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Abstract

We consider a two-dimensional point process whose points are separated into two disjoint
components by a hard wall, and study the multivariate moment generating function of the
corresponding disk counting statistics. We investigate the “hard edge regime” where all disk
boundaries are a distance of order % away from the hard wall, where n is the number of points.

We prove that as n — 400, the asymptotics of the moment generating function are of the form

exp (Cin+ Calnn+ Gy + Fu + <2 + O~ 1) ),
Vn
and we determine the constants C1, ..., Cy4 explicitly. The oscillatory term J;, is of order 1 and

is given in terms of the Jacobi theta function. Our theorems allow us to derive various precise
results on the disk counting function. For example, we prove that the asymptotic fluctuations
of the number of points in one component are of order 1 and are given by an oscillatory discrete
Gaussian. Furthermore, the variance of this random variable enjoys asymptotics described by
the Weierstrass p-function.
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1 Introduction and statement of results

In recent years there have been a lot of works on counting statistics of two dimensional point processes,
see e.g. [23, 42, 43, 53, 19, 24, 54, 3, 27, 18, 9] and references therein. The common feature of these
works is that they all deal exclusively with models for which the points condensate on a single
connected component (“the one-component regime”). In this paper we deviate from these earlier
works in that we study the disk counting statistics of a Coulomb gas (at inverse temperature 5 = 2)
whose points are separated into two disjoint components by a hard wall. Let us now introduce the
Coulomb gas model investigated in this work.

The Mittag-Leffler ensemble is the following joint probability density function

1 n 1~ q2b
n\Z H |<k_<]|2H|Cj|2ae nlésl ) <17-"7<n E(C7 (11)
M 1<i<k<n j=1
where b > 0 and a > —1 are fixed parameters and Z,, is the normalization constant. As n — +o0,
1
with high probability the random points (3, . .., (,, accumulate on the disk centered at 0 of radius b~ 2¢

according to the probability measure pu(d?z) = 2 |2|?*=2d?z [39, 50]. This determinantal point process
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generalizes the complex Ginibre process (which corresponds to (b, &) = (1,0)) and has attracted a
lot of attention over the years, see e.g. [7, 10, 22].

In this paper we focus on the Mittag-Leffler ensemble with a hard wall that separates the random
1
points into two disjoint components. To be precise, let 0 < p; < p2 < b~26. We consider the
probability density

1 : —n Zi
Iz IT lze—=P]]e ™), 2.,z €C, (1.2)
T 1<j<k<n j=1

where Z,, is the normalization constant and

2?0 — 22n 2|, if |2| € [0, p1] U [pa, +00),

0y = L= 2 mzl el € 0.p1] U2, +00) w3
400, otherwise.

Because p1, p2 < b~ 25, the macroscopic behavior of (1.2) is different from that of (1.1); it is described
by a probability measure y;, which is supported on {z € C : || € [0, p1]U[p2, b~ 27|} and has a singular
component on the circles of radii p; and py. This measure can be computed using standard balayage
techniques [50] (we provide the details of this computation in Appendix A) and is given by

de df df
2.\ _ on2, 2b—1
un(d®z) = 2b°r X[O,pl]u[pz,b*ﬁ](r)drmr + 010, (1")617‘27T + 026,, (’/‘)d’l"2ﬂ_, (1.4)
where z = re? 7 > 0, § € (—, 7] and
2 _ 2b
P’ —p
o1 :O'**bp%b, g9 :bpgbfo'*, Oy = 2211’17(2?1) (15)

The assumption 0 < p1 < p2 < b= implies that bp?® < o, < bp2® and hence 1,00 > 0. The
quantity o, is the mass of pp on {|z| < p1}. Indeed, straightforward calculations show that

/ pn(d*2) = o, / pn(d?z) =1 — oy, (1.6)
|z|<p1 [21=p2

which means that for large n, the number of z;’s on {|z| < p1} is roughly o,n with high probability
(see also Corollary 1.6 and the asymptotics (1.29) and (1.32) below). The point process (1.2) is
an example of a two-dimensional Coulomb gas that is rotation invariant (meaning that the density
(1.2) remains unchanged if all z;’s are multiplied by e*’, 8 € R). This ensemble can be seen as a
conditional process where the points from (1.1) are conditioned on the hole event # that no ¢;’s lie in
the annulus centered at 0 of radii p; and ps. The partition function Z,, of (1.2) is precisely equal to
Z,P(H), and its large n asymptotics were investigated in [1, 2, 25]; see also [38, 35, 40, 5, 6, 4, 36, 43]
for related works on the hole event. The process (1.2) can also be realized as the eigenvalues of an
n X n random normal matrix M taken at random according to the probability density proportional
to e " RIM) N where “tr” is the trace and dM is the measure on the set of n x n normal matrices
induced by the flat Euclidian metric of C™*™ [47, 28, 33]. Correlation kernels near hard edges have
been studied in [60, 48, 51].

We will focus on the “the hard edge regime”, i.e. when all disk boundaries are a distance of order
L away from the hard edges {|z| = p1} and {|z| = p2}. (Further away from the hard edges, it turns
out that there are no oscillations and the situation gets similar to the one-component semi-hard edge
regime considered in [9].) Let us now be more specific. Let N(y) := #{z; : |2;| < y} be the random
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Figure 1: Illustration of the point processes corresponding to (1.2) with n = 4096, p; = %b* ,

p2 = %b_%b, «a = 0 and the indicated values of b.

variable that counts the number of points of (1.2) in the disk centered at 0 of radius y. Our main
result is a precise asymptotic formula as n — +oo for the multivariate moment generating function
(MGF)

2m
]E[H e“jN(”)} (1.7)
j=1

where m € Ny is arbitrary (but fixed), uy, ..., us,n € R, and the radii rq, ..., 79, satisfy r; <--- <
rom and are merging at a critical speed in the following way

ty %
m:pl(l—) , ty>0,¢0=1,...,m, (1.8)
n
1
t[ 2b
rgp2(1+> , ty >0, l=m+1,...,2m. (1.9)
n
As n — +o00, we prove that E[Hf;ﬂl e“jN(’“J‘)} enjoys asymptotics of the form
Cy 3
exp | Cin+ Colnn+Cs+ F,+ —=+0(n"%5) ), (1.10)
vn
and we determine C1,...,Cy, F, explicitly. As corollaries of our various results on the generating
function (1.7), we also provide a central limit theorem for the joint fluctuations of N(r1), ..., N(rapm),

and precise asymptotic formulas for all cumulants of these random variables. Even for m = 1 our
results are new.
We now introduce the necessary material to present our results. For j > 0, define

m 2m
- . t ~ - - t
T fd) =Y wetje T @0, Tiwha) = 3 wtje t 0=, (1.11)
=1 {=m-+1

where
guet AU _ gueeitetusn i g < 9y
wp =4 euam 1, if £ =2m, (1.12)
1, ifl=2m+1,



and £ = (ty,...,tom), @ = (u1,...,uzy). Since the quantities To(bp?; 1, @) and To(bpd; f, @) are
independent of , we will simply write To(bp2?; @) and To(bp3?; @) instead. Define

(wbpblpzb T2 1,7) — 5 Ta(;6,0)

[zt a) = = , (1.13)

1+ To(z; b, @) + To(bp2t; @)

(o — Ty (a8, @) + £ To(x;1,7)

Jlasfay = e 2L % (1.14)

1 —To(x;t,4) + To(bp3”; u)

Let Q := e®1tFu2m gnd let

. 1+ To(o,; 1, @) + To(bp3®; @

Q(t,ﬁ) = + 0(0*1 7u) + O( p2 1u) (115)

1 —To(ow; £,@) + To(bpd"; @)
Our main result involves In Q(F, #) and the next lemma, whose proof is given in Appendix B, shows

that this logarithm is well-defined. It also shows that f and f are smooth functions of 2 € (bp?®, bp3?).

Lemma 1.1. Suppose @ € R*™, t;1 > - > t,, >0, and 0 < tmg1 < - < tom. Forax € [bp%b,bpgb],
it holds that

1+ To(x; @) + To(bp2t; @) > 0, 1— To(x;t,@) + To(bp2t; @) > 0.

The Jacobi theta function 6(z;7) is defined for z € C and Im7 > 0 by

o0

9(2’;7’): Z 671'1127'-&-2771’@2.

l=—0c0
This function satisfies
O(z+1;7)=0(2;7), 0(z+7;7) = e 2™ ZeTTTh(2), 0(—z) = 0(z), for all z € C, (1.16)
see also [49, Chapter 20] for further properties. We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1.2 (Merging radii at the hard edge: the multi-component regime). Let m € Nsg, b > 0,
0<p1 <p2 < lfﬁ, t1,...,tom > 0, and a > —1 be fized parameters such that t;y > -+ > t,, > 0
and 0 < tpqq1 < -+ <toy. Forn € Ny, define

(1-)% =1 ..m

1 (1.17)
;)“, =m+1,...,2m.
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For any fixed x1, ..., %2, € R, there exists § > 0 such that

2m
E[Heu;’N(m)] = exp (Cln+021nn+03+f,b+3§+0( )), asn — +oo  (1.18)
j=1

uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 0},...,usm €{2 € C: |z — zoy| < 8}, where

bp3"
Cy = bp? Zuj / n(1+ To(a; b, @) + To(bp2; ﬂ))dx+/ In(1 — To(z; £, @) + To(bp2; @) )d,
b/ib T1(bpt"; 1, )

bPz 20
92 Q T (pr 7t 'U,)

Co=—



1 21 In Q(Z, @ .
032;uj<04 n(oz/o1) + HQ(’U)>IHQ(t,ﬁ)

41In(p2/p1)
o N e bRt b3 T (bpRh T,
+/ {f(m;t,{[)—i— p1 T1(bpt’; u>}dw+/ {f(sc;uﬁ) p3 T1(bp3 u)}dx
bp2b Q(x—bpl ) oy bp2 -

+ bp?

T1(bp?; £, @) < bpb ) bp}
p 11(0p175 T, P1 2b P2
In bpT1(bp2;t, @) In | ——2—— |,
0 Var(o. — bpit) 2 Var (b — o)
C4 _ \@Ib <p?b T2(bpéba taﬁ) . pll) Tl(bpgvta ﬁ) B p{;le(bpg;a tvg)z

T (bp2sE ) — T (bp2s ) — T (b2 ) )

1 In(oa/01)+1In Q(#,7) . i
9(0'*77/ + 3~ @ + 221n1(;02/l71) ’ ln(Pz/Pl))

F,=1In (1.19)
1 In(oa/01) ’
O(oun+ 3 = @+ Tt /) Wiosfo)
and the constant T € R is given by
I—/+OO ye” )52+ 2| Lay ~ —0.81367 (1.20)
- - ﬁerfc(y) X(O,+oo) Yy 2 Yy~ . . .
In particular, since IE[H?"LI u;iN(r; )] is analytic in uq, . .., usym € C and is positive for uy, ..., usm €

R, the asymptotic formula (1.18) together with Cauchy’s formula shows that

2m
8{2 ...8’;52{IHE[H6“3N(” } <Cln—|— Colnn+ Cs + 3%)} = O(n_%), as n — +o0o,
j=1

(1.21)
for any ki,...,kom €N, and uq, ..., us, € R.

Remark 1.3. It is well-known that the theta function is a universal object of one-dimensional
point processes in the multi-cut regime, see e.g. [31, 32, 16, 37, 52, 29, 17, 13, 14, 34, 15, /1,
26]. In dimension two, the emergence of this function was conjectured in [}5, Section 1.5] and
proved in [25] in the context of large gap problems (or equivalently, partition function asymptotics
with hard edges). This function also appears in [8] in the study of microscopic correlations and
smooth macroscopic statistics of two-dimensional rotation-invariant ensembles with soft edges. To
our knowledge, Theorem 1.2 is the first result on counting statistics of a two-dimensional point process
involving the 0-function.

Remark 1.4. (Periodicity of F,.) In the multi-cut regime of one-dimensional point processes,
asymptotic formulas are, in general, only quasiperiodic in n, see e.g. [58, 32, 52, 17]. However,
in the special case where the mass of the equilibrium measure on each interval of the support is a
rational number, these asymptotic formulas become periodic, see e.g. [/6] and [26, Corollary 2.2].

Interestingly, Theorem 1.2 shows that an analogous phenomenon holds in our two-dimensional
setting. To see this, recall from (1.16) that 0 is periodic of period 1. Since n runs over the integers,
the function n — JF, is, in general, only quasiperiodic in n. However, it follows from (1.19) and
(1.6) that if the mass o, = f|2|<p1 un(d?z) is rational, then n v JF, is periodic in n.

More generally, asymptotic formulas related to a given two-dimensional point process are expected
to be periodic in n whenever the masses of the components of the equilibrium measure are all rational.
This holds true in the setting of this paper, as well as in the two-dimensional soft edge setting of [8].



Recent works [30, 21] on the so-called lemniscate ensemble also support this belief. This model has a
d-fold rotational symmetry, where d is a parameter that determines the number of components. The
mass of the equilibrium measure on each component is 1/d, and therefore one expects asymptotic
formaulas in this model to be periodic in n of period d. The formulas in [30, 21] are consistent with
this expectation: these formulas involve n = Nd points and are not oscillatory as N — +oc.

Remark 1.5. (Probabilistic interpretation of F,,.) Using the well-known relation (see [49, eq 21.5.8])
O(t7 e, -1 = e”z2771\/—7i79(2; 7),

we can rewrite F,, as

. <_ (In Q(7, @))? )ZZGZ(“)“ Q) (1.22)

e’ =exp Y= )
4111(&2) Zeez(ﬁj)([ (An?)®
where (Ay,) := A, — |An] is the fractional part of A, and

1H(O’2/0’1)
A, =o,n— = —a+ —L——.
2 2In(p2/p1)

The right-most fraction in (1.22) is related to the random variable v, (f, @) := (X, — (A,)) In Q(Z, @)
via

Zeez( )= (An))? Q(t, @)t (M)
ZEG I

where X, is the discrete Gaussian random variable on 7, defined by

= E[er D), (1.23)

(ﬁl )(I7<An>)2
2
T T (B

In the multi-cut regime of one-dimensional point processes, fluctuation formulas analogous to (1.22)
involving an oscillatory discrete Gaussian can be found in [17, Section 8] and [20].

z €. (1.24)

The following corollary gives a probabilistic interpretation of X, in terms of counting statistics
and is analogous to the earlier result [26, Corollary 1.4] obtained in dimension one.

Corollary 1.6. Let x € Z be fized. As n — +o0,
P(N(p1) = [An] + ) =P(X, = z) + o(1). (1.25)

Proof. The proof is inspired by the proof of [26, Corollary 1.4]. Using Theorem 1.2 with m = 1, u3 =0
and t; = 0 = to, we have Cy = uyoy, Co = 0, an(ﬁ, i) = uy, C3 = =% —ui(a — %),
Cy = 0, and thus

E[eulN(pl)] _ eulA"E[eul(X”_<A”>)](1 4 @(n_%))7 as n — —+0o, (1.26)

uniformly for u; € K, where K C R is a compact subset containing 0. The rest of the proof proceeds
by contradiction. Fix & € Z and suppose that (1.25) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence
{ne}2; € N such that P(N(p1) = [Ay, | + z) remains bounded away from P(X,, = z) for all k.
Since (A,,) € [0,1) for all k, there exists a subsequence {ny, }jz‘xl’ such that (A, ) — y. € [0,1] as



j — 4oo. Let X, be the random variable defined as in (1.24) but with (A,) replaced by y.. Then
(1.26) together with the fact that

ulxnkj ]

Ele = E[e“*] + o(1), as j — +oo uniformly for uq € K

implies that

E[eul(N(pl)fLA"’“z‘J)] =E[e“ ] + o(1), as j — +oo uniformly for u; € K.

By [12, top of page 415], this implies that N(p;) — LAnk]_J converges in distribution to X, as j — +oo.
Since P(Ay,, = z) = P(X, = z)+o(1) as j — +oo, we thus have P(N(p;) = LAnij +z) = P(Xn,, =
z) 4 o(1) as j — +o00. We have obtained our contradiction. O

For j € (N*™)so := {j = (j1,---,Jom) € N : j1 4+ -+ + jom > 1}, the joint cumulant Ky =
m;(rl, ey Tomsn, bya) of N(rq), ..., N(ray,) is defined by

— o _ a7 uiN(r1)+--+uemN(ram
Kz = Kjy,...jam = O InEle (r) (r2m)]

J (1.27)

=0
where 97 := 01 ... 92 . As an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.2, we obtain the large n behavior
of any cumulant K.

Corollary 1.7 (Asymptotics of cumulants). Let m € Nug, b> 0,0 < p1 < py < b~ 2, j € (N2™) ¢,
a>—1,t > >ty >0and 0 < typq < -+ < toy be fized. For n € Nsg, define {r,}2™ by
(1.17). As n — 400, the joint cumulant k5 satisfies

LS

i ied ird ied 8 C L= 3
ry = 050 |_gn+ 05Cs| .5 mn+ 05Cs| . s+ 0% Fn| g+ OuCilog +0(n"%), (1.28)

i = i n
where C4,...,Cy, F,, are as in Theorem 1.2.

Since E[N(r)] = k1(r), we obtain the following result after setting j = 1 in Corollary 1.7 and
performing some long but straightforward calculations.

Corollary 1.8 (Asymptotics of E[N(r/)])). Under the assumptions of Corollary 1.7, the expectation
value E[N(ry)] obeys the following formula for any 1 < £ < 2m:

e

E[N(re)] = bi(te)n + c1(te) Inn + dy (t¢) + f1(n, te) + el(tg)n7% +0(n~%)

as n — +oo, where

t
+ (o5 —bp7")

bp%berl*eittg , £=1,....,m and t; > 0,
_ _2L 2]370‘*
bi(te) = bp3t — pi=¢ b;zpz ), f=m+1,...,2m and t, > 0,

Oss f=m,m-+1andt, =0,
b2b
oy [ =1,
e bes’te l=m+1 2m
K

In(oy/01)

di(te) =— L e~ (o =bpl") (a — > + bpi’teIn (bpl{)
2 2In(p2/p1) ! V27 (0, — bp2b)




2b — (r*b ?b) t 2
+/ (bpl tZ(l c % ’ ) —ef(mbplb)te(2a+xt€)>d$, { = 1,...777’17
bp32 x — bpy 2b

n(oa/on) N oy (L b03
21H(Pz/ﬂl)> brate] (M(bp%b—a*))

2b ty b
- /bp2 bp%bt[(l — e~ (b0} —m)) N e—%(bl’gb—z) te(2c — xty) de (=m1 om
U* bp2b —x b ) )

1 t
difte) =~ 5~ e (003" =) (a —

2
—F oot 1 In(os/o1) | B
it = 4 TGy MOV (0s 5 — 0t SRE RS Rt ) (= Lem
) E—T(pr ox) p 1 In(o2/01) . _
W(IHQ) (nox + 3ot 21“(32/»011)’ 1“(02/01)) t=m+1,....2m,

(1) V2Ibplte(p3t, —1), £=1,...,m
(& =
e —V2Thpbte(pRte+1), €=m+1,...,2m.

In particular, taking m =1 and t; =0, as n — +oo we infer that

(In ) (nos + % —a+ 21111(1(72/01) it ) .
EIN =A,+ n(p2/p1) n(pQ/pl) L Ot
e 2In(p2/p1) ( )
1 1 In ) ng*+l_a+ nr(lm/ol) -
=0,n—=—0+ D(02/01) i ( ) ( 2 2In(p2/p1)’ 1 (pg/pl)) n C’)(n_%). (1.29)
? 2In(p2/p1) 21n(p2/p1)

Using that

Cov[N(r¢), N(rx)] = £(1,1)(re, 7k)s Var[N(r¢)] = Cov[N(r¢), N(r¢)],

we can also obtain asymptotic formulas for the covariance and variance of the disk counting function
by setting j = (1, 1) in Corollary 1.7. We distinguish three cases depending the values of ¢ and k.

1. If 1 < ¢ < k < m, then N(r¢) and N(rj) count the number of points in disks whose radii ry, and
ri are close to p;.

2. fm+1<{¢<k<2m, then N(r;) and N(r) count the number of points in disks whose radii
r¢ and 7, are close to ps.

3.If1</l{<mand m+1<k<2m, then N(ry) counts the number of points in a disk of radius
re & p1, whereas N(rg) counts the number of points in a disk of radius rg & pa.

The formulas for the covariance are naturally expressed in terms of the Weierstrass g-function.
Indeed, these formulas involve the second derivative of Inf. By [49, formula 23.6.14] (6;(7z) and
05(mz) in [49] correspond here to 01(z) and 6(z), respectively)

00Ty d?
p(Z’T)_?,e'l(o;T) a2

; mit _ mi 1
In6;(2;7), where 61(z;7)=¢"*"" 779(z+ 42'7';7),

so we can express this second derivative in terms of the Weierstrass gp-function as

d2
d2

InfO(z;7) —p(z— 1_;7-;7') —c,

where ¢ € C is defined by

_ 0"(07)



The function z — @(z; 7) is doubly periodic in the complex plane, of periods 1 and 7. In the following
corollaries, we let ¢ = ¢(p1, p2) be given by (1.30) with 7 defined by

T
Ti=
In(p2/p1)

Corollary 1.9 (Asymptotics of the covariance for 1 < ¢ < k < m). Under the assumptions of
Corollary 1.7, the covariance Cov(N(ry),N(ry)) obeys the following formula for any 1 < £ <k < m:

Cov(N(r),N(rk)) = b1y (te, te)n + c1,1) (te, te) Inn + dy 1) (te, tr)
+ f(lyl)(’ﬂ, te, tk:) + 6(111)@4’ tk)n_% + O(n—%)

as n — 400, where
1— e (o bri") 1 — o= 5 (0 —bp?")
Pl ) = —b ifte >0, 1.31
ol t te te + t it (1.31)
bp2bt

dny (b, ty) = —e F (00" (a _ ln(ffz/ffl))) e (o —bp2) (a _ 1n<0'z>/01>—1>

2In(p2/p1 2In(p2/p1)
tyt+tg 2b
Tx 1—e 5@ 242 4 20t tn 2p
— bp3’t k — 5 (=bpi")
+/bp%b{ L
Yy pp2b et po2b bp2t 200 + xty bpt
—t 3 (z—bp1”) _ 7 (x—bp7”) 1 de — b2t In [ —FL
o(e e ) R +— x — bp7 't In Tror b))
tpt+tg 2b
— 5k (0 —bp3") In(cs /o)
e b T n\{og /01
f natvt, = T 7 5 no. +O¢+;T>C
e i) 41n(pa/p1)? {p( t2 2In(p2/p1)
oo —bpt) _ / 1, (/o)
2(e® 1) In(p2/p1)(In0) (na* + 5 @ + 2111(/)2/91)77- ,
6(171)(t5,tk) = \/iIbp?tk(l — p%b(2tz + tk)).
In particular, with m =1, { =k =1 and t; =0, as n — +0o we obtain
T In(oa/01) .
1 p(now+ 3 —a+opal2iniT) —c 2
Var[N = — e +O(n"%). 1.32
N = Saton o) Tn(a/1)? (m72). - (132)

Remark 1.10. It should be emphasized that the case t, > 0 of Corollary 1.9 above is drastically
different from the case ti, = 0. Indeed, if tx, > 0, then Cov(N(ry),N(rk)) is of order n, while if t;, = 0,
then Cov(N(re),N(r)) = Cov(N(r),N(p1)) is of order 1.

Corollary 1.11 (Asymptotics of the covariance for m +1 < ¢ < k < 2m). Under the assumptions
of Corollary 1.7, the covariance Cov(N(ry),N(ry)) obeys the following formula for any m+1 < ¢ <
k <2m:

Cov(N(r¢),N(r%)) = be1,1y(te, tr)n + ¢ 1) (te, te) Inn 4 dq 1y (te, tr)
Ffay (e, t) + ey (te, te)n ™% + O(n” %)

il

as n — +00, where

t tp+ty,
1 e —0n) | _ o~ e —0y)

b te,tx) = b —b if te > 0, 1.33
1) (te, tr) m P— if te (1.33)




bp3bt
b1,1)(0,t) = 0, ca(te, tr) = KR

5

Ao (e, te) = e~ 002" (a - Mag/gl)) ) (a _ WW)
21In(p2/p1) 21In(p2/p1)

. /:péb { e eb;;t’“ié”x) Lot} ;bzatge, bt

(e RO ) o (g ) g ()

fan(nte,te) = —M{p(nm + % —a+ M;O —c

+ 2(6%(bp§”*0*) — 1) In(p2/p1)(In ) (na* + % —a+ 2111111((52//0;1));7> },

6(1’1)(tg,t/€) = —\/iszgtg(l + p%b(tg + th)).

Corollary 1.12 (Asymptotics of the covariance for 1 < ¢ < m and m + 1 < k < 2m). Under the
assumptions of Corollary 1.7, the covariance Cov(N(r¢),N(rx)) obeys the following formula for any
1</<mandm+1<k<2m:

Cov(N(re) N(ru)) = dia,uy(tes ) + fay (s tes o) + O ()

as n — +oo, where

doin (e ta) e F(0u=bpi") o= (b5 —0)
te, tr) = )
e 21n(p2/ 1)
—F(0u=bp?") o= (093" — o) In(
e e~ T n(og/o1)
f n7t€7tk = {C (na +OL+77')}
ant ) 41In(p2/p1)? P\ T 2In(p2/p1)
It is crucial for the next corollary that ¢, tyq1 > 0, so that by 1)(te, t) > 0forall£ € {1,...,2m}.
In this case the asymptotic joint fluctuations of N(r1), ..., N(ra,,) are of order v/n and are continuous

Gaussians. This should be compared to Corollary 1.6 (corresponding to the case m = 1 and t,,, = 0),
which shows that the asymptotic fluctuations of N(p1) are of order 1 and are described by a discrete
Gaussian.

Corollary 1.13. Suppose that the assumptions of Corollary 1.7 hold and that t,,,t,y1 > 0. As

n — 400, the random variable (N7, ..., Naop,), where
N — (by (¢ te)1
Ny = Do) = iltgn + erltgon) )y, (1.34)
b1,y (te, te)n
convergences in distribution to a multivariate normal random variable of mean (0,...,0) whose co-

variance matriz X is given by

ba,1) (testk)
Sok=Sks = Vb (beste)ba,ny (botk)
0, 1</<mand m+1<k<2m,

1<i<k<morm+1<{<k<2m,

where b 1)(te, tx) is given by (1.31) for 1 <€ <k <m and by (1.33) form+1<{ <k < 2m.

10



Proof. By Lévy’s continuity theorem, the assertion will follow if we can show that the characteristic
. 2m 1 2m
function Ele" 20 WM} converges pointwise to e 2 2et.k=1 " ZEFE for every v, € R2™ as n — +oo.

3 _ Vg
Letting u, = NN (1.34) and (1.18) show that

2m

Bl s veNe] E[ezei N SO we(ba (o)t (te) Inn)

2m

(O (@4 Ca () In et O () 4 Fo (D) +0(n ™ 3) = Y57 we(Du, Calg_n+0u, Cal g ln )
as n — +oo for any fixed v, € R*™. Since Cj|,_5 = 0 for j = 1,2,3, F,(d) = Zf':nl fi(n, te)ue +
O(|i?) = O(Jil), and |i| = O(n~'/?), we obtain

E[eiZZﬂl vaz] . %ijzlwuwwa C1lg_gn+O(|@|>n+|@)? In nt|d|+n~1/?)

v

1,1) (tmin(e, k) stmax(e,k))
2sz 1 \/b(1 1)(,[ o) \/b(l Dot b,y (£,k) (£,k)

vy vy

2ZZk m+1 \/b(ll)(fftﬁ \/b(ll)(tk th)

be1,1) (bmin(e, k) stmax(e, 1)) +O(n™/2) 1 \2m

VX kU
e 2 o k=1 EFELEVE

as n — 400, which completes the proof. O

Outline of proof. Using that [[,;_;<, |2s — 2;|? is the product of two Vandermonde determi-
nants, we obtain after standard manipulations that

_ ugN(rp)
]E{H N ] "
1<]<k:<n
1 ] n—1
= ——det (/ 7R (z)dgz) (1.36)
Zn 3,k=0

= 27r lf[(/pl /p )23“ u)du, (1.37)

where the weight w is defined by

|2k — 2 |? H w(zj)d?z; (1.35)

w(z) = e_"Q(Z)w(|z|),

2m g if r <
_ {e , ifx <y, (1.38)

if & > ry.

)

~

=1

Formula (1.37) directly follows from (1.36) and the fact that w is rotation-invariant. Indeed, since
w(z) = w(|z|), the integral [, 29Z*w(z)d?z is 0 for j # k and is 27 f0+°° u? rw(u)du for j = k. So
only the main diagonal contributes for the determinants in (1.36).
Shifting j — j — 1 and then performing the change of variables v = nu?® in (1.37), we obtain
n +oo i+2a—1_—nu?’
B IT7- ( 0 +fp2 Juit2ele w(u)du
n n +oo +2a—1,—nu
Hj:l( op1 +fp2 )u2i+2 Le=m® dy

o™ S0 g ) e wl(wfn)F)dv

_ H" (p2/m) % (1.39)
1 M .
- (p1/n) 28 +00 Jto v
T S ) @

11



At this stage it is convenient to write

2m—+1

wir)= Y wilp, (@), (1.40)
=1

where {w,}2"™! are given by (1.12) and rg,, 11 := +o0c. Using this representation for w(z) in (1.39),

we arrive at the following representation for In&,,:

n 2m
Inég, = Zln <1 + Zan,j7¢), (1.41)
j=1 /=1

jta o
y(mry”)
b £=1,...,m,

|+ j+o j+o ’
P D555 = (55 np30) v (155 np3) (1.42)
gk = Jta o Jta o Jta o ’
Yy ) =y (e )y (T met)

I+ o o
D) = (5% mp20) 4y (5% mp2?

, =m+1,...,2m,
where v(a, z) is the incomplete gamma function defined by

'y(a,z):/ t* e tdt.
0

We infer from (1.41) that the asymptotics of y(a, z) as z — +oco uniformly for a € [4%, 25 + ¢]

brfb
are needed to obtain large n asymptotics for &, — we recall these asymptotics in Appendix C.

Note from (1.35) that &, can also be viewed as a partition function with discontinuities approach-
ing hard edges; see also e.g. [59, 44, 11, 57, 30, 25, 18, 20] for other works on partition functions.

In (1.41) and below, In always denotes the principal branch of the logarithm.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Our proof strategy uses ideas from [24, 25, 27, 9]. Define

bnp2® bnp2®

jk,f = { Tte _a—la jk,+ = L 1—e O[J, k=1,2,

where € > 0 is independent of n and sufficiently small such that

bpt" _ b3’ bp3®
1—e 14¢€ 1—e¢

<1. (2.1)

It is convenient to split the sum (1.41) into six parts:

In&, =Sy+ 851+ S+ 53+ 5S4+ S5, (22)
where

M’ 2m Ji,—-—1 2m
So=3In (1 ¥ ZWFH,J,@), Si= 3 I (1 " prn,j,g), (23

j=1 =1 J=M’'+1 =1

Ji,+ 2m J2,——1 2m
Sp= Y I <1 + Zan,M), S3= > In <1 + Zme,@), (2.4)

Jj=j1,— =1 Jj=j1,4++1 =1

12



J2,+ 2m n 2m
Si= Y I <1 + ngFn,M), S5= > In <1 + Zwﬁwe), (2.5)

Jj=J2,— =1 Jj=J2,++1 =1
and where M’ > 0 is an integer independent of n. For j =1,...,n, we define a; := HT‘X and
N bnrZ® N 2\je —1—In},
o= e = Oy — 1)) 2Rae 2L = Aie), (=1,....2m, (2.6)
Jta ' (Aje = 1)?
banb Q(A‘k—l—ln)\‘k)
Njjp 1= — k- =N —1 J L k=12 2.7
g,k ]+ Ol’ njvk ( g,k ) (A]k o 1)2 ) ) ( )
With this notation, we can write
y(aj,a;37;.0) _
_ F(aj)*V(aj1aJ’]>\j,Jz)+7(aj’aj>\j,1)’ t=1,....,m,
Fn,j:f - v(a; a:\; ) —7(aj,a;xj2)+y(a;,a;7;.1) (28)
T(ay) (a0, 0 2) 4 7(ajah0) t=m+1,....2m.
Lemma 2.1. Let x1,...,%2, € R be fived. There exists 6 > 0 such that
So=M'InQ+ O(e™"), asn — +oo, (2.9)

uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 0},...,uom € {2z € C: |z — x2m| < 6}
Proof. Using (1.42) and Lemma C.1 we infer that

Fnje=14+0(""), as n — +0o

uniformly for j € {1,..., M’} and ¢ € {1,...,2m}. Hence, since 1 + Z?;nl wp = ewrttuzm —

M’ 2m M’
Sy = Zln (1 + ng[l + O(e_c")]> = Zan +O0(e™"), asn— +oo.
j=1 =1 j=1
Since the above error terms on the left of the second equality are independent of wq, ..., usy,, the
claim follows. O

Lemma 2.2. We can choose M' sufficiently large such that the following holds. For any fized
T1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

Sl = (jl,* — M/ — 1) IHQ+O(€_cn),
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z — 1] < 8}, ..., uam € {z € C: |z — x| < 0}

Proof. By Lemma C.2 (i), for any § > 0 there exist A = A(5),C = C() > 0 such that \ng?a‘i) -1 <

anz ~
Ce~™ foralla> Aandall A\ = 2 > 1+ 0, where 7 is defined by (C.1). For n large enough, we
have \j ., Aje > 14 Sforallje {M'+1,...,j1_ —1} and all k and ¢. Thus, let us take § = § and
choose M’ large enough so that a; = 25 > A(S) for all j € {M’ +1,...,j1_ — 1}. From (2.8), we
infer that, as n — +o0,

ajﬁf_e
1+ Oe™ > ’ —cn
Fn,j,éz a'j7(7]2'2 )ajflg :1+O(6 )’ gz]—v'uvmv

1+40(e"—=2 +e” 2‘1)
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2

1+ 0( S e -
2 2 2
Frje= : f f =1+0(e "), l=m+1,...,2m,
“315, “375,
1+ 0(e” 72 4 e 1)
uniformly for j € {M’+1,...,5; - — 1}, and the claim follows. O

Lemma 2.3. For any fized x1, ..., T2, € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that
S5 = O0(e™ "), as n — 400, (2.10)
uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 0},...,uzm € {2 € C: |2 — xopm| < §}.
Proof. We infer from (1.42) and Lemma C.2 (ii) that
Foje=0(e""), as n — +0o
uniformly for j € {jo+ +1,...,n} and £ € {1,...,2m}. Hence
n 2m
S5 = Z In (1 + ngO(e_c”)) =0(e™ "), asn— +oo.
j=ja,1+1 =

Since the above error terms on the left of the second equality are independent of wq, ..., usy,, the
claim follows. O

The following lemma will be used to obtain the large n asymptotics of Ss.

Lemma 2.4. [Taken from [25, Lemma 3.4]] Let A = A(n),a0 = ag(n),B = B(n),by = bo(n) be
bounded functions of n € {1,2,...}, such that

an := An + ag and b, := Bn + by
are integers. Assume also that B — A is positive and remains bounded away from 0. Let f be a

function independent of n, and which is C*([min{ %=, A}, max{%", BY}]) for alin € {1,2,...}. Then
as n — +oo, we have

b
n j (1 —2a0)f(A)+ (14 2bo) f(B)
JZ L —n/ f(z)dx + 0 5 0

N (=1 + 6ag — 6a3) f'(A) + (1 + 6bg + 6b3) f'(B) N (—ao + 3ag — 2a3) f"(A) + (bo + 3b3 + 263 f""(B)
12n 12n2

+O(m,4n(f”’)+m3n(f”’ n "i: jom (f””)>’ (2.11)

n3

Jj=an
where, for a given function g continuous on [min{ %=, A},max{bﬁ,B}],

m = 5 m = )
Am(g) zE[min{aTnar;}?iilaX{aTnyA}] |g($)| Bﬂ’b(g) z€[min{ byn, Ig?fnax{b#,B}] |g(m)|

and for j € {an,..., b, — 1}, m; ,(g) == MAX, (i i1 lg(z)].

n’ n
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Following the method of [25], we define
b 2b b 2b b 2b b 2b
o = (T2 —a) = |32 o) o = [T o] - (T2 —a). k=12 @)
: —€ —€ 7 €

and we split S3 in two parts

S5 = S + 5, (2.13)
where
L] 2m J2,——1 2m
SV="3 m <1 + Zan,j,e), SP= %Y (1 + Zan,M), (2.14)
Jj=j1,++1 =1 J=|jx]+1 (=1
with
Jx = N0x — (2.15)

and where o, is defined in (1.5). Define also

O = Ju — |Jx]- (2.16)
The identity

(2 — 12
ag(m,QQ ) oG~ <P2>’ (2.17)

p1
implies that 77?)2777?-)1 is positive for j € {j1 ++1,..., [j«|} and negative for j € {|j.]+1,...,752,-—1}.

Lemma 2.5. We can choose M' sufficiently large such that the following holds. For any fized
T1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

T 1 ne b 2b 1 o
Sél) =n bp2b fi(@)de + (a 9 + 95,-‘;-))f1(1p_16) + (2 — o= 9*>f1(0*> + b2 f(z)dx
e e
N o,—b fb _ i
& To(on) + Tolo,)  mer (B2) 7201 (Inn)?
+) Inq1- T o ' o —— (2.18)
= 14+ To(ow) + To(bps®) 1 + b;gbfp;* (%)—2(9*-‘1-]) n
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 8},...,uam € {z € C: |z — zam| < 6}, where

fi(@) =1 (1+ To(z) + "T'o(bp%b)) and f and T;,T; are defined in (1.13) and (1.11).

~

Proof. Using (2.1), we see that for j € {j1,+ +1,...,52—- — 1} and £ € {1,...,m}, 1 — A, and
1 — \j1 are positive and remain bounded away from 0, while for j € {j1 + +1,...,j2 - — 1} and
te{m+1,...,2m}, S\j’g — 1 and Aj2 — 1 are positive and remain bounded away from 0.

Hence, using Lemma C.3 (i) and (%), as n — +o0o we have

~2
« _ % 3 52
Y(ag,a;d0) e { L1 L1080 +O(n_5/2)} i1 . . .m
I(a;) Vor Li=Xeva o 120 — 13 a2
- _“jﬁz,e A 12
Wagaghie) _ e { 11 14104+ N, g +O(n_5/2)} (—m+l.. . om
T(a;) vor WA —1va o 20— 18 o2
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ajn'%

a4z, a751) _ e—z“{ 11 14104, +A2,01
(a;) Ver L= Aavag 12000 —1)% g3

+0m*”@7

(Lj"]?.,Q
’Y(ajvaj)‘JQ) 14 e { -1 1 n 1+ 10)\]‘,2 + /\?,2 1 i O(n5/2)} (2 19)
I(a;) Vor e =1y 12002 —1)% @32 ’
uniformly for j € {j1,+ +1,...,j2,— — 1}. Moreover, as n — 400,
a~f2. aj 2.1 + . 2
e_ijéﬂ =e” 7 e TGl ] g tg/n + 2t +0Mn2)p, L=1,...,m,
2bn
a;n? ajn?y, . 25 oy
TR T e [yt 2o 0oLy, (2.20)
2bn
uniformly for j € {j1+ +1,...,j2,— — 1}. Hence, after a long but direct computation, we obtain
(i In—pp2b . . .
oo e~ v /n—ber) e v G/t + 2620 — tebpd’ /n + 20(i/n — bpd')
it 3/n—b0%" (o —20.—3) ¢ —2b(j/n — bp?*)n ’
1 bp3b—j/n (pT) L
Y
(%) (3x—3) 1
+o( et =), (=1,...,m,
n n
_ B (pp2b /) §/n—bp2® =203« —J) 5\ 203« —J)
P e~ (b2 ]/)W(%) o (%1) Jx—3 1 . 1 )
gl =1 — gy T O+ 5 ), f=m+ 1. 2m,
1+J/ [ (@) Jx=3 n n
bp3b—j/n \p1

as n — +oo uniformly for j € {j1,+ +1,..., [J+]}. Substituting the above into (2.14) yields

iy A ) /nfb 2b _ T

W _ To(j/n) o Toli/n) it (e2) =20
Sy = Z In<1+ T 92020 —3) + To(bp3") — e
J=j1,++1 1+ bpgb—j/n(pT) Je—7 1 bpgb—j/n(pT) (Gx—J

(j/m)2T2(i/n) + 26203 T1(j/n) = bpj /n Ta(j/n) + 2a(j/n — bp3)T1(j/n)
—2b(j/n — bpP)n

zznf (&)—2(.7* ) 1
o)
p n n?

as n — +00, where the above error terms are independent of wq,...,us, and uniform for j €
{j1,+ +1,...,j«]}. Expanding further, we obtain

_|_

" 1 Ld«] (&)—Q(j*—j)
1 _ p
s¢ _31+52+533+4Z (’)<1n+n2>, as n — +00,
J=j1,++1
where
L« N
Si= 3 W{teTo(/m)+ o))},
J=j1,++1

o . A 3/n=bp2 ¢ o3\ 2(js—j

So = Li:J ln{l_ To(j/n) + To(§/n) bpibfj/ln(gf) (Gx—3) }
1+ To(j/n) + To(bp3?) 1 + M(%)_Q(J—*_J_)

1

J=Jj1,4++1 bp3®—j/n
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Gy S /WTalifn) 2T n) b/ Toli /) + 20— b T )

—2b(j/n — bp) (1 + To(j/n) + To(bp3?))

J=j1,++1

and we have used that

R 3/n=bp2"  pa\—2(j.—j
(1_ Toti/m) + Toli/m) _ba=ya ()"

-t 2(j—3)
; T 2b j b ) _1+0<(p2> )
1+To(J/n)+To(bp2)1+g/;’b f/l (£2)-26-—) 1

uniformly for j € {j1.+ + 1,..., [J«]} to obtain the expression for S3. Clearly, M’ can be chosen
large enough such that

)fz(jﬁj) Ljs )

o 1)y, o)

J=J1,++1 J=J1,++1
[Jx] ([)2) (Jx—J)
=0(Mn™ Y +0(n 1% ¢ > 0( 2

-2
)-e (%)
n n
j=|jx—M'Inn]

Also, we can express S; and Ss in terms of the functions f; and f as follows:

L] [Jx]
Z fi(i/n), Z f(G/n).
J=j1,++1 J=j1,++1

b
These sums can be expanded using Lemma 2.4 (with A = lipi, ap=1—a-— 957_;_6), B = o, and
by = —a — 6,); this gives the terms involving f; and f on the right-hand side of (2.18). Thus it
only remains to expand Ss (the analysis required for Sy is similar but different from [25, Lemma

3.6]). Let sp; be the summand of Sp. Since sy ; = O((%)ﬂ(g‘ﬁj)) as 1 — oo uniformly for
Je{n++1,..., 4]}, we have
L+ ]
Sy = Z s9.; +O(n™1%), as n — 400,
j=lj«—M'Inn|

provided M’ is chosen large enough. Furthermore, since Tg and To are analytic at oy,

L] - 01 bpi" (£2)~2(j.~3)
T T o . B
%= Z [ln{l ; il 9(0*)217 bpib —b, prl o } + 0(0'* —J/”)} +O(n 100)
j=Ljs—M’Inn) 14 To(ow) + Tolbps®) 1 + b,jgb_p;* (%)—2(]*—3)

. R o —bp2? Y

_ f N {1 To(o) + Tolow)  mger (i) 27 }w((lnn)?)
- ~ o, —bp2b (i i

j:Lj*—M'lnnJ 1+T0(0’*)+T0(bp%b)1+bp§b7bip;*(%) 2(3+—3) n

N ox—b ?b —2(j—j
Li*: " { Tolo) +Tolon)  omoa (B2)720°79 }+O<(lnn)2>
14 To(ox) + To(bp3) 1 + "*‘bpl L (22)=20G. ) n

j=—00
as n — 4oo. Changing now indices, we find

o < ou—boi’ (p2)=2(0.+3)
Sy = +Z1n {1 ~ Tolox) + To(os) bp2 o, (%) ! } N O((lnn)2
1+ To(ox) + To(bp2®) 1 + U*—bpl (pf )=2(0:+3) n

) as n — +o00.
The claim follows after a computation comblnlng the asymptotics of S1, Sz, S3. O
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Lemma 2.6. We can choose M’ sufficiently large such that the following holds. For any fized
T1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

bpgb bpgb
g 1 ) € 2 b T+e A
A (o e (e S e
+o0 A bp3t—o, (&)—2(3’-‘:-1—9*)
T T Oy — 1 2
i Zln {1 " 9(0*) 5 9(‘7*)2 bpf —2(j+1-6.) } M O<( Y ) (2.21)
j=0 1- TO(O'*) + To(bp2 ) + U* (,;f) J * n

as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z — x| < §},...,uom € {2z € C: |z — xay| < 6}, where
fi(z) :==In (1- To(x) + —T'o(bpgb)) and f and T;,T; are defined in (1.14) and (1.11).

Proof. After a long but direct computation using (2.19) and (2.20), we obtain

?P%b*j/n(&)*ﬂj*j*) (&)—z(j—j*)
F, 1 = e~ #G/nbolt) _I/mbor —— + 0| -2 + 1) e=1m,
A 1+b92 —J/"( ) 2(5—74+) n n2
]/ b2b p1
B o1 SRR g (b tg/n
g
(@)*20 Jx) 1
ro(2l L ) t=m+1,....2m,
n n?

as n — +oo uniformly for j € {|j«] +1,...,j2,— — 1}. Hence,

jo,——1 bp%”*j/n(pfz)”(j*j*) I
(2) . j/n—bp3® 2 26y To(j/n)
S5 = Z ln{l +T0(‘7/n)1 N bpib—j/n(pi)*2(j*j*) +To(bp3") 14 bpib—j/n(pi)*2(j*j*)
J=Lli«]+1 J/n—bp3® J/n—bp3® \ p1
2(3—Jx)
1 bp3" j/n (’”) 1
— | = T —T @ —
+n{(bp§b—j/n 3 1(j/n) + 2(j/n) +Zwe 2
as n — 400, where the above error terms are independent of uq,...,us, and uniform for j €

{ljx] +1,...,j2,— — 1}. Expanding further, we obtain

]
SP =8+ 85+ 36+(9(n”>, as 1 — 400,
n
where
J2,——1
Si= % m{1=Tol/m) +Tobed)},
j=L«]+1
jo _—1 . ~ . prb—j/n P2 _Q(j_j*)
5 = ”Z . {1+ Toi/m) + Toli/n) __5/mie? 7 (52)
T ; T bp2®—j/n —2(j—J«
j=1jal+1 1—To(j/n) + To(bp3") 1 + ’;2 bjp/ (22)” (@=3)

o —1 ( ;’bﬁgé —%)Tl(]/n)—i-J Tg(]/n)

Sg = Z bp3’—j/n

j:Lj*J+1 1_-]\_0(.7/n>+TO(bp2 )
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We can express Sy and Sg in terms of the functions f1 and f as follows:

L] L]
Z f1 (j/n), Z f (J/n).
J=j1,++1 J=j1,++1
These sums can be expanded using Lemma 2.4 (with A = o,, a9 = 1 —a — 64, B = ﬁ’f: and

by = 0&7;6) — av—1); this gives the terms involving fi and f on the right-hand side of (2.21). We now
turn to the analysis of Ss. Let s5 ; be the summand of Ss. Since s5; = O((Z—f)’ﬂj’j*)) as n — 400
uniformly for j € {[j.] +1,...,j2,— — 1}, we have
ljx+M'Inn|
Ss = Z s5,; +O(n~109), as n — 400,
J=lj«]+1

provided M’ is chosen large enough. Furthermore, since Ty and Ty are analytic at o,

Ljs+M' Inn] R bp3t—a, (@)—2(3‘—%)
T T oo _ -
Ss = Z |:1H{1+ 9(0*)+ 9(0'*) bP 5 O(]/no—*)] +(9(n 100)
= 1-— TO(O'*) —+ To(bp% ) 1 _|_ (pz) (J—3+)
J=Lj]+1 P1

o+ M/ Inr ~ bpéb— o —2(j—Jx)
_ Y +Z lJI 14 To(ox) + To(ow) 7 —bp2? (%) Lo (Inn)?
B " 1-T To(bp2b bp2 0. (pa)~20i—5x) n
0(ox) + To(bp3’) 1 + (22)”

J=li«]+1 —bp?% \ p1

oo . bps’ =0 2(j—j)

_ NN e Tl +To(o) gibp (%) of (nn)?
= 2 ltig T (b2t G0 PO\ T
1 To(U*) + To(bp2 ) 1 + T (Pz)

J=lds]+1

as n — 4o00. Changing indices, we get

b3~ (&)—2%1—9*)

+00 T ?
T * T * Ox— !
SSZZIH{I—I— 9(0‘ )+ (3(0 )2 bp p1 o )}+ ((nn))’ as n — +oo.
: L= To(0u) + To(bp3") 1 4 2Zarss (22) V% "

The claim follows after a computation comblmng the asymptotics of Sy, S5, Ss. O

Recall that oy, 09 > 0 were defined in (1.5), Q = Q(Z, @) was defined in (1.15), and F,, was defined
in terms of the Jacobi theta function 6(z;7) in (1.19).

Lemma 2.7. We can choose M' sufficiently large such that the following holds. For any fized
T1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

bp2®
o THe 4 1 (n bpl (n,€) 1\ 2 bpgb
53:n{ blp%bfl(x)dm—f—/g* f1(x)dx}—|— (a—2+917+ )fl(l_ﬁ) + (927_ —a—3)A(7)

bpz

+(3-am0.) (hto ~ fto) + [ stwtos [T

InQ 21n(02/01)+1nQ> (lnn )
0,lnQ— —(1- Fun+0O
onQ 2 < 2In(p2/p1) T

as n — +oo uniformly for u; € {z € C: |z —x1| < 6},...,u2m € {2z € C: |z — x2m| < §}, where
fi(@) == (1+To(z)+To(bp3?)), fi(z) :==In (1—To(z)+ To(bp3®)) and T;, T;, f and f are defined
n (1.11)~(1.14).
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Proof. Let

o0 N 72 —bpi (p3)=2(0.+5)
S Y RN TESES TEAN - = <
’ L+ To(os) + To(bp3") 14 72520 (22)-2(6.+5)

bpgb (72) 2(j+1-6,)

+oo T
To(U*) + TO(U*) U**bPZb
+ 5 ln{1+ 5 T (bp2b bpzbl,(,* 02\ —2(i+1-6,)
: 1—="To(ox) + To(bp3’) 1 + o (22)

The desired conclusion is a direct consequence of Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 if we can show that

InQ 2ln(02/01)—|—an)
n =0 1nQ—<1— + Fa. 2.22
2 2In(p2/p1) ( )
To show (2.22), we introduce the short-hand notation v := l;pg_b;pi; =o09/01 > 0and w:= p;/ps €
* 1

(0,1). Then we can write

_+oo Q 1 1 +ool 1
S —Zoln R =l ZO D1+ (Q—D)—r— it
J= J= v

Combining the logarithms in the two sums and then letting j = ¢ — 1, this becomes

20, 264 —1

-i:.o n(1+w2j+2 ”2(3*)(1+w2jw ) fl (1 + w? 29*_1)(1+w26 1va )
Xn ot (1 4+ w242 L) (1 4w 2711,29* S (1wl 1)(1+w2é—1w”T*1>

Using the Jacobi triple product identity

9(2;7’) — (1 _ eQZTriT)(l + e(2€—1)7ri7'+27riz)<1 + e(2€—1)7ri7'—2ﬂ'iz)7

3

{=1

we obtain

o

5, — tn O ) )

0 In( i ) 1

%) > 0 because w € (0,1). With the help of the Jacobi identity

where Im (12
miz2 1
0(z;7) = (—ir) " Y2e "7 0(3; —7>

T T

this can be written as

1 21 1 o(nQ _ g . mi
s —0, mQN(HM)Hﬂ G + 5 mw)
2 2lnw O(ny _9*_,_57_ mi

Inw

2lnw

Using the periodicity property (z+1;7) = 0(z; ), we can replace 6, = j, — | j«| by jx = nox —a and
+1 by —1% inside 6. Using also 6(—z;7) = 0(2;7), v = 02/01 and w = p1/ps, we arrive at (2.22). [

We now turn our attention to S» and Sy. Let M :=nio. We split Sax, k = 1,2, as follows:

2m
Sor =S50 +85) +58%), S5 =Y W <1 + ngFn,j,@), v=1,2,3, (2.23)
Jixj k€L, (=1
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where

L=[1-¢1-M

ﬁ)a I, = [1 -

T it nl, =01+ 5144

From (2.23), we see that the large n asymptotics of {Séz)}vzl’z’g involve the asymptotics of y(a, z)
when a — 400, z — 400 with A = 2 € [1 —¢,1 + ¢|. These sums can also be rewritten using

Gk, ——1 9k, + Jk,+

PN DD D D DR EED DL DS (2:24)
JiAjk€l3  J=Jk,— JiAj k€l j=gK,— JiXNj k€L j=gk,++1
where gy _ = [bm)’“ —a] and gg 4 = Lbfp’“ —af for k =1,2. Let us also define

7% v

pn) B bnpzt o) = bnp2b i bnp i
L e 72 1+ 2L 1+ ’
vn Vvn f

M banb b,anb bnp2b
92’+)::(_%—a)—gkﬁ:(l_ﬁw—a — 7_&—a.
Vn Vn

Clearly, 9,(6?’_M),0,§f‘;rM) €[0,1).

Lemma 2.8. For any fized x1,...,Tom € R, there exists § > 0 such that

SP = (bpzbn — 1 = bMpP i+ bMP g2 — a4 oM bM?’p%bn*%) InQ+ O(M*n™1),

as n — +oo uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1] < 0},...,u2m € {2 € C: |2 — xap| < d}.
Proof. For all sufficiently large n, and uniformly for j € {j : A\;1 € I3}, we have that 7; 2,70,
{=m+1,...,2m are positive and bounded away from 0, and furthermore
i 1 , i A _ My

i asiish = 4O = a2 i i) < =g+ 0.

Using Lemma C.3 and the fact that M = n%, we infer that
Ole “J‘ﬁfz
1 A
Fn,j,e— +a7(2 - )v2 —1+O( _Cn/s), E:l,...,m,
’7 2 AR
14+ 0(e” +e T2 )
14+ 0%~ R —ajn?’l)
) e 2 e 2
Frje= Py w2 = 1+O(€_Cn1/5), {=m+1,...,2m,
1+0(e~—7* 43
uniformly for j € {j1,—,...,91,— — 1}. Hence, by (2.24),
g1,—-—1
1/5 1/5
(3) Z In (1 —l—sz [1+0(e " / )}) =(g1,- —Jj1,—-)InQ+O(ne™ " ! ), asn — +oo.
J=J1,—

In the above, the error terms before the second equality are independent of wq, ..., us,,, so the

expansion (see [24, Lemma 2.4])

g1— — j1— = bp3'n — j1._ — bMpP /i + bM?p2 — a4+ 0N — bMBpPnTE + O(MAn )

yields the claim. O
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Lemma 2.9. For any fized x1, ..., T2, € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that
Sil) = O(n~100),
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z —x1| <}, ..., uam € {2 €C: |z — x| < 0}

Proof. For all sufficiently large n, and uniformly for j € {j : A\;2 € I1}, we have that n;1,7;,
{=1,...,m are negative and bounded away from 0, and furthermore

V< M L —Sai/2 he V> Mt oy
£€{mTﬁ%.,2m}{n]727nj7e} - Vn * (\/ﬁ)’ aj/ Ze{mr}rllaf.(.ﬂm}{n]’z’n],[} - V2 N ( )

Using Lemma C.3 and the fact that M = nllT), we infer that
Foje=0(e"") = 0(n~1), (=1,...,2m,
uniformly for j € {go.+ + 1,...,j2,+}. Hence, by (2.24),

J2,+ 2m
Sil) = Z In (1 + ng(’)(n_lol)> =01, asn— +oo,

Jj=g2,++1 =1
and the claim follows. O

Lemma 2.10. For any fized x1, ..., Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

p(mM) MA
1 € M n,e,M 1 1 \/ﬁ
S8V = D + DM /m + Dynn + DM = +O(+fﬂf+6+wll)’

as n — +oo uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1]| <0}, ..., uam € {2 € C: |z — map,| < &}, where

. T—c _prbT bp2b
Dg ) :/ fi(z)de, DSM) —bp?" f1(bpi") M Ds = . le( - ) 2bY)’
bpt? 2(1+ To(bpi®) + To(bp3"))

; bpi® bp*T1(bp??) €
plmeM) _ 2052 b 4+ 2A bo2t)) — In
§ PP (Albod") + 25 R00)) — s e v (3 =g

= b 2bT b 2b 1 n,
+/ {f(x) + 2 1 pl%) - }dx + (a 4o M)>f1(bp2b)
bp3t (14 To(bp?®) + To(bp3”))(z — bpi”) 2
1 e b2 bT1 (b2 —5bT1 (bp2
+(2—a—0§7;)>f1(1p1 >+ 2 1(2:)1)A 2b + 2b ) 14 1(2’;1) T 26\’
—€/  MZ2(1+To(bp1’) + To(bp3))  2p1"M*(1 + To(bpi )+To(bP )
n b 2b\2 "
DY = g () + oo 10+ PR g ) arva g (- 5+ )
M( (b+a)pi"Ti(bpi") bp1"Ta(bpi") N bp1"T1(bp3")? )
1+ To(bp?) + To(bp3?) 201+ To(bp?) + To(bp3’)) (1 + To(bp3®) + To(bp3"))?

where f1 and f are as in the statement of Lemma 2.7.

Proof. Using (2.8) and Lemma C.2, we obtain

J1+ o ) _ o N 2m N
D B (O S b e e i RGO S SRR Cs)
ot ferfe( —mj1v/a;/2) — Ra,; (i1




-3 ln(lJrZ 2::;2 ZJfVZ;; gafi ))JrTo(bp )>+O( —en'™y (2.95)
=1 2 751V aj

The computation and the resulting formulas appearing in the rest of this proof are the same as in the
proof of [9, Lemma 2.6], except that p in [9] corresponds to p; here and the extra term 'T'o(bp%b) in
the above equation implies that 1+ To(x) in [9, Lemma 2.6] is replaced here by 1+ To(x) + 'T'O(bpgb).
We nevertheless provide the details here for completeness. Using (C.3), we find

Jj=91,++1

Ji,+ 3 4b ;

g _ ( i +l . +i 2b Pi Ti(j/n)

i j—§£+1 AT (1+To(j/n) + To(bp3"))(i/n — bpi®)?
1 —106°p*T+(j/n)

T (L1 To(G/n) + To(bp2) (/n — b2y

+O< o nt ))
(/n—=bpi")? ~ (/n—0bpt")* = (§/n—bpP)" ~ (j/n—bpi*)?) )

Note that
Ji+ -2 -3 —4 -6
Z (9( n N n N n N n )
2 O\ G Gty T G-t G-
=0 Aggiggg, + 44441444, + 44}4, + AEKE?,
Myn " M3yn o MS M)
Also, using Lemma 2.4 (with A = —* 2,3, ,a0=1—o— 9(” M B = bpl and by = —a — ngf)), we get
Z ,
Ji,+ bp?b 2b
n,M) b, n,e 7 —
Z fi(j/n) —”/ fi(z)dz + (a 2+91+ )fl( pl ) + (%—a—9§,+))f1(ﬁie)+(’)(n b,
j=g1,++1 7% v
fG/n) = /bp% f(x )d:v+0< )
] g1,++1 1— II{L M\f

bp2b

(/n—bp™)™5 1 [T7 268p{"Ty()(x — bpi")~* 1
) / d:r—i—(’)( >,

1 3T/

n? i 1+ To(/n)+ To(bp3?)  m 1’:”? 1+ To(x) + To(bp3") M3y/n

. b 2b
S Ji —10 PP T1(i/m) (/0 = bp™) ™ _ 1 [T 1007 T () ( — ) - (9< )
w1+ To(G/m) + To(bp3) n? ) To(a) + To(bpd) M5\/n

NG
Furthermore, by a direct analysis,
bp20 bp2b

(@) — b2 (b — M2 (fy (b2 + P £ )

n [ Rz =n [
1 bp%b

A{S , (prb 2 A44
- %bP%b (fl(bpfb) + bpP’ f1(bp3") + é ) {,(bP%b)) + O<n>7
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bpy” 2b 2b M?
A = 062+ Sont iR + 02,

NG Vn
boi” bof” 2b 2b 2b
T T bp2bT (bp? bp1°T1(b
/bpzb f(]))dx :/ {f(.r) + pl 1( p ) o }dl‘_ pl 2;( plA) o lnn
P bp3? (1+ To(bpi® )+T0(bp2 ) (@ — bp?®) 2(1+ To(bpi®) + To(bp3"))
v
B bpPT 1 (bpP) I M { (b+a)pPTi(bp?) bpiTo(bp3?)
L+ To(bp?) + To(bp3") ML =€)~ Vi L1+ To(bp) + To(bp3")  2(1+ To(bpi®) + To(bp3"))
BT o(20)
(1+ To(bp?) + To(bp3"))? n )
bp%b
1/1—6 263 pPT (z) e — bT1(bp??) +0< 1 )
nJ 25 (14 To(@) + To(bp3h)) (@ —bp)2 — M2(1+To(bp?*) + To(bp3")) Myn)
ﬁ
bp2b
1 / = —100°p%" T, (2) e — —5bT 1 (bp?") N O( 1 )
w2 (s To(w) + ot e — o2 2pPA I Tolbpf?) + Toba)) M)
The claim now follows after a computation. O
Lemma 2.11. For any fized x1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that
~(n,M) 4
3) _ e, . HM) 3 Anenn) | Ds M 1 1 Vn
54 _Dl n—i—D2 ﬁ+D31nn+D4 + \/ﬁ +O(n+\/ﬁM+]\46+Mll s
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z —x1]| <}, ..., uam € {2z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where

R bp3” R R b2t T (bp2b
Dﬁe):/bpgb fitapds, DY =0, Dy =2TI0),

1+e€
A (nae.M b2pib ¢ b [ bp2 T (b
B = a2 o) + 0T (g ) + e {F0) - P g,

) b/)
Tte

1 e » b3 bT1(bp3") | 5bT1(bp3’)

- _ i _

(2 RRC >f1(1+e M? 2p3° M4

n hy b/) hy 1 n,
DI = M2} (f{(bp% )+ e (b3 >) - Mbp%bf{wp%”)(z, +a- 95,”)

~ bp4bA ~
w00 (0 )2 T 0 + 2 Ta00) + 0T 001 ).

where fl and f are as in the statement of Lemma 2.7.
Proof. Using Lemma C.2, we obtain

g2,—-—1

(3) Z In (1 + ZOJeO

2m N Lerfe( — jen/a;/2) — Ra, (M) — [Serfe( —nj2v/a;/2) — R, (n;,2)] Ofein
i Z Z{ 1— [Lerfe( —nj21/a;/2) — Ra, (n)2)] +0( ))})
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T SR 1(

Jj=Jz2,—

2m fc( i/ a /2)—R (j.0) — [lerfc(—nq\/m)—]% (772)]
+ T = T 2 e L ) 2.26
2 1= [Serfe( — ny2v/a,/2) — Ra, (172)] (220)
Using then (C.3), we find

g92.-—1 3 4b% [

S = < - L 1 mT(/n)
J% fl(]/n) + nf(]/n) + n2 (1 7 To(j/n) + To(bp%b))(bp%b 7]-/”)3
1 106°p8" T (j/n) (bp3” — j/n)~®

n3 1 —-i—()(]/n) +-i—()(bpgb)

T O( L 0 . n’ >)
(bp3b —j/n)?2 (b3t —j/m)* (b3t —j/n)7 (b3t —j/n)12) )"

Note that

g2,-—1 —9 -3 -4 -6
n n n n
Zo<b2b_' 2+b2b_' 4+b2b_' 7+b2b_' 12)
= \(p3” —j/m)?* - (bp3” —j/m)*  (bp3” —j/n)T  (bp3” — j/n)

J=J2,

1 1 1 i
O(M\f M3f Tt MU)

ap = H(n ) o, B= 1?:’2 and by = leiM) —1—a), we get

v

Also, using Lemma 2.4 (with A = 1+f’

P20
g2,——1

ST AG/m) =n [,Mfl Jdo + (4 +a— 05 fi(3) + (65 — L — ) fi({2r) + O,

)
J=Jj2,—

g2,——1 i
Z fiGi/n) = f(=x )d:c+(9< >
] J2,— + M\f
1 bp 2b
1 gz —20°p3"T1(j/n)(bp3" —j/n)~* 1 / S 2l T (@) (b =) P N O( 1 )
n? G 1=To(i/n)+ To(bp3") nJYr 1= To(z) + To(bpd) M/ )
— A b 2b A
1= 100708 T (/) (b3 —j/m) ™0 1 [T 1007 80T () (bR — )P i +O( 1 )
nh A =T+ Tolb)  n? f T Tole) + Tolbod) NG
Furthermore, by a direct analysis,
2b
1T%W 7 by’ 2b2pgb 210y 2b
n o™ R)de=n [l fieyds+ 2L o)
T T
M3 R prb R M4
- %520# (f{(bp%b) + TQ {'(bpgb)> + O<n>7
N bp2b 2 % M % M2
Filti) = hoa) - Sowdt i) + o2 ).
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T bo3" (. bp2v T, (b b2t T (bp2 M(1+e¢
bp2b\/7 f( )d(l? _ ﬁpr {f(x) pz 1(7p )}dl' 02 12( P2 ) Inn — bp Tg(b 2b)1 ( - )
Seas ge=a P3

M R bp4bA M2
# {0 T + a0 T | 020,

1 (T3 _op3 i 26 _ .\—3 1
f/7 NG b Pa’ 1(x)(bf)2 ) dor — b2 (b2 )+(9( )
nJi 1= To() + To(be3) M My/n

2b
LR E , h o1
il _ P - .
w1 = Tola) + To(bed?) 203 M* VENG
The claim now follows after a computation. O

For € {1,...,2m} and j € {1,...,n}, we define M {g —1), Mj1:=+/n(A\j1—1) and
M, :=+/n(X\j2 —1). For the large n asymptotics of Sy~ we Wlll need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.12 (Taken from [25, Lemma 3.11]). Let h € C3(R) and k € {1,2}. Asn — +o0, we have

gk, + M
" .
> h(Mj —bpk/ (t)dt\/ﬁ—%pi”/ th(tydt + (= — 0 Y h() + (= — 00 (=)
J=gk,— -M -M 2 2 ;
w2l [ eninar (5 OO — )y wan) iﬁiﬁf”)(@é’fﬂﬁn W)
Nl Y 12 2 b2 \12 2 bp?

9k, +
1 - - - - -
+0 (ng/z > ((1 + MG P )0k (B) + (14 M) 0k (R) + (14 [ M k])@g 0 5 (R”) + mj,n,k(h'")>> ;

Jj=gk,—+1
(2.27)

where, for h € C(R) and j € {gr.— +1,...,gk+}, we define W, x(h) := maXge(n, , M;_1 . [P (T)]-
Lemma 2.13. Let x1,...,Zo, € R be fized. There exists 6 > 0 such that

(M) M4 M14
- S o1 47)

B = 2bp2 M In(1 + To(bp2?) + To(bp2?)),

M
B = (14 To(bpd") + To(b3") (1 =67 = 07") 102" | o),

. 1 n ™
EM = 2bp? M3 In(1 + To(bp2?) + To(bp2?)) + (2 - egv;M))hl(M) * ( o M)>h1( M
M
+ b2 / (ha(t) — 2ths (1)) dt,
—M

as n — +oo uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 0},...,usm € {z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where hy,
ho are given by
208 T4 (bp?) e~ 3

hy (1‘) - - b
L+ To(bp3®) + To(bp3®) v/ar erfc(—%)

)
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hy (2)? 1 et b D 3 23 26
ha(z) = — + < p1T — 2 p 1(bp™)
2 1+ To(bpt’) + To(bp3") \/27rerfc(—%) ( i )
_1,2,2
— pBaTa(bp??) + —10p"x 2-|— (bp2) et
' ' 3 V2m erfe(— f) '

Proof. In a similar way as in (2.25), we infer that there exists § > 0 such that

fe( = .en/a;/2) — Ra, (i
P - ¥ ln<1+To bp2) Z zerfe( = flev/a;/2) J(W)>+O( —en'®) (2.98)

jiagaehs “Lerfe(—nj11/a7/2) — Ra, (1)
as n — +oo uniformly for u; € {z € C: |z — x1| < 6}, uom € {2z € C: |z — x| < 6}, For
je{j: A1 €I}, we have 1 — % <A\j1= bff(ll <14+ M T —M < M;; <M, and
. t teM;
ij:Mj,l*\/i%* En],17 Ezl,...,m.
Furthermore, for £ € {1,...,m}, as n — +0o we have
My MZ +3te TMPy —12tM;, of LT M},
it = Jn o 3n * 36n3/2 n2 ’
“ m Mj71pl{ (5M3271 + Gte)pli pliMj’l(E)?)MjQ’l + 12t5) (]. + Mﬁ1>
Chiondas /2 = — _ ’
N3, J \/§ 6\/5\/’5 72\/5,” n3/2

uniformly for j € {j : \;1 € Io}. Hence, for £ € {1,...,m}, by (C.3) as n — +o0o0 we have

2 2b
M 1P1

e~ -1 i1(3+ 10M21p1b + 12t0p2%) 3
R, . (150) = — O((1+ MS)n2
0= (577 e FO((1+ M)
and
M21 2b 2
1 1 M 4 e~ 7 ph(5M?, + 6t))
ferfc(—“ a; 2) :ferfc(— 2 )— L
2 e/ @5/ 2 V2 6v271/n
Mgt "1+ M}
e” 2 M31P1< 2 4 2 2 2b +
(5302, 41260 — 25M o2 — 6OM? t,p?" — 36t )+0( 7)
T2 1 [ 1P1 1 4101 P1 1372

uniformly for j € {j : A\;1 € I,}. Extending the above asymptotic formulas to higher order (see [9,
Lemma 2.8] for details in a similar situation), we deduce that the argument of In in (2.28) enjoys the
following asymptotics

m

1+ To(bp3") + ) we serfe( = flje1/a;/2) = Ra, (0j0)
(=1 2erfc( 5,1 \/W) — Ra;(n5,1)

g2(M; 1) N 93(M;1) n 94(M;1) N g5(M;1)
n n3/2 n2

= g1(Mj1) + 1+|Mja1|13>
= 7, ’

n5/2

+ (9( (2.29)

B

as n — 400, where
e T (byR)

g1(z) =14 To(bp?) + "T'O(bp%), ga(x) = — -
' ’ V 27rerfc(—%)
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—5952be 3T p] 2b
g3(z) = : 7 {e 1(bp: )(4 1022p3") + T1(bp3") (3zp} — 52°p3")
3v/2m erfe(—=2) \/ﬂerfc(—%)

- 3p%sz2<bp%b>}.

We remark that equation (2.29) coincides with [9, eq (2.29)] except that (2.29) has the extra term
To(bp) on each side and (p, M;,n;,m50) in [9, eq (2.29)] are given by (p1, M; 1,m;1,7j,¢) here.
The functions g4 and g5 can also be computed explicitly, but we do not write them down. Since
—e o —% as ¢ — —o0, go(z) = O(x) as * — —oo. At first glance, it seems that
V27 erfc 7—)

g3(z) = (’)( 1) as * — —oco. However, some cancellations take place and in fact gs(x)

as ¥ — —oo. Likewise, the expressions for g, and g5 suggest a priori that g4(z) = O(27 and
gs(x) = O(21%) as  — —oo, but here too, cancellations take place and in fact g4(z) = (9 )
gs(x) = O(z) as & — —oo. Using the above large 2 estimates for {g;(2)}>_, and (2.29), we obtain
after a computation that

g1,+ 3 13
@ _ oby L & o obyy , M(Ma) | he(Mja) L+ [Mja]° 1+ [Mj
S = E { In(1 + To(bp3”) + To(bp3”)) + T + - +0 Y + 52 )

Jj=g1,—

as n — +o0o. The above error can be estimated as follows:

g1,+ f
L+ M P 1+ [Ma " (M* MM
Z (9( 372 + 572 =0 TJr ) as n — +0o.

Jj=g1,—
Using then Lemma 2.12, we obtain the claim. O

Lemma 2.14. Let x1,...,ZTom € R be fized. There exists § > 0 such that

E( ) M4 M14
§P = EM i+ BM 4 =5 +0<+>,

M
~ 957;M>>h1(—M) + b2t /  (halt) ~ 2 (D)t

as n — +oo uniformly foruy € {z € C: |z —x1| < 6},...,uam € {z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where ﬁl,
ho are given by

. B ()2 LA 5 .
ha(a) = 10 ] (= bt ot a2
Vor (2 - erfc(—TS))

2 2b

4 —10p222 .
b + P2

T1(bp3") e }
1 2 z :
3 V7 (2 - erfe(~22))
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Proof. In a similar way as in (2.26), we infer that there exists § > 0 such that

sP =0+ Y I (1

jiXj2€l2
7erfc ﬁjyg«/aj/2) — R, (j,0) — [%erfe( — ’I’]jgx/&j/?) — Rq; (nj’g)]
+ Z - (2.30)
Zm 1= [gerfe( = nj2v/a;/2) — Ra, (1;2)]
as n — +oo uniformly for u; € {z € C: |z — 21| < 0},...,u2m € {z € C: |z — 29| < 6}. For
2b
j€{ji A2 € I}, we have 1 — JL <\, = bjf; <143 M < M, < M, and
~ tr tpM; o
Mj,k:Mj,Q—’—ﬁ—’_ " y k:m—i—l,,Qm
Furthermore, for £ € {m+1,...,2m}, as n — +oo we have
. M; o Mj2’2 — 3ty 7Mj3’2 + 12t,M; o 1+ M;-L’Q
Mt = T T T 3n T 3603 O\ (2:31)
P ~ Mjaph N (5MZ, —6te)pl  p3M;a(53M7, — 1210) (1 + M;{z) (2.52)
PV V2 6v/2y/n 72v2n n/2 ‘

uniformly for j € {j : \; 2 € Is}. Hence, for £ € {m +1,...,2m}, by (C.3) as n — +oo we have

M72 p3b
R (f10) = e -1 - M;e(3+ 10M?,p3" — 12tp3°) + O((1L+ ME -1
R Var 3p3v/n 36051 3,2
and
b _M]zngb )
1erfc< - 77(,\/@7/2) _ lerfc( _ PzMﬂ) e T pB(5MF, — 6ty)
2 J, J - 92 \/i 6\/%\/6
iy 2 1 M
I M; 2p ] 292 —+
i (002, — 1ot — M + GO tap — 363 ) + 0 (e L T2),

uniformly for j € {j : \; 2 € I}. Extending the above asymptotic formulas to higher order (see [9,
Lemma 2.8] for details in a similar situation), we deduce from (2.30) that

1+ Z *erfc —Mj,e7/aj/2) = Ra,;(j,0) — [gerfe( = mj21/a;/2) — Ra,(12)]

l=m+1 1- [%erfc( —nj20/a;/2) — Ry, (771'72)]
o 92(Mj2) | §3(Mj2) | §a(M;2) ga(M 2) 1+ | M,
=14 PO S S B +O( — ) , (2.33)
as n — 400, where
. e~ 37703 2,58 (b
92(«7:) — P2 1( ﬁ )
V2m(2 — erfc(—T;))
2 2b
5 e 3t 5 3 3
da(e) = {(= o+ Jota)Trtondt)
Vo (2- erfc(—%)) ( 3 )
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2 2b

4 —10p222 . e 3P
TR .
V2T (2 — erfe(—222))

— p3'aT2(bp’) +

V2
The functions g4 and §s can also be computed explicitly, but we do not write them down. Since
_; 2 2b b
e P2 P2

as x — +00, go(x) = O(x) as  — +oo. At first glance, it seems that

\/ﬂ(27crfc(f%§))
g3(z) = O(z*) as © — +oo. However, some cancellations take place and in fact g3(z) = O(z?)
as ¥ — +oo. Likewise, the expressions for g, and §s suggest a priori that g4(x) = O(27) and
gs(x) = O(21%) as z — +o0, but here too, cancellations take place and in fact gs(z) = O(x?) and
g5(x) = O(2) as & — +oo. Using the above large 2 estimates for {g;(2)}>_, and (2.33), we obtain
after a computation that

92,+ 7 7 3 13
hy(M; ho (M ; 1+ |M; 1+ |M;
Sf)— Z { 1(M2) 2(ng,2) O( | M| | M 2| )}

e NG n3/2 n5/2
as n — 400, where iLl = §o and ﬁg = —%ﬁ + g3. Note that
X (LM 1+ M| M MM
Z (9( 372 + 572 )O<n+ 2 >, as n — +0oo.
J=g2—
Using then Lemma 2.12; we find the claim. O
Define the real constants {Z;}{ C R by
+oo ey’ y
7, = /_OC {\/Eerfc(y) = X(0,400)(¥) [ZU + 2(14‘?/2)} }dyv (2.34)
o 2
= [ )|+ G~ 5| (2.35)

2

L Ay L
ofs

o i (= RTIER || P

Recall also that Z is given by (1.20).

Lemma 2.15. For any fized x1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

(\f 1 1 M* M14>’

€ n,e F,
52:—Jl’,IHQ-i-FI()n_'_lenn_’_F?E7)+7;%+O

as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z —x1]| < 6}, ..., uam € {2z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where

vutas T et e T

2b
bp?
1—e

F9 = b2+ / fi(z)dz,

bpfl7
bp3® T1(bp3")
= 2L 1P
2 Q
bp2b

ne 1 = bt T1(bp3") 1 me bpt”
F; 21HQ+/bp§b {f(x)—i_Q(x—bpl) dx + 5~ @ 011" N <
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Ty (bp2 bp2t To(b
o i) LT, (bp?)(In2 — 2bIn(py)) — Mbpfb In (1 - )

Q 2Q Q
2b 26y _ 2b
Fy = \3bt p1 T2(bpi”) — 5T (bpt )I 10v/2bp} Ty (bp? )12
Q 3 Q
T1(bp?t) T1(bp?) 10v/2bp8 T1(bp3°)
b 1180p17) & 95 1110P7 : p1 11(0p1
+ \[b Q (3 1 0 23 3 a 147

and f1 and f are as in the statement of Lemma 2.7.

Proof. By combining Lemmas 2.8, 2.10 and 2.13, we have

(M) 4 14
_ . (€) o (n,e,M) F4 \/ﬁ 1 1 M M
Sy =—j1,-InQ+ F,n+ Foy/n+ Fylnn + Fy + N +O<M11+ Jrif + — - +—n2 ,
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z — 21| < 4},...,uzm € {z € C: |z — zay,| < 0}, where Fl(e)

and Fy are as in the statement, and
Fy = —bMp? InQ + DY + ESM),
FymeM = (6029 — o+ 67™) mQ + DY 4 BN,
FM = —on?p? i + DI 4 B,

Using that f; (bp2) = In(1+To(bp2) + To(bp2?)) = In 2, we readily verify that F» = 0. Furthermore,
a long but direct computation shows that (see [9, Lemma 2.9] for a similar situation with more details
provided)

Bt = 9 o), B = B+ o),
and the claim follows. O

Lemma 2.16. For any fized x1,...,Tom € R, there exists 6 > 0 such that

_ (e £ (ne) , Fi1 Vn 1 1 M+ MM
Si=Fn+ FyInn + Fj +\F+O<Mll+ +ﬁ+ —t+— ),
as n — +oo uniformly for uy € {z € C: |z —x1]| < §},...,uam € {z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where
s _ [T
£ = /) Ai(2)dz,

1+e

b2
By = 227, (bp2"),

3 - bpgf z bp v 2 @ 1 + €

+ 20p2°T 1 (bp2) T, — pr 2T, (0p2) (In2 — 2b1n(p2)) + T1(bp3°)bp3® In <€>

1+e€
. . 10v/2bp5
= — V2bp5 (p3 T2 (bp3?) + 5T1(bp3")) T + T2T1(bp§b)lz
. 2 -~ 10\/§bpb A
+ V2005 T 1 (bp2b) (3 - pngl(bpgb))Ig - TZTl(bpgb)Iéh

and fl and f are as in the statement of Lemma 2.7.
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Proof. By combining Lemmas 2.9, 2.11 and 2.14, we have

~ f(M) 4 14
Ao > . ~(meM) | Fy vn 1 1 M M
S4—F1 n+F2\/ﬁ—|—Fglnn+F3 + \/ﬁ +O<M11 —|—7 fM - — + 3 ,
as n — +oo uniformly for uy; € {z € C: |z — 21| < },...,uam € {z € C: |z — 29| < 6}, where Fl(ﬁ)

and Fg are as in the statement, and

Fo = DY 4 BPD,
Fén,e,M) _ D(ne M) —|—E( )

FOD _ pean | pon,

It is easy to check that Fy=o0. Furthermore, a long but direct computation shows that (see e.g. [9,
Proof of Lemma 2.9] for a similar analysis with more details provided)

Fén,e,]ﬂ) _ Fg(n,e) +O(M76), 4( 1) _ F4 +O( )7

and the claim follows. O

End of the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let M’ > 0 be sufficiently large such that Lemmas 2.2 and 2.15
hold. Using (2.2) and Lemmas 2.1, 2.2, 2.15, 2.7, 2.16 and 2.3, we conclude that for any x1,..., 2z, €
R, there exists § > 0 such that

In&, =So+S51+S52+ 853+ S4+ S5
a
N

=MhQ+ G- —M -1)nQ—3j_InQ+Cin+Colnn+ (C3+1InQ) + F, +

NG 1 Mt MM
] — —
+ (,7”11+ +\F to =t )

as n — +oo uniformly for u; € {z € C: |z — 21| < 6},...,upm € {z € C: |z — x| < 0}, where

bp2?

o = . e . .
C, =1 b2b f1( )dx—i—/ f1($)d$+F1()7 Cy = Iy + Fy, Cy = Fy+ Fy,

O x

2b 2b
(n €) (n €) bpy (ne) 1\ (bp3
Cy+InQ = +( S o >f1<1_€)+<92’ a 2)f1(1+€>

bp2b

+ (; — o — 9*) (fl(O'*) — fl(O'*)) —+ b:-i f(m)dx + /m f(x)dl’

InQ <1 _ 2lIn(o2/01) +an> JFF?En’E)-

+60,InQ — —
2 2In(p2/p1)

It only remains to show that the constants {C;}} can be expressed as in the statement of Theorem
1.2. This is easily verified for C; and C5. Using the identities

7 In(2+/m
F1(02) — fi(on) = nQ, 524%¥1
Tx pp2dT b2b.t_'—' bo2bT bet _pp2b
/”% = 1(pléb’u)dx_ L 7U)(1n0* 2bp1 - >7
% Q(I’—bpl) Q bpl 1—¢€
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% 2bT 2b. ¥
_/ + bp2 Tl(pr 7t7u)

2b2 %, 7 bp3? €
2 dx =bp5 T1(bp3 s t, @) | In +1n .
Py — T

bp3t — o, 1+e

*

long but straightforward calculations show that C3 also can be written as in Theorem 1.2. Moreover,
substituting the expressions for Fy and Fj obtained in Lemmas 2.15 and 2.16 into the relation
Cy = Fy + Fy, we infer that

BT (bp3®; 1, @) — 5T (bp3ts T, a0 - R g
C4 _ \/§b<pl{p1 2( P1 ) 1( P1 ) *pg(pngz(ngb,t,u) +5T1(bpgb,t,u))>l'

Q
10\/§b | bpzb; f; U
3 ( ll) ! 512 !

AN S
T1(bp?t; ¢, ) (2 To(bp?t;t, R S (2 < o

v |p DD (2 p DOASED ) 4 gt it (2 - Tt o)) |2
Using the identities Z3 = Z and Zy — 74 = Z, which can be obtained via integration by parts (see [9,

Lemma 2.10] for details), we conclude that Cy also can be expressed as in Theorem 1.2. This finishes
the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

A Balayage of radially symmetric measures

The measure py, is defined as the unique minimizer of the energy functional

2?0, if |2 00
1= ([ @ aua + [ Q). Q) :={' oL 0] e oc).

|z — w| 400, otherwise,

among all Borel probability measures v on C. In this appendix, we present a derivation of the
expression (1.4) for up,.

Let C ={2z€C:|z| € [0,p1] U[p2,+0)} and G =C\ C ={z € C: |z| € (p1,p2)}- The unique

minimizer of
] = / / In— (e )(d?w) + / 2P (d22)

|z — wl
among all Borel probability measures v on C is given by u(d?z) = X b,z%](|z|)ﬁA|z|2bd2z =
X b_ﬁ](\z|)§|z|2b_2d2z (see [50, Example IV.6.2]). We start with the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. We have
pn = Xo + i, (A1)
where fi := Bal(u - xg ,0G) is the balayage of - xa onto 0G = {|z| = p1} U {|z| = p=2}.

Proof. Let us first introduce some notation and background from [50]. Given a Borel probability
measure v, define

1
Y(z):= | 1 2 .
U (2) /Cn|z_w|1/(dw), zeC

By [50, Theorem 1.1.3 (d) and (f)], 1 and pp, satisfy the following conditions: there exist F, F}, € R
such that

{U“(z)—|—éz|2sz7 z€C, (A2)

Ur(2) + 312 = F, |z < b7,
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g(z) >F,, zeC, (A.3)

Ukn (Z)

Ukr(z) + 5Q(2) = Fn, z € supp(us).
Furthermore, by [50, Theorem 1.3.3], the conditions (A.3) uniquely characterize y, in the sense that
if v is a Borel probability measure with compact support which satisfies U”(z) 4+ %Q(z) > F, for
some constant F), and all z € C and if U¥(z) + %Q(z) = F, for all z € supp(v), then v = py.

Let fi, denote the right-hand side of (A.1). We will show that fi;, = pp, using the aforementioned

uniqueness theorem, namely [50, Theorem 1.3.3]. Since f is the balayage of - x¢ onto 9G, [50
Theorem I1.4.1] shows that

l\’)\»—' [\3\»—\

Ul(z) <U*Xc(z), z€C,
Ul(z) = Urxc(z), ze€C.

Combining the above with (A.2) and using that U# = UH#X¢ 4 U*XG | we obtain (recall that Q(z) =
+oo for z € G)

Urxe (z) + Uk (z) + %C:?(Z) F, |z ¢[0,p1] U [pa, b7 7],
UPXe(2) + Ul (2) + 3Q(2) = F,  |2] € [0, p1] U [p2, b~ 77].
Since UFXc 4 Ul = Ukr | [50, Theorem 1.3.3] applies and gives fis, = jup,. O

It only remains to compute fi := Bal(u - xo , 0G) explicitly. Recall that

b? .
w(d*z) = |z\2b 2X[O’b,271b](7")612z, z=re? r>0,0¢c (—mmnl,

and that 0 < p; < p2 < b=2. Hence 1 - X is the radially symmetric measure given by

do

(1 X (d%2) = F() X(pr oy (r) T —,

where f(r) := b?r?*=2. Fix z € C\ G and compute the logarithmic potential

2 27
UH'XG(Z):/Clnklw(M'XG)(de)ZQ/p rf(r)dr%/o lnl L

" 2z —retf|

Now we use the familiar integral (e.g. [50, Chapter 0, page 22])

[ 1 Int |zl <
— In ———df = " _ A4
27r/0 " |z — retf| {lni, |z] > (44)

It follows that

C1, if |z] < p1, p2 1 p2
h Ci=2 In—dr, Cy=2 dr.
Czlnfip i 2] > o, where 1 /p1 rf(r) nT r 5 /pl rf(r)dr

UHXG (z) = {

We make the ansatz that { has the form (see [50, Theorem 11.4.1])

do

o z=re? r>0,0¢c (—m,nl, (A.5)

ﬂ(dQZ) =01 0p,(r) dr;l—e + 09 0,,(r) dr
7r
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for some constants oy and oy. Using again (A.4) we obtain

(01 +09)In % if |z| > pa.

ElK

Ui(z) = {01 lnp—l1 —i—oglnp—lz, if 2| < p1,
By definition of i, we must have U*X¢ (2) = U#(z) for all z ¢ G, so we have the system

Ullnpil—l—aghapi2 =y,
o1+ 092 = Cs.

The solution is

Cl—CQIHP% Cglnp%—cl
01:T7 O'QZT (AG)
P1 pP1

Recalling that f(r) = b?r?*=2, we get

P2 1
Co=2 [ rfr) i dr = ~bg In(pa) + b 1) + (52— )

P1

P2
C=2 [ rprydr =b(e — o).

P1

Substituting the above expressions into (A.6) and recalling (A.1) and (A.5), we arrive at (1.4).

B Proof of Lemma 1.1

Define ¢, and ¢o by

m 2m
b1(x; 1, @) =1+ To(z; 1, @) 4+ To(bp?; @) =1 + nge_%(”_b”fb) + Z wy,
=1 l=m+1
~ . ~ R 2m 4 2 2m
bo (w51, 10) := 1 — To(w; £, @) + To(bpal; i) = 1 — Z wee™ o (P27 =) Z wy.
£=m+1 f=m+1

A calculation gives

m
t ty_
D, 1 = eurtrtuam o= (@ =bpi’) | § :eutz+"'+u2m(e—7@(?ﬂ—bl’?b) — e (@=bel")y
=2
+ eum+1+...+u2m(1 _ 67%(m7bf’§b))

9

2m
. to_ ¢
Ouy, o = U1 T am (] o= (05" )y | E | guettuem (e~ 7 (bo3" =) _ e—%(bpgb—x))_
l=m+2

Using that t; > --- > t,, > 0, we see that Oy, ¢1(x;t,@) > 0 for any = > bp?®, and using that
0 <tmy1 < - < tam, we see that dy,, do(x;t,d) > 0 for any x < bp2®. In view of the limits
7 r — 3 (

lim ¢ (x;t, @) =0, lim  ¢o(x;t, @) =€
U2m —>— 00 U2m —>— 00

bpgbfz) > O7
the desired inequalities follow.
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C Uniform asymptotics of the incomplete gamma function
Lemma C.1 (From [49, formula 8.11.2]). Let a > 0 be fized. As z — 400,
v(a,z) =T(a) + O(e”2).

Lemma C.2 (From [55, Section 11.2.4]). We have

FY(a?Z) _ } o _ _ e 2% /OO —1a42
T(@) 2erfc( m/a/2) — R.(n), R.(n) = i ) e 2% g(u)du,
where erfc is the complementary error function,
z 20 —=1—-1nA) dt 1 1
A=— =A=-1)/———— = ——t —. 1

b e :—m<0<n}toR given

sin

The variables t and u are related by the bijection t — u from L := {
by

2(t —1—1Int)

u=—i(t—1) =g

. tel (C.2)

The principal branch is taken for the roots in (C.1) and (C.2). In addition,

1

2 oo
e 2" o~ ci(n)
Tore j:ZO R as a — 400 (C.3)

Ra(n) ~

uniformly for z € [0, 00) where all coefficients c;(n) are bounded functions of n € R (i.e. bounded for
A € (0,+00)). The first two coefficients are given by (see [55, p. 312])

11 1 1 1

1
Co(n)—/\_l n Cl(”)zﬁ_@_m_(,\—1)2_12(A—1)'

More generally, we have

1d
=——cj_
ndn !

c;(n)
where the v; are the Stirling coefficients

(—1)7 [ i (1 22 >J’+%}
N = Y .
7204 [da2 \ 22 — In(1 + ) 20

In particular, the following hold:
(i) As a — +o0, v(a, a) =T'(a)(1 + 0(6_%)) uniformly for X\ > 1+ 6 for each fized § > 0.

an2
(ii) As a — 400, y(a, Aa) = T(a)O(e™ %) uniformly for \ in compact subsets of (0,1),

The following lemma is essentially a result of Tricomi [56]; however, the coefficients appearing in
Lemma C.3 below are written in a non-recursive way using [9, Lemma A .4].
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Lemma C.3 (From [9, Lemma A.4]). Let N > 0 be an integer, let n be as in (C.1), let p;(N) =
%, and let S(¢;(N)) denote the singular part of p;(A) at A =1, i.e., S(¢;(N)) is the sum

of the singular terms in the Laurent expansion of ¢;(A) at X =1. The first S(¢;(N\)) are given by
1 1 1 1
S(p1(N)) =
A1 ) =Gt oo T oo
3 5 25 1 1
A—15 (A—DF 12 —173 12(A—1)2 288(A—1)

S(po(N) = —

S(p2(N) = —

(i) As a — 400, uniformly for A > 1+ %l,

=0

(ii) As a — +oo, uniformly for A € [e,1 — ﬁ] for any fized € > 0,

’Y(ra(’ ax)a) _ \/% { Nzl S(;'}i(?) N O(GNZ;) N O((nz;“) }

=0
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