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Abstract. We study large n expansions for the partition function of a Coulomb gas

Zn =
1

πn

∫
Cn

∏
1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |2
n∏

i=1

e−nQ(zi) d2zi,

where Q is a radially symmetric confining potential on the complex plane C.
The droplet is not assumed to be connected, but may consist of a number of disjoint connected

annuli and possibly a central disk. The boundary condition is “soft edge”, i.e., Q is smooth in a

C-neighbourhood of the droplet.
We include the following possibilities: (i) existence of “outposts”, i.e., components of the coin-

cidence set which falls outside of the droplet, (ii) a conical (or Fisher-Hartwig) singularity at the

origin, (iii) perturbations Q− h
n

where h is a smooth radially symmetric test-function.

In each case, the free energy logZn admits a large n expansion of the form

logZn = C1n
2 + C2n logn+ C3n+ C4 logn+ C5 + Gn + o(1)

where C1, . . . , C5 are certain geometric functionals. The n-dependent term Gn is bounded as n → ∞;
it arises in the presence of spectral gaps.

We use the free energy expansions to study the distribution of fluctuations of linear statistics. We

prove that the fluctuations are well approximated by the sum of a Gaussian and certain independent
terms which provide the displacement of particles from one component to another. This displacement

depends on n and is expressed in terms of the Heine distribution. We also prove (under suitable

assumptions) that the number of particles which fall near a spectral outpost converges to a Heine
distribution.

1. Introduction

1.1. Potential-theoretic setup. It is convenient to define some key objects which are used through-
out. We will keep it brief and refer to [60] as a general source for the potential theory, and to the
introduction to [5] for more detailed background and citations.

To begin with, we fix a function Q : C → R∪ {+∞} called the external potential, which is radially
symmetric, i.e., Q(z) = Q(|z|), and confining in the sense that limz→∞ (Q(z)− 2 log |z|) = +∞.

Assuming that Q is lower semicontinuous and finite on some set of positive capacity, Frostman’s
theorem implies the existence of a unique equilibrium measure σ, which minimizes the weighted loga-
rithmic energy

IQ[µ] =

∫
C2

log
1

|z − w|
dµ(z) dµ(w) +

∫
C
Qdµ,

over all compactly supported Borel probability measures µ. The support of the equilibrium measure
is called the droplet and is denoted S = S[Q] := suppσ.
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Figure 1. N = 1 and S∗ is shown in gray. Left: Central disk droplet with two
outposts. Right: Annular droplet with two outposts.

If Q is C2-smooth in a neighbourhood of S, then σ is absolutely continuous with respect to the
normalized Lebesgue measure dA(z) := 1

π dxdy, (z = x+ iy), and takes the form

dσ(z) = ∆Q(z)1S(z) dA(z),

where we write ∆ := ∂∂̄ = 1
4 (∂xx + ∂yy) and 1S for the characteristic function of S.

The obstacle function Q̌(z) (with respect to the obstacle Q) is by definition the pointwise supremum
of the set of subharmonic functions s(z) on C such that s ≤ Q everywhere and s(w) ≤ 2 log |w|+O(1)
as w → ∞. It is easy to check that Q̌ is globally subharmonic and C1,1-smooth with Q̌ ≤ Q everywhere
and Q̌(z) = 2 log |z|+O(1) as z → ∞.

The coincidence set S∗ = S∗[Q] for the obstacle problem is defined by

S∗ := {z ∈ C ; Q(z) = Q̌(z)}.

We assume throughout the rest of the paper that Q is C6-smooth in a neighbourhood of S∗.
Evidently S and S∗ are compact sets, ∆Q ≥ 0 at each point of S∗, and σ(S∗ \ S) = 0. We refer to

points of S∗ \S as shallow points, and call a connected component of S∗ \S an outpost of the droplet.
A connected component of S∗ is either a disk Db = {z ; |z| ≤ b}, an annulus A(a, b) = {z ; a ≤

|z| ≤ b}, the singleton {0}, or a circle {z ; |z| = t}. With a mild restriction, we will assume that S∗

has only finitely many connected components. Thus

(1.1) S =

N⋃
ν=0

A(aν , bν),

where 0 ≤ a0 < b0 < a1 < b1 < · · · < aN < bN , and S∗ is obtained by possibly adjoining finitely many
outposts {z ; |z| = tm} where tm ≥ 0 (see Figure 1).

In what follows, we always assume that we have the strict subharmonicity ∆Q > 0 in a neighbour-
hood of S∗.

We distinguish between two possibilities for the topology, in terms of the Euler characteristic χ(S):

(i) a0 = 0: “Central disk droplet”. In this case χ(S) = 1.
(ii) a0 > 0: “Annular droplet”. In this case χ(S) = 0.
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1.2. Coulomb gas ensembles. Besides Q we shall consider perturbations of the form

(1.2) Q̃(z) := Q(z)− s

n
h(z)− α

n
ℓ(z),

where ℓ is the logarithm

(1.3) ℓ(z) := 2 log |z|,

while s, α are real parameters with α > −1. We assume throughout that the test function h(z) in
(1.2) is radially symmetric and C4-smooth in a neighbourhood of S∗. (1)

By definition, the partition function of the Coulomb gas {zj}n1 in potential (1.2), at an inverse
temperature β > 0, is the n-fold integral

(1.4) Zβ
n = Zβ

n [Q̃] =

∫
Cn

|∆n(z)|βe−n
∑n

j=1 Q̃(zj) dAn(z)

where ∆n(z) =
∏

j>k(zj − zk) is the Vandermonde determinant and dAn = (dA)⊗n is the normalized
Lebesgue measure on Cn.

In the following (except when the opposite is made explicit) we set β = 2, and we write Zn := Z
(α)
n,sh

for the corresponding partition function (1.4).

The Coulomb gas in potential Q̃ (at β = 2) is a random sample {zj}n1 drawn with respect to the
following Gibbs distribution on Cn,

(1.5) dP̃n(z) =
1

Zn
|∆n(z)|2e−n

∑n
j=1 Q̃(zj) dAn(z).

We are primarily interested in the case s = 0, in which case we drop tildes and write Pn or P(α)
n

depending on whether or not α = 0.

Inspired by recent progress in [21] we shall prove large n expansions for logZn in a variety of new
situations. These expansions depend on a number of “geometric functionals” which we now list, for
future convenience.

1.2.1. Geometric functionals. In what follows, Q always refers to the “unperturbed” potential, while
Q̃ is the perturbation (1.2); the measure dσ = 1S ·∆QdA is the equilibrium measure in potential Q.

We will make use of the following items.

(I) The weighted energy of the equilibrium measure:

IQ[σ] =

∫
C2

log
1

|z − w|
dσ(z) dσ(w) +

∫
C
Qdσ.(1.6)

(II) The (negative of the) entropy of the equilibrium measure:

EQ[σ] =

∫
C
log∆Qdσ.

(III) The Euler characteristic χ(S) of the droplet (see above).
(IV) We now define a geometric functional FQ[σ]. By a slight abuse of notation, this functional is

the sum FQ[σ] =
∑

C FQ[C] where C ranges over the connected components of S. For each
component C of S, FQ[C] is defined as follows:

1The behaviour outside of such a neighbourhood is less sensitive and also less interesting; for example requiring that
h is continuous and bounded on C will do. For simplicity, we adopt this convention in what follows.
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(i) If C is the annulus A(a, b) where 0 < a < b, then we define

FQ[A(a, b)] :=
1

12
log

[
a2∆Q(a)

b2∆Q(b)

]
− 1

16

[
b
∂r∆Q(b)

∆Q(b)
− a

∂r∆Q(a)

∆Q(a)

]
+

1

24

∫ b

a

[
∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

] 2

r dr.

(1.7)

(ii) If C is the disc Db then we define FQ[C] by

(1.8) FQ[Db] :=
1

12
log

[
1

b2∆Q(b)

]
− 1

16
b
∂r∆Q(b)

∆Q(b)
+

1

24

∫ b

0

[
∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

] 2

r dr.

(V) The Barnes G-function G(z), see e.g. [57, Section 5.17] or [13].
(VI) The cumulative masses Mν for −1 ≤ ν ≤ N are defined by M−1 = 0 and

(1.9) Mν = σ({|z| ≤ bν}), ν = 0, . . . , N.

We define xν = xν(n) to be the fractional part

xν = {Mνn} :=Mνn−mν

where the critical index mν is the integer part mν := ⌊Mνn⌋. (Note that MN = 1.)
(VII) For 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1, we define constants ρν , θν,α = θν,α(n), cν = cν(h) by

(1.10) ρν :=
bν
aν+1

, θν,α :=

√
∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
ρ2(xν−α)
ν , cν := h(aν+1)− h(bν),

and introduce the shorthand notation

µν = µν(s, α;n, h) := θν,αe
scν .(1.11)

(VIII) For fixed q with 0 < q < 1 and z ∈ C, the q-shifted limiting factorial is the product ([13, 44])

(1.12) (z; q)∞ :=

∞∏
i=0

(1− zqi).

(IX) We define the n:th net displacement term Gn(s, α) in terms of (1.10) – (1.12) by

Gn(s, α) :=

N−1∑
ν=0

(xν logµν − x2ν log ρν) +

N−1∑
ν=0

log[(−ρνµν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] +

N−1∑
ν=0

log[(− ρν
µν

; ρ2ν)∞].(1.13)

(X) With the test function h in (1.2) we also associate the quantities

eh =
1

2

∫
S

h∆ log∆QdA+
1

8π

∫
∂S

∂nh(z) |dz| −
1

8π

∫
∂S

h(z)
∂n∆Q(z)

∆Q(z)
|dz|,(1.14)

vh =
1

4

∫
S

|∇h(z)|2 dA(z).(1.15)

Here and throughout, “∂n” designates differentiation in the normal direction to ∂S pointing
out from the droplet S

Remark. The terms FQ[C] in (1.7) and (1.8) have interpretations in terms of ζ-regularized determi-
nants for certain pseudodifferential operators (Laplacians and Neumann’s jump) via the Polyakov-
Alvarez formula, see [21, 45, 48, 49, 52, 62, 64] and in particular [64, Appendix C].

In the case when S is connected, the terms eh and vh can be interpreted as the limiting expectation
and variance of linear statistics, as proven in [10]. In [5, Theorems 1.4 and 6.1] it is noted that the
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same interpretation holds in the case of disconnected droplets, provided that h is the real part of an
analytic function in each spectral gap.

Remark. The displacement term (1.13) can be rewritten in terms of the Jacobi theta function

θ(z; τ) =

+∞∑
ℓ=−∞

e2πiℓzeπiℓ
2τ .(1.16)

To see this we recall the related function from [26], which in our notation becomes

(1.17) Θ = Θ(x; p, q) := x(x− 1) log p+ x log q + log[(−qp2x; p2)∞] + log[(−q−1p2(1−x); p2)∞].

By tuning the parameters p, q, one can clearly express (1.13) in terms of Θ, which by [26, Lemma
3.25] is related to the logarithm of (1.16) by

Θ =
1

2
log

(
πqp−

1
2

log(p−1)

)
+

(log q)2

4 log(p−1)
−

+∞∑
j=1

log(1− p2j) + log θ

(
x+

1

2
+

1

2

log q

log p
;

πi

log(p−1)

)
.

Previous works on spectral gaps have typically been formulated in terms of (1.16), see e.g. [5, 26, 29]
and the references therein. However, in the present work, the form (1.13) is advantageous, as it more
directly relates to the Heine distribution (to be introduced below).

1.3. The regular case. We begin by considering the case where α = 0 (no conical singularity) and
S = S∗ (no shallow points). In this case, it is convenient to write

Gn(s) := Gn(s, 0).(1.18)

We have the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that S = S∗ and α = 0. Then for all real s, |s| ≤ log n, we have, as n→ ∞,

logZn,sh = −n2IQ[σ] +
1

2
n log n+ n

 log(2π)
2

− 1− EQ[σ]

2
+ s

∫
C

h dσ

+
6− χ(S)

12
log n

+ χ(S) ζ ′(−1) + FQ[σ] +
log(2π)

2
+ seh +

s2

2
vh + Gn(s) + E(n).

(1.19)

The error term E(n) satisfies E(n) = O( (logn)2

n ) if a0 > 0, while E(n) = O
(

(logn)3

n
1
12

)
if a0 = 0.

In the special case when Q is globally smooth and strictly subharmonic on C (which implies that S
is connected) and s = 0, Theorem 1.1 is precisely the union of [21, Theorem 1.1(i) and Theorem 1.2(i)].
By contrast, if N ≥ 1, then there are always points (in the gaps) where Q is strictly superharmonic.
(See for example the computations in Subsection 2.4 below.)

1.3.1. Fluctuations. A well-known principle dictates that fluctuations of smooth linear statistics are
determined by the O(1)-term of the large n expansion of the free energy logZn,sh. We shall exploit
this principle in a variety of situations, to deduce fluctuation theorems.

The key idea is the following. Given a suitable suitable test function h(z) and a random sample
{zj}n1 with respect to the unperturbed Gibbs distribution Pn in potential Q (see (1.5) with α = s = 0)
we define the random variable

fluctn h =

n∑
j=1

h(zj)− n

∫
C

h dσ.(1.20)
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Given any random variable X, we write FX(s) = logE(esX) for its cumulant generating function (in
short: CGF). We recall from basic probability theory that if the moment problem forX is determinate,
and if FXn(s) → FX(s) uniformly in some neighbourhood of s = 0 as n → ∞, then Xn converges in
distribution to X. (See for instance [18, Section 30].)

The normal N(µ, σ2)-distribution is determined by the CGF FX(s) = sµ+ s2

2 σ
2.

With this in mind, we pass to the CGF of (1.20), which we denote

(1.21) Fn,h(s) := logEn(e
s fluctn h).

By a standard computation (see e.g. [5, Section 2.1]) we have the following formula for the derivative

(1.22) F ′
n,h(s) =

d

ds
logZn,sh − n

∫
C

h dσ.

Integrating both sides from 0 to s, using Fn,h(0) = 0 and Theorem 1.1, we obtain:

Corollary 1.2. As n→ ∞, uniformly for |s| ≤ log n

Fn,h(s) = seh +
s2

2
vh + Gn(s)− Gn(0) + E(n).(1.23)

Except for the succinct formulation and the order of the error term, Corollary 1.2 is not new.
Indeed, it alternatively follows by combining the recent boundary fluctuation theorem in [5, Theorem
1.6] with an earlier result for the bulk from [9]. However, our present derivation using the partition
function is new. The analysis in [5] (which is of independent interest) is based around a local analysis

of the one-point function (in potential Q̃) in various regimes of the plane.

1.3.2. Probabilistic interpretation. We shall now give an interpretation of Corollary 1.2 in terms of a
probability distribution on the non-negative integers Z+ = {0, 1, 2, . . .}, known as the Heine distribu-
tion [51].

Definition. Let θ be a positive real parameter and q a number with 0 < q < 1. A Z+-valued random
variable X is said to have a Heine distribution with parameters (θ, q), denoted X ∼ He(θ, q), if

(1.24) P({X = k}) = 1

(−θ; q)∞
q

1
2k(k−1)θk

(q; q)k
, k ∈ Z+,

where we follow the notation of [44] for q-shifted factorials,

(z; q)k =

k−1∏
i=0

(1− zqi), (z; q)∞ =

∞∏
i=0

(1− zqi).

To see that the numbers in (1.24) sum to one, we use the following identity, which is a special case
of the q-binomial Theorem (see [13, 44, 37, 54])

(1.25) (z; q)n =

n∑
k=0

(q; q)n
(q; q)k(q; q)n−k

q
1
2k(k−1)(−z)k.

Taking the limit in (1.25) as n→ ∞ we get

(z; q)∞ =

∞∑
k=0

q
1
2k(k−1)(−z)k

(q; q)k
,

proving that the Heine distribution is indeed a probability distribution.
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For later application, we note that by letting z = −θ√qecs in the last relation, we obtain

(1.26)

∞∑
k=0

q
1
2k

2

(q; q)k
θkecsk =

∞∏
j=0

(1 + θecsq
1
2 (2j+1)).

We are now ready to formulate a probabilistic interpretation of Corollary 1.2.

Corollary 1.3. For for each ν, 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1, let be a set of independent, Heine distributed random
variables with parameters

X+
ν ∼ He(θνρν , ρ

2
ν), X−

ν ∼ He(θ−1
ν ρν , ρ

2
ν),

where θν := θν,0 is given in (1.10).
Also let W be a Gaussian N(eh, vh)-distributed random variable independent from all X±

ν , i.e.,

FW (s) = seh + s2

2 vh, and define Kn =
∑N−1

ν=0 cνxν , where cν are defined in (1.10).
Then, as n→ ∞, uniformly for |s| ≤ log n,

Fn,h(s) = sKn + FW (s) +

N−1∑
ν=0

(FcνX
+
ν
(s) + F−cνX

−
ν
(s)) + E(n).

Proof. Let X ∼ He(θ
√
q, q) and c a real constant. By (1.26) the moment generating function of cX is

(1.27) E(ecsX) =
(−θ√qecs; q)∞
(−θ√q; q)∞

.

Now define µν(s) := µν(s, 0;n, h) (see (1.11)). Then

Gn(s)− Gn(0) =

N−1∑
ν=0

[
xνscν + log

(−ρνµν(s); ρ
2
ν)∞

(−ρνµν(0); ρ2ν)∞
+ log

(−ρν/µν(s); ρ
2
ν)∞

(−ρν/µν(0); ρ2ν)∞

]
.(1.28)

On the other hand, by comparing with (1.27) (with q = ρ2ν) and recalling that µν(s) = µν(0)e
scν , we

infer that if X+
ν ∼ He(θνρν , ρ

2
ν), then

FcνX
+
ν
(s) := logE(escνX

+
ν ) = log

(−ρνµν(s); ρ
2
ν)∞

(−ρνµν(0); ρ2ν)∞
.

Similarly, if X−
ν ∼ He(θ−1

ν ρν , ρ
2
ν), then

F−cνX
−
ν
(s) = log

(−ρν/µν(s); ρ
2
ν)∞

(−ρν/µν(0); ρ2ν)∞
.

Substituting the above in (1.28) and recalling (1.23), we finish the proof of the corollary. □

Remark. The random variables W = W (h) in Corollary 1.3 form a Gaussian field in C generalizing
the one appearing for connected droplets in [10]. In the present case, we need to subtract the sum

Kn +
∑N−1

0 cν(X
+
ν −X−

ν ) from fluctn h in order to obtain convergence to the Gaussian field.
It is natural to think of X+

ν as a displacement of particles from Sν to Sν+1 and X−
ν as an inde-

pendent displacement from Sν+1 to Sν . Note that the constant Kn as well as the distributions of the
displacement terms X±

ν depends on n through xν = {Mνn}.
Recall from [50, 5] that an integer valued random variable Y is said to have a discrete normal

distribution with parameters λ > 0 and 0 < q < 1 (denoted “Y ∼ dN(λ, q)”) if it has the probability
function

P({Y = k}) = Cλ,qλ
kq

1
2k(k−1), (k ∈ Z),

where Cλ,q is the normalizing constant. In this notation, it follows from [50, Theorem 2] that

X+
ν −X−

ν ∼ dN(θρ, ρ2).
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1.4. Fisher-Hartwig singularity. We now consider the partition function Z
(α)
n,sh where α > −1 is

the parameter in (1.2).
We maintain the assumption that the droplet takes the form (1.1), and that there are no shallow

points, i.e., S = S∗. We shall focus on the case of a central disk droplet, i.e., we assume that a0 = 0.
(Annular droplets corresponding to a0 > 0 are uninteresting in this connection, since the logarithmic
term ℓ(z) = 2 log |z| is then smooth in a neighbourhood of the droplet.)

Recall that eh and vh are defined by (1.14) and (1.15), respectively. Given a suitable function f ,
we also define

vν,f =
1

4

∫
Sν

|∇f(z)|2 dA(z),(1.29)

where Sν = A(aν , bν) is the ν:th connected component of S.
We shall frequently use the linear combination

(1.30) k(z) = ks,α(z) := sh(z) + αℓ(z).

For the following result, we note that the integral

vν,k =
1

4

∫
Sν

|∇k|2 dA =
s2

4

∫
Sν

|∇h|2 dA+
sα

2

∫
Sν

∇h • ∇ℓ dA+
α2

4

∫
Sν

|∇ℓ|2 dA

converges when ν ≥ 1 but diverges when ν = 0 (unless α = 0). (Here x • y = x1y1 + x2y2 denotes the
usual dot product in R2.)

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that S = S∗ is a central disk droplet, i.e., a0 = 0. Then for all real s with
|s| ≤ log n, we have, as n→ ∞,

logZ
(α)
n,sh =− n2IQ[σ] +

1

2
n log n+ n

[
log 2π

2
− 1− EQ[σ]

2
+

∫
C
k dσ

]
+
( 5

12
+
α2

2

)
log n

+ ζ ′(−1)− logG(1 + α) + FQ[σ] +
1 + α

2
log(2π) + ek +

s2

2
v0,h +

1

2

N∑
ν=1

vν,k

+
α2

2
log
(
b20∆Q(0)

)
+ Gn(s, α) + αs

(
h(b0)− h(0)

)
+O

( (log n)3
n

1
12

)
,

where G(z) and Gn(s, α) are defined in Section 1.2, items (V) and (IX), respectively.

Remark. In dimension one, large n expansions in connection with Fisher-Hartwig singularities have
been well studied, see e.g. [28, 29] and the references there. In dimension two, various aspects of root-
type Fisher-Hartwig singularities are studied in e.g. [63, 52, 12, 33, 20] and the references therein.

We shall now use the relationship between the partition function and the cumulant generating
function and draw two immediate conclusions.

First, note that using (1.22) with En replaced by E(α)
n and Theorem 1.4, we obtain the following

result. (The notation E(α)
n means that the expectation is taken with respect to (1.5) with s = 0.)

Corollary 1.5. For fixed α > −1, the cumulant generating function

F
(α)
n,h (s) := logE(α)

n exp(sfluctn h)

satisfies the large n expansion

F
(α)
n,h (s) = seh,α +

s2

2
vh + Gn(s, α)− Gn(0, α) +O

( (log n)3
n

1
12

)
,

where eh,α := eh + α
2

∑N
ν=1

∫
Sν

∇h • ∇ℓ dA+ α(h(b0)− h(0)).
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Using (1.22) with h replaced by ℓ and using Theorem 1.4, we also obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.6. Let, for α > −1,

Fn,ℓ(α) := logEn exp(α fluctn ℓ),

be the cumulant generating function of ℓ, where the expectation is with respect to the Gibbs measure
(1.5) for s = α = 0. Then as n→ ∞,

Fn,ℓ(α) =
α2

2
log n+ αẽℓ +

α2

2
ṽℓ − logG(1 + α) + Gn(0, α)− Gn(0, 0) +O

( (log n)3
n

1
12

)
,

where

ẽℓ := eℓ +
log(2π)

2
, ṽℓ := log(b20∆Q(0)) +

N∑
ν=1

vν,ℓ.

Remark. Note that Corollary 1.6 implies that the random variables

(1.31)
fluctn ℓ√
log n

converge in distribution to a standard normal as n → ∞. This kind of convergence is known to be
“universal” for all suitable potentials giving rise to a connected droplet whose interior contains the
origin, see [12, 63]. More remarkably, we here obtain the subleading correction:

lim
n→∞

(Fn,ℓ(α)−
α2

2
log n− Gn(0, α) + Gn(0, 0)) = αẽℓ +

α2

2
ṽℓ − logG(1 + α).

We now interpret Corollary 1.5 in terms of the Heine distribution. The following result is a direct
generalization of Corollary 1.3 for central disk droplets.

Theorem 1.7. Keep the notation of Corollary 1.5 and let let {X+
ν , X

−
ν } be independent and Heine-

distributed with X±
ν ∼ He(θ±1

ν,αρν , ρ
2
ν) where θν,α is given in (1.10). Also let W be a Gaussian with

expectation eh,α and variance vh and put Kn =
∑N−1

ν=0 cν xν (again cf. (1.10)). Then as n→ ∞,

F
(α)
n,h (s) = sKn + FW (s) +

N−1∑
ν=0

(FcνX
+
ν
(s) + F−cνX

−
ν
(s)) +O

( (log n)3
n

1
12

)
.

The proof is immediate by replacing µν(s) in the proof of Corollary 1.3 by s 7→ µν(s, α) from (1.11).

1.5. Shallow outposts. We shall now investigate the situation when the droplet S = A(a, b) is an
annulus and the coincidence set S∗ contains a single outpost {|z| = t} outside of S. There are three
examples to consider: t > b, 0 < t < a and t = 0.

1.5.1. Case 1: t > b. Suppose that Q is a potential such that the droplet S = A(a, b) is an annulus
(or disk) while the coincidence set is

S∗ = S ∪ {z ; |z| = t}.
It is convenient to introduce a “localized” potential Qloc which equals Q on a disc D = {|z| ≤ b′}

containing S in its interior, and satisfying Qloc = +∞ off D. By choosing b′ < t we ensure that
S∗[Qloc] = S[Qloc] = S.

Given a suitable radially symmetric test-function h, we consider the partition function Z̃n,sh in
potential

Q̃loc := Qloc −
sh

n
.
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Since the potential Qloc has no shallow points, the large n expansion of log Z̃n,sh is given by the case
N = 0 of Theorem 1.1. (We assume α = 0 to keep it simple.)

Now write Zn,sh for the partition function in potential Q− sh
n and observe that

logZn,sh = log Z̃n,sh + Ln,h(s),

where we write

(1.32) Ln,h(s) := log
Zn,sh

Z̃n,sh

.

Similarly we denote by Fn,h(s) and F̃n,h(s) the CGF for fluctn h with respect to the potential Q
and Qloc, respectively and we have

(1.33) Fn,h − F̃n,h = Ln,h − Ln,0.

We have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Write

(1.34) ρ :=
b

t
, θ :=

√
∆Q(b)

∆Q(t)
, c := h(t)− h(b), µ(s) := ecsθ.

Then for |s| ≤ log n, we have as n→ ∞
Ln,h(s) = log[(−µ(s)ρ ; ρ2)∞] +O

(
n−1(log n)2

)
.

In order to draw some probabilistic consequences, we let X be Heine distributed with

(1.35) X ∼ He(θρ, ρ2).

Using the identity (1.26) as in the proof of Corollary 1.3, we deduce that the function

log[(−µ(s)ρ; ρ2)∞]− log[(−θρ; ρ2)∞]

equals precisely to the cumulant generating function FcX(s) := logE(escX).
Differentiating with respect to s in (1.33) and integrating from 0 to s, recalling that

F̃n,h(s) = seh +
s2

2
vh + E(n)

by Corollary 1.2, we obtain the following corollary of Theorem 1.8.

Corollary 1.9. In above notation, the cumulant generating function Fn,h(s) = logEn(e
s fluctn h) obeys

the large n asymptotic, uniformly for |s| ≤ log n,

Fn,h(s) = seh +
s2

2
vh + FcX(s) + E(n).

Thus the random variables fluctn h converge in distribution to cX + W where X ∼ He(θρ, ρ2),
W ∼ N(eh, vh) and X,W are independent.

In a sense, X describes a “unilateral displacement” of particles from the droplet to the shallow
circle {|z| = t}. (By contrast, the displacement between components of the droplet is “bilateral”.)

Moreover, in contrast with Corollary 1.3, the Heine distribution of X is independent of n. Picking
h which is zero in a neighbourhood of S and one in a neighbourhood of the outpost {|z| = t}, we can
identify the random variable

Nn := fluctn h =

n∑
j=1

h(zj)

with the number of particles which are found in a vicinity of the shallow outpost.
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Corollary 1.10. As n→ ∞, the random variables Nn converge in distribution to He(θρ, ρ2) where θ
is given in (1.34) and ρ = b/t.

The following simple proposition sheds some further light on the Heine distribution.

The q-analogue of a number x is defined by [x]q = qx−1
q−1 .

Proposition 1.11. If X ∼ He(θρ, ρ2) then

E[X]ρ2 =
θρ

1 + θρ

1

1− ρ2
, and EX =

∞∑
j=0

θρ2j+1

1 + θρ2j+1
.

Proof. By (1.24), for Y ∼ He(θ, q) and s ∈ R we have

E(esY ) =
∞∑
k=0

esk · P({Y = k}) =
∞∑
k=0

esk
1

(−θ; q)∞
q

1
2k(k−1)θk

(q; q)k
=

(−θes; q)∞
(−θ; q)∞

.(1.36)

Taking first the derivative with respect to s, and then evaluating at s = 0, we find (by “partial
fractions”)

EY =

∞∑
j=0

θqj

1 + θqj
,

and the claim about EX follows. Similarly,

E(qY ) =
1

(−θ; q)∞

∞∑
k=0

qk
q

1
2k(k−1)θk

(q; q)k
=

(−θq; q)∞
(−θ; q)∞

=
1

1 + θ
,

and the claim about E[X]ρ2 easily follows. □

1.5.2. Case 2: t < a. Suppose that S = A(a, b) where a > 0 and S∗ = S ∪ {|z| = t} where we begin
by assuming 0 < t < a. This time we localize by picking a′ with t < a′ < a and letting Qloc(z) = Q(z)
for |z| ≥ a′ and Qloc(z) = +∞ for |z| < a′.

Using similar definitions as above with respect to the localized partition function Z̃n,sh and the

CGF F̃n,h(s), we write Ln,h(s) for the function defined by (1.32).
By adapting the reasoning above, we find that with

ρ :=
t

a
, c := h(a)− h(t), θ :=

√
∆Q(t)

∆Q(a)
, µ(s) := ecsθ,

we have

(1.37) Ln,h(s) = log[(−µ(s)ρ; ρ2)∞] +O
(
n−1(log n)2

)
,

and Ln,h(s) − Ln,h(0) = FcX(s) + O
( (logn)2

n

)
where X ∼ He(θρ, ρ2). (Furthermore, (1.37) holds

uniformly for t ∈ [0, a− ϵ] for any fixed ϵ > 0.)
Now let t → 0 while keeping a and b fixed. In view of (1.37), this limit leads to the convergence

Ln,h(s) → 0. We obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.12. If S∗ = S ∪ {0} where S = A(a, b), 0 < a < b, then Zn,sh = Z̃n,sh + O
( (logn)2

n

)
as n → ∞, where the O-constant is uniform for |s| ≤ log n. Consequently, the cumulant generating

function Fn,h(s) satisfies the Gaussian convergence Fn,h(s) = seh + s2

2 vh +O
( (logn)2

n

)
as n→ ∞.
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Remark. In the general case of non-symmetric potentials, the Gaussian fluctuation theorem in [10]
says that if S = S∗ is connected with a smooth boundary, then the cumulant generating function
Fn,h(s) of fluctn h, where h is a smooth test-function, satisfies the Gaussian convergence

(1.38) Fn,h(s) = seh +
s2

2
vh + o(1).

It is natural to ask for more general conditions implying (1.38). We conjecture that, provided Q is
smooth and strictly subharmonic in a neighbourhood of S∗, the convergence (1.38) should hold if and
only if the shallow set S∗ \ S has capacity zero.

Remark. In the situation with several outposts, or outposts squeezed between different components of
the droplet, our present methods can be used to work out asymptotics of logZn,sh, but the probabilistic
picture gets more involved, since several displacements must be considered simultaneously. For reasons
of length, a probabilistic interpretation in this generality will not be carried out here.

1.6. Comments and related work. Free energy asymptotics in the regular case s = α = 0 has
been studied also for β-ensembles, for fairly general smooth potentials. It is by now known that under
suitable assumptions on Q, the free energy logZβ

n in (1.4) obeys

(1.39) logZβ
n = −β

2
n2IQ[σ] +

β

4
n log n+ n

[
Cβ − (1− β

4
)EQ[σ]

]
+ o(n),

where the constant Cβ is unknown when β ̸= 2. See the introduction of [21] as well as [14, 59] and
references therein.

The expansion beyond (1.39) is still not settled as far as we know, but for example the sources
[64, 24] contain partial results and conjectures. (Among other things, a term in the expansion of

logZβ
n proportional to

√
n log β

2 has been conjectured.) Again we refer to the introduction in [21] as
well as [14, 59] and the references therein as sources for these developments.

For β = 2, a complete large n expansion of logZn is known in some particular cases, e.g. for the
elliptic Ginibre ensembles, where asymptotics for the Barnes G-function provides the answer. In all
known examples, it has been verified that the constant C2 in (1.39) is equal to 1

2 log(2π), but the
lower order terms (hidden in the “o(n)”) remain an open problem also when β = 2.

The appearance of a spectral determinant (corresponding to the term FQ[σ] in (1.19)) is predicted
“up to constants” in [64] for a large class of potentials giving rise to connected droplets. As we have
already noted, this prediction was rigorously verified in [21] for globally strictly subharmonic and
radially symmetric smooth potentials. In the case of disconnected droplets the term is new as far as
we know.

The paper [21] also gives a free energy expansion for Pfaffian Coulomb gas ensembles, see also the
review [23]. It is possible and interesting to adapt our current analysis to this setting; this will be
carried out in a separate publication [32].

The partition function has also been studied beyond the “soft edge” where Q is smooth in a two-
dimensional neighbourhood of the droplet. For example, free energy asymptotics with respect to
various hard wall constraints have been investigated by many authors, see e.g. [41, 3, 26, 27] and
the references therein. In these works, the “hard wall” is obtained by redefining a suitable potential
Q to be +∞ outside of some prescribed closed set C. The imposition of a hard wall might have a
drastic effect for the Coulomb gas and might affect the structure of the equilibrium measure, see e.g.
[1, 6, 27].

Free energy asymptotics with respect to hard edge potentials of the form Q(z) = |z|2b + α
n ℓ(z) +

∞1C\C(z) is worked out in [26] in the case where C is a union of annuli centered at the origin, and an
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oscillatory term of order O(1) in the expansion of logZn is found in terms of the Jacobi theta function
(1.16).

In the recent work [48], the special case Q = 0 is considered, with a hard wall along the boundary
of a prescribed (simply connected) droplet S with piecewise-analytic boundary. The authors express
the O(1)-term in the large n expansion of the free energy in terms of the Loewner energy of the hard
wall ∂S, and in terms of the Grunsky operator of S. Underlying potentials of this kind are natural
from the perspective of classical potential theory and appear also in the theory of truncated unitary
random matrices, see [8] and the references there. The situation is drastically different from hard wall
ensembles in positive background as in [41, 3, 7, 26, 15] and the references therein.

The q-binomial formula (1.25) is well known in the theory of the Rogers-Ramanujan entire function,
see e.g. [13, 44]; its relationship to the Heine distribution can be gathered from e.g. the sources
[37, 54, 50, 51]. In the Coulomb gas literature, displacements (or “jumps”) of particles between the
different components of S are frequently described in terms of the Riemann theta function and the
discrete normal distribution, both in soft and hard edge cases. (See [26, 5, 7] for results in dimension
two, and e.g. [35, 31, 19, 29, 40] and the references therein for results in dimension one.)

We next mention a few possibilities which are not included in our above analysis of rotationally
symmetric potentials Q. One such possibility is that the equilibrium density ∆Q vanishes to some
order at the origin. In the paper [12] it is shown that this affects the limiting variance of the random
variables (1.31) in an interesting way (when the droplet is connected). Another possibility appears
in the forthcoming work [53], namely that ∆Q = 0 along some circle inside the droplet. (In this
connection it would also potentially be interesting to investigate the case when ∆Q vanishes, for
example, along a shallow outpost.) Yet another possibility is to allow Q to have finite-sized jump
discontinuities along some circle. Such discontinuities are different than those produced by a hard
wall and are relevant in the study of counting statistics. See e.g. [25, 20, 2] and the references therein
for studies in this direction. Other types of boundary conditions, besides soft and hard edge, are found
in [11, 58], for example.

The theory of Hermitian random matrices corresponds to C = R, so that the gas is confined to
the real axis, and the droplet S is a compact subset of R. The case in which the droplet consists of
several disjoint intervals is known as the multi-cut regime, and related partition functions are studied
in [31, 19, 29] and the references therein. In dimension one, the emergence of shallow points is known
under the names “birth of a cut” or “colonization of an outpost”. This was studied in [36, 30, 56, 17]
when the new cut has two soft edges, and in [39] when the new cut has two hard edges.

The emergence of the Euler characteristic in Theorem 1.1 is consistent with results in dimension
one (see e.g. [29]) as well as in some two-dimensional cases (see e.g. [21, 22, 33]), lending support to
the hypothesis of an underlying universal result.

We finally note a certain formal resemblance between our present results to quantum tunneling for
double potential wells in strong magnetic fields, which is discussed in the recent works [38, 46]. (This
is different from a Coulomb gas, and the analysis uses quite different methods.)

1.7. Plan of this paper. In Section 2, we provide some general preliminaries and background.
In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.1 in the case with a central annulus, i.e., a0 > 0.
In Section 4, we adapt the proof in the annular case so as to obtain a proof of the expansion with

a central disk (a0 = 0), including the case of a Fisher-Hartwig singularity, thus fully proving Theorem
1.1 and Theorem 1.4.

In Section 5, we consider shallow outposts and prove Theorem 1.8.

Acknowledgement. CC acknowledges support from the Swedish Research Council, Grant No. 2021-
04626.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some background on the relationship between the partition function
and weighted polynomials. After that we discuss a formula for the energy IQ[σ] and some useful
integration techniques. We finish by a detailed discussion of “peak sets” for weighted polynomials (of
importance for our application of the Laplace method).

2.1. The product formula for Zn. Consider the L2-space over C with norm ∥f∥2 :=
∫
C |f | 2 dA.

The monic weighted orthogonal polynomial of degree j in potential (1.2) is denoted

pj(z) = pj,n(z) := zje−
1
2nQ̃(z).

(This simple formula depends, of course, on the radial symmetry of Q̃.)
By Andréief’s identity (see [43, 55]) we have the basic product formula

(2.1) Zn = n!

n−1∏
j=0

hj ,

where hj is the squared norm of pj , i.e.,

hj = hj,n[Q̃] := ∥pj∥2.
Our goal is to study the large n asymptotics of logZn, which, by (2.1) and Stirling’s formula,

amounts to studying the sum
∑n−1

j=0 log hj .

In what follows, we write q for the function Q restricted to [0,∞). Thus

(2.2) pj(z) = zje
1
2 sh(r)+α log re−

1
2nq(r), (r = |z|).

2.2. Weighted energy of the equilibrium measure. The following lemma gives a convenient
expression for the weighted logarithmic energy (1.6) of the equilibrium measure dσ = ∆Q1S dA.

Recall the assumption (1.1) that the droplet is a disjoint union S = ∪N
ν=0Sν where Sν = A(aν , bν).

Lemma 2.1. We have

IQ[σ] =

∫
S

Qdσ +

N∑
ν=0

(
1

4

∫ bν

aν

rq′(r)2 dr +M2
ν−1 log aν −M2

ν log bν

)
where we use the convention M2

−1 log a0 = 0 log 0 := 0 if a0 = 0.

Proof. Using the formula (see for example [60, Section 0])

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log
1

|z − reiθ|
dθ =

{
log 1

r , if r ≥ |z|,
log 1

|z| , if r < |z|,
r > 0,(2.3)

we have for each ν that, with ψ(r) := 2r∆Q(r),∫
Sν

∫
Sν

log
1

|z − w|
dσ(z) dσ(w) =

∫ bν

aν

drz

∫ rz

aν

ψ(rz)ψ(rw) log
1

rz
drw

+

∫ bν

aν

drz

∫ bν

rz

ψ(rz)ψ(rw) log
1

rw
drw.

Since 2ψ = (rq′)′ the right hand side is evaluated to

1

4

∫ bν

aν

(q(bν)− q(r)− aνq
′(aν) log(

1

r
) + bν log(

1

bν
)q′(bν))(rq

′′(r) + q′(r)) dr.
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Using that Mν = bνq
′(bν)
2 = aν+1q

′(aν+1)
2 (see for example Lemma 2.6 below) and integrating by

parts it is straightforward to verify that∫
Sν

∫
Sν

log
1

|z − w|
dσ(z) dσ(w) =

1

4

∫ bν

aν

rq′(r)2 dr +M2
ν−1 log aν −M2

ν log bν

+ 2Mν−1(Mν log bν −Mν−1 log aν)−Mν−1(q(bν)− q(aν)).

Also for ν < η we similarly obtain∫
Sν

∫
Sη

log
1

|z − w|
dσ(z) dσ(w) =

1

2
(Mν −Mν−1)

(
2Mη−1 log aη − 2Mη log bη + q(bη)− q(aη)

)
.

Summation over all relevant ν and η completes the proof of the lemma. □

2.3. The Euler-Maclaurin formula. In what follows, we often use the following summation rule,
which is found e.g. in [57, Section 2.10] and [21].

Theorem 2.2. If h is 2d times continuously differentiable on the interval [m,n], then

n−1∑
j=m

h(j) =

∫ n

m

h(x) dx− h(n)− h(m)

2
+

d−1∑
k=1

B2k

(2k)!

(
h(2k−1)(n)− h(2k−1)(m)

)
+ ϵd.

Here B2k is the Bernoulli number (in particular B2 = 1
6) and

|ϵd| ≤
4ζ(2d)

(2π)2d

∫ n

m

|h(2d)(x)| dx,

where ζ(s) is the Riemann zeta function.

2.4. The Laplace method. We will frequently approximate integrals using the following version of
Laplace’s method.

Lemma 2.3. Let f(r) and g(r) be smooth (C4 and C6-smooth, respectively, will do) functions for
r > 0 and consider the integral

(2.4) I(n) =

∫ ∞

0

f(r)e−ng(r) dr.

Suppose that g(r) assumes a local minimum at r = r0, and that f(r) is supported in a neighbourhood
of r = r0 which contains no other local minima of g(r). Also suppose g′′(r0) > 0 and f(r0) ̸= 0. Then,
as n→ +∞,

I(n) =

√
2π

g′′(r0)n
e−ng(r0)f(r0)

(
1 +

a

n
+O(n−2)

)
,

where

a = −1

8

d4
d22

+
5

24

d23
d32

+
1

2

f ′′(r0)

f(r0)

1

d2
− 1

2

f ′(r0)

f(r0)

d3
d22
, dℓ = g(ℓ)(r0).(2.5)

Proof. The special case f(r) = r is worked out in [21], and the general case can be proved similarly,
using Taylor’s formula and the moments of the Gaussian distribution. (Also, the special case f(r) = 1
is given in the remark following [61, Theorem 15.2.5], for example.) We omit details. □
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Now fix a number τ with 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 and put g = gτ where

(2.6) gτ (r) := q(r)− 2τ log r.

Let Iτ (n) denote the integral (2.4) with g = gτ and f(r) = 2r1+2αesh(r), i.e.,

(2.7) Iτ (n) = 2

∫ ∞

0

r1+2αesh(r)e−ngτ (r) dr.

The definition is chosen so that Iτ (n) = ∥pj∥2 if τ = j/n, see (2.2).
If r = rτ is a solution to g′τ (r) = 0, and if Q is smooth at r, then (since 4∆Q = q′′ + r−1q′)

(2.8) rq′(r) = 2τ, g′′τ (r) = 4∆Q(r).

The solutions r = rτ , which give local minima for gτ , will be called local peak points.
Recall that S∗ denotes the coincidence set. For asymptotic purposes, it suffices to study solutions

of (2.8) in some (relatively) open neighbourhood N in [0,∞) of the set S∗ ∩ [0,∞). We take N small
enough so that Q is C6-smooth and strictly subharmonic on the closure of N .

The totality of local peak points in N is denoted

(2.9) LP (τ) = {r ∈ N ; g′τ (r) = 0}.
Note that all points in LP (τ) are strict local minima, since g′′τ (rτ ) = 4∆Q(rτ ) > 0. As a conse-

quence there is at most one local peak point rτ in the vicinity of a given connected component C of
S∗ ∩ [0,∞). Furthermore, this point depends smoothly on τ .

Differentiating with respect to τ in rτq
′(rτ ) = 2τ , we deduce the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let C be a given connected component of S∗ ∩ [0,∞) and let U be a neighbourhood of
C. If U is small enough, then a solution to rq′(r) = 2τ such that r ∈ U is unique. We denote it rC,τ

and it obeys the differential equation

drC,τ

dτ
=

1

2rC,τ∆Q(rC,τ )
.

We have the following main approximation lemma.

Lemma 2.5. For each connected component C of S∗∩ [0,∞) such that there is a solution to g′τ (r) = 0
with r near C, we write r = rC,τ for that solution. Then as n→ ∞ (with f(r) = 2r1+2αesh(r))

Iτ (n) =
∑
C

√
2π

n

1√
4∆Q(rC,τ )

e−ngτ (rC,τ )f(rC,τ )
(
1 +

aC,τ

n
+O(n−2)

)
,

where the sum extends over all such components.
Here aC,τ is given by (2.5) with g = gτ , r0 = rC,τ . The first few coefficients dℓ are:

(2.10)


d2 = 4∆Q(rC,τ ),

d3 = 4∂r∆Q(rC,τ )− 4
rC,τ

∆Q(rC,τ ),

d4 = 4∂2r∆Q(rC,τ ) +
12

r2C,τ
∆Q(rC,τ )− 4

rC,τ
∂r∆Q(rC,τ ).

Proof. By a standard estimate in e.g. [4, Lemma 2.1], we have, as n→ ∞

Iτ (n) = (1 +O(e−cn))

∫
N
f(r)e−ngτ (r) dr.

Now use a partition of unity to write f =
∑

C fC + f0 where fC is supported in a small neighbour-
hood of component C and f0 vanishes on a neighbourhood of S∗ ∩ [0,∞); all functions are smooth.

As n → ∞, we have Iτ (n) = (1 + O(e−c′n))
∑

C IC,τ (n) where c′ > 0 and IC,τ (n) is defined as in
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(2.7) with f replaced by fC . The computations of the coefficients d3, d4 corresponding to fC are
straightforward from Lemma 2.3, leading to the identities (2.10). □

2.5. Discussion of local peak points. It is expedient to discuss the structure of those local peaks
giving the essential contribution to the integral (2.7) for large n. This discussion requires a bit of
book-keeping, but is otherwise quite elementary.

For each τ , 0 < τ ≤ 1, we let Sτ be the droplet and S∗
τ the coincidence set with respect to the

potential Q/τ . Let us write Uτ for the unbounded component of C \ Sτ and Γτ := {|z| = βτ} for the
boundary of Uτ . The evolution τ 7→ Sτ is known as Laplacian growth.

It is important to note that r = βτ solves the equation rq′(r) = 2τ , and thus βτ is always a local
peak point in the sense above.

To see this, we introduce the obstacle function Q̌τ defined by the obstacle Q but with growth
2τ log |z|+O(1) near infinity. To be precise, Q̌τ (z) is the supremum of s(z) where s(w) is subharmonic
on C with s ≤ Q and s(w) ≤ 2τ log |w|+O(1) as w → ∞.

It is easy to see that Q̌τ (z) is harmonic in Uτ , where is takes the form Q̌τ (z) = 2τ log |z|+Bτ for
some constant Bτ . Moreover Q̌τ (z) is globally C

1,1-smooth and coincides with Q on Sτ . Considering
the derivative of Q− Q̌τ in the radial direction, one verifies that βτq

′(βτ ) = 2τ .
If we extend βτ to τ = 0 by β0 = a0, then τ 7→ βτ is strictly increasing, continuous from the left,

and satisfies σ(Dβτ
) = τ .

The points of discontinuity of βτ are precisely the points τ =Mν = σ(Dbν ) in (1.9) for 0 ≤ ν ≤ N−1;
we have βMν

= bν while the right hand limit β+
Mν

= limτ↓Mν
βτ equals to aν+1.

In the following we denote by

Vτ (z) := 2τ log |z|+Bτ

the harmonic continuation of Q̌τ

∣∣
Uτ

to C \ {0}. Thus (Q− Vτ )(z) = gτ (|z|)−Bτ .

Note that, by the maximum principle, we have the inequality Vτ ≤ Q̌τ .
We now define a set P (τ) of “global peak points” by

P (τ) := {r ≥ 0 ; gτ (r) = Bτ}.

Since (Q− Vτ )(βτ ) = (Q− Q̌τ )(βτ ) = 0, we always have that βτ ∈ P (τ). In a similar way, we see
that, S∗

τ ∩ [βτ ,∞) ⊂ P (τ).

Lemma 2.6. For each τ with 0 < τ ≤ 1 we have P (τ) = S∗
τ ∩ [βτ ,∞).

In particular, if 0 < τ < 1 and if P (τ) consists of more than one point, then τ = Mν for some
ν, 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1, and then P (τ) consists of the points bν , aν+1, and possibly finitely many shallow
points r in the gap bν < r < aν+1.

Also, P (1) consists of the point β1 = bN and all possible shallow points r > bN ; P (0) consists of
the origin in the central disk case, and a0 and possible shallow points r with 0 ≤ r < a0 in the annular
case.

Proof. First assume 0 < τ < 1. Then βτ > 0 and gτ (βτ ) = Bτ ; it remains only to prove that
P (τ) ⊂ S∗

τ ∩ [βτ ,∞).
As before let N be a small neighbourhood of S∗ ∩ [0,∞). If r ̸∈ N , we have (Q− Q̌τ )(r) ≥ c > 0

by [4, Lemma 2.1] (and its proof), so P (τ) ⊂ N .
Since Vτ = Q̌τ on [βτ ,∞) and Q̌τ ≤ Q there with equality precisely on S∗

τ ∩ [βτ ,∞), it suffices to
prove that there are no points r ∈ N with r < βτ at which gτ (r) = Bτ .

However if r ∈ S∗
τ , 0 < r < βτ , and gτ (r) = Bτ , then either r = βτ ′ for some τ ′ < r or r is a

shallow point in a gap bν < r < aν+1 where aν+1 < βτ . In the first case we have g′τ ′(r) = 0, i.e.,
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rq′(r) = 2τ ′ < 2τ , which shows that

(2.11) g′τ (r) =
rq′(r)− 2τ

r
=

2(τ ′ − τ)

r
< 0.

In the second case we likewise have g′τ ′(r) = 0 with τ ′ =Mν , so again (2.11) holds.
Thus there are no solutions r ∈ S∗

τ with r < βτ to g′τ (r) = 0. Moreover, (2.11) shows that if
the neighbourhood N of S∗ ∩ [0,∞) is sufficiently small, there are no solutions r < βτ in N to the
equation g′τ (r) = 0. The cases τ = 0 and τ = 1 are simple; we omit further details. □

Recall that LP (τ) denotes the set of local peak points in (2.9).

Lemma 2.7. With δτ (r) = dist(r, LP (τ)), we have the inequality (for all r ≥ 0)

(2.12) gτ (r)−Bτ ≥ cmin{δτ (r)2, 1},

where c > 0 is some constant independent of τ , 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1.

Proof. For points close to LP (τ), the relation (2.12) follows from Taylor’s formula: if r ∈ LP (τ),

gτ (r + h)−Bτ = d+ 4∆Q(r)
h2

2
+O(h3), (h→ 0),

where d = d(r) ≥ 0.
This implies that there is c0 > 0 and c > 0 (depending on the infimum of ∆Q over N ) such that if

dist(r, LP (τ)) < c0 then gτ (r)−Bτ ≥ cδτ (r)
2.

As we already noted there is c > 0 such that (Q−Q̌τ )(r) ≥ c for r ̸∈ N . Since Vτ ≤ Q, we conclude
the proof. □

While global peak points give the largest contribution, there may also be some local peak points
r which contribute significantly to the integral Iτ (n). In view of Lemma 2.5, this will happen if the
value gτ (r) is close to the minimum Bτ .

To be specific, we set

(2.13) δn = C
log n

n
, εn =

√
δn,

where C is a large constant, and define the set of significant local peak points to be

SLP (τ) = SLP (τ, n) := {r ∈ LP (τ) ; gτ (r) < Bτ + δn}.(2.14)

In the following, we will say that a number τ ∈ [0, 1] is a branching value if the peak set P (τ)
consists of at least two points. Evidently, the values M0,M1, . . . ,MN−1 are branching values, and
these are all in the open interval (0, 1). The value τ = 0 is a branching value if there is a shallow
outpost |z| = c with c < a0 and τ = 1 is a branching value if there is an outpost with c > bN .

Combining Lemmas 2.4–2.7 we obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.8. SLP (τ) consists of a single point r = rτ when τ is sufficiently far away from the
branching values, in the sense that |τ −Mν | ≥ c > 0 for all ν. If τ is close to Mν , |τ −Mν | < c,
there might be several significant local peaks (the end-points bν , aν+1 and possibly some shallow points
in between, if 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1.

We will later improve on the lemma; the following statement elucidates more precisely the state of
affairs.

Proposition 2.9. If |τ −Mν | ≥ C(log n)/n for all branching values Mν where C is large enough,
then SLP (τ) consists of a single point in the interior of S.
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Remark on the proof. As we will not need the full generality, we do not give complete details. We
prove the special case without shallow outposts in Lemma 3.2 below. The key technical ideas are just
the same in the case with one or several outposts, as is noted in Section 5. Using these remarks, it is
not difficult to supply a complete proof. □

In what follows, we often refer to points of SLP (τ) as the “significant solutions to g′τ (r) = 0”.
When analyzing Iτ (n) (recall (2.7)), we must take care to include all significant solutions, but it will
not matter if we include some additional ones from the set LP (τ) \ SLP (τ), since their contribution
will anyway be negligible in comparison.

Lemma 2.10. For each τ , 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, define

Jτ = Jτ,n := {r ≥ 0 ; dist(r, SLP (τ)) < εn}
where εn is as in (2.13). Also write

I♯τ (n) := 2

∫
Jτ

r1+2αesh(r)e−ngτ (r) dr.

Then if C is large enough, the integral (2.7) satisfies

Iτ (n) = I♯τ (n) · (1 +O(n−100)),

where the error term is uniform for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1 and all real s with |s| ≤ log n.

The proof is immediate from Lemma 2.7 and the definition (2.14) of SLP (τ).

3. The regular case: central annulus

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 under the assumption that a0 > 0, i.e., for an annular droplet.
The analysis in the central disk case a0 = 0 is different, and we will treat the necessary modifications,

including the case of a Fisher-Hartwig singularity, in Section 4.

3.1. Setup in the annular case. Write q(r) = Q(z) for r = |z| and consider the perturbed potential

(3.1) Q̃ = Q− sh

n
,

where h(z) = h(r) is a radially symmetric test-function, obeying the conditions in Subsection 1.2.

As before we write pj(z) = zje−nQ̃(z)/2 for the monic weighted orthogonal polynomials.

In the following we denote τ(j) := j
n and write gτ(j) for the corresponding function in (2.6). In

this notation, the squared norm hj = ∥pj∥2 is given by

(3.2) hj = 2

∫ ∞

0

resh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr.

(Note that hj is equal to Iτ(j)(n) with α = 0, see (2.7).)

Our goal is to estimate the sum of logarithms:
∑n−1

j=0 log hj .

By Lemma 2.10, the main contribution to the integral (3.2) comes from a small neighbourhood of
the significant solutions SLP (τ(j)). Moreover, by Lemma 2.8 the set SLP (τ(j)) consists either of
a single point in the interior of S, or of two points near the boundary of a gap {bν < |z| < aν+1},
depending on whether or not τ(j) is close to some Mν (recall that S = S∗ in this section).

To make this more precise, is convenient to define

(3.3) Ln = C log n

where C is a large constant to be fixed later.
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Recall that Mν = σ({|z| ≤ bν}), mν = ⌊Mνn⌋.
Assume that 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1. By Lemma 2.4, for τ in a neighbourhood of Mν there are two

continuous solutions

(3.4) τ 7→ rν,τ , and τ 7→ rν+1,τ

to g′τ (r) = 0 with rν,Mν
= bν and rν+1,Mν

= aν+1.
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1. As τ →Mν we have that

(3.5) rν,τ = bν · (1 +O(τ −Mν)), rν+1,τ = aν+1 · (1 +O(τ −Mν)).

Also with ρν = bν/aν+1,

(3.6) gτ (rν,τ )− gτ (rν+1,τ ) = 2(Mν − τ) log ρν +O((τ −Mν)
2),

and

(3.7)
g′′τ (rν,τ )

g′′τ (rν+1,τ )
=

∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
· (1 +O(τ −Mν)).

Proof. By Lemma 2.4, the solutions (3.4) are well-defined and Lipschitz continuous for τ near Mν ,
proving (3.5). The equation (3.6) follows from (3.9) and (3.5) since τ 7→ ∆Q(rµ,τ ) is Lipschitz for the
relevant values of µ and τ . Since g′′Mν

(rν,Mν ) = 4∆Q(bν) and g′′Mν
(rν+1,Mν ) = 4∆Q(aν+1), we also

obtain (3.7). □

The estimate (3.6) implies the following, where we recall from (2.13) that δn = C(log n)/n. (2)

Lemma 3.2. If the constant C in (3.3) is large enough, then for all τ in a small neighbourhood of
Mν such that Ln/n ≤ |τ −Mν | ≤ c we have |gτ (rν,τ ) − gτ (rν+1,τ )| ≥ δn. Consequently, for such τ ,
SLP (τ) consists of one single point (either rν,τ if τ < Mν , or rν+1,τ if τ > Mν).

Proof. Write Bτ for the minimum of gτ . For τ with |τ−Mν | ≤ c the value Bτ is attained at either rν,τ
or rν+1,τ if c is small enough, see Lemma 2.8. The hypothesis implies that either gτ (rν,τ ) ≥ Bτ + δn
or gτ (rν+1,τ ) ≥ Bτ + δn. The values of gτ at possible other local peak points are at least Bτ + c1 for
some c1 > 0. □

Let j be an integer, 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. We have shown that we have the following alternatives.

Case 1. If |j −mν | ≥ Ln for all ν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1 then there is only one significant solution to
g′τ(j)(r) = 0, located in S, and of distance at least εn from all boundary points of S, where εn is given

in (2.13). If this rτ(j) lies in Sν we denote it by rν,τ(j).

Case 2. If there is ν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N−1 such that |j−mν | < Ln, then there are at most two significant
solutions rν,τ(j) and rν+1,τ(j) located near r = bν and r = aν+1, respectively. (One of them might be
insignificant, but we anyway include both in our analysis below.)

It is important to note that the above conclusions also hold when τ(j) is replaced by a real parameter
τ (and then hj is replaced by Iτ (n) in (2.7)).

Before proceeding, we summarize: by Lemma 2.4, each of the (one or two) solutions to g′τ (r) = 0
obeys the differential equation

(3.8)
drµ,τ
dτ

=
1

2rµ,τ∆Q(rµ,τ )
.

2We adopt the convention of denoting by the same symbol “C” various unspecified constants whose exact values can
change meaning from time to time.
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Also, if 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1, we have the branching rν,Mν
= bν and rν+1,Mν

= aν+1 while

(3.9) gMν
(rν,Mν

) = gMν
(rν+1,Mν

),

the common value being the global minimum BMν
of gMν

(r).

3.2. Basic approximation lemmas. Let εn be as in (2.13).
For each j and each significant solution rν,τ(j), we write Jν,j = {r ≥ 0 ; |r − rν,τ(j)| < εn} and

(3.10) hν,j := 2

∫
Jν,j

resh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr.

Following [21], we introduce the function B(r) for r ∈ N by

(3.11) B(r) := − 1

32

∂2r∆Q(r)

(∆Q(r))2
− 19

96r

∂r∆Q(r)

(∆Q(r))2
+

5

96

(∂r∆Q(r))2

(∆Q(r))3
+

1

12r2
1

∆Q(r)
.

By the Laplace method in Subsection 2.4, we have

(3.12) hν,j =

√
2π

n

2rν,τ(j)√
g′′τ(j)(rν,τ(j))

esh(rν,τ(j))e−ngτ(j)(rν,τ(j))
(
1 +

aν,j
n

+O(n−2)
)
,

as n→ ∞, where

(3.13) aν,j = B(rν,τ(j)) +
s2h′(rν,τ(j))

2

2

1

d2
+
sh′′(rν,τ(j))

2

1

d2
+
sh′(rν,τ(j))

rν,τ(j)

1

d2
−
sh′(rν,τ(j))

2

d3
d22
.

In (3.13),

(3.14) dℓ = dℓ,ν,j := g
(ℓ)
τ(j)(rν,τ(j)).

Next write h♯j for

(3.15) h♯j =

{
hν,j , or

hν,j + hν+1,j ,

depending on whether there are one or two significant solutions to g′τ(j)(r) = 0.

By Lemma 2.10, the quantities h♯j are good approximations to hj in the sense that for |s| ≤ log n,

(3.16) hj = h♯j ·
(
1 +O(n−100)

)
.

We turn to an estimate for h♯j which is useful when j is close to a critical index mν .

Recall from (1.10), (1.11) that (since α = 0)

(3.17) ρν =
bν
aν+1

, µν(s) := µν(s, 0;n, h) = es(h(aν+1)−h(bν))

√
∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
ρ2xν
ν .

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1. Then for |j −mν | ≤ Ln, |s| ≤ C log n, with mν = ⌊Mνn⌋,
hν+1,j

hν,j
=
µν(s)

ρν
ρ2(mν−j)
ν

[
1 +O((1 + |s|)(τ(j)−Mν)) +O(n(τ(j)−Mν)

2)
]
.

Proof. By (3.12), we have

hν+1,j

hν,j
=
rν+1,τ(j)

rν,τ(j)

√
g′′j (rν,τ(j))

g′′j (rν+1,τ(j))
esh(rν+1,τ(j))−sh(rν,τ(j))en(gτ(j)(rν,τ(j))−gτ(j)(rν+1,τ(j)))

(
1 +O(n−1)

)
.

Inserting the estimates in Lemma 3.1 in the above relation, we finish the proof. □
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3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 in the annular case a0 > 0. We shall estimate the sum
∑n−1

j=0 log hj ,

making use of the approximation log h♯j obtained by combining (3.12) and (3.15). The form of the
approximations prompts us to evaluate several sums, which is done in a series of lemmas.

Our strategy is to first group together terms log hν,j in (3.12) according to the “blocks” mν−1 ≤
j < mν , and then to correct for the j which fall near one of the critical indices mν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N−1.
More precisely, we will prove in Lemma 3.10 that

n−1∑
j=0

log hj =

N∑
ν=0

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log hν,j +

N−1∑
ν=0

Tν +O(n−100),(3.18)

where the Tν are certain “correction terms” defined in (3.46) below.

In the following we write (throughout) for real t

τ(t) =
t

n

and for fixed ν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N , we write

(3.19) γν(t) := gτ(t)(rν,τ(t)).

We start with the following lemma, which generalizes [21, Lemma 2.3] from the case N = 0.

Lemma 3.4. With xν =Mνn−mν , we have as n→ ∞,

N∑
ν=0

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

−ngτ(j)(rν,τ(j)) = −n2IQ[σ] +
n

2
(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(a0))

+
1

6
log

bN
a0

+

N−1∑
ν=0

(
x2ν + xν +

1

6

)
log ρν +O(

1

n
).

Proof. By the Euler-Maclaurin formula (Theorem 2.2 with d = 2) we have

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

gτ(j)(rν,τ(j)) =

∫ mν

mν−1

γν(t) dt−
γν(mν)− γν(mν−1)

2
+
γ′ν(mν)− γ′ν(mν−1)

12
+ ϵ.(3.20)

The error term ϵ will be estimated shortly. Since g′τ (rν,τ ) = 0 we have

γ′ν(t) = − 2

n
log rν,τ(t).

Recalling from (3.8) that
drν,τ
dτ = 1

2rν,τ∆Q(rν,τ )
, we obtain

γ′′ν (t) = − 1

n2
1

r2ν,τ(t)∆Q(rν,τ(t))
, γ(3)ν (t) = O(n−3), and γ(4)ν (t) = O(n−4),

where we used rν,τ(t) ≥ a0 > 0. Hence, in view of Theorem 2.2, the error term ϵ in (3.20) is O(n−3).
Next observe that the integral in (3.20) equals to∫ mν

mν−1

γν(t) dt =

∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

γν(t) dt+

∫ Mν−1n

mν−1

γν(t) dt−
∫ Mνn

mν

γν(t) dt.(3.21)

We now make the substitution

(3.22) u = rν,τ(t), du =
dt

2nu∆Q(u)
.
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This gives (using that uq′(u) = 2τ(t))

1

n

∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

γν(t) dt = 2

∫ bν

aν

(q(u)− uq′(u) log u)u∆Q(u) du,

which can be rewritten as

(3.23)
1

n

∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

γν(t) dt =

∫
A(aν ,bν)

Q∆QdA+
1

4

∫ bν

aν

uq′(u)2 du+M2
ν−1 log aν −M2

ν log bν .

By Lemma 3.1, we verify easily that (for 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1)

γν+1(t)− γν(t) = 2(τ(t)−Mν) log ρν +O((τ(t)−Mν)
2), (τ(t) →Mν),

which gives

(3.24)

∫ Mνn

mν

(γν+1(t)− γν(t)) dt =

∫ Mνn

mν

2(τ(t)−Mν) log ρν dt+O(
1

n2
) = −x

2
ν

n
log ρν +O(

1

n2
).

Combining (3.21), (3.23) and (3.24) with Lemma 2.1 gives,

N∑
ν=0

∫ mν

mν−1

γν(t) dt = nIQ[σ]−
1

n

N−1∑
ν=0

x2ν log ρν +O(
1

n2
).(3.25)

There remains to estimate the last two terms in (3.20). To this end, we use (recall m−1 = 0, mN = n)

g0(m−1) = q(a0) and gN (mN ) = q(bN )− 2 log bN ,

to get

N∑
ν=0

−1

2

(
γν(mν)− γν(mν−1)

)
=

1

2

(
q(a0)− q(bN ) + 2 log bN

)
+

N−1∑
v=0

1

2

(
γν+1(mν)− γν(mν)

)
.

Moreover, by (3.6) with τ = τ(mν),

γν+1(mν)− γν(mν) =
2(mν − nMν)

n
log ρν +O((

mν

n
−Mν)

2) = −2xν
n

log ρν +O(
1

n2
),

whence

−1

2

N∑
ν=0

(γν(mν)− γν(mν−1)) =
q(a0)− q(bN ) + 2 log bN

2
−

N−1∑
ν=0

xν
n

log ρν +O(
1

n2
).(3.26)

Recalling that γ′ν(t) = − 2
n log rν,τ(t), we have (since a0 > 0)

γ′N (mN ) = − 2

n
log bN and γ′0(m−1) = − 2

n
log a0,

and

γ′ν+1(mν)− γ′ν(mν) =
2

n
log

bν
aν+1

+O(
1

n2
) =

2

n
log ρν +O(

1

n2
).

Summing up,

(3.27)

N∑
ν=0

γ′ν(mν)− γ′ν(mν−1)

12
=

1

6n
log a0 −

1

6n
log bN − 1

6n

N−1∑
ν=0

log ρν +O(
1

n2
).

Combining (3.20), (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), we conclude the proof of the lemma. □

We now turn to two lemmas, which together generalize [21, Lemma 2.4].
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Lemma 3.5. With EQ[σ] =
∫
C log∆Qdσ, we have as n→ ∞

N∑
ν=0

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(j)) = nEQ[σ] +
1

2
log

∆Q(a0)

∆Q(bN )
−

N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
) log

∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
+O(

1

n
).

Proof. We first use the Euler-Maclaurin formula (Theorem 2.2 with d = 1) to write

(3.28)

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(j)) =

∫ mν

mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) dt−
1

2
log

∆Q(rν,τ(mν))

∆Q(rν,τ(mν−1))
+O(

1

n
).

The error term in (3.28) comes from observing that pν(t) := log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) satisfies

p′ν(t) =
1

n

∂r∆Q(rν,τ(t))

∆Q(rν,τ(t))

1

2rν,τ(t)∆Q(rν,τ(t))
, and p′′ν(t) = O(n−2),

where we used (3.8) and rν,τ ≥ a0 > 0.
By the change of variables in (3.22) we have, with dσ = ∆Q1S dA,∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) dt = n

∫
A(aν ,bν)

log∆Qdσ.

In a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we deduce that∫ mν

mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) dt−
∫ nMν

nMν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) dt = xν−1 log∆Q(aν)− xν log∆Q(bν) +O(
1

n
).

Combining the above estimates, we obtain

(3.29)

N∑
ν=0

∫ mν

mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(t)) dt = n

∫
S

log∆Q(z) dσ(z)−
N−1∑
ν=0

xν log
∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
+O(

1

n
).

Finally, we note that

(3.30)

N∑
ν=0

−1

2
log

∆Q(rν,τ(mν))

∆Q(rν,τ(mν−1))
=

1

2
log

∆Q(a0)

∆Q(bN )
− 1

2

N−1∑
ν=0

log
∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
+O(

1

n
).

Combining (3.28) with (3.29), (3.30), we finish the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 3.6. As n→ ∞, we have

N∑
ν=0

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log rν,τ(j) = −n
2
(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(a0)) +

1

2
log

a0
bN

−
N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
) log

bν
aν+1

+O(
1

n
).

Proof. Using Theorem 2.2 with d = 1, we get

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log rν,τ(j) =

∫ mν

mν−1

log rν,τ(t) dt−
1

2

(
log rν,τ(mν) − log rν,τ(mν−1)

)
+O(

1

n
),(3.31)

where the error term is estimated in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 3.5.
We recall that mν = ⌊Mνn⌋ and use the change of variables (3.22) to deduce that∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

log rν,τ(t) dt = n

∫ bν

aν

(log s)2s∆Q(s) ds.(3.32)
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A computation (using 4∆Q = q′′ + (1/s)q′) gives

bν∫
aν

(log s)2s∆Q(s) ds =Mν log bν −Mν−1 log aν − q(bν)− q(aν)

2
=
gMν−1(rν,Mν−1)− gMν (rν,Mν )

2
.

A summation using that gMν−1
(rν,Mν−1

) = gMν−1
(rν−1,Mν−1

), g1(bN ) = q(bN )−2 log bN and g0(a0) =
q(a0) now gives

N∑
ν=0

∫ Mνn

Mν−1n

log rν,τ(t) dt = −n
2
(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(a0)).(3.33)

By similar computations we obtain∫ mν

mν−1

log rν,τ(t) dt−
∫ nMν

nMν−1

log rν,τ(t) dt = −xν log bν + xν−1 log aν +O(
1

n
).

Combining the above, we conclude that

N∑
ν=0

∫ mν

mν−1

log rν,τ(t) dt =− n

2
(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(a0))−

N−1∑
ν=0

xν log
bν
aν+1

+O(
1

n
).(3.34)

Finally, using that |τ(mν)−Mν | < 1
n , we deduce that

−1

2

N∑
ν=0

(
log rν,τ(mν) − log rν,τ(mν−1)

)
=

1

2
log

a0
bN

− 1

2

N−1∑
ν=0

log
bν
aν+1

+O(
1

n
).(3.35)

A combination of (3.31) with (3.34), (3.35) finishes the proof. □

Lemma 3.7. With ℓ(z) = 2 log |z|, we have
∫
C ℓ dσ = −(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(a0)).

Proof. Since
∫
C ℓ dσ = 2

∑N
ν=0

∫ bν
aν

(log s)2s∆Q(s) ds, the statement follows from (3.32) and (3.33). □

We continue by estimating the contribution coming from the perturbation sh/n, where h is the
smooth radially symmetric test-function in (3.1).

Lemma 3.8. As n→ ∞, we have, uniformly for s ∈ R,
N∑

ν=0

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

sh(rν,τ(j)) = n

∫
S

sh dσ +
s(h(a0)− h(bN ))

2
+

N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
)s(h(aν+1)− h(bν)) +O(

|s|
n
).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5 and is omitted (one only has to substitute
“log∆Q(r)” in the proof of Lemma 3.5 by “sh(r)”). □

We next study the contribution coming from the terms aν,j in (3.13). To this end, we shall use
an argument based on Riemann sums in [21, Section 2], but with a new twist to account for the
contribution due to the terms involving the perturbation h.

It is convenient to denote, for suitable functions f , (with Sν = A(aν , bν))

eν,f :=
1

8π

∫
∂Sν

∂nf |dz| −
1

8π

∫
∂Sν

f(z)
∂n∆Q(z)

∆Q(z)
|dz|+ 1

2

∫
Sν

f(z)∆ log∆Q(z) dA(z),(3.36)

vν,f :=
1

4

∫
Sν

|∇f(z)|2 dA(z).(3.37)

Also recall the definition of FQ[Sν ] from (1.7).
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Lemma 3.9. Fix ν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N . As n→ ∞ we have, uniformly for |s| ≤ log n,

1

n

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

aν,j = FQ[Sν ]−
1

4
log

∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν)
+

1

3
log

bν
aν

+
s

2
(h(bν)− h(aν)) + seν,h +

s2

2
vν,h +O(

1 + s2

n
).

(3.38)

Proof. Recall the notation dℓ = dℓ,ν,j = g
(ℓ)
τ(j)(rν,τ(j)). With B(r) as in (3.11) we have

aν,j =B(rν,τ(j)) +
s2h′(rk,τ(j))

2

2

1

d2
+
sh′′(rk,τ(j))

2

1

d2
+
sh′(rk,τ(j))

rk,τ(j)

1

d2
− 1

2
sh′(rk,τ(j))

d3
d22
.(3.39)

We use a Riemann sum approximation followed by the observation that the inverse τ = τ(r) to
r = rν,τ satisfies τ ′(r) = 2r∆Q(r) (see (3.8)). It follows that with σ the equilibrium measure, we have

1

n

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

B(rν,τ(j)) =
∫ Mν

Mν−1

B(rν,τ ) dτ +O(
1

n
) =

∫
Sν

B(r) dσ(z) +O(
1

n
)

= FQ[Sν ]−
1

4
log
(∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν)

)
+

1

3
log
( bν
aν

)
+O(

1

n
),

where the last equality follows from [21, Lemma 2.2].
We next group together the terms in (3.39) which contain the parameter s. Using a Riemann sum

approximation, we find that these give the total contribution (for |s| ≤ log n)

1

n

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

[s2h′(rν,τ(j))2
2

1

d2
+
sh′′(rν,τ(j))

2

1

d2
+
sh′(rν,τ(j))

rν,τ(j)

1

d2
− 1

2
sh′(rν,τ(j))

d3
d22

]

=

Mν∫
Mν−1

1

2d2

(
s2h′(rν,τ )

2 + sh′′(rν,τ ) + 2s
h′(rν,τ )

rν,τ
− sh′(rν,τ )

d3
d2

)
dτ +O(

|s|+ s2

n
)

=

∫
Sν

1

4∆Q(r)

(
s2h′(r)2 + sh′′(r) + 2s

h′(r)

r
− sh′(r)

∂r∆Q(r)− r−1∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

)
dσ(z)

+O(
|s|+ s2

n
),

(3.40)

where we used (2.10).
This further simplifies to

(3.41)

bν∫
aν

r

4

(
s2h′(r)2 + sh′′(r) + 3s

h′(r)

r
− sh′(r)

∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

)
dr +O(

|s|+ s2

n
).

In order to evaluate the integral in (3.41), we use the following identities:

3s

4

∫ bν

aν

h′(r) dr =
3s

4
(h(bν)− h(aν)),(3.42)

s2

4

∫ bν

aν

rh′(r)2 dr =
s2

2

1

4

∫
A(aν ,bν)

|∇h(z)|2 dA(z) = s2

2
vν,h,(3.43)
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s

4

∫ bν

aν

rh′′(r) dr =
s

4

(
bνh

′(bν)− aνh
′(aν)

)
− s

4

(
h(bν)− h(aν)

)
,(3.44)

− s

4

∫ bν

aν

rh′(r)
∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)
dr = − s

8π

∫
∂Sν

h(z)
∂n∆Q(z)

∆Q(z)
|dz|+ s

2

∫
Sν

h∆ log∆QdA.(3.45)

Inserting these relations in (3.41), we readily obtain (3.38), finishing the proof. □

Until this point, we have naively summed according to blocks
∑mν−1

j=mν−1
log hν,j . For j near the

critical indices mν−1, mν this approximation is not sufficiently accurate (compare (3.18)).
The following lemma provides the necessary correction, and constitutes the point where the dis-

placement term Gn enters the picture.

Lemma 3.10. Fix ν with 0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1 and consider the sum

Tν :=

mν+Ln∑
j=mν

log
(
1 +

hν,j
hν+1,j

)
+

mν−1∑
j=mν−Ln

log
(
1 +

hν+1,j

hν,j

)
,(3.46)

where Ln = C log n. Then as n→ ∞,

Tν = log[(−µνρν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] + log[(−µ−1

ν ρν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] +O(

log2 n

n
).

Here ρν and µν = µν(s) are given by (3.17) and the O-constant is uniform for |s| ≤ log n.

Proof. From Lemma 3.3 we have, as τ(j) →Mν , with mν = ⌊Mνn⌋,
hν+1,j

hν,j
=

1

ρν
µν(s)ρ

2(mν−j)
ν ) ·

[
1 +O((1 + |s|)(τ(j)−Mν)) +O(n · (τ(j)−Mν)

2)
]
.

Let us write

T̃ν :=

mν+Ln∑
j=mν

log(1 +
1

µν
ρ2(j−mν)+1
ν ) +

mν−1∑
j=mν−Ln

log(1 + µνρ
2(mν−j)−1
ν ).

Using that m0(n)/n → M0 > 0 while ρν < 1 and n−c ≤ µν ≤ nc for a suitable c ≥ 0, we deduce the
following estimate for (3.46), as n→ ∞

(3.47) Tν = T̃ν · (1 +O(
L2
n

n
)).

By changing the summation index, we have

T̃ν =

Ln∑
j=0

log(1 +
1

µν
ρ2j+1
ν ) +

Ln−1∑
j=0

log(1 + µνρ
2(j+1)−1
ν ).

Using (1.12), we recognize that

T̃ν = log[(−µνρν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] + log[(−µ−1

ν ρν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] +O(ρLn

ν ).

The desired asymptotic now follows from (3.47) and the fact that T̃ν = O(1). □

Proof of Theorem 1.1 for annular droplets. To derive the asymptotic for logZn,sh = log(n!)+
∑n−1

0 log hj
we first sum by blocks

∑N
ν=0

∑mν−1
j=mν−1

log hν,j where

log hν,j =
1

2
log

2π

n
− ngτ(j)(rν,τ(j))−

1

2
log∆Q(rν,τ(j)) + log rν,τ(j)

+ sh(rν,τ(j)) +
aν,j
n

+O(
1

n2
).

(3.48)
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Summing the terms in the right side of (3.48) using Lemmas 3.4– 3.9, correcting for the j near
the critical indices mν by means of (3.18) and Lemma 3.10, and adding also log(n!), using Stirling’s
approximation log(n!) = n log n− n+ 1

2 log n+ 1
2 log(2π) +O(n−1), it is straightforward to finish the

proof. □

4. Central disk droplet with a Fisher-Hartwig singularity

We shall now adapt our proof in the previous section to the situation with a central disk component
Db0 = A(0, b0) (sometimes denoted S0). We therefore adopt the notation from Section 3, except that
we now assume a0 = 0, and we allow the parameter α to be non-zero.

Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.4, and, as a consequence, to prove the central disk part of Theorem
1.1.

4.1. Approximation scheme for the disk case. Recall that hj is the squared norm

(4.1) hj = ∥pj∥2 = 2

∫ ∞

0

r1+2αesh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr,

where τ(j) = j
n , gτ (r) = q(r)− 2τ log r, and q(r) = Q(r).

One verifies, without any changes in the proof, that the approximation hj = h♯j · (1 +O(n−100)) in

(3.12) and (3.15) remains valid for j ≥ m0, i.e., for components Sν = A(aν , bν) with ν ≥ 1.

It therefore remains to study the sum
∑m0−1

j=0 log hj . Following an idea in [21], we shall split the
sum at j = Dn where we take

Dn := ⌈n 1
6 ⌉.

We shall use different estimates for the two sums
Dn−1∑
j=0

log hj , and

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log hj .

We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. As n→ ∞, for j = 0, 1, ..., Dn − 1 and |s| ≤ log n we have

log hj = −nq(0)− (j + 1 + α) log(n∆Q(0)) + log Γ(j + 1 + α) + sh(0) +O(n−
1
2 (j + 1)

3
2 (log n)3).

Proof. In the case s = 0 and α = 0, this is just [21, Lemma 3.1]. The adaptations for general s and
α are straightforward and we omit details. □

The lemma gives the estimate

Dn−1∑
j=0

log hj =− nDnq(0)−
Dn(Dn + 1 + 2α)

2
log(n∆Q(0)) +Dnsh(0) + log

G(Dn + 1 + α)

G(1 + α)
+ En,

where G is Barnes G-function and En = O(D
5
2
n (logn)3√

n
). Using well-known asymptotics for G(n+1) in

[57] we deduce the following result; a simple generalization of the special case s = 0 and α = 0 given
in [21, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4.2. For |s| ≤ log n we have, as n→ ∞,

Dn−1∑
j=0

log hj =−Dnnq(0)−
Dn(Dn + 1 + 2α)

2
log(n∆Q(0))
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+
1

2
D2

n logDn − 3

4
D2

n + αDn logDn +Dn

(
sh(0) +

log(2π)

2
− α

)
+

6α2 − 1

12
logDn +

α

2
log(2π) + ζ ′(−1)− logG(1 + α) + En,

where ζ(s) is Riemann’s zeta function and En = O(n−
1
12 (log n)3).

Next we recall the notation

ℓ(z) = 2 log |z|, k(z) = sh(z) + αℓ(z).

Assume that j satisfies Dn ≤ j ≤ m0 + Ln, where Ln = C log n and let

r = r0,τ(j)

be the solution to rq′(r) = 2τ(j) with r in the vicinity of the interval [0, b0], where τ(j) = j/n.
We write h0,j for the approximation to hj in (3.12) but with the perturbation “sh” replaced by

“k”, i.e.,

(4.2) h0,j := 2

∫
J0,j

r1+2αesh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr,

where J0,j = {r ≥ 0 ; |r − r0,τ(j)| < εn} and εn as in (2.13).
The Laplace method in Lemma 2.5 gives the following approximation.

Lemma 4.3. For Dn ≤ j ≤ m0 + Ln, we have

(4.3) h0,j =

√
2π

n

r0,τ(j)√
∆Q(r0,τ(j))

ek(r0,τ(j))e−ngτ(j)(r0,τ(j)) ·
(
1 +

a0,j
n

+ ϵ
)
,

where the term a0,j is given in (3.13) but with sh replaced by k = sh+ αℓ, i.e.,

a0,j = B(r0,τ(j)) +
k′(r0,τ(j))

2

2

1

d2
+
k′′(r0,τ(j))

2

1

d2
+
k′(r0,τ(j))

rν,τ(j)

1

d2
−
k′(r0,τ(j))

2

d3
d22
,(4.4)

where B, d2, d3 are defined as in (3.11),(3.14), while

ϵ = O(j−
3
2 (log n)c),

where c > 0 may be chosen arbitrarily small.
For “large” j, say j ≥ c0n where c0 > 0, (4.3) holds with the better bound ϵ = O(n−2).

Proof. The case s = α = 0 is found in [21, Lemma 3.2]. The adaptations needed for the general case
are straightforward, and are omitted. □

Moreover, if for some ν ≥ 1 we have mν−1 − Ln ≤ j ≤ mν + Ln, we write rν,τ(j) for the unique
solution to rq′(r) = 2τ(j) in the vicinity of the interval aν ≤ r ≤ bν . In this situation we write

(4.5) hν,j := 2

∫
Jν,j

r1+2αesh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr,

where Jν,j = {r ≥ 0 ; |r − rν,τ(j)| < εn}. In this case, the analogue of (4.3) holds with ϵ = O(n−2),
and the formula (4.4) holds with the index “0” replaced by “ν”.

ForDn ≤ j ≤ n−1 we next define h♯j by h
♯
j = hν,j ifmν−1+Ln < j < mν−Ln and h♯j = hν,j+hν+1,j

if |j −mν | ≤ Ln. (Here hN+1,j := 0.)
The following result is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.10, Lemma 4.3 and the above argument.

Lemma 4.4. For Dn ≤ j ≤ n− 1, the squared norm (4.1) satisfies hj = h♯j · (1 +O(n−100)).
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The next lemma is somewhat similar to [21, Lemma 3.7], but differs sufficiently to require a new
analysis.

Lemma 4.5. With k = sh+ αℓ and notation as in Section 1.4, we have, as n→ ∞,

n−1∑
j=Dn

log hj = −n2IQ[σ] +
n−Dn

2
log

2π

n
− n

2
EQ[σ] + FQ[σ] + n

∫
C
k dσ

+ ek +
s2

2
v0,h +

1

2

N∑
ν=1

vν,k + Gn(s, α) + αs(h(b0)− h(0))

+ nDnq(0) +
3

4
D2

n − 1

2
(D2

n +Dn) log
1

∆Q(0)
− 1

2

(
D2

n − 1

6

)
log

Dn

n
−Dnsh(0)

− αDn log

(
Dn

n∆Q(0)

)
+ αDn − α2

2
log

Dn

n
+
α2

2
log(b20∆Q(0)) + En,

where En = O(n−
1
12 (log n)3).

Combining Lemma 4.2 and 4.5 with estimates from the previous section, it is fairly straightforward
to deduce asymptotics for logZn. However, we begin by giving a detailed proof of Lemma 4.5 in the
next subsection.

4.2. Proof of the key lemma. We turn to our proof of Lemma 4.5. The proof involves new
estimations of terms in

∑m0−1
Dn

log h0,j . Such terms were already treated in our analysis of the annular
case, but new subtleties arise since the radii r0,j are not bounded from below in the present case, and
also because we allow a Fischer-Hartwig singularity, i.e., α ̸= 0.

We start with the following estimate. Using earlier notation (from (3.19)) we write

γ0(t) = gτ(t)(r0,τ(t)),

where t is in 0 ≤ t ≤ M0n + O(log n). As before: τ(t) = t/n, gτ (r) = q(r) − 2τ log r and r = r0,τ is
the solution to rq′(r) = 2τ with 0 ≤ r < b0 + o(1).

Lemma 4.6. As n→ ∞,

−n
m0−1∑
j=Dn

gτ(j)(r0,τ(j)) = −n2
∫

Db0

Q∆QdA− n2

4

b0∫
0

sq′(s)2 ds+ n2M2
0 log b0

+ n

∫ M0n

m0

γ0(t) dt+
n

2
γ0(m0)−

n

12
γ′0(m0)− n

q(0)

2
+ nDnq(0)

+
3

4
D2

n − 1

2
(D2

n −Dn +
1

6
) log

( Dn

n∆Q(0)

)
− Dn

2
+O(D−2

n + n−1/2D5/2
n ).

Proof. Using the Euler-Maclaurin Theorem 2.2 (with d = 2) in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma
3.4, we have

m0−1∑
j=Dn

gτ(j)(r0,τ(j)) =

m0∫
Dn

γ0(t) dt−
1

2

(
γ0(m0)− γ0(Dn)

)
+

1

12

(
γ′0(m0)− γ′0(Dn)

)
+ ϵ,(4.6)

where ϵ shall be estimated.
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We begin by studying the integral in (4.6). Using the substitution u = r0,τ(t) from (3.22), we
deduce that

m0∫
Dn

γ0(t) dt = 2n(

b0∫
0

−
rn∫
0

)(q(s)− sq′(s) log s)s∆Q(s)ds−
M0n∫
m0

γ0(t) dt(4.7)

where we put rn := r0,τ(Dn). As in the proof of Lemma 3.4 we have

2n

∫ b0

0

(q(s)− sq′(s) log s)s∆Q(s) ds = n

∫
Db0

Q∆QdA+
n

4

∫ b0

0

sq′(s)2 ds− nM2
0 log b0.(4.8)

Next note that our assumption a0 = 0 implies that Q(z) has a local minimum at z = 0, so q′(0) = 0

and 4∆Q(0) = 4 limr→0(q
′′(r) + q′(r)−q′(0)

r−0 ) = 2q′′(0), which is strictly positive.
Recalling that

dr0,τ
dτ

=
1

2r0,τ∆Q(r0,τ )

(see (3.8)), we find ∆Q(0)
d(r20,τ )

dτ = 1 +O(τ) as τ → 0+, and so, as r0,0 = 0,

(4.9) r0,τ =

√
τ

∆Q(0)
+O(τ), (τ → 0+).

We can now estimate the error term ϵ in (4.6): using γ′0(t) = − 2
n log r0,τ(t) we deduce that γ

′′
0 (Dn) =

O( 1
n2τ(Dn)

), γ
(3)
0 (t) = O( 1

n3τ(t)2 ), and

|γ(4)0 (t)| ≲ 1

n4τ(t)3
=

1

nt3
, for t ≥ Dn.

Hence by Theorem 2.2 we have |ϵ| ≲ 1
n3τ(Dn)2

= 1
nD2

n
.

As a consequence, we deduce the approximations as τ → 0+,

q(r0,τ ) = q(0) + τ +O(τ3/2), and log r0,τ =
1

2
log
( τ

∆Q(0)

)
+O(τ1/2).(4.10)

Integrating as in (4.8) over the interval from 0 to rn, and then integrating by parts, we deduce that

2n

∫ rn

0

(q(s)− sq′(s) log s)s∆Q(s) ds =
n

2

∫ rn

0

sq(s)(q′′(s) +
q′(s)

s
) ds+

n

4

rn∫
0

sq′(s)2 ds

− n[τ(Dn)]
2 log rn =

n

2
rnq(rn)q

′(rn)−
n

4

∫ rn

0

sq′(s)2 ds− n[τ(Dn)]
2 log rn.

(4.11)

Using that nrnq
′(rn) = 2nτ(Dn) = 2Dn and for small s, q′(s) = q′′(0)s+O(s2) = 2∆Q(0)s+O(s2),

we first have

n

4

rn∫
0

sq′(s)2 ds =
1

4
n∆Q(0)2r4n +O(nr5n) =

1

4

D2
n

n
+O(nr5n),(4.12)
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and then (using (4.10) and again rnq
′(rn) = 2τ(Dn)) that

2n

rn∫
0

(q(s)− sq′(s) log s)s∆Q(s) ds = Dnq(0) +
3

4

D2
n

n

− 1

2

D2
n

n
log

[
Dn

n∆Q(0)

]
+O(n[τ(Dn)]

5/2).

(4.13)

We also note that

γ0(Dn) = q(rn)− 2τ(Dn) log rn

= q(0) + τ(Dn)− τ(Dn) log
( τ(Dn)

∆Q(0)

)
+O([τ(Dn)]

3/2),
(4.14)

and

γ′0(Dn) = − 2

n
log rn = − 1

n
log
( τ(Dn)

∆Q(0)

)
+O(n−1[τ(Dn)]

1/2).(4.15)

A combination of (4.6)-(4.8) and (4.13)-(4.15) finishes the proof. □

Before proceeding, it is convenient to note the following lemma, which is the natural counterpart
of Lemma 3.7 for central disk droplets. The proof generalizes immediately, by setting a0 = 0.

Lemma 4.7. With ℓ(z) = 2 log |z| we have the formula∫
ℓ dσ = −(q(bN )− 2 log bN − q(0)).

The following lemma gives a counterpart to [21, Lemma 3.4] (cf. also Lemma 3.4 above).

Lemma 4.8. With xν =Mνn−mν we have as n→ ∞

−n
m0−1∑
j=Dn

gτ(j)(r0,τ(j))− n

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

gτ(j)(rν,τ(j))

= −n2I[σ]− n

2

∫
ℓ dσ +

1

6
log bN +

N−1∑
ν=0

(
x2ν + xν +

1

6

)
log ρν + nDnq(0) +

3

4
D2

n

− 1

2
(D2

n −Dn +
1

6
) log

( Dn

n∆Q(0)

)
− Dn

2
+O(D−2

n + n−
1
2D

5
2
n ).

Proof. In the first sum
∑m0−1

j=Dn
gτ(j)(r0,τ(j)) we use the approximation in Lemma 4.6 and in the second

one
∑N

ν=1

∑mν−1
j=mν−1

gτ(j)(rν,τ(j)) we use the approximation from (the proof of) Lemma 3.4: for each

ν with 1 ≤ ν ≤ N we have
mν−1∑

j=mν−1

gτ(j)(rν,τ(j)) = nIQ,ν [σ] +

∫ Mν−1n

mν−1

γν(t) dt−
∫ Mνn

mν

γν(t) dt

− 1

2
(γν(mν)− γν(mν−1)) +

1

6n
log ρν +O(n−2).

By straightforward manipulations using Lemma 2.1, the estimates (3.24), (3.26) and the following
easily verified counterpart to (3.27),

1

12
γ′0(m0)+

1

12

N∑
ν=1

(γ′ν(mν)− γ′ν(mν−1)) = − 1

6n
log bN − 1

6n

∑
ν=0

log ρν +O(n−2),
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one now finishes the proof of the lemma. We omit details.
□

In the next two lemmas, we adapt the computations in [21, Lemma 3.5] to the situation with gaps.

Lemma 4.9. As n→ ∞,

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log∆Q(r0,τ(j)) +

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(j)) = nEQ[σ] +
1

2
log

∆Q(0)

∆Q(bN )

−
N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
) log

∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν+1)
−Dn log∆Q(0) +O(n−

1
2D

3
2
n ).

Proof. We adapt the proof of Lemma 3.5. To handle the first sum on the left, we use the Euler-
Maclaurin formula in the form

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log∆Q(r0,τ(j)) =

m0∫
Dn

log∆Q(r0,τ(t)) dt

− 1

2

(
log∆Q(r0,τ(m0))− log∆Q(r0,τ(Dn))

)
+O((nDn)

− 1
2 ).

(4.16)

The error term in (4.16) follows using appropriate bounds on some derivatives of the function

p0(t) := log∆Q(r0,τ(t)). Indeed, using
dr0,τ
dτ = 1

2r0,τ∆Q(r0,τ )
and r0,τ = O(τ1/2) as τ → 0+, we obtain

p′0(Dn) ≍
1

nτ(Dn)1/2
and

∫ m0

Dn

|p′′0(t)| dt ≲
log n

n
.

This gives the desired error term, in view of Theorem 2.2 with d = 1.
The remaining terms in the right side of (4.16) are estimated as follows. First note that

m0∫
0

log∆Q(r0,τ(t)) dt = n

∫
Db0

log∆Qdσ − x0 log∆Q(b0) +O(
1

n
),

and, setting rn = r0,τ(Dn),

Dn∫
0

log∆Q(r0,τ(t)) dt = 2n

rn∫
0

(log∆Q(s))∆Q(s)s ds = n

∫
Drn

(log∆Q) dσ

= nτ(Dn) log∆Q(0) +O(n[τ(Dn)]
3
2 ).

Adding up,

(4.17)

∫ m0

Dn

log∆Q(r0,τ(t)) dt = n

∫
Db0

log∆Qdσ − x0 log∆Q(b0)−Dn log∆Q(0) +O(D
3
2
nn

− 1
2 ).

We also note that

(4.18) log∆Q(r0,τ(m0))− log∆Q(rn) = log
∆Q(b0)

∆Q(0)
+O(rn).
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Combining (4.16), (4.17), (4.18), we have

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log∆Q(r0,τ(j)) =n

∫
Db0

log∆Qdσ − 1

2
log

∆Q(b0)

∆Q(0)

− x0 log∆Q(b0)−Dn log∆Q(0) +O(D
1
2
nn

− 1
2 ).

(4.19)

We now add the estimates from the proof of Lemma 3.5: for 1 ≤ ν ≤ N ,

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log∆Q(rν,τ(j)) = n

∫
Sν

log∆Qdσ + xν−1 log∆Q(aν)

− xν log∆Q(bν)−
1

2
(log∆Q(aν)− log∆Q(bν−1)) +O(n−1),

where Sν := A(aν , bν). Adding these equations, we finish the proof of the lemma. □

Lemma 4.10. As n→ ∞,

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log r0,τ(j) +

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log rν,τ(j) =
n

2

∫
ℓ dσ − 1

2
log bN

−
N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
) log ρν − (

Dn

2
− 1

4
) log

( Dn

n∆Q(0)

)
+

1

2
Dn +O(D−1

n + n−
1
2D

3
2
n ).

(4.20)

Proof. Using the Euler-Maclaurin formula as in the proof of Lemma 3.6

(4.21)

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log r0,τ(j) =

m0∫
Dn

log r0,τ(t) dt−
1

2

(
log r0,τ(m0) − log r0,τ(Dn)

)
+O(D−1

n ),

where the error term is obtained by a similar computation as in Lemma 4.9.
Continuing as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we integrate by parts and obtain (using Lemma 4.7)

M0n∫
0

log r0,τ(t) dt = 2n

b0∫
0

s∆Q(s) log s ds =
n

2

∫
ℓ dσ,(4.22)

and

(4.23) −
M0n∫
m0

log r0,τ(t) dt = −x0 log b0 +O(
1

n
).

Recalling that q′(0) = 0, q′′(0) = 2∆Q(0), r0,τ =
√

τ
∆Q(0) + O(τ), and setting rn = r0,τ(Dn), we

also deduce that

Dn∫
0

log r0,τ(t) dt = 2n

∫ rn

0

s∆Q(s) log s ds =
n

2
rnq

′(rn) log rn − n

2

∫ rn

0

q′(s) ds

= Dn log rn − n

2
q′′(0)(

r2n
2

+O(r3n)) =
1

2
Dn log

τ(Dn)

∆Q(0)
− Dn

2
+O(D3/2

n /
√
n).

(4.24)
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Finally,

−1

2
(log r0,τ(m0) − log r0,τ(Dn)) = −1

2
log b0 +

1

4
log

τ(Dn)

∆Q(0)
+O(

√
τ(Dn)).

Inserting (4.22), (4.23), (4.24) in (4.21), we find the asymptotic formula

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log r0,τ(j) =
n

2
(2M0 log b0 + q(0)− q(b0))− (

Dn

2
− 1

4
) log

( Dn

n∆Q(0)

)
− (x0 +

1

2
) log b0 +

1

2
Dn +O(D−1

n ).

(4.25)

For ν ≥ 1, we have by Lemma 3.6 (and its proof)

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log rν,τ(j) = −1

2
gMν

(rν,Mν
) +

1

2
gMν−1

(rν,Mν−1
)

− xν log bν + xν−1 log aν − 1

2
(log bν − log aν) +O(n−1).

(4.26)

Adding (4.25) and (4.26) for ν = 1, . . . , N and using gMν−1
(rν−1,Mν−1

) = gMν−1
(rν,Mν−1

), we
conclude the proof of the lemma. □

We next consider the contribution coming from the perturbation sh/n.

Lemma 4.11. For |s| ≤ log n we have, as n→ ∞,

m0−1∑
j=Dn

sh(r0,τ(j)) +

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

sh(rν,τ(j)) = ns

∫
C
h dσ +

1

2
s(h(0)− h(bN ))

+

N−1∑
ν=0

(xν +
1

2
)s(h(aν+1)− h(bν))−Dnsh(0) +O(n−

1
2D

3
2
n · |s|).

Proof. It suffices to replace log∆Q by sh in the proof of Lemma 4.9. □

We finally turn to the sum of terms aν,j , given by (see (4.4) for ν = 0),

(4.27) aν,j = B(rν,τ(j)) +
k′(rν,τ(j))

2

2

1

d2
+
k′′(rν,τ(j))

2

1

d2
+
k′(rν,τ(j))

rν,τ(j)

1

d2
−
k′(rν,τ(j))

2

d3
d22
.

Here k = sh+ αℓ and ℓ(z) = 2 log |z|; the definitions of the functions

B(rν,τ(j)), d2 = d2(rν,τ(j)), d3 = d3(rν,τ(j))

are found in (3.11) and (3.14), respectively.
We also remind of the notation eν,f and vν,f for the quantities in (3.36) and (3.37).

Lemma 4.12. For |s| ≤ log n we have as n→ ∞,

1

n

m0−1∑
j=Dn

a0,j +
1

n

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

aν,j = FQ[σ]−
1

4

N∑
ν=0

log
∆Q(bν)

∆Q(aν)
+

1

3
log bN − 1

12
log

Dn

n

+
1

3

N−1∑
ν=0

log ρν +
1

6
log∆Q(0) + ek +

s2

2
v0,h +

1

2

N∑
ν=1

vν,k +
(1 + 2α)s

2
(h(b0)− h(0))
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+
1

2

N∑
ν=1

(k(bν)− k(aν))−
α+ α2

2
log

Dn

n
+ (α+ α2) log b0 +

α+ α2

2
log∆Q(0) + E(n),

where E(n) = O((D−1
n +D

1
2
nn−

1
2 ) · (1 + s2)) and c > 0 is arbitrarily small but fixed.

Proof. For ν = 0, we first observe that the Riemann sum approximation in [21, Lemma 3.6] gives

1

n

m0−1∑
j=Dn

B(r0,τ(j)) =FQ[Db0 ] +
1

3
log b0 −

1

12
log

Dn

n

− 1

4
log

∆Q(b0)

∆Q(0)
+

1

6
log∆Q(0) +O(D−1

n +D
1
2
nn

− 1
2 ).

(4.28)

Keeping ν = 0, we now estimate the sums corresponding to the other terms in (4.27), i.e., we shall
estimate the expression

Σ0 :=
1

n

m0−1∑
j=Dn

1

d2

(
k′(r0,τ(j))

2

2
+
k′′(r0,τ(j))

2
+
k′(r0,τ(j))

r0,τ(j)
−
k′(r0,τ(j))

2

d3
d2

)
.(4.29)

Using a Riemann sum approximation, we find that Σ0 equals to∫ M0

τ(Dn)

1

4∆Q(r0,τ )

(
k′(r0,τ )

2

2
+
k′′(r0,τ )

2
+
k′(r0,τ )

r0,τ
− k′(r0,τ )

2

g
(3)
τ (r0,τ )

g
(2)
τ (r0,τ )

)
dτ +O

(1 + |s|
Dn

)
.(4.30)

Changing variables as in (3.22) and writing rn = r0,τ(Dn), the integral in (4.30) transforms to

1

4

∫ b0

rn

r

(
k′(r)2 + k′′(r) + 3

k′(r)

r
− k′(r)

∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

)
dr.(4.31)

The integral (4.31) with k replaced by sh is easily evaluated using the relations (3.42)–(3.45), giving

1

4

∫ b0

rn

r

(
s2h′(r)2 + sh′′(r) + 3s

h′(r)

r
− sh′(r)

∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

)
dr

=
s

2
(h(b0)− h(0)) + se0,h +

s2

2
v0,h +O(rn · (1 + s2)).

Recalling the asymptotic (4.9) for r0,τ and substituting k = αℓ in (4.31), we compute

1

4

∫ b0

rn

r

(
α2ℓ′(r)2 + αℓ′′(r) + 3α

ℓ′(r)

r
− αℓ′(r)

∂r∆Q(r)

∆Q(r)

)
dr

= αe0,ℓ +
α

2
log

∆Q(rn)

∆Q(0)
+ α(1 + α) log

b0
rn

= αe0,ℓ −
α(1 + α)

2
log

Dn

n
+ α(1 + α) log b0 +

α(1 + α)

2
log∆Q(0) +O(rn).

The contribution in (4.31) proportional to “αs” is equal to

1

4

∫ b0

rn

r

(
4αs

h′(r)

r

)
dr = αs

∫ b0

rn

h′(r)dr = αs
(
h(b0)− h(rn)

)
= αs

(
h(b0)− h(0)

)
+O(rn).(4.32)
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Summing up, we find

Σ0 =
s

2
(h(b0)− h(0)) + e0,k +

s2

2
v0,h − α(1 + α)

2
log

Dn

n
+ αs

(
h(b0)− h(0)

)
+ α(1 + α) log b0 +

α(1 + α)

2
log∆Q(0) +O(n−

1
2D

1
2
n · (1 + s2)).

(4.33)

Adding (4.28) we obtain asymptotics for the term 1
n

∑m0−1
j=Dn

a0,j . The other terms 1
n

∑mν−1
j=mν−1

aν,j ,

for ν = 1, . . . , N are estimated as in Lemma 3.9, by substituting sh for the function k (which is smooth
in a neighbourhood of Sν = A(aν , bν) for ν ≥ 1). Adding these contributions, it is now straightforward
to finish the proof. □

Proof of Lemma 4.5. We now estimate the sum
∑n−1

j=Dn
log hj . As before, our strategy is to begin by

estimating the more explicit

(4.34)

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log h0,j +

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log hν,j

by using the approximation

log hν,j =
1

2
log

2π

n
− n gτ(j)(rν , τ(j))−

1

2
log∆Q(rν,τ(j))

+ (1 + 2α) log rν,τ(j) + sh(rν,τ(j)) +
aν,j
n

+ ϵj,n

where ϵj,n = O( 1
n2 ) if j/n ≥ c0 > 0 and in general ϵj,n = O(j−

3
2 logc n), (c > 0).

The next thing to observe is that

(4.35)

n−1∑
j=Dn

log hj =

m0−1∑
j=Dn

log h0,j +

N∑
ν=1

mν−1∑
j=mν−1

log hν,j +

N−1∑
ν=0

Tν +O(n−100)

where Tν is defined as in (3.46), but with µν = µν(s, α) now depending also on α. To estimate the
Tν ’s, we observe that proof of Lemma 3.10 goes through unchanged, i.e., we have as n→ ∞
(4.36) Tν = log[(−µνρν ; ρ

2
ν)∞] + log[(−µ−1

ν ρν ; ρ
2
ν)∞] +O(n−1 log2 n), (0 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1).

Estimating the terms in (4.35) using the above lemmas and (4.36), we obtain the statement of Lemma
4.5 after simplification. □

4.3. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.1. To the sum in Lemma 4.5 we now add the sum∑Dn−1
j=0 log hj found in Lemma 4.2.

Adding also log(n!) using Stirling’s approximation it is straightforward to conclude the proof of
Theorem 1.4. Recalling that the Euler characteristic of a central disk droplet is χ(S) = 1, we also
finish our proof of the central disk part of Theorem 1.1 as the special case α = 0. □

5. Shallow outposts

We now prove Theorem 1.8. We thus set S = A(a, b) and S∗ = S ∪ {|z| = t} where 0 ≤ a < b < t
and fix a suitable, radially symmetric function h(z) = h(r), r = |z|.

As before, the partition function with respect to Q̃ = Q − s
nh is logZn = log n! +

∑n−1
j=0 log hj ,

where

hj = 2

∫ ∞

0

resh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr, gτ (r) = q(r)− 2τ log r, τ(j) = j/n.

The set S∗ ∩ [0,∞) decomposes in the components C0 = [a, b] and C1 = {t}.



38 YACIN AMEUR, CHRISTOPHE CHARLIER, AND JOAKIM CRONVALL

Now consider the equation

(5.1)
d

dr
gτ(j)(r) = 0,

and write Ln = C log n, where C is large enough. If j < n−Ln, then (5.1) has exactly one significant
solution r0,j in C0, while if j ≥ n − Ln we must take into consideration two solutions r0,j near C0

and r1,j near C1. (It is straightforward to supply a proof by modification of our argument for Lemma
3.2.)

With εn as in (2.13), we write

hk,j =

∫
{|r−rk,j |<εn}

2resh(r)e−ngτ(j)(r) dr.

where k ∈ {0, 1} if j ≥ n− Ln while k = 0 if j < n− Ln. By Lemma 2.10, we have, as n → ∞, that
hj = (h0,j + h1,j) · (1 +O(n−100)) if j ≥ n− Ln while hj = h0,j · (1 +O(n−100)) if j < n− Ln.

To study the free energy we write

(5.2)

n−1∑
j=0

log hj =

n−1∑
j=0

log h0,j +

n−1∑
j=n−Ln

log
(
1 +

h1,j
h0,j

)
+O(

1

n99
).

The first sum on the right has the same asymptotics as in Theorem 1.1 in the case of a single
component. It remains only to study the second sum.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Write ρ = b/t and µ = es(h(t)−h(b))
√

∆Q(b)
∆Q(t) . In a similar way as in Lemma 3.10

we have
n−1∑

j=n−Ln

log
(
1 +

h1,j
h0,j

)
=

n−1∑
j=n−Ln

log(1 + µρ2(n−j)−1) +O
(
(log n)2

n

)
.

Shifting the summation index in the sum on the right and letting n → ∞, we conclude that∑n−1
j=n−Ln

log
(
1+

h1,j

h0,j

)
= log[(−µρ; ρ2)∞] +O(n−1(log n)2) with uniform convergence for |s| ≤ log n.

The proof is complete. □
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