EΥ,µ).

Proof. Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) is dense in L2(µ) as noted in the fourth paragraph of the proof of

Prop. 4.8. Thus, the statement follows from (c) of Thm. 5.1 and Lem. A.4. �

6. Gradient flow

In this section, as an application of Thm. 4.19, we discuss properties of the dual flow in

the space P(Υ) of Borel probability measures on Υ induced by the transition semigroup

TΥ,µ
t of the infinite Dyson Brownian motions. In particular, the Dyson Brownian motion

is identified to the unique WE -gradient flow of the Boltzmann–Shannon entropy associated

with µ = sineβ, where WE is a certain Benamou–Brenier type extended distance on P(Υ).

Boltzmann–Shannon entropy and Fisher information. Let (P(Υ), τw) be the space of

all Borel probability measures on (Υ, τv) equipped with the weak topology τw, i.e., the

topology induced by the duality of Cb(Υ, τv). Let Pµ(Υ) be the subspace of P(Υ) con-

sisting of measures absolutely continuous with respect to µ. We write ν = ρ · µ if ρ = dν
dµ .

• The Boltzmann–Shannon entropy Entµ : Pµ(Υ) → R ∪ {+∞} is defined as

Entµ(ν) :=

∫

Υ

ρ log ρdµ , ν = ρ · µ .

The domain of Entµ is denoted by D(Entµ) := {ν ∈ Pµ(Υ) : Entµ(ν) < ∞}.
• The Fisher information Fµ : Pµ(Υ) → R ∪ {+∞} is defined as

Fµ(ν) := 8EΥ,µ(
√
ρ) , ν = ρ · µ .

The domain of Fµ is denoted by D(Fµ) := {ν ∈ Pµ(Υ) : Fµ(ν) < ∞}.
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The L2-Monge–Kantorovich–Rubinstein–Wasserstein distance. For ν, σ ∈ P(Υ), we

define WdΥ as

W2
dΥ

(ν, σ) := inf
c∈Cpl(ν,σ)

∫

Υ×2

d2Υ(γ, η) dc(γ, η) ,(6.1)

where Cpl(ν, σ) is the space of all Borel probability measures on (Υ×2, τ×2
v ) satisfying

c(Ξ×Υ) = ν(Ξ) and c(Υ× Λ) = σ(Λ) for every Ξ,Λ ∈ B(Υ, τv).

Benamou–Brenier-like distance. We define a sub-algebra L in D(EΥ,µ):

L = {u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) : u ∈ L∞(µ) , ΓΥ,µ(u) ∈ L∞(µ)} .(6.2)

Definition 6.1 (Continuity equaiton [AES16, (10.6)]). Given a family of probability mea-

sures (ρt)t∈[0,T ], we write (ρt)t∈[0,T ] ∈ CE2(EΥ,µ) if there exists c ∈ L2(0, T ) so that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Υ

uρt dµ−
∫

Υ

uρs dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ t

s
c(r)

(
∫

Υ

ΓΥ,µ(u)ρr dµ

)1/2

dr ,(6.3)

for every u ∈ L and 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T . The least c in (6.3) is denoted by ‖ρ′t‖.

Definition 6.2 (Benamou–Brenier-like extended distance [AES16, Dfn. 10.4]). For ν, σ ∈
Pµ(Υ),

WE(ν, σ)
2 := inf

{
∫ 1

0
‖ρ′t‖2 dt : (ρt) ∈ CE2(EΥ,µ) , ν = ρ0 · µ , σ = ρ1 · µ

}

.(6.4)

If there is no (ρt) ∈ CE2(EΥ,µ) connecting ν and σ, we define WE(ν, σ) = +∞. We will

see in Cor. 6.4 that WE(T Υ,µ
t ν, ν) < ∞ for every ν ∈ D(Entµ) and t > 0, so that WE is

non-trivial.

Proposition 6.3 (Properties of WE). The following hold:

(i) WE is a complete length extended distance on Pµ(Υ). Furthermore, W2
E is jointly

convex in Pµ(Υ)×2.

(ii) The following inequality holds:

WdΥ ≤ WE .

(iii) Let νt = ρt ·µ with ρt = TΥ,µ
t ρ0 and ρ0 ∈ L2(µ). Then, (νt)t∈[0,1] ∈ CE2(EΥ,µ) and

‖ρ′t‖2 ≤ F(νt) , t > 0 .(6.5)

Proof. (i): The statement follows from [AES16, 5th paragraph on p.113]. We note that

the completeness follows from the completeness of WdΥ and the inequality WdΥ ≤ WE , the

latter of which will be proved in (ii).

(ii): Let dE(γ, η) := sup{u(γ) − u(η) : ΓΥ(u) ≤ 1 , u ∈ Cb(Υ, τv)} be the intrinsic

distance associated with (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)). By the Rademacher-type property in Prop. 4.16,

we have dΥ ≤ dE (see [DS21a, the first half of the proof of Thm. 5.25]). In particular,

WdΥ ≤ WdE ,

where WdE denotes the extended distance (6.1) induced by dE in place of dΥ. By [AES16,

(a) Prop. 7.4],

WdE ≤ WChdE
,
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where ChdE is the Cheeger energy associated with (Υ, dE , µ) (see [AES16, Dfn. 6.1]). Fur-

thermore, by [AES16, Thm. 12.5], we have WChdE
≤ WE , which completes the proof.

(iii): The is a consequence of [AES16, (10.10)]. �

Evolutional Variation Inequality. Recall that (TΥ,µ
t )t>0 is the L2-semigroup associated

with (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)), see (i) Prop. 4.16. For ν = ρ · µ ∈ Pµ(Υ), we define the dual flow

(T Υ,µ
t )t>0 as

T Υ,µ
t ν = (TΥ,µ

t ρ) · µ , t > 0 .

The following is the main result in this section as a corollary of Thm. 4.19.

Corollary 6.4 (EVI). Suppose that µ is the sineβ ensemble with β > 0. For every ν, σ ∈
D(Entµ) with WE(ν, σ) < ∞, the curve t 7→ T Υ,µ

t σ ∈ (P(Υ),WE ) is locally absolutely

continuous, Entµ(T Υ,µ
t ν) < ∞, WE(T Υ,µ

t ν, σ) < ∞ for every t > 0 and

1

2

d+

dt
WE
(

T Υ,µ
t σ, ν

)2 ≤ Entµ(ν)− Entµ(T Υ,µ
t σ) , t > 0 .(EVI(0,∞))

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Thm. 4.19 and [AES16, Cor. 11.3]. �

As a consequence of EVI(0,∞), we have the following corollary, see [AES16, Thm. 10.14,

Cor.s 11.2, 11.5, Thm. 11.4].

Corollary 6.5 (Geodesical convexity). Suppose that µ is the sineβ ensemble with β > 0.

The following hold:

(a) The space (D(Entµ),WE ) is an extended geodesic metric space: for every pair

ν, σ ∈ D(Entµ) with WE(ν, σ) < ∞, there exists WE -Lipschitz curve ν· : [0, 1] →
(D(Entµ),WE) so that

ν0 = ν , ν1 = σ , WE(νt, νs) = |t− s|WE(ν, σ) , s, t ∈ [0, 1] .

(b) Displacement convexity: The entropy Entµ is WE -convex along every WE -geodesic

(νt)t∈[0,1]:

Entµ(νt) ≤ (1− t)Entµ(ν0) + tEntµ(ν1) , t ∈ [0, 1] .

(c) Wasserstein contraction:

WE
(

T Υ,µ
t ν,T Υ,µ

t σ
)

≤ WE(ν, σ) , t > 0 , ν, σ ∈ Pµ(Υ) .

(d) The descending WE -slope of Entµ coincides with the Fisher information:

|D−
WE

Entµ(ν)|2 = F(ρ) , ν = ρ · µ ∈ D(Entµ) .

(e) The set Ac := {ν = ρ · µ ∈ Pµ(Υ) : ‖ρ‖L∞(µ) ≤ c} is geodesically convex with

respect to WE for every c > 0.

(f) L logL-regularisation of T Υ,µ
t : For every ν = ρ · µ ∈ Pµ(Υ) (not necessarily

in D(Entµ)) and σ ∈ D(Entµ),

Entµ(T Υ,µ
t ν) ≤ Entµ(σ) +

1

2t
WE(ν, σ)

2 , t > 0 .

Finally, we show that the dual flow (T Υ,µ
t ) is the WE -gradient flow of Entµ.
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Corollary 6.6 (Gradient flow). Suppose that µ is the sineβ ensemble with β > 0. The

dual flow
(

T Υ,µ
t

)

t>0
is the unique solution to the WE -gradient flow of Entµ. Namely, for

any ν0 ∈ D(Entµ), the curve [0,∞) ∋ t 7→ νt = T Υ,µ
t ν0 ∈ D(Entµ) is the unique solution

to the energy equality:

d

dt
Entµ(νt) = −|ν̇t|2 = −|D−

WE
Entµ|2(νt) a.e. t > 0 .(6.6)

Proof. This is a consequence of Cor. 6.4 and [MS20, Thm. 3.15]. The uniqueness follows

from [MS20, Thm. 4.2]. Note that although [MS20] works only in metric spaces (as op-

posed to extended metric spaces), we can apply the result to our setting by the following

argument: Noting that WE(νt, νs) < ∞ for every s, t ∈ [0,∞) by Cor. 6.4 with σ = ν0, we

can think of (νt) as a curve in a (non-extended) metric space {σ ∈ P(Υ) : WE(ν0, σ) < ∞},
to which we can apply the results in [MS20]. �

7. Generalisation

We have been so far working in the case of sineβ ensemble. In this section, we seek to

generalise the aforementioned statements to general probability measures on Υ = Υ(Rn)

for n ∈ N. As an application, we prove BE(0,∞) in the case of β-Riesz ensemble.

In this section, we denote by m and mr the Lebesgue measure on R
n and its restriction

on Br(0) respectively, and we take the Euclidean distance d(x, y) := |x− y| for x, y ∈ R
n.

Let µ be a Borel probability on Υ. Let K(µη
r ) ⊂ N0 be defined as

K(µη
r ) := {k ∈ N0 : µ

k,η
r (Υk(Br)) > 0} .

Assumption 7.1. Let K ∈ R and µ be a Borel probability. Assume the following conditions:

(a) the measure µη
r is absolutely continuous with respect to the Poisson measure πmr ,

and µk,η
r is equivalent to πmr |Υk(Br) for any k ∈ K(µη

r), µ-a.e. η and any r > 0;

(b) (conditional geodesical K-convexity) the density

dµk,η
r

dπmr |Υk(Br)

is τv-continuous on Υ
k(Br), and the logarithmic density

Ψk,η
r = − log

( dµk,η
r

dπmr |Υk(Br)

)

is K-geodesically convex

with respect to dΥ on Υ
k(Br) for every k ∈ K(µη

r ), µ-a.e. η and every r > 0.

Under (a) in Assumption, the local Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) is constructed in the

same proof as in the case of sineβ ensemble as we have not use any particular property of

K = 0. We further show the synthetic curvature bound for the form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) and

related functional inequalities.

Theorem 7.2. Suppose that µ satisfies Assumption 7.1. Then the local Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ))

satisfies

(a) (Bakry–Émery inequality BE(K,∞))

ΓΥ
(

TΥ,µ
t u

)

≤ e−2KtTΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u) ∀u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) ;
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(b) (lntegral Bochner inequality) for every (u, ϕ) ∈ D(ΓΥ,µ
2 )

Γ
Υ,µ
2 (u, ϕ) ≥ 2K

∫

Υ

ΓΥ(u)ϕdµ ;

(c) (local Poincaré inequality) for u ∈ D(EΥ,µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≤ 1− e−2Kt

K
TΥ,µ
t ΓΥ(u) ,

TΥ,µ
t u2 − (TΥ,µ

t u)2 ≥ e2Kt − 1

K
ΓΥ(TΥ,µ

t u) ;

(d) (Exponential integrability of 1-Lipschitz functions) If u is a d̄Υ-Lipschitz

function with Lipd̄Υ(u) ≤ 1 and |u(γ)| < ∞ µ-a.e. γ, then for every s <
√

8K
1−e−2Kt

∫

Υ

esu(η)PΥ,µ
t (γ,dη) < ∞ .

(e) (log Harnack inequality) for every non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ), ε ∈ (0, 1], t > 0,

there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

TΥ,µ
t log(u+ ε)(γ) ≤ log(TΥ,µ

t u(η) + ε) +
K

2(1− e−2Kt)
d̄Υ(γ, η)2 , ∀γ, η ∈ Ω ;

(f) (dimension-free Harnack inequality) for every non-negative u ∈ L∞(Υ, µ),

t > 0 and α > 1 there exists Ω ⊂ Υ so that µ(Ω) = 1 and

(TΥ,µ
t u)α(γ) ≤ TΥ,µ

t uα(η) exp
{ αK

2(α− 1)(1 − e−2Kt)
d̄Υ(γ, η)2

}

, ∀γ, η ∈ Ω ;

(g) (Lipschitz contraction) For u ∈ Lip(d̄Υ, µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following estimate holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ e−KtLipd̄Υ(u) ;

(h) (L∞-to-Lip regularisation) For u ∈ L∞(µ) and t > 0,

TΥ,µ
t u has a d̄Υ-Lipschitz µ-modification T̃Υ,µ

t u

and the following estimate holds:

Lipd̄Υ(T̃
Υ,µ
t u) ≤ 1

√

2I2K(t)
‖u‖L∞(µ) ∀t > 0 ,

where IK(t) :=
∫ t
0 e

Kr dr;

(i) (The density of Lipschitz algebra)

Lipb(d̄Υ, µ) is dense in D(EΥ,µ).

(j) (Evolutional Variation Inequality) For every ν, σ ∈ D(Entµ) with WE(ν, σ) <

∞, the curve t 7→ T Υ,µ
t σ ∈ (P(Υ),WE ) is locally absolutely continuous and

1

2

d+

dt
WE
(

T Υ,µ
t σ, ν

)2
+

K

2
WE
(

T Υ,µ
t σ, ν

)2 ≤ Entµ(ν)− Entµ(T Υ,µ
t σ) , t > 0 .
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(k) (Displacement K-convexity) The entropy Entµ is WE -convex along every WE -

geodesic (νt)t∈[0,1]:

Entµ(νt) ≤ (1− t)Entµ(ν0) + tEntµ(ν1)−
K

2
t(1− t)WE (ν0, ν1)

2 , t ∈ [0, 1] .

(l) (Wasserstein contraction)

WE
(

T Υ,µ
t ν,T Υ,µ

t σ
)

≤ e−2KtWE(ν, σ) , t > 0 , ν, σ ∈ Pµ(Υ) .

(m) (L logL-regularisation) For every ν = ρ ·µ ∈ Pµ(Υ) (not necessarily in D(Entµ))

and σ ∈ D(Entµ),

Entµ(T Υ,µ
t ν) ≤ Entµ(σ) +

K

e2Kt − 1
WE(ν, σ)

2 , t > 0 .

(n) (Gradient flow) The dual flow
(

T Υ,µ
t

)

t>0
is the unique solution to the WE -gradient

flow of Entµ. Namely, for any ν0 ∈ D(Entµ), the curve [0,∞) ∋ t 7→ νt = T Υ,µ
t ν0 ∈

D(Entµ) is the unique solution to the energy equality:

d

dt
Entµ(νt) = −|ν̇t|2 = −|D−

WE
Entµ|2(νt) a.e. t > 0 .(7.1)

Proof. Thanks to Assumption 7.1, the space (Υk(Br), dΥ, µk,η
r ) satisfies RCD(K,∞) for

every k ∈ K(µη
r ) as in the same proof of Prop. 3.4. The rest of the proofs in Sections 4, 5,

6 work exactly in the same way up to the multiplicative constants (e.g., e−2Kt instead of

1 for the BE(K,∞) inequality). �

Remark 7.3 (Non-necessity of the number rigidity (R)). Under the number rigidity (R),

we have #K(µη
r) = 1. This however has not been essentially used for the proofs in the

case of sineβ . We therefore do not need (R) in Thm. 7.2. See Remark 4.6 for the con-

struction of Dirichlet forms. For the arguments in Section 4 and 5 involving the semigroup

T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t , we just need to observe that k-particle space Υ
k(Br) is an invariant set of the

semigroup T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t for every k, i.e.,

T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t u1Υk(Br) = 1Υk(Br)T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t u , u ∈ L2(Υ(Br), µ
η
r) .

From the probabilistic viewpoint, this invariance follows from the fact the semigroup T
Υ(Br),µ

η
r

t

corresponds to finitely many interacting diffusions on Br with reflecting boundary condi-

tion (due to the choice of the domain D(EΥ(Br),µ
η
r )), so that the number of particles

in Br is preserved under evolution. Thus, we may think of Υ(Br) as the disjoint union

⊔k∈K(µη
r )Υ

k(Br) for µ-a.e. η regarding the semigroup action. Hence by applying the same

proofs as in Section 4 and 5 to each k ∈ K(µη
r) (instead of using k = k(η)), Thm. 7.2 can

be proved without number rigidity (R).

7.1. β-Riesz ensemble. In this section, we apply Thm. 7.2 to prove BE(0,∞) in the case

of β-Riesz ensemble µ = µβ for every β > 0 on Υ(R). We drop the subscript β as it does

not play any particular role in the following argument. Let g(x) = |x|−s with s ∈ (0, 1) for

x ∈ R. Define

Hk
r (γ) :=

k
∑

i<j

g(xi − xj) , Mk,η
r,R(γ, η) :=

k
∑

i=1

∑

y∈ηBc
r
, |y|≤R

(

g(xi − y)− g(y)
)

,
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Ψk,η
r,R(γ) := β

(

Hk
r (γ) +Mk,η

r,R(γ, η)
)

for γ =

k
∑

i=1

δxi
∈ Υ

k(Br) and η ∈ Υ(R) .

Proposition 7.4. Ψk,η
r,R is geodesically convex in (Υk(Br), dΥ) for any 0 < r < R < ∞,

k ∈ N, η ∈ Υ(Bc
r) and β > 0.

Proof. Let Hij,H
y
i be the Hessian matrices of the functions (x1, . . . , xk) 7→ g(xi − xj)

and (x1, . . . , xk) 7→ g(xi − y)− g(y) respectively. By observing

vHijv
t =

s(s+ 1)(vi − vj)
2

|xi − xj |s+2
, vHy

i v
t =

s(s+ 1)v2i
|y − xi|s+2

,(7.2)

v = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈ R
k ,

the same proof works as in Prop. 3.3. �

Theorem 7.5 ([DV21, Thm. 1.8]). There exists a Borel probability measure µ = µβ so

that the pointwise limit Φk,η
r := limR→∞Φk,η

r,R exists µ-a.e. η and satisfying the following

DLR equation:

dµk,η
r =

e−Ψk,η
r

Zη
r

dm⊙k
r , k ∈ K(µη

r)(7.3)

where µk,η
r was defined after (2.11) and Zη

r is the normalisation constant.

Remark 7.6. The measure µ = µβ was constructed as a subsequencial limit of certain finite-

volume Gibbs measures. The uniqueness of the limit points seems still open, and any limit

point is currently called β-circular Riesz gas (or ensemble), see e.g., [DV21, Prop. 1.5] for

more details.

Corollary 7.7. Any β-circular Riesz ensemble µ satisfies Assumption 7.1 for β > 0.

Proof. The condition (a) and the geodesical convexity in (b) of Assumption 7.1 follow by

Thm. 7.5 and Prop. 7.4. We only need to verify the continuity of the map

Υ
k(Br) ∋ γ 7→ e−Ψk,η

r (γ)(7.4)

for every k ∈ K(µη
r) and µ-a.e. η. Thanks to [DV21, Lem. 1.7] (note that the roles of γ

and η there are opposite to this article), the following pointwise limit exists for µ-a.e. η

Mk,η
r (γ, η) := lim

R→∞
Mk,η

r,R(γ, η) < ∞ , k ∈ K(µη
r ) ,

and Ψk,η
r (γ, η) can be written as

Ψk,η
r (γ, η) = lim

R→∞
Ψk,η

r,R(γ, η) = β
(

Hk
r (γ) +Mk,η

r (γ, η)
)

.

Thus, it suffices for the continuity of (7.4) to show the continuity of the map γ 7→ Mk,η
r (γ, η)

on Υ
k(Br) for µ-a.e. η and each k ∈ K(µη

r ). Let γn =
∑k

i=1 δx(n)
i

∈ Υ
k(Br) converge to γ

vaguely in Υ
k(Br). Then, the continuity follows by observing

|Mk,η
r (γ, η)−Mk,η

r (γn, η)| = lim
R→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=1

∑

y∈ηBc
r
, |y|≤R

(

g(xi − y)− g(x
(n)
i − y)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣
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= lim
R→∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=1

∑

y∈ηBc
r
, |y|≤R

g′(c(n)y )(xi − x
(n)
i )

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

k
∑

i=1

(xi − x
(n)
i ) lim

R→∞

∑

y∈ηBc
r
, |y|≤R

g′(c(n)y )

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

for some c
(n)
y ∈ [xi − y, x

(n)
i − y] when xi − y < x

(n)
i − y and c

(n)
y ∈ [x

(n)
i − y, xi − y] when

xi−y > x
(n)
i −y by Mean Value Theorem. Note that the case of xi−y = x

(n)
i −y trivialises

the argument as g(xi − y) − g(x
(n)
i − y) = 0, which can be therefore ignored. Passing to

the limit n → ∞, the proof is completed. �

Corollary 7.8. The Dirichlet form (EΥ,µ,D(EΥ,µ)) in (4.15) with the β-Riesz ensemble

µ satisfies BE(0,∞). Furthermore, all the statements in Thm. 7.2 hold true with K = 0.

Appendix A.

Let m and mr be the Lebesgue measure on R
n and its restriction on Br respectively.

Set Υ = Υ(Rn).

Lemma A.1. Let µ be a Borel probability on Υ satisfying that µη
r is absolutely continuous

with respect to the Poisson measure πmr for any r > 0 and µ-a.e. η. Let Σ ⊂ Br so that

mr(Σ
c) = 0. Let Ω(r) := {γ ∈ Υ : γΣ = γBr}. Then,

µ
(

Ω(r)
)

= 1 ∀r > 0 .

Proof. We fix r > 0 and write simply Ω = Ω(r). By the disintegration formula (2.16),

µ(Ω) =

∫

Υ

µη
r(Ω

η
r) dµ(η) .

Thus, it suffices to show µη
r(Ω

η
r) = 1 for µ-a.e. η. This is equivalent to show

µη
r(Ω

η
r) =

∑

k∈N0

µk,η
r (Ωη

r) = 1 .(A.1)

As µk,η
r is absolutely continuous with respect to πmr |Υk(Br), it suffices to prove

πmr |Υk(Br)((Ω
η
r )

c) = 0

for every k ∈ N0 and η ∈ Υ.

We show that (recall the definition of symmetric product Σ⊙k in (2.9))

Σ⊙k ⊂ Ωη
r ∩Υ

k(Br) ∀η ∈ Υ .(A.2)

Let γ ∈ Σ⊙k. Then by the definition of Ω, it holds that γ + ηBc
r
∈ Ω for any η ∈ Υ. Thus,

by recalling the definition (2.15) of Ωη
r , we obtain γ ∈ Ωη

r ∩ Υ
k(Br). Thus, (A.2) holds

true.

By using (A.2), πmr |Υk(Br) = e−mr(Br)m⊙k
r by (2.17) and m⊙k

r

(

(Σ⊙k)c
)

= 0 by hypoth-

esis, we conclude that for every η ∈ Υ

πmr |Υk(Br)((Ω
η
r )

c) = e−mr(Br)m⊙k
r

(

(

Ωη
r ∩Υ

k(Br)
)c
)

≤ e−mr(Br)m⊙k
r

(

(Σ⊙k)c
)

= 0 .

The proof is complete. �

We recall that for η ∈ Υ, we set Υ
η
r := {γ ∈ Υ : γBc

r
= ηBc

r
}.
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Lemma A.2 (disintegration lemma). Assume that there exists a measurable set Ξ ⊂ Υ

with µ(Ξ) = 1 so that for every η ∈ Ξ, there exists a family of measurable sets Ωη ⊂ Υ(Br)

so that µη
r(Ωη) = 1 for every η ∈ Ξ. Let Ω ⊂ Υ be the (not necessarily measurable) subset

defined by

Ω :=
⋃

η∈Ξ
pr−1

r (Ωη) ∩Υ
η
r .

Assume further that there exists a measurable set Θ ⊂ Υ so that Ω ⊂ Θ. Then, µ(Θ) = 1.

Caveat. As the set Ω is defined as uncountable union of measurable sets, the measura-

bility of Ω is not necessarily true in general. The disintegration formula (2.16) is, therefore,

not necessarily applicable directly to Ω, which motivates the aforementioned lemma.

Proof of Lem. A.2. Let Θη
r = {γ ∈ Υ(Br) : γ + ηBc

r
∈ Θ} be a section of Θ at ηBc

r
as in

(2.15). Then, Ωη ⊂ Θη
r by assumption. Thus, µη

r(Θ
η
r) ≥ µη

r(Ωη) ≥ 1. By the disintegration

formula in (2.16), we have that

µ(Θ) =

∫

Υ

µη
r(Θ

η
r) dµ(η) ≥ 1 .

The proof is completed. �

Lemma A.3. Let µ be a Borel probability on Υ. Let Ω ⊂ Υ satisfy µ(Ω) = 1. Then, there

exists Ω′ ⊂ Ω with µ(Ω′) = 1 and

µη
r(Ω

η
r) = 1 , ∀η ∈ Ω′ .(A.3)

Proof. By the disintegration formula (2.16),

1 = µ(Ω) =

∫

Υ

µη
r(Ω

η
r) dµ(η) =

∫

Ω
µη
r(Ω

η
r) dµ(η) ,

by which the statement is readily concluded. �

Lemma A.4. Let (Q,D(Q)) be a symmetric closed form on a separable Hilbert space H.

Let {Tt} and (A,D(A)) be the corresponding semigroup and infinitesimal generator respec-

tively. Suppose that there exists an algebra C ⊂ D(Q) so that C ⊂ H is dense and TtC ⊂ C
for any t > 0. Then C is dense in D(Q).

Proof. It holds that TtD(A) ⊂ D(A) by the general property of semigroups associated with

symmetric closed forms. Thus, combining it with the hypothesis TtC ⊂ C,

Tt(C ∩ D(A)) ⊂ C ∩ D(A) .

Thus, by [RS75, Thm. X.49], C ∩D(A) is dense in the graph norm in the space (A,D(A)).

Namely, we obtained

(A, C ∩ D(A)) is essentially self-adjoint .

The density C ⊂ D(Q) now follows by the density of C ∩ D(A) in the graph norm, by the

density of D(A) ⊂ D(Q) due to the general property of symmetric closed forms, by the

density of C ⊂ H and by a simple integration-by-parts argument

Q(u, u) = (−Au, u)H ≤ ‖Au‖H‖u‖H .

The proof is complete. �
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