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SMALL GAPS OF GSE

RENJIE FENG, JIAMING LI, AND DONG YAO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the smallest gaps for the Gaussian symplectic
ensemble (GSE). We prove that the rescaled smallest gaps and their locations converge
to a Poisson point process with an explicit rate. The approach provides an alternative
proof for the GOE case and complements the results in [8]. By combining the main
results from [2, 8, 9], the study of the smallest gaps for the classical random matrix
ensembles CAE and GSE for 5 = 1,2, and 4 is now complete.

1. INTRODUCTION

In random matrix theory, one of the main concerns is the distributions of eigenvalues
and the gaps between consecutive eigenvalues. Back in the 1950s, Wigner predicted
that the spacings between the spectrum of a heavy atom’s nucleus should resemble the
spacings between the eigenvalues of certain Gaussian random matrices. This prediction is
confirmed by experiments in nuclear physics [14]. Wigner also predicted the distribution
of average gaps, which follow the Gaudin-Mehta distribution [4, 14]. In fact, the Gaudin-
Mehta distribution has been proved to be true even for a single gap in the bulk of the
semicircle law of GUE [16] and GOE [6], which is universal for more general random
matrices. Other than the average gaps and the single gap, another fundamental quantity
of interest is the extreme spacings.

To state the main results, we first recall two types of point processes studied inten-
sively in random matrix theory. The first is the Gaussian -ensemble (GSE) for g > 0:
Given n points Ay, -+, A, on R with the joint density

1 & _Bn
T d) = = [T e Ty =l (L)
M g=1 i<j

where by the Selberg integral,

_M_E n . 6
pn T M0 +G3)
Zgn = (21)"2 (7 |k

S T+9)

In particular, 5 = 1,2 and 4 correspond to the joint density of eigenvalues of the classical
random matrices of GOE, GUE and GSE, respectively. A remarkable fact is that GUE
is a determinantal point process, while GOE and GSE are Pfaffian point processes. The
limit of the global distribution of the point processes of GSE is given by the Wigner
semicircle law as n — oco:

psc(z) = i\/4 -2, ze[-22]. (1.2)
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Another point process is the circular S-ensemble (CSE) for § > 0: Given n points
e ... e on S, the eigenangles 6, - - ,6, have the joint density

T 6 = o[

il _ b p

)

where by the Selberg integral again,

n T+ Bn/2)

(T(L+p/2)"
In particular, 8 = 1,2 and 4 correspond to the joint density of eigenangles of classical
random matrices of COE, CUE and CSE, respectively. Similarly, CUE has a determi-
nantal structure, while COE and CSE have Pfaffian structures. The global distribution
of the eigenangles of CSE tends to the uniform measure on S! as n — oo,

We first summarize the existing results on the smallest gaps for both the circular
ensembles and Gaussian ensembles. In [17], Vinson first obtained limiting distributions
of rescaled smallest gap of CUE and GUE. In [15], Soshnikov studied the smallest gaps
of determinantal point processes with translation invariant kernels. In [2], Ben Arous-
Bourgade employed Soshnikov’s method to further derive the limiting joint density of k
smallest gaps of CUE and GUE for k£ > 1, along with the locations where these gaps
occur. Note that the proofs in [2, 15, 17] rely heavily on the determinantal structures.

In [8], the authors derived the smallest gaps for GOE, addressing the problem
beyond the determinantal structures. Note that [8] only proves the limiting distribution
of the smallest gaps of GOE, without providing information on their locations. The
intuitive idea behind the method in [8] is based on the following observation from a
statistical physics perspective: for a pair of two particles with charge 1 forming the
smallest gap, these two particles will stick together to form one ‘double particle’ with
charge 2 in the limit. That is, the original system of one-component log-gas will become
a new system of two-component log-gas. To prove the main results, it is necessary to
study the limit of the ratios of the partition functions of these two systems, which can
be analyzed using Selberg-type integrals. In [9], using the same method, the authors
derived the smallest gaps of CSE with integer-valued 3, with results holding particularly
for the classical random matrices of COE, CUE, and CSE.

However, one of the main obstacles with this method is that the Selberg-type in-
tegrals are intractable in most cases, such as GSE. In the current paper, we derive the
smallest gaps of GSE and the locations where they occur. Our approaches relies on com-
binatorial arguments to bound certain quantities arising from the Pfaffian structure. We
expect our computations to provide new insights into the study of various Pfaffian point
processes. In particular, it provides an alternative proof for GOE, where the previously
omitted location information will be included. This, together with the main results in
[2, 8, 9], will complete the study of the smallest gaps and their locations for the classical
random matrices of CSE and GBE with § =1,2 and 4.

Regarding the largest gaps, only a few results are known. In [2], Ben Arous-
Bourgade determined the decay order of the largest gaps for both the CUE and GUE
(within the interior of the semicircle law). Additionally, [10] proves that these largest
gaps converge to Poisson point processes. Consequently, the fluctuations of the largest
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gaps are shown to follow Gumbel distributions in the limit. Again, the determinantal
structures of the CUE and GUE play a crucial role in the analyses in [2, 10]. It is worth
noting that the decay orders and fluctuations of the largest gaps for other ensembles,
such as the COE and CSE, remain unknown.

The works [3, 13] proved that the results in [2, 8, 10] are universal, i.e., they hold for
Wigner ensembles with general distributions. Figalli-Guionnet also derived the smallest
gaps for a several-matrix model in [7].

1.1. Main results. Let A\ < Ay < --+ < A, be sampled from GBE with joint density
given in (1.1). For any fixed small € > 0, consider the two-dimensional point process

n—1
MONE N E (<24 6,2 — ).
" ; (n%()\i+1—)\i), )\i) Are &2

The main result is

Theorem 1.1 For g = 1,2 and 4, Tgﬁ ) converges to a Poisson point process Y on
(0,400) x (=2 + €,2 — €) with intensity

EY® (A x I) = <i /A uﬂdu> / (27 pec (2))°2 d,

Cﬁ I
where ps. is the semicircle law (1.2), A is any bounded measurable set in (0, +00), I is
any interval in (—2+¢,2 —€), and
c1 = 48w, ¢y = 4872, ¢y = 54072,

As we mentioned earlier, the case for 5 = 2 has been proven in [2]. For g = 1,
[8] only studies the 1-dimensional point process of the smallest gaps Z?:_ll On3/2(Asy1—Ai)?
where the location information is missing. In this paper, we prove Theorem 1.1 for § = 4
in detail, and then sketch the proof for GOE.

As a direct corollary of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the limiting distribution of the k-th
smallest gap in the bulk of the semicircle law.

Corollary 1.2 Let I be any interval in (—2+¢,2 —¢), and tl(f)(l) be the k-th smallest
gap for eigenvalues falling in I, we define the normalized gap

1
B) () .— 1 / B+2 )‘“1 242 (5)
()= —-v 27 pge (T dx nB+1¢,"(1).
O = (G [ eocto) o)
Then for 8 = 1,2 and 4, we have

: (8) [ B i1 —af
JLII;OP(Tk (I)eA)-/A(k_l)!x e dx
for any bounded interval A C (0, +00).

Now we outline the main steps to prove Theorem 1.1. Given the eigenvalues \; <
Ao < +-- < A of GSE. For given € > 0 small, consider the point processes consisting of
the eigenvalues of GSE in the bulk (-2 +¢€,2 — ¢),

&= O[N] <2—¢l.
=1



4 FENG, LI, AND YAO

Now we construct an auxiliary point process En C &, as follows. For any bounded
measurable set A C (0,4+00), let A, = n=6/5A. The process gn is selected from &, such
that the following two conditions hold:
- ‘gn ()‘k +An) ’ =1
- There does not exists Ay # A such that £, (A + A,)| = 1 and [Ay — N| <
log™ ! n.
Theorem 1.1 is a direct consequence of the following two lemmas. We first have

Lemma 1.3 The two point processes TS‘) (A x-) and gn() are asymptotically equiva-
lent, i.e., for any bounded interval I C (=2 + ¢,2 — €), the cardinalities satisfy

1Tn(A x I)| — |£.(I)] = 0 in probability as n — co.

Next, we prove that §~n converges to a Poisson point process by the moment method.

Lemma 1.4 For any fixed positive integer k, one has the following convergence of the
k-th factorial moment

We now provide a brief overview of the key steps of the proof. The starting point
is the Pfaffian structure of GSE, where the correlation function is the Pfaffian of an
anti-symmetric matrix (see (3.1) and (3.2)). This matrix can be expressed in terms of a
scalar kernel S,,, along with its derivative and antiderivative (see (3.3)).

There are several significant challenges in analyzing the correlation functions of
Pfaffian processes compared to determinantal processes. For instance, because the kernel
matrices for Pfaffian processes are anti-symmetric, the Hadamard-Fischer inequality for
positive symmetric matrices, as used in [2, 15], can no longer be applied to estimate
their correlation functions. Additionally, the growth orders of different entries in the
anti-symmetric matrix are mixed and interwoven (see Lemma 3.2 below).

In Lemma 5.1, our first observation is that the integral of the product of the Pfaffians
of the on-diagonal 4 x 4 blocks provides the leading order term for the factorial moments.
Therefore, one of the main tasks is to demonstrate that the contributions from the off-
diagonal 4 x 4 blocks are negligible in the limit. To address this, in Section 5.2, we will
first perform two rounds of transformations on the anti-symmetric kernel matrix with its
Pfaffian unchanged, so that the orders of different entries become more balanced (e.g.,
Lemma 5.2). Then, the negligibility of the contribution from off-diagonal blocks (e.g.,
Lemma 5.3) follows from the combinatorial counting arguments (e.g., Lemma 5.4). In
Section 6, the similar arguments are applied to prove the negligibility of two error terms
(Ey g and Es ., in (4.6)) appearing when estimating the correlation functions. This
approach provides an alternative proof for GOE, which is sketched in Section 7. We
anticipate that these computations, particularly the two rounds of transformations and
combinatorial counting arguments, can be applied to study the intricate structures of
other Pfaffian point processes.

Notation. In this paper, we use C' to denote some uniform constant whose specific
value may vary from line to line. For two sequences of real numbers z,, and y,, we
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write x, < y, or z, = O(y,) if |x,] < Cly,| for some C' > 0. We write x,, ~ yp
if imy, o0 p/yn = 1. Given a matrix A, we denote A(i,j) as its (i,7)-entry. For
two sequences of matrices M,, and M/ of the same (fixed) size, we write M,, < M’ if
| M (i, 7)] S | M, (i,7)| for every (i, j)-entry. Given a set S, |S| denotes its cardinality.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Correlation functions. First, we review some basic concepts regarding the fac-
torial moments and the correlation functions of a point process. Let

£:Z6X¢

be a simple point process on R. For any k > 1, we can construct a new point process &
in R* via
Sk = > O(Xi, o Xy)-
Xiq »-s X4y, pairwise distinct

The k-point correlation function of ¢ is a function p; on R¥ such that for any bounded
Borel sets By, ..., By, it holds that

E‘gk (Bl X oo X Bk)‘ = / pk(xl,...,mk)dxl---dxk.
Bl><~~~><Bk

In particular, for any bounded Borel set B C R, one has

B N[
E<<|£<B>|—k>!> = [ prtes oz -,

which is the k-th factorial moment of the cardinality |{(B)|.

2.2. Pfaffian. Now we recall the definition of the Pfaffian of an anti-symmetric matrix.
Let M = (M(i,))1<; j<on Pe a 2N x 2N anti-symmetric matrix, where IV is a positive
integer. Then the Pfaffian of M is defined by

PfM := Z sgn(o)M(o1,02)M(03,04) - - M(02n—_1,02N),
o€Pan

where Py consists of all permutations o of {1,2,...,2N} such that
01 <03<---<0aN_1, and 01 < 09,03 < 04,...,09N_1 < O9N.
For any 2N x 2N matrix A, we have
Pf (ATMA) = (det A)(Pf M).

This identity implies that Pf M is invariant under congruent transformations when A
has unit determinant, which in particular includes the case of the product of elementary
matrices.
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2.3. Hermite polynomials. The monic orthogonal polynomials on R for the weight
—x2/2

V2r

dv(z) = w(z)dz, w(x)= €

are called Hermite polynomials, which are given by
Hy(2) = (—1)rer/2- (e77?)
da™
for integer n > 0. The L?-normalized Hermite wave functions
on(e) = © Hn(@)
(2m)1 /4\/n!

are orthonormal, i.e.,

/ on(x)om(z)dz = 6 m.
R

For any 6 € (0, ), we set

b(60) = 6 — %sin 2, Ry(0) = sin <nb(9) +- g) ,

Qu(0) =+ (sin6) 2sin <nb(0) 3 ge> + o (sing) Psin <nb(a) U Ze) .

4 4 2
Then we have the following classical Plancherel-Rotach formula (see [5]),
©n (2\/n + 1 cos 9)
1 5 2.1
= (msing) Y274 (Rn+1(9) +o (Qn+1(9) - ﬂRnH(é’)) +0 (n_2)> . 1)

Here, for any € > 0, the error bound O (n_2) is uniform for § € (—7 + ¢,m — ¢€). The
Plancherel-Rotach formula will imply the following

Lemma 2.1 Given any € > 0, for x < y such that z,y € (=2 + ¢,2 — €), one has
uniform estimates,

/\/ﬁy op(t)dt = O <n_3/4> (2.2)
and h
e _ “1/a
/2m Yon—1(t)dt = O <n ) . (2.3)

Proof. Let 0 < 61 < 65 < 7w be such that 2¢/n + 1cos by = \/ny, 2/n+ 1cosby = \/nx.
Since (z,y) € (—2+¢€,2 —¢€), 01 and 03 are also bounded away from 0 and 7 for large n.

By a change of variable ¢t = 2y/n + 1 cos § and using (2.1), we have

Vny 02
/ on(t)dt = 2¢v/n + 1/ ¢n (2v/n + 1 cos 0) sin 6df
01

Ve (2.4)

02
= 2/n+ In I [ Ry (0)(sin6)1/20 + O (n=0/4).
01
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The integrand R,,;1(6)(sin §)/? can be written as g (6) sin ((n + 1)b(0)) + g2(8) cos((n +
1)b(6)) for some C(0,7) functions g; and gz, where b() = 6 — sin(26)/2 belongs to
C'(0,7) and satisfies b'(f) = 1 — cos(20) > ¢ > 0 on (61,65). Integration by parts will
simply imply
02
Rpy1(0)(sin 0)'/2d0
01

This will prove (2.2) by (2.4) and (2.5). By identities (7.376) in [11], we can derive

+oo +oo
/ e_x2/4H2n(x)dx = (2n — )/, / e_x2/4H2n+1(x)dx < @2n)l7. (2.6)
0

<n L. (2.5)

0
By Stirling’s formula, the integral of the Hermite wave functions satisfies
oo on — )N A(n — 1) (2=2)"!
/ @anl(t)dt S ( n ) 5 (n ) ( ) 73 5 n*1/4 (27)
0 (2n —1)! (27T(2n - 1))1/4 (2=t
By the decomposition fj%x Yon—1(t)dt = =y 2T (2.3) follows directly
from (2.2) and (2.7). O

3. KERNEL ESTIMATES OF GSE

GSE is a Gaussian measure on the space of Hermitian self-dual matrices [14]. The
eigenvalues of GSE are real, and the joint density is given by (1.1) with 8 = 4. The
eigenvalues of GSE form a Pfaffian point process. Specifically, for any integer k& > 1, the
k-point correlation function can be expressed as the Pfaffian of a 2k x 2k anti-symmetric
matrix (see Section 3.9 in [1])

pe(A1y .y Ag) = P (‘]Kn()\i’Aj))lgi7j§k’ (3.1)
where
S_fo 1
-5
and K, (x,y) is the kernel given by
st = 08 0] @2
Here,
Sn( =5 i (\/_33) ©; (\/_y)——%n(\/_ﬁﬂ)/ﬁ Pon—1(t)dt,
=0 ny
Va(@,9) = =0, (x,y), (3:3)
O

The 2 x 2 matrix JK,,(z,y) is anti-symmetric where

Val(z,y) = =V, (y,x), /m Sp(t,y)dt = /l“ Sp(t, z)dt. (3.4)
y y
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For any given zy € (—2,2), we define the following rescaled GSE kernel

Kn(z,y) =
1
1 —_— 0 npsc(x 0 3.5
_ = | v/npsc(xo) Kn(:c,y) po( 0) 1 ‘ ( )
npSC(xO) npsc(xo) npsc(xo)
We further denote it by
f? (:C y) _ S\\n( 7y) ‘Zn(xay)
e n(:c,y) n(y,x)
Let K, be the sine kernel
sin(7t
Kn(t) == 200, (3.6)

We have the following uniform estimates regarding the rescaled GSE kernel.

Lemma 3.1 For any € > 0, uniformly over zg € (—2+¢€,2 —¢) and z,y € [—1, 1],

~ T Y 1

Sy | 2o + , Lo + — Kgin(2(x — < —, 3.7
( 0 npsc(ﬁﬂo) 0 ’I’L,OSC(CC())> ( ( y))‘ n ( )

T, (xo +—2 a4+ > / Kgin(2t) dt' ‘ (3.8)

npsc(xO) npsc .%'0

~ T Y

Vi, + , + — Oy [ Kein(2(x — 5 3.9
(04 s ) (2t — ) (3.9)

Proof. Let K (x,y) be the kernel of the GUE. It can be expressed in terms of Hermite
wave functions as follows (e.g., Lemma 3.2.2 in [1]):

K (2,y) = x/—zapz V)i (vny).

One first has the uniform estimates (e.g., Theorem 1 in [12])

1

T I e
z,y€[—1,1] )

nPsc npsc(o) npsc(To)
1

S -, (3.10)
:B,ye[*l,l]

n
1 T Y
o, (—L k@ <m I +7> ~ Kan(z )‘
<npsc(x0) 0 npsc(xO) 0 npsc(xO) ( y)
1

< —. 3.11
<- (3.11)

By (3.3), we have the relation

sup

Sp(z,y) = Ky (@,9) _ 2Lpgn( an)/ Yon—1(t)dt. (3.12)
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The estimate (3.7) then follows from the bound O (n='/4) for ¢a, (see (2.1)) and the

bound n~1/4 for the integral term (see (2.3)). We also obtain (3.8) by integrating both
sides of (3.7). Taking the derivative with respect to y on (3.12), by (2.1) again, we get

53/
0,50 (w.1) — 20, K2 (. ‘f”mn(xﬁ ) (V)| < (3.13)

Then, (3.9) follows from the estimate (3.11).
g

Subsequently, we need to control the behavior of the kernel at different scales. To
achieve this, we provide the following uniform upper bounds.

Lemma 3.2 Let d:=d(z,y) = |z —y|. For any € > 0 and (z,y) € (-2 +€,2 — ¢),

|Sn(z,y)| < mm{%,n} +nl/2, (3.14)
|025n(z,y)| S nmin {é,nQd} +n3/2, (3.15)
1
Vi)l = 10, Sl 1)) < nmm{a,nzd} n, (3.16)
1

102V (@, 9)| + 0y Vi (2, )| < n? min {n, E} , (3.17)

3. 1
{ acy{—i—{ acy{—i—{ acy)|§n min qn, = ¢ (3.18)

y

/ Sn(t,w)dt‘ Slogn, Yw e (—2+¢€,2—¢). (3.19)

Proof. We first prove the following estimates for the GUE kernel Ky(?):

(K;f)(x,y)( gmin{é,n}, o
0. K2 (1) ‘ ‘8 K2 (z, y)‘ <nmm{d d} |

When d < 1/n, (3.20) directly follows from (3.10) and (3.11). For d > 1/n, by Christoffel-
Darboux formula, we can rewrite (e.g., Lemma 3.2.5 in [1])

KO (z,y) = fson(x/ﬁw)son 1(\/—952_;%(\/5!/)9%1(\/555)‘ (3.21)

By Plancherel-Rotach formula (2.1), we have |, (v/nz)| + |¢n_1(v/nz)| < n~'/4. This
proves the first inequality in (3.20). We note the relation (e.g., Lemma 3.2.7 in [1])

L (onvin) = npos (Vi) — " g ().
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The second inequality in (3.20) follows by differentiating (3.21) with respect to = together
with the estimate

25 (o) | < 0 (feua VD) + n ()] S ¥, (322

In fact, performing further differentiations, we have

d2
T3 (pa(Vn2))| S nT/%,

2

i+§=2,i,j>0

>

1+7=3,1,j20

i )1
oLy )| S wtmin { Lo .

3;35[(,(?) (z,7)| < n®min {é, n} .

Now we are ready to prove (3.14) - (3.19). To prove (3.14), by (2.1), (2.2), (2.3), (3.12)
and (3.20), we get

|Sn(z,y)| <= ‘Kéixy‘ ‘QOQn \/_CC“/ gognl)dt‘
) Vany (3.24)
< min {—,n} +nl/2,
d
To prove (3.15), by (2.3), (3.20) and (3.22), we get
d o
onue)l 5 5 0K )] + 5 5t (VB0 || [~ st

v 2ny (3.25)

1
< nmin{a,nzd} + 032,

Now, (3.16) follows directly from (3.13) and the second part of (3.20). And (3.17) and
(3.18) can be proved similarly, thanks to (3.23). It remains to show (3.19). We have

/Stwdt' 2ntwdt‘
. (3.26)
n
+3 / Pon(V 2”f)dt‘ : ‘/ 802n1(75)dt‘ :
T 2nw
By (3.20), we can bound the first term in (3.26) as follows:
/ K,(LQ)(t,x)‘ dt < / ndt+/ Zdt < logn. (3.27)
x 0 1/n

By (2.2) and (2.3), we can bound the second term in (3.26) by Cn-n=%*.n=1/4 = Cn=1/2,
which completes the proof of (3.19).
U
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4. MAIN LEMMAS

In this section, we introduce two main lemmas that will imply Lemma 1.3 and
Lemma 1.4, and thus Theorem 1.1 for GSE. Recall in Section 1 that for any bounded
measurable set A C (0,400), we set A, = n~/5A. First, Lemma 1.3 is the direct
consequence of the following

Lemma 4.1 Suppose A, Ag, ..., A, are the eigenvalues of GSE. For any interval I C
(=2 +¢€,2 —€), define G,, to be the union of the following two sets:

{Oi dig1, Nig2) € P i1 <i<m—2 41 — N € Ay and 0 < Nyo — \; < 2sup (A,) },
and
{(Ai,AHl,Aj,AjH) €1 <i<j<n—1As1— A€ A, \jp1 — \j € Ay,
and 2sup (4,) < A\j — \; < log™! n},
respectively. Then we have

P(|Gn| > 0) <E[|Gn]] = 0 as n — oc.

Recall the definitions of the point processes £, and En from Section 1. Let p, and
pr. denote the k-point correlation functions of &, and &,, respectively. To prove Lemma
1.4, we will derive some upper and lower bounds for the correlation functions pi and
show that these two bounds match up to the leading order. Then we will prove that the
integral of the leading order term yields the limit in (1.3).

Specifically, we define the set

Q= {()\1,...,)\19) €(-2+62-9" imin|A -] > logln}- (4.1)
i#£]

By the definition of gn, we have
Pe(A1, ..., k) =0 for  (Ag,..., ) € Qf. (4.2)

On €}, we first have the upper bound

ﬁk‘(Al""’)‘k?) S/ / p2k(>‘laxla"',>‘k‘axk‘)dxl"'dxk‘

(4.3)
::Lk,n()\la e ,)\k)
Given any (A1,..., k) € Q, we define two sets
Tl,k,n = Tl,k,n()‘h L. ,)\k) = Ui'g:l ()‘17 A; + 2sup (An)) , (44)
and
Do =Tokn(Ay- .0, Ak)
(4.5)

= Ule {(w,y) cy €x+ Ap,2sup (A,) < |z — | < log™? n}
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Then on 2, we have the lower bound

Pr(ALy -y Ak)
Z/ / pQK(Alaxly"'aAkaxk‘)dxl"'dxkﬁ
_/ / / P2t 15 ooy Ni 2, 2)dzdiry - -~ da (4.6)
AM+An A +An T on

_/ / / P2k+2(>\1,ﬂ:1,...,)\k,xk,zl,zQ)dzledel___dxk
)\1+An >‘k+An TQ,k,n
=Lia(A, - Ak) — Erin(My - M) = Baen(Ar, - k).

In the following, we will simply write these terms as Ly, ,, E1 i, and Eaj ,. The main
task of the article is to prove the following lemma to control the integration of the leading
order term Ly, and the error terms FEy j , and Ej . .

Lemma 4.2 For any interval I C (=2 +¢€,2 — ¢), we have the convergence

li LindAp -+ dA u*d (27 pse(Ni)8 Ay - - dAg. (4.7
nooo fpng, O k= (54077/ “> /IkH s ! ke (47)

We also have the negligibility of the error terms

Jim By nd)y - dAg =0, (4.8)

and

Lemma 4.1 is a direct consequence of (4.8) and (4.9) for the special case k = 1,
which, in turn, implies Lemma 1.3 as mentioned earlier at the beginning of this section.
Recall the relation between the correlations function and the factorial moment, we

have
£, (D!
E N‘gn( )’ :/ ﬁkd)\l...d)\k:/ _|_/
(‘gn(I)’ — k>! Ik 18 NQy, 180Gy,

This together with (4.2), (4.3), (4.6) and Lemma 4.2 will imply Lemma 1.4.

Therefore, to prove Theorem 1.1 for GSE, it is sufficient to prove Lemma 4.2. We
will prove (4.7) in Section 5. The limits (4.8) and (4.9) will be established in Sections
6.1 and 6.2, respectively.

5. ESTIMATES OF THE LEADING ORDER TERM

In this section, we prove (4.7). Recall that

kan :/ / p2k()\1,1'1,...,)\k,$k)dx1 dl’k
>\1+An )\k+An

By the Pfaffian structure of GSE in (3.1), the correlation function is
P2k (Alyxly cee ?Ak‘,xk;) = Pf M4k‘-
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Here, My is an anti-symmetric 4k x 4k matrix:

JKn()\i, j) JKn()\i,xj)

A
M= Midheigen: Mid = | k(20 0g) TKn(w25)]

(5.1)

where each block M; ; is a 4 X 4 matrix.
Recall the definition of Py in (2.2), we define its diagonal subset

Dy, = {O‘ € Py : [022‘71/4] = |70-2i/4-|,7: =1, ...,Qk‘},
where [a] is the smallest integer greater than or equal to a. We can thus decompose
Pf My, := PfpMy, + PloMy;, (52)

where

k
PfpMyr = sgn(o)Muy(o1,02)Mag(03,04) - - Mug(ogp_1,04) = | [ Pf M
€Dy i=1

and

PfoMuy = Y sgn(0)Mug(o1,02)Mup(03,04) - - - Mg (0ar—1, 0ur)-
0€P4k\Dag

5.1. On-diagonal part PfpMy;. For the on-diagonal part, we will prove
Lemma 5.1 Uniformly in (A1, ..., A\z) € I*, we have

k
lim /
Proof. For the diagonal block M, ;, by (3.3), its Pfaffian reads
Pf M;; =Sn(Xis Ai)Sn (@i, i) — Sn(Ni, i) Sn (@i Ai) + Tn(Ni, ) Vi (Niy 4)

k k

1
Pf M, ;dz; = 4 27 pse(A))8 .
o = (5 [ atau) TT o)

i=1

+An

:Sn(xi,wi) / Vn()\i,t)dt — Sn()\l,mz) / Vn(xi,t)dt (5.3)
)\i )\i
+ Jn(Nis ) Vi (i, ).
By Lemma 3.1 and the bound |z; — \;| < n~6/% we have the uniform estimates,
Sn(.%'i, 1’1) = npsc()\i) + O(n1/2)7

and
/}:’31 Vo (A, t)dt = /Ox¢A¢ NPsc(Ai) ((915 [Ksin(—2npsc(N\:)t)] + O (1) )dt

= npsc()\i)(Ksin(Qui) - 1) + 0 (n_1/5> s
where u; := npsc(\;)(z; — Ai) < n~1/% and thus NPse(Ni) (Ksin(2u;) — 1) < n3/5. This will
yield the estimate for the first term in (5.3) as follows,

Sn (s, ﬂ?z‘)/ 1 Vi (Niy t)dt — n®pZ(N;) (Kgin (2u;) — 1)
A

i

<p o B pl/2 35 L pl/2 L5 < pll/1o,
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The estimates of the other two terms in (5.3) can be derived in the same way. In the
end we obtain the following uniform estimate

Pf Mi,i = nngc ()\z) <1 — Ksm(2uz) + 6% [Ksm(2uz)]/ ' Ksin(2t)dt> + 0 (n11/10> )
0

Note that the Lebesgue measure £(4,) is O (n7%/%). Recall the sine kernel in (3.6), if
we further apply the Taylor expansion
e
K31n(t):1_T+?0+O(t6) ast—>0,

we will complete the proof of the lemma as follows,

k
lim / Pt M, ;dz;
n—00 };Il Nit-An hE

k 4, 4
Y (167 5 , —1/10
=1l [/n_mcw”psc“”( 0 )au 0 s )]
k k

_ ( /A ﬁdu) [T Crpe(r).

=1

O

5.2. Two rounds of transformations. In order to bound the off-diagonal part PfoMyy,
we need to bound all its entries. Note that Pfaffian is invariant under the congruent
transformations, we can perform the following Round 1 transformation to reduce the
order of the entries of My without changing its Pfaffian.
- Calculate (A\j11 — i4+1) times the (47 + 2)-th row, and add the result to the
(4i + 1)-th row for i = 0,...,k — 1. Then perform the same operations to the
columns.
- Then subtract the (47 + 1)-th row from the (47 + 3)-th row, and subtract the
(4i + 2)-th row from the (4¢ + 4)-th row for ¢ = 0,...,k — 1. Then perform the
same operations to the columns.
We shall use a superscript (R) to denote the matrix after Round 1 transformation.
Now we have,

Pf My, = Pf MY

= Z Sgn(U)Mi};)(Ul, 02)Mi};)(03, o4): - Mi};)(ﬂkil’ Oak)-
0EPyg

Since off-diagonal 4 x 4 blocks have no influences on diagonal 4 x 4 blocks during the
transformation, we have

k k
PipMyy, = [[ Pt My = [] Pt M = PrpMp.
i=1 i=1
Consequently,
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As will be clear later, it will be more convenient to bound PfpMy; if we make the
following Round 2 transformation for M®): by multiplying certain factors, we define
n_6/5ME£) (i,7), for 7, 7 both even,
M (6, 5) = { a9 M (i, 5),  for i,j both odd, (5.4)
Mg? (i,7), for all other 1, j.
For any o € Py, we have
{1 < ¢ <2k : 091 and o9 are both odd}|
=|{1 < ¥ <2k : o091 and o9 are both even}|.
And thus
Mif)(01702)1\/14(1}§)(03704) e Mg)(%kq, O4k)
:ij)(ala Uz)Mg) (03,04) - Mg)(m_l, Oak)-
This further implies that

PtpMy) = PEpMY = PfpMy,, PloM'y) = PloM{Y) = PfoMy,. (5.5)

Hence, it suffices to bound Mg). For this purpose we need the following lemma, which
will be used to control the integral of PfpoMy; in Subsection 5.3. We first define the
following subset of I*,

~ |)\i—)\-|>log_1nfor1§i<j§k;
Qp =< A, 21, Ny ) € T2 / . 5.6
k {( b ko Th) 2 €N+ Ay fori=1, ...k (56)

Then we have

Lemma 5.2 For \; € [ and x; € \; + A, for i = 1, ..., k, the diagonal block Mi(f) has
the upper bound,

0 n  n3/5 p3/s
F n 0 n3/5 p3/o

‘ i(,i) S 35 35 0 /5| (5.7)
035 35 p1/5

On Qk the off-diagonal part Ml(f) (i < j) can be controlled by

n%/5 log n nl/2 n3/10 n3/10

1/2 —1/5logn n2°logn n"%5logn
M )‘ < n n 2 g g .
‘ L n3/10 n=2/5 logn n~1/5 logn n=2/5 logn (5:8)
n3/10 n~25logn n2?Slogn n3°logn
Proof. Let Mi(,f)lhMi(,i)127Mi(,f)217Mi(,?,)22 be the upper left, upper right, lower left and
lower right 2 x 2 blocks of Ml-(?) after the Round 1 transformation, respectively.
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We first prove (5.7). Recall (5.1), the original on-diagonal blocks are

0 Sn()\u)\z) Jn()\l,xz) Sn(m'“)\z)

M — _Sn()\ia)\i) 0 —Sn()\i,wi) —Vn()\i,xi)

L Jn(xu)\z) Sn()\nxz) 0 Sn(xuxz)
—Sn(.%'i,)\i) _Vn(xia)\i) —Sn(.%'i,.%'i) 0

After the Round 1 transformation, the (1,1)-entry of M, Z( i %2 is

/'i Sn(t,xi)dt — ()\z — m,)Sn()\,,xl) :()\i — m,)Sn(g,xl) — ()\Z — m,)Sn()\Z,xl)

where £ € [\, z;] and v € [A\;,&]. By (3.15) and (3.16) we have

sup |05 (z,y)| = O <n9/5) and sup |Vo(z,y)| = O (n9/5> .
|x—y|<sup(An) |x—y|<sup(An)

This implies that the (1,1)-entry of Mz’(ﬂQ is of order O (n_3/5). The (1,2)-entry of
M) is given b
;112 18 given by

Sn(xi, )\z) — Sn()\za )\z) — ()\z — xz)vn()\uxz) = (.%'Z — )\2)({955”(57 )\z) + O (n3/5> s

which is of order O (n3/ ®). Similar analysis works for the (2,1) and (2,2) entries of Mi(f),
and we get the estimate

‘ ) ‘< [n—3/5 n3/5]
12| | ,3/5  ,9/5]

Due to the anti-symmetry of M (B (%1 has the same order estimate as above. For

Mi(f%% its (1,2)-entry is
S (1'171'2) + S ()\27 )\z) n()\l,l'z) Sn(.%'“ )‘z) + (1_2 _ )\Z)Vn()\“xl)

= — / .%'Z, dt + / n )\27t dt + ( )\,)Vn()\l,m,) (5.9)
A i

By the estimate (3.9), we have

d

Vo (Aiy i) — nzﬂgc(Ai)@[Ksm@u)] =0 (n),

where u := nps(N) (N — ;) Sn~/%. Then (5.9) can be written as
“rd d
—2 i E in(2 sc(Ai)u—[Ksin (2 -1/5
npsc(&)/o (dt[KS ( t)]) dt + npse(Ai)u - [Ksin(2u)] + O (n )
—onpe () (1 = Kan(2u) + - [Kan(20)] ) + O <n—1/5)
SC 1 S du S

:4npsc1(5&)u4 +0 (1),
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Hence we get
) nl/5
1,1,22 1/5 0 :
(R)

Combining above estimates, we have the following bound for the diagonal block M,
(1 <i < k) after the Round 1 transformation,

0 n o35 p3/5
R n 0 n3/5 95
‘Mz(z : S n—3/5 p3/5 0 SV (5.10)

35 p9/5 15
Therefore, (5.7) follows from (5.10) and the definition of Round 2 transformation (5.4)
Now we prove (5.8). Recall (5.1) again, the original off-diagonal blocks are

Jn(A“A]) Sn(A]’Al) Jn(Al’xJ) Sn(x]’)‘l)

M — _Sn()‘i’Aj) _Vn()‘i’)‘j) _Sn()‘i’xj) _Vn()‘i’xj)
ZJ J, ('Il’)‘J) Sn(A]’xZ) Jn(xi’xj) Sn(xj’xi)
S ($Z,)\ ) —V (xi,)\j) —Sn(xl-,xj) —Vn(xl-,xj)

(R)

We consider the upper left 2 x 2 block M; (B id. )11 of M.".” after the Round 1 transformation.

Its entries are
M (1) =T, (s A) = (s = 20) S, Ag) + (g = 278, (4, A)
= (A = 35) (A — 2) Vi, (Ai, Aj),
M{11(1,2) =8, M) = i = 2)Va (i Ay).
Mf?n(i 1) ==\ —2)V, (A, Aj) = Sp(Ai, Aj),
M{1(2,2) = = V(A Ap).-
The requirement that x; € \; + A, implies
A — ;| < sup(A,)(=sup{z : z € A,}) <n 9/
In addition, using (5.6) where (A1,...,A\g) € Qp, for all i # j, we have
min {|\; — N, [N — 2], |z — Ni|, |2 — 2]} > log™!n — 2sup(A,,) > %log*1 n.
Then by the estimates (3.14), (3.16) and (3.19), we get

(R logn  nl/?
‘M’JH‘N [nl/Q nlogn|’

Other parts of M;; (B) can be bounded in the same manner; therefore, we omit the details.
This leads us to the final estimate,

logn nl/? n—9/10 n3/10
1/2 1 -2/5] 4/5],
(R) n nlogn n ogn n*°logn
‘Mi,j ‘5 n=910 =2/5166n 1~ "Slogn n2/logn (5.11)

n3/10  p5logn  n2Slogn  n3/Slogn
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Now (5.8) follows from (5.11) and the definition of the Round 2 transformation (5.4).
U

5.3. Off-diagonal part PfpMy;. Next, we prove the following lemma, which indicates
that the contribution from the off-diagonal blocks is negligible.

Lemma 5.3 Uniformly in (A1, ..., \z) € QF, we have

n—oo

lim e / |PfoMyg| dxy - - - dzy, = 0.
)\1+An >\k+An

We first construct a 4k x 4k matrix Uy in the block form

Uy, = (Ui7j)1§i,j§k’

where U; ; and U; j are 4 x 4 upper bound matrices given by the right-hand side of (5.7)
and (5.8), respectively; that is,

MU 0] S Uan(ig):
For example, Uy (i,5) = n%/5logn if i = j = 1 (mod 4) and i # j. We set

2k

Uy (0 HU4k 02i—1,02;). (5.12)
=1

Let Ay be a 0-1 matrix of size 4k x 4k corresponding to o
A4k(i,j) =1« 30 s.t. (0’24_1,0'24) = (Z,]) (513)

We rewrite Ay, = (A j)i<ij<k Where each A;; is a 4 x 4 block. We now partition the
non-zero entries of Ay into diagonal regimes (denoted by a letter ‘D’) and off-diagonal
regimes (denoted by a letter ‘O’). The partition is performed according to the growth
order of n as described in (5.7) and (5.8). The diagonal part contains 4 regimes:

Dy = {(i.4) € [4K] x [4k] : [i/4] = [§/4], Agi(i. ) = Li = L(amod 4. j = 2(mod 4}

Dy :={(i,j) € [4k] x [4k] : [i/4] = [j /4], Ak (i,5) = 1,4 = 1(mod 4), j = 3,4(mod 4)},
D3 :={(i,7) € [4k] x [4k] : [i/4] = [j /4], Asx(i,7) = 1,i = 2(mod 4), j = 3,4(mod 4)},
Dy = {(i,4) € [4K] x [48] - [i/4] = [j/4], Asi(ir ) = 1,i = B(mod 4)},

where [4k] := {1,2, ..., 4k}.

Figure 1 illustrates the partition for each 4 x 4 diagonal blocks A;;,i = 1,..,k,
providing the information on which nonzero entries belong to each D;. For example,
for the block A171, (1,2) € Dy if A4k(1,2) = 1; (1,3) € Dy if A4k(1,3) = 1, etc. Note
that we only consider and partition entries in the upper triangle of Ay, since the entries
in the lower triangle of Ay are all 0. Figure 2 shows the partition information for
4 x 4 off-diagonal blocks in the upper triangle, defined similarly to the D;’s. To avoid
redundancy, their definitions are omitted. We also let

O4 = 041U Oy43, O5 = 051U Os55.
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——————————————

——————————————————

FIGURE 2. Partition of 4 x 4 off-diagonal blocks.

Given o € Py \Dyk, by the definitions of Uy, and Uy,(o) and Lemma 5.2, we get
Use(0) S (log® n) n®®, (5.14)
where

3 3 1
Ord; :=|D1| + 3|D2| + ngsl + 3|D4|
6 1 3 1 1 2 3 (5'15)
21011 + 2 10a] + 2 03] = = [O41] — = [Oaa] — 2 105] - 2|Og)-
+5| 1|+2|2|+10|3| 5|4,1| 5|4,2| 5|5| 5| 6|

Interestingly, the following lemma shows that Ord; for any off-diagonal permutation is
always less than 6k/5, which is exactly the factor needed to derive the negligibility of
off-diagonal blocks as in Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.4 For any 0 € Py \Dyx, it holds that
Ord; < 6k/5. (5.16)

Assuming Lemma 5.4, we can complete the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. Recall the set € in (5.6), its Lebesgue measure satisfies
L) S LA < n70/5
This, together with (5.16), implies that for any o € Py \Dyx,

J

§/~ U4k(0)d)\1d£ﬂ1 ce d)\kdxk
Q

g (logC n) n—ﬁk:/5+0rd17

MA(II;;)(O'L O'Q)Mii) (0'3, 0'4) cee Mé(li)(dzlk,l, O’4k) d)\ldxl s d)\kdmk
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which converges to 0 as n — co. Here, we have used the fact that ‘Mfﬁ:) (z',j)‘ < Ugk(i, 4)
for all 1 <4,j < 4k. This implies

lim / ‘PfOMff,;)‘ day - dzy, = 0,
which completes the proof by (5.5). O

Now we prove Lemma 5.4.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. The starting point of the proof is to derive some identities which
hold for all o € Pyy. Since the two sets {0;,1 < i < 4k} and [4k] are the same, if we
group os according to their congruence classes modulo 4, then for each ¢ = 0,1, 2, 3,

|{i € [4k] : 0y = l(mod 4)}| = |{i € [4k] : i = ¢(mod 4)}| = k. (5.17)
We can also rewrite the left hand hand of (5.17) via
|{i € [4k] : 0y = l(mod 4)}| =1{(4,7) : Aux(i,j) = 1,i = ¢, j # £(mode4)}|
+1{(5,7) : Aar(i,5) = 1,4 # £,j = {(mode4)}|  (5.18)
+2{(2,7) : Aux(i,7) = 1,i = j = £(mode4)}|.
Consider first the case ¢ = 1. By the definition of the sets D}s and O!s, we see that sum
of the first and second lines on the right hand side of (5.18) is equal to |D1|+ |O2|+ |03/,

while the third lines are 2|Oq]. It follows from this observation and (5.17) (with £ = 1)
that

2|01 + [O2| + |Os] + |D1] + |D2| = k. (5.19)
Similarly, for £ = 2, we get
02| +2|04] + |05,1| + [D1] + | D3| = k. (5.20)
Now, combining the cases of £ = 3 and ¢ = 4, we get
|03] + 2|042| + |05,1| + 2|O0s5,2| + 2|Og| + | Da| + | D3| + 2| Dy| = 2k. (5.21)

We will need one more identity. Since the number of nonzero Ay (i,7)'s is 2k, we have
|D1| + |Da2| + | D3| + [D4| + [O1] + |O2| + |O3| 4 [O4] + |O5] + |Og| = 2k.  (5.22)

By computing the linear combination
3 3 1 1
- 1 - 2 — 21) — = .22
5><(5 9)—1—5><(5 O)—i—5><(5 ) 5><(5 ),
we find that
6k 3 3 1
= =IDil+ £ D2l + £[Ds| + <[ Da| + [O1] + Oz

(5.23)
3 1 3 1 1

—|O @) —O —|O —O —0¢|.
+5\ 3 + | 471\+5! 472\+5\ 5,1!+5! 572\+5! 6|

Comparing (5.15) and (5.23), we see that the assertion Ord; < 6k/5 for o € Py /Dy is
equivalent to

3 5
|01 < 5103 +2[O42] + 5 02| + 3|05, + 4[| +5|05,1| +6[0a,1] . (5.24)
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Actually, we shall prove a stronger conclusion for o € Pyy:
01] < [O2] + |O3] + |Oa] + [Os] + [Og| - (5.25)

Indeed, assuming that (5.25) holds, then (5.24) follows by combining (5.25) and the
trivial fact Y20, |Oy] > 0 for ¢ € Pyy,/Day,.
We now provide an intuitive explanation of (5.25). Suppose that Ag(1,5) = 1,
i.e., (1,5) € Oy, then there must exist at least one element b € {2,3,4} and b’ > 5 such
that Ay (b,b') = 1, leading to (b,1') € US_,0;. This suggests that the right hand side of
(5.25) should dominate |Oq].
To prove (5.25) formally, we observe that, by the construction of Ay, for each
1<i< 4k,
> (Aakli,g) + A5, 1) = 1. (5.26)
Jig#i
Summing this equality over all 4/ — 3 < i < 4¢ for some 1 < ¢ < k, and using the fact
that Ayx(i,7) = 0 for i > j, we get

2 > AxGH+ D AwGH+ D AuGi) =4 (5.27)

[i/41=[j/41=¢ [i/4]1=£<[j/4] [/41<[i/4]=¢
We now define a function h, as follows:
he(0) = > Am(ii)+ D Aw(ii), 1< <k (5.28)
[i/4]1=£<[j/4] [/41<[i/4]=¢

By (5.27), hy(€) is an even integer for all £. In particular, we have the implications

V1<l <4ty <k, (4(1 — 3,445 —3) €0 = A4k(4€1 — 3,445 —3) =1 5 99
= min{h,(¢1), ho(l2)} > 1 = min{h,(¢1), he(l2)} > 2, (5.29)

where we used the evenness of h,(¢1) and hy(f2) in the last step. Consider the set
O1:={1<0<k:3¢ c[1,k], st. (Amin{l,0'} —3,4max{(,¢'} —3) € O1}. (5.30)

It follows from (5.28) and (5.29) that

ST ohe() =S ho(0) 2 ‘61‘ — 4|04 (5.31)

1<(<k teb

On the other hand, we also have

Z ho(f): Z Z A4k(l,])+ Z Z A4k(],l)

1<e<k 1<0<k [3/4]=¢<[j /4] 1<0<k [5/4]<[i/4]=¢
6 (5.32)
= Y Awli)+ Y Al =2 |0)].
[i/41<[3/4] [5/41<[i/4] J=1

Now (5.25) follows by combining (5.31) and (5.32). And thus we completes the proof of
Lemma 5.4. g
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5.4. Proof of (4.7): the limit of the main term Ly ,. Recall the definition of Ly,
in (4.3), and the decomposition of the correlation function por, = PfpMyy + PfoMyg
in (5.2), we can decompose Ly, into Ly, p and Ly, o by integrating PfpMy;, and
PfoMyy, respectively.

By Lemma 5.1 and the fact that the measure of the set I¥ N Q1f, converges to 0, we
have

lim Lin.pdAr -+ - dAg

n—oo Ikﬂﬂk

k
N /]k (JL)H;O zl_[l />\¢+An Pt Mi,idxi) dAp -+ dAg

_ 1 4 K 6
B <54071'2 /Au du) /Ik (2mpsc(Ai))” dA1 - - - dAg.

On the other side, by Lemma 5.3, we have

lim | / LinodAr -+ dy]
TNy,

n—oo

< lim / / / ’PfoM4k’d1'1---dxkd)\l---d)\k =0,
n=00 JrknQy, J A1 +A, Ae+An

which completes the proof of (4.7).

6. ESTIMATES OF THE ERROR TERMS

Recall the definitions of E ., and Ea ., in (4.6), we now prove (4.8) and (4.9).
This will complete the proof of Lemma 4.2, and subsequently, Theorem 1.1 for GSE.

6.1. Estimates of E) ;. To bound E j ,, we need to control the (2k + 1)-point cor-
relation function pogi1,(A1, 21, ..., A, Tk, 2) where z € T1 (A1, ..., Ag) (vecall (4.4)).
We denote _

TEL’” = (Ai, A +2sup(4,)) .
Without loss of generality, we may further assume z € Tl[kll - Then we have

ka:—i—l,n()\la Tl >‘k‘, Ty Z) = Pf M4k;+2,
which is a (4k + 2) x (4k + 2) matrix that can be written in a block form

Muypt2 = (Mi,j)1gz‘,j§k :

Here, for i,j < k, M; ; has size 4 x 4, while the sizes for M; j (i < k) and M}, ;, are 4 X 6
and 6 x 6, respectively.

As before we make two rounds of transformations to My, 2. We first make the same
transformations as in Section 5 to the first 4k — 4 rows and columns of My 5. Then we
perform the following additional operations to the last 6 rows/columns of My o:

- Add (A — xg) times of the (4k — 2)-th row to the (4k — 3)-th row. Also subtract

(zr — z) times of the (4k 4 2)-th row from (4k + 1)-th row. Then perform the
same operations to the columns.



SMALL GAPS OF GSE 23

- Subtract the (4k — 3)-th row from the (4k — 1)-th and (4% + 1)-th rows, and also
subtract the (4k — 2)-th row from the 4k-th and (4k + 2)-th rows. Then also
perform the same operations to the columns.

After these row/column transformations are done, we make the same operation as

in (5.4). And we denote the new matrix by M4(1112-2 as before.

Then the upper-left minor of size 4k — 4 in ngr2 become the same as in Section

5, since they are not affected by the last 6 rows/columns in the transformations. Hence
the diagonal blocks M (1 <4 <k —1) and off-diagonal blocks M, ; (i,j < k) have

2,0

the same bound given by (5.7) and (5.8), respectively. Moreover, we can show that the
last diagonal block M, é? have the bound

0 n n3/5 p3/5 p3/5 35
n 0 p3/5 p3/5 35 p3/5
35 p3/5 1/5 .3/5 ..3/5
(F) n3® n nt/® n35 n
‘Mk,k ‘ S35 n35 p15 0 nd5 305 (6.1)
035 35 35 35 0 plfs
035 p35 p35 B35 pl/s g |

For the off-diagonal part, it remains to control Mi(f;)

for ¢ < k. We decompose

(F) _ (F) (F)
M;," = <Mi,k,1’Mi,k,2) )
where Mi(i)l is a square matrix consisting of the first 4 rows/columns of Mi(l]:), and

Mi(j;)2 is the remaining part with size 4 x 2. Here MZSQI has the same bound as (5.8).

For MZ.(I;)Q, we can show that

n3/10 n3/10

‘M(F) n=2/5logn n=2/°logn

| = (6.2)

n/5logn n2?Slogn
n=2/%logn n=3/°logn

Using (6.1) and (6.2), we can construct a (4k + 2) x (4k 4+ 2) matrix Uygg,o that serves
as an entrywise upper bound for M‘(izﬂ.

Now we can bound the diagonal and off-diagonal parts of Fj , in a unified way.
Recall that for any o € Pypi0, we associate it with a 0-1 matrix Ayxyo via (5.13). We
now introduce additional diagonal sets D5 and Dg (which lie in the on diagonal block
where the indices of entries are [4k — 3,4k + 2] x [4k 4 1,4k + 2|, which is the last 6 x 6
diagonal block), and off-diagonal sets O7, Og, Og, O19 (which lie in 4 x 2 blocks where
the indices of entries are [4i — 3,4i| x [4k + 1,4k + 2], i = 1,..,k — 1). Together they
constitute the last two columns of Ayx4o. Their positions are shown in the Figure 3 and
Figure 4 below, respectively.

We define Uyg2(0) as in (5.12) (we need to replace 2k by 2k + 1 in the upper limit
of the product). Similarly to (5.14)for all (A1,...,\x) € Q and |z — A\g| < 2sup(A4,), we
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——————————————————————

0 1Dy Dy ’II\D571:.\D52.
0 { Dy iDualfDes)

0 1 Dy ' !

Yoo D54 D55

0 . N !

0 1 Dg

FIGURE 4. Partition of 4 x 2 off-diagonal block.

have
Usr2(0) S (log® n) n9®,
where
Ordy 1= Ordy + 2|Ds| 4 £1Dol| + 1[07] — £[08] — £105] — [0,
and Ord; is given in (5.15). As before, we will show
Ordy < 6(k +1)/5.

Indeed, assuming (6.5) and using the definition of 2, in (5.6), we have

/ Eipn(A, . Ag)dAg -+ - dXg
IFNQYy,

k
Y /ﬁ k /T " Uspro(0)dzd A dey - - - dApday,

0€P 12 1=1
< (logC n) nordQE(An)lC -sup(4,)
5 (lOgC ’I’L) nOrdg—G(k—l—l)/S,

which vanishes as n — oo, as desired. This will complete (4.8).
It remains to establish (6.5). Analogously to (5.19) - (5.22), we have

2|01| 4 |O2| + |O3| + |D1| + |Da| + W1 =k + 1,

(6.3)

(6.4)

(6.6)

(6.7)
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|O2] 4+ 2|041| + |O5.1] + |D1| + | D3| + Wa =k + 1, (6.8)

O3] + 2[O0a2| +105.1| + 2|05 2| + 2[O| + [ Da| + | D3| + 2|Daf + W3 = 2k, (6.9)

6 10
S IDi 4+ 10| =2k + 2, (6.10)
=1 =1

where
Wi 1 =2[071] + |0g| + |09 1| + |Og 4| + 2| D5 1] + | D5 2| + | D5 4| + [ De|,
Wa : = |072] + 2|09 2| + |Og 3| + | Ds 2| + 2| Ds 3] + |Ds 5| + [ Dsl,
W3 2 = |Os| + [Og 3| + |09 4| + [O10] + |D5 4| + | D5 5]-

Computing the linear combination

3 % (6.7) +g x (6.8) + é % (6.9) — é x (6.10),

5
we get
6k + 5 3 3 1 3 1
——— =|D1| + 2| Da| + £ |Ds| + - |Da| + |O1] + [O2] + £]O03| + |Og1| + £]042]
5 5 5 5 5 5
3 1 1
-0 -0 —O w.
+5! 5,1\—1—5! 572\—1-5\ 6| + Wi,
where

2 3 2 3 3
Wy :=[|071] + £|O72] + £[0s] + £[09.1| + [O9 2| + £|O9 3] + =109 4]
3 3 '
+ [Ds 1|+ [Ds 2| + [Ds 3| + 3|D5,4| + 5|D5,5| + [ Ds].
The condition (6.5) is thus equivalent to
5 3
|O1] <1+ 2 02| + 2 |O3] +6|O4,1]| +2[042] + 5|05 1| + 3[O052| + 4|O¢|

1
+ 710711 + 5!0772\ + 4|O0s| + 4|09 1| + 7|Og 2| + 5|09 3| + 5|09 4| + 3|O10|

+ 2| D5 1| + 2[Ds 2| + 2| D5 3]
(6.12)

Clearly (6.12) holds if |O;| = 0. Thus we only consider the case |O;| > 0. Repeating the
argument around (5.25), we get

10
o011 <Y oil. (6.13)
1=2

Then (6.12) follows from (6.13) and the fact |O7 2| < 1 which implies |O7 2| < 1+|O722] /2.
Therefore, we establish (6.5).
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6.2. Estimates of Fy,. Given (A1,...,\;) € I" N Qy, let T3 n be the first margin of
TQ,]CJM

Ty ton = Ta (M, ..oy ) = Uiy {21 : 2sup (4,) < |21 — \i| < log™'n}.

Then we have the relation

/ Es jpndAq -+ - dAg =/ d>\1---d>\k/ Litin(Ay oy A, 21)d2r,  (6.14)
TkNQy, I*NQy, T3

Jk,n

where Ly 1, is defined by (4.3). Similarly to the decomposition of Ly, in Section 5.4,
we decompose L4115, (A1, ..., Ak, 21) into Lyi1 5, p and Lyyq 0. By Lemma 5.1, L1 5 p
is uniformly bounded on I**1. Since the Lebesgue measure £(T3 ) converges to 0 as
n — 00, we get

/ d)\l s d)\k / Lk+1,n,D()\17 ey )\Im zl)dzl — 0. (6.15)
Ikﬂgk TB,k,n
We now turn to estimate the off-diagonal part Ljyi;, 0. Since |\, — Aj| > log~'n on

i, we can rewrite T3y , = UleTg[iL ., Where
; 1
Tg[ZL = {zl :2sup (A,) < |21 — Ni| <log™'m; |z — \j| > 3 log~'n,Vj # z} . (6.16)

Without loss of generality, we may only consider Tfﬂ[,ll]an here. Similarly to My defined
in (5.1), we let Mygy4 be the (4k +4) x (4k + 4) kernel matrix of the 2k + 2 points given
in the order of \i,x1, 21, 22, A2, T2, ..., Ak, Tk.

We perform the two rounds of transformations on My, 44 as in Section 5.2, and
write the final transformed matrix in a block form

M, = (M) .
het4 Y ) 1<ij<k+1

By the definition of Tfﬂ[,ll]an in (6.16), for s > 2, we have |21 — A;| > (log™' n)/2. Thus, for
(1,7) # (1,2), Mz(j) has the same bounds (5.7) for i = j and (5.8) for ¢ # j. To express

the estimate for Ml(g), we define two function f,, and f,, by

1
n, ——
|A1 — z1]

fan(A1,21) := min{ }7771 = f, +nl/2,

Inspecting the proof of (5.8) in Lemma 5.2, we see that the off-diagonal block Ml(g) can

be bounded by

1/ logn FaAz) a7V (A z) nm Y5 F (M, )

M(F) < fn(_)‘lazl) n_1/5fn(>\lyzl) n_2/5fn(>\lazl) n_2/5fn()‘lyzl)
L2~ = 5F (A, 21) n725f, (0, 21) n Y0 f (M, 21) 2P fu(A, 21)
nf (M, z1) nT0f (M, 21) T f (M, 1) nT 0 (M, 1)

(6.17)
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We will not give a detailed proof of (6.17), but rather point out that (6.17) is related
to (5.8) by replacing logn and n'/? with f, and f,,, respectively. In deriving (6.17) we
have also used the condition 2sup(A,) < |z1 — A1| so that

2 |)\1 - Zl|

—

As in Section 5.3, we construct a (4k + 4) x (4k + 4) matrix Uyxy4 which dominates
Myj 14 in the entrywise sense. We define Uyr14(0) and A4 similarly to (5.12) and

(5.13), respectively.
Note that (6.17) indicates that terms of the form

min {[Ay — 21/, [A1 — 2], |21 — 21|, |21 — 22|} >

Atlog™ ' n .
/A (fn()‘la 21)" % fro (A, Z1)b> dz (6.18)

1—log_1 n

will appear in the integral of Uyxy4(0), for certain integers a,b > 0. (The relevant
combinations of (a,b) will be indicated in Table 1 below.)
To get the upper bound for (6.18), we let k(a,b) be the unique non-negative real
number which satisifies the following inequality for some C > 0,
log™'n 1 1
log=%n < (/ (n'/? + min{n, =})* min{n, —}bdm> n~(Rlab)Fa/2) <160C p,
—log™'n T &
(6.19)
A direct computation gives the Table 1 below. The combinations (1,3) and (2,3) are not
needed so their values x(a,b) are omitted.

b=0]b=1]b=2]b=23
a=0] 0 0 1 2
a=1] 0 | 1/2 ] 3/2 \
a=2] 0 1 2 \

TABLE 1. The value of x(a,b) for relevant pairs (a,b).

For sets like O7 and Os defined in the last section, we use a bar to denote their
restriction to the off-diagonal 4 x 4 block (Aur14(4,j))1<i<4,5<j<g, and use a prime to
denote its complement. For instance,

O1=01Nn{(i,5):[i/4] =1, [j/4] =2}, O] =0:\01. (6.20)

We define two quantities Y7 (o) and Ya2(o), corresponding to the exponents a and b in
(6.18),

Yi(o) = |O2| + |03,
Vo) = 0] + (03] + 00l

The comparison between (5.8) and (6.17) as well as the definition of the function «(,-)
makes it clear that, for some constant C' > 0,

/ " Ugkra(o)dz; < (logc n) nOrds, (6.22)
21€T3’k7n

(6.21)
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where
Ords = Ord; + K(Yl (O’), Y5 (0’)), (6.23)
and Ord; takes the same expression as (5.15).
Recall from Section 5.3 that in our analysis of off-diagonal part of Ly, ,,, we estab-
lished Ord; < 6k/5 to ensure the associated error converges to zero. Here, since we have
(k + 1) pairs of small gaps, in order to prove (4.9), it suffices to show

Ords < 6(k +1)/5. (6.24)
As in the right hand side of (5. 24) we set

Y3(0) = !03! +2|O42| + 3 \05 1| +3[052] +4[0g| + 5[O02| + 6|04,
(6.25)
Ys(o) ‘03{ +2 {04 2| + = \02\ +3 {05,2\ +4 {06‘ +5 {05,1\ +6 \04,1{ ;
and let B
¥{(0) = Ya(o) - Va(0). (6.26)
Repeating the analysis that leads to (5.24), we find that (6.24) is equivalent to
YE;(O’) — ‘01‘ > 5/€(Y1(0'),Y2(0')). (6.27)

The proofs for (5.24) show that Y3(c) — |O1] > 0 always holds. Therefore, we only need
to consider the situations where x(Y1(0), Y2(o)) > 0, which, by Table 1 above, include
the cases where Y7(0) = 0 and Ya(0) € {2,3}; and also both Yi(0), Ya(0) € {1,2}.
To prove (6.27), we rewrite it as
(Y3(o) — |01]) + (Y3(0) — |O1] = 56(Y1(0), Y2(0))) > 0. (6.28)
The first part Y4 (o) — |O}| in (6.28) can be controlled by the following

Lemma 6.1 We always have

|01| < Y4(0). (6.29)
Moreover, if |O1] + Y1(0) > 0 and |O1] + Y1(0) + Y2(0) is odd, then
|0]] < Y3(0o). (6.30)

Proof. Define a set 617NEW so that it equals Oy (defined in (5.30)) if (1,2) ¢ Oy, and
01\{0,1} otherwise. We have the relation

O1vew| = 2|04 (6.31)

Moreover,

3
if [01] +Yi(0) = > [0i] > 0, then [Ornmw 0{1,2}] < 1. (6.32)
1=1
Recall the definition of the function h, in (5.28). Similarly to (5.31) and (5.32), we have

S ez Y holt) 2 2|Onnw N B
3<U<k €01 NEwN[3,k] (6.33)

=2 (‘51,NEW‘ - ‘@,NEW N {1,2}D ;
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and
S he(y= > Ag()+2 > Aw(ig)
3<e<k [i/4]<2<[]/4] 3<[i/4]<[§/4]
=2 Yoo Awli )+ D AwGH) | - D Awg)
[1/4]1<2<[5/4] 3<T[i/41<[j/4] [i/4]<2<[5/4]

6
< 22 0f] — ‘61,NEW N {1,2}‘ .
=1

(6.34)
Combining (6.31), (6.33) and (6.34), we get
6 A
05 <Y [0l] + 5 \ol,NEW n{1,2}. (6.35)
=2
Thus in any case, we have
6
011 <) o] + 1. (6.36)
=2
Furthermore, if 75, |05 > 0, then by (6.32), we get
6
01 <Y o] (6.37)
=2

Equation (6.30) now follows directly from (6.26), (6.37) and the implication

6
|51| +Yi(o) + Ya(o) is odd = Z |0j] >0,
i=1
which is due to the evenness of h,(1) and h,(2) (see the line below (5.28)).

To prove (6.29), we note that all coefficients in front of |O;| and |O;| in the right
hand side of (6.25) are at least 2, except for |Of|. Hence, the only possible way to make
Y{(0) < |0f] is by requiring |0} = 2, |05 = 1, and |O}| = 0 for ¢ = 2,4,5,6. This
implies that, there exists ig > 2 such that hy(ig) = 1, which again contradicts with the

property that h,(¢) is even for all £. Therefore, we prove (6.29).
U

The second part of the right hand side of (6.28) is controlled by the following Lemma
6.2. Combining this result and Lemma 6.1, we deduce (6.28) and thus (6.24). Therefore,
we finish (4.9).

Lemma 6.2 1If |O1| 4+ Yi(0) > 0 and |O1| + Y1(0) + Y2(0) is odd, then we have
Y3(o) — |O1] > 5k(Y1(0), Y2(0)). (6.38)

Otherwise, we have

Y3(o) — [O1] > 5k(Y1(0), Y2(0)). (6.39)
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Proof. We shall only give a detailed proof of (6.38). The argument for (6.39) is similar.
We first rewrite (6.38) in a more convenient form. Let Z be a 4 x 4 matrix given by

0 5/2 3/2 3/2
5/2 6 5 5

Z=13/2 5 2 3 (6.40)
3/2 5 3 4
We observe that
min{Z(i,j):i=1<jorj=1<i} = g, min{Z(i,7) : 4,7 > 2} = 2. (6.41)
Let Xy be the set of 4 x 4 doubly sub-stochastic matrix with entries being 0 or 1,
Xo={Xe{o, 1} :v1<j< 4,24:)((2",3') <1;V1<i<d, iX(z‘,j’) <1}
i'=1 j'=1

Given three integer ap, ag, a3, we define X (a1, ag,as) to be the set

4 4 4 4
(XeX: X1,1) =a;, Y X(1,i)+ > X(i,1) =az Y > X(i,j) =as}.
=2 =2 i=2 j=2
Clearly, given the values of |61| Y] (0’), Y2(0)7 the 4 x 4 matrix (A4k+4(i7j))1§i§475§j§8
has to belong to the set X(|51| ,Y1(0),Y2(0)). Hence, by the definition of Y3(c), to
prove (6.38), it suffices to prove

__min N7 Z3,)X(, ) = [O1] + 5(Yi(0) + Ya(o)). (6.42)
<X€X(KMLYKULKAJD1SLjS4
The condition ‘|O1| + Yi(0) > 0 and |O1| + Yi(0) + Y2(0) is odd’ includes three cases.
Case (D: |O1| =0, Yi(0) = 1 and Ya(o) = 2. Since £(1,2) = 3/2, (6.42) becomes
i Z(i,5)X(t,7) > 15/2. 6.43
xcin >, Z(6,0)X(,9) 215/ (6.43)
1<i <4
The condition X € X(0, 1,2) implies
4
(X (1) + X(1,4)) = 1,
=2
and that there are two distinct pairs (i1, j1), (i2, j2) € [2,4] X [2,4] such that X (i1, 1) =
X (i2, j2) = 1. We consider the following two scenarios.

o If X(3,3) = 1, say, (i1,j1) = 1, then we must have (i2,j2) # (3,4) or (4,3).
Hence Z(is,j2) > 4. Consequently, by (6.41),

> Z(,§)X(i.5) >

4
; (Z (X(i,1) + X(l,i))) + Z(3,3) + Z(ia, j2)
1<i,j<4
3
2

=2

15
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o If X(3,3) = 0, then both (i1,j1) and (i2,j2) are not equal to (3,3). Thus
Z(i1,71), Z(i2, j2) > 3, which implies that, by (6.41),

o . 3 15
> 20, )X (i) > SH3+3=1
1<i,j<4
Hence we have verified (6.43) in Case (D.
Case (2): ‘Ol| =0, Yi(0) = 2 and Ya(o) = 1. Then x(Yi(0),Ya2(0)) = 1. Using
(6.41),
vy o w3
> Z(,5)X(,4) > 3Y1(0) +2Ya(0) =5 = 5k(Y1(0), Ya(0)),
1<i,j<4
proving (6.42) in this case.
Case 3): |O1] =1, Yi(0) = 0 and Y5(0) = 2. Then x(Y1(0),Y2(0)) = 1. From the
arguments in Case @, we see that
min Y Z(3,5)X(i,5) > min{2 + 4,3+ 3} = 6 = [01] + 5x(Y1(0), Ya(0)).
XeXx(1,0,2) <104
<i,j<
We have verified (6.42) in all possible cases, and thus we deduce (6.38). The other

statement (6.39) can be proved similarly.
O

7. THE CASE OF GOE

7.1. Pfaffian structure of GOE. GOE is a Gaussian measure on the space of Hermit-
ian matrices. The joint density of eigenvalues of GOE is given by (1.1) with 5 = 1. In
this section, we use a superscript (1) to denote various quantities regarding GOE. The
k-point correlation function of eigenvalues of GOE is [14]

1
P ) =PI (TEPOGA)) (7.1)
where
(1) (1)
/ [01 é] KM (z,y) = lsn ( (’ff) t aale W, =) ] (7.2)
In " (2,y) Sn(y, @) + an(y
Here,
V2m + Tpgm (V2m + 1z // Yom(t)dt,  if n=2m+1,
ap(z) =
0, if n =2m,
and

S0 (@, y) = fz% (Vi) o5 (Vi) + Gon-1 (Viir) [ vy =g (t)

8
VD (z,y) = —a—ysﬁf)(ﬂc’y),

IV (2,y) = /OO e(z — )t y)dt — e(z — y) + (7)) — W(y),

—00
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where

@) = [ ea = an(tat,

—00
and e(x) = (1/2)sign(z) is 1/2, —1/2 or 0 according as x > 0, z < 0 or z = 0,
Let f{,(f) be the rescaled version of K,gl) defined as in (3.5). As in the proof of
Lemma 3.1, using the result in [12], we get

_ ~1/2 -1
KM _r _ Y ) _gW® < |" n .
n (xo + npsc(xo) , o + npsc(xo) (.%', y) ~ n71/2 n*l/? (7 3)
uniformly for |z|,|y| < n~Y2. Here, the limiting kernel
Ksin(x - y) 8$Ksin(x - y)
KW (z,y) = [ o . 7.4
@) =] ey K (t)dt — ez —y)  Kunlz — 9) 4

(1) (1)

In addition to the local scaling limit for K, ’, we can also obtain global bounds for K
and its derivatives. Indeed, one can check that Lemma 3.2 still holds true if we replace

the GSE kernels S,,, V,,, J,, with GOE kernels S,Sl) + ap, Vn(l), JT(LI), respectively. We do
not repeat the details.

7.2. Estimates of Pfaffians. We follow the proof outline given in Section 4. Let
AS) :=n"3/24, A C (0,+00). As in the proof of GSE case, we separate L,(CIZL into the

diagonal part L,(:ZL p and the off-diagonal part L,(:ZL o- Again, we denote by Mgﬁ) the

4k x 4k correlation matrix so that

A O, 1, Ak k) = PEMLY.

Let MZ(? be the (7, j)-th block of MSJ with size 4 x 4. Using the estimate (7.4), we have
the uniform estimate for the diagonal part:

LSZLD(A )

_H / Pf M} d;
AAAY

:H/ 0 )A(l) psc()\z) < K521n( )+ 0 Ksm </ Ksm dt+ >> du
i= NPsc (Ai n

1

+0 <n_1/2> (75)

k

_ mu 2 -1/2
-1l /n—l/?psc(xim ) (T Tol )> dut 0 (n'7)

=1

N </A %duyﬁ zli (27pse(Ni))2 + O <n—1/2> ‘

To control the off-diagonal part, we have to make two rounds of transformations to MEC),
similar to those for GSE, which eventually change M(l) to MS;F). The only difference
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is that we need to replace the factors n%5 and n=6/5 with n?/2 and n=3/2, respectively,
in the definition (5.4). Ultimately, we can bound MS;F) from above by USC) in the
entrywise sense as in Lemma 5.2, while this time the diagonal block U; ; and off-diagonal

block U; ; (j > i) are given by

0 n n¥? 1 n32logn n'/? 1 1
W _|[n 0 1 1 | a2 a2 optt gl
Ui = 22 1 0 1l Uiy = 1 -l 12 -1 |- (7.6)
11 1 0 1 n~l  pol p3/2

Define Ugﬁ)(a) similarly to (5.12) and consider the set partitions given in Figure 1 and

Figure 2. According to the growth order of n in Uﬁ), we need to further decompose

Dy = D2,1 U D272, (77)

Dy i={ (i, ) € [4k] x [4K] : [i/4] = [j/41, A5} (5, 7) = 1.3

Dy i={(i,9) € [4K] x [4K] : [i/4] = [j/41, A (0. j) = 1.

By the estimates (7.6), we get

1(mod 4), j = 3(mod 4)} )

1(mod 4), j = 4(mod 4)} .

UL (0) < (10g” n) nOm, (7.8)
where
3 3 1 1 3
Ordy = [D1| + §|D2,1| + §|01| + §|02| - §|O4| — 05| - §|06|- (7.9)

The constraint 2|O1| + |O2| + |Os| + |D1| + |D2| = k thus implies that Ords < 3k/2.
Moreover, the equality holds if and only if Dy 1| = k and |O;| =0 for all 1 <i < 6. In
particular, we have

3k
Ordy < 7, Vo e P4k\D4k.

This implies that L,(CIZL o — 0 asn — oo, as desired. Analysis for Egzn and E§2,Z n

also follows from similar reasoning to those given for GSE, and we omit further details.
Combining these estimates and recalling (7.5), we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 in
the GOE case (5=1).
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