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LOG-CONCAVITY IN ONE-DIMENSIONAL COULOMB GASES AND RELATED
ENSEMBLES

JNANESHWAR BASLINGKER, MANJUNATH KRISHNAPUR, MOKSHAY MADIMAN

ABSTRACT. We prove log-concavity of the lengths of the top rows of Young diagrams un-
der Poissonized Plancherel measure. This is the first known positive result towards a con-
jecture of Chen [28] that the length of the top row of a Young diagram under the Plancherel
measure is log-concave. This is done by showing that the ordered elements of several dis-
crete ensembles have log-concave distributions. In particular, we show the log-concavity
of passage times in last passage percolation with geometric weights, using their connection
to Meixner ensembles.

In the continuous setting, distributions of the maximal elements of beta ensembles with
convex potentials on the real line are shown to be log-concave. As a result, log-concavity of
the β versions of Tracy-Widom distributions follows; in fact, we also obtain log-concavity
and positive association for the joint distribution of the k smallest eigenvalues of the sto-
chastic Airy operator. Our methods also show the log-concavity of finite dimensional dis-
tributions of the Airy-2 process and the Airy distribution. A log-concave distribution with
full-dimensional support must have density, a fact that was apparently not known for some
of these examples.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

A Radon measure µ on R
n is said to be log-concave if

µ(sA+ (1− s)B) ≥ µ(A)sµ(B)1−s

for all Borel sets A,B and for all 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. Here A + B = {a + b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B} is the
Minkowski sum. It is a well-known result of Borell (see Theorem 2.7 of [81]) that if µ is not
supported in any n− 1 dimensional affine subspace, then µ is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure and has a density function (i.e., Radon-Nikodym derivative)
that is log-concave. Recall that a non-negative function f defined on Rn is said to be log-
concave if

f(sx+ (1− s)y) ≥ f(x)sf(y)1−s,

for each x, y ∈ Rn and 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. In the discrete setting, a sequence {ak}k∈Z of non-
negative numbers is said to log-concave if a2k ≥ ak−1ak+1 for all k and there are no internal
zeros. There is no universally accepted notion of log-concavity on Z

n.
A random variable or its probability distribution is said to be log-concave if it has a

log-concave density function (on Rn) or if it has a log-concave mass function (on Z).

J.B. is supported by scholarship from Ministry of Education (MoE). M.K. is partly supported by the
DST FIST program - 2021 [TPN - 700661]. We acknowledge the support of the International Centre for
Theoretical Sciences (ICTS) as this work was initiated when the authors participated in the program Topics
in High Dimensional Probability (code: ICTS/thdp2023/1).
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Log-concave distributions and several properties related to it play an important role
in several areas of mathematics and therefore have been extensively studied. Applica-
tions of log-concavity arise in combinatorics, algebra and computer science, as reviewed
by Stanley [82] and Brenti [26]. In probability, it is related to the notion of negative as-
sociation of random variables [21], and is also useful in statistics (see, e.g., [49, 81]).
Log-concave distributions also arise very organically in convex geometry and geomet-
ric functional analysis (see, e.g., [17, 61]). Several functional inequalities that hold for
Gaussian distributions also hold for appropriate subclasses of log-concave distributions
on Rn (see, e.g., [14, 10, 15]). Thus, knowing that a distribution is log-concave gives much
information about the distribution. In this article, the ordered elements in several one-
dimensional Coulomb gas ensembles arising in probability and mathematical physics are
shown to have log-concave distributions.

Many new and exotic probability distributions have arisen in random matrix theory
and related areas in the last few decades. Usually these distributions are described as
weak limits of random variables in some discrete or continuous finite systems that are
growing in size. Even when there is an explicit formula for the density of the limiting
distribution, it is often too complicated. Further, in the discrete setting, log-concavity of
various sequences has attracted much recent attention (see [64, 1, 48, 2]), but there are
many other conjectures as yet unresolved. Our main contributions in this paper are two-
fold:

(1) We show the log-concavity of many of these exotic distributions. Examples include
β versions of Tracy-Widom distributions (including the classical cases of β = 1, 2, 4,
where the result is already new), finite dimensional distributions of the Airy-2 pro-
cess, passage time distributions in integrable models of last passage percolation,
and the Airy distribution. This adds to our knowledge of these important dis-
tributions. Even in the important case of the β = 2 Tracy-Widom distribution,
log-concavity was only partially known (see [20]).

(2) From the log-concavity of passage times in last passage percolation with geomet-
ric weights, we derive the log-concavity of the Poissonized length of the longest
increasing subsequence of a uniform random permutation. The motivation for this
result comes from a conjecture of Chen [28], to the effect that the distribution of the
longest increasing subsequence of a uniform random permutation of {1, . . . , n}, is
itself log-concave. This conjecture has attracted the attention of combinatorialists,
see for example Bóna, Lackner and Sagan [20]. As far as we know, ours is the first
positive result in this direction.

The rest of this introduction organizes and presents our main results; the proofs are
presented subsequently.

1.1. Chen’s conjecture. Let Sn be the symmetric group on [n], i.e., the set of all permu-
tations of [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let ℓn(σ) denote the length of the longest increasing subse-
quence of the permutation σ ∈ Sn. For example, if σ = 42135, then ℓ5(σ) = 3 as 2, 3, 5 is an
increasing subsequence of length 3. The asymptotics of ℓn(σ) for a uniformly chosen ran-
dom permutation is very well understood. The work of Logan and Shepp [58], Vershik

and Kerov [86, 87] shows that ℓn(σ)√
n

→ 2 in probability and expectation as n → ∞. Baik,

Deift and Johansson [7] prove that ℓn(σ) after appropriate scaling and centering converges
2



in distribution to TW2. Romik’s book [80] gives a wide-ranging view of many aspects of
longest increasing subsequences.

Define

Ln,k = {σ ∈ Sn : ℓn(σ) = k} and ℓn,k = |Ln,k|.
Chen [28] made the following conjecture. See [20] for more about the conjecture.

Conjecture 1 (Chen). For any fixed n, the sequence ℓn,1, ℓn,2, . . . , ℓn,n is log-concave.

In other words, the conjecture states that the distribution of ℓn(σ), where σ is uniformly
chosen random permutation, is log-concave. Bóna-Lackner-Sagan [20] made a similar
conjecture when σ is a uniformly chosen random involution. We consider both problems
in the setting of Young diagrams.

Let Λn denote the set of integer partitions of n, also identified with Young diagrams
having n boxes. Let Λ = ∪∞

n=0Λn. Elements of Λn are of the form λ = (λ1, λ2, ..., λℓ, 0, 0...)
where λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λℓ ≥ 1 are positive integers and

∑
i λi = n. We write λ ⊢ n to mean

λ ∈ Λn. Given a partition λ ⊢ n, let dλ denote the number of standard Young tableaux of
shape λ.

We consider the β-Plancherel measure (any real β > 0) µ
(β)
n on Λn defined by,

µ(β)
n (λ) :=

dβλ∑
τ⊢n

dβτ
, λ ∈ Λn.

β-Plancherel measures have been studied previously in [9, 79]. For β = 2, this is the
Plancherel measure which arises in representation theory. The Plancherel measure on
partitions Λn arises naturally and is well studied in representation–theoretic, combinato-
rial, and probabilistic problems [86, 58, 23]. By the Robinson-Schensted correspondence
[82], Conjecture 1 is equivalent to

µ(2)
n (λ1 = k − 1)µ(2)

n (λ1 = k + 1) ≤ (µ(2)
n (λ1 = k))2,(1)

which is the log-concavity of the distribution of length of first row under the Plancherel

measure µ
(2)
n on Λn. The corresponding inequality for β = 1 is equivalent to the Bóna-

Lackner-Sagan conjecture on involutions [20, Conjecture 1.2].
One of our main results is that the distribution of λ1 is log-concave for a family of

mixtures of µ
(β)
n . For β = 2, the mixture is a Poissonization, which has been studied

before [23, 7]. In fact, the limiting distribution of fluctuations of ℓn(σ) is derived in [7]
using the determinantal structure of Poissonized Plancherel measure on Λ.

For the rest of the article, we assume N = {0, 1, 2, . . .}. For parameters α, β > 0, consider
the family of probability measures να,β on N defined such that,

να,β(k) =
1

Zα,β
αk
∑

λ⊢k
(dλ/k!)

β.(2)

ThatZα,β is finite follows from max
λ⊢k

dλ ≤
√
k! (easy consequence of the identity

∑
λ⊢k d

2
λ =

k!) and |Λk| ≤ eC
√
k (see pp. 316-318 of [4]). We define the mixture of µβ

n, denoted as M (α,β),

to be the probability measure on Λ, where X ∼ να,β and sample λ ∈ ΛX under µ
(β)
X . For

β = 2, note that να,2 is the Poisson(α) distribution and hence M (α,2) is the Poissonized
3



Plancherel measure with α being the Poisson parameter. Our first main result is the fol-
lowing.

Theorem 1. For any i ≥ 1 and α, β > 0, the distribution of λi under the probability measure
M (α,β) is log-concave.

For β = 2 and β = 1 in Theorem 1, we obtain Poissonized version of Chen’s Conjecture
and a certain mixture version of Bóna-Lackner-Sagan’s conjecture respectively. This nei-
ther implies Chen’s conjecture nor is implied by it. However, when α = n, the measure

να,2 has mean n and standard deviation
√
n, therefore M (n,2) is quite close to µ

(2)
n . In that

sense, Theorem 1 supports Chen’s conjecture and even suggests that it may strengthened

to log-concavity of λi for any i, under µ
(β)
n for general β > 0.

It was remarked in [20] that proving log-concavity of TW2 distribution (which is the
limiting distribution of fluctuations of ℓn(σ)) could be a possible approach to prove Con-
jecture 1. What is definitely true is that for Conjecture 1 to be true, TW2 has to be log-
concave.

Lemma 1. Let {Xn : n ∈ N} be Z-valued log-concave random variables and Xn−an
bn

d→ Y ,
where Y is a random variable with density function f and an, bn are some sequences. Then f is
log-concave.

By the above lemma, Theorem 1 of [7] and Theorem 1, it follows that TW2 is log-
concave. In this paper, we give multiple proofs that TW2 and its β generalizations are
log-concave, the proof of Corollary 4 being the simplest one. Although Tracy-Widom
distributions are widely studied, the log-concavity property does not seem to have been
observed before. In fact, in [20], only a partial proof (due to P. Deift) is given, showing the
log-concavity of TW2 on the positive half line.

The reason that these specific mixtures are amenable to study is that they are related
to the Meixner ensemble (defined below). In particular, Theorem 1 follows from the log-
concavity of individual particles in the Meixner ensemble. The Meixner ensemble falls
inside two larger classes of particle systems on Z, namely, discrete ensembles that resem-
ble Coulomb gases and Schur measures. In both of these classes, we show log-concavity
of marginals.

As additional evidence to Conjecture 1, we prove the following partial result.

Theorem 2. Fix j ∈ N. Then ∃N = N(j) such that, ∀n ≥ N and k ∈ {n− j, . . . , n},

µ(2)
n (λ1 = k − 1)µ(2)

n (λ1 = k + 1) ≤ (µ(2)
n (λ1 = k))2.(3)

1.2. Log-concavity in discrete ensembles. For wi, Qi,j : Z → R+ with 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

define the probability measure on
−→
Z n = {h ∈ Zn : h1 < h2 < · · · < hn} on Z

Pn,w,Q(h) =
1

Z

∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qi,j (hj − hi)
n∏

j=1

wj(hj), h ∈ −→
Z

n(4)

where Z = Zn,w,Q is a normalisation constant. Of course, appropriate conditions are
imposed on Qi,j and wi for Pn,w,Q(h) to exist. This can be thought of as a discrete analogue
of Coulomb gas. Although most of the important examples of discrete ensembles have
Qi,j = Q and wi = w for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, we consider the general definition given in (4)
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in order to include examples like (8). For Qi,j(x) = Q(x) = x2 and wi(x) = w(x) we will
refer to (4) as a discrete orthogonal polynomial ensemble, following Johansson [51]. Our
second main result is the following.

Theorem 3. Assume that wi(x), Qi,j(x) are log-concave sequences on Z for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,
that is

wi(k − 1)wi(k + 1) ≤ wi(k)
2,(5)

Qi,j(k − 1)Qi,j(k + 1) ≤ Qi,j(k)
2,(6)

for all k ∈ Z. Then, for any i ∈ [n], the distribution of hi under Pn,w,Q is log-concave, that is

Pn,w,Q(hi = k − 1)Pn,w,Q(hi = k + 1) ≤ Pn,w,Q(hi = k)2.(7)

Remark 1. A sequence {an}n∈N is said to be ultra-log-concave (of infinite order) if {n!an}n∈N
is log-concave (cf., [57]). Following the proof of Theorem 3 verbatim, it also follows that
if Qi,j(x) are log-concave sequences and wi(x) are ultra-log-concave sequences, then for
all i ∈ [n], the probability mass functions of hi are ultra-log-concave sequences. In fact,
for any positive sequence f(k), if the weight function w(k) is such that w(k)f(k) is log-
concave, then it can also be shown easily that Pn,w,Q(hi = k)f(k) is log-concave in k, for
all i ∈ [n].

The following are a few examples of the discrete orthogonal polynomial ensembles
(Qi,j(x) = Q(x) = x2 and wi,j(x) = w(x)) that are well-studied [51].

Meixner ensemble: For m ≥ n and q ∈ [0, 1] with x ∈ N, the weights w(x) =
(
x+m−n

x

)
qx

in (4) gives us the measure P
n,m,Me on

−→
N n, known as Meixner ensemble.

Charlier ensemble: For α > 0 and x ∈ N, the weights w(x) = e−α αx

x!
gives us the

measure P
n,α,Ch on

−→
N n, known as Charlier ensemble.

Krawtchouk ensemble: For p ∈ (0, 1) and q = 1−p with K ∈ N and K ≥ n, the weights

w(x) =
(
K
x

)
pxqK−x where x ∈ K := {0, 1, . . . , K}, gives us the measure P

n,K,p,Kr on
−→
Kn,

known as Krawtchouk ensemble.

Hahn ensemble: For integers a,K with K ≥ a ≥ n and K = a + n − 1, the weights

w(x) =
(
x+a−n

x

)(
K+a−n−x

K−x

)
where x ∈ K, gives us the measure on

−→
Kn known as Hahn

ensemble.

In our next example, Q(x) behaves like x2θ for large x, and provides discrete analogues
of β-log gases.

Integrable discrete beta ensembles: We now consider the probability measure, Pθ,m
n on−→

Z n,m,θ where,
−→
Z

n,m,θ = {(λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn) : λi ∈ N and λ1 ≤ m+ (n− 1)θ},

P
θ,m
n (λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λn) :=

1

Zn,m,θ

∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qθ(λi − λj + (j − i)θ)

n∏

j=1

w(λj + (n− j)θ),(8)

Qθ(x) :=
Γ(x+ 1)Γ(x+ θ)

Γ(x+ 1− θ)Γ(x)
.

5



Here θ > 0 and m ∈ [0,∞]. The weight function w(x) is assumed to be positive and
continuous for x ∈ [0, m+(n− 1)θ]. For m = ∞ case, w(x) has to be decaying fast enough
for Zn,m,θ < ∞. Such measures were introduced in [22] and extensively studied, due to
their connections to discrete Selberg integrals and integrable probability (see Section 1 of
[22]). Note that for θ = 1 and θ = 1/2, we get (4) for Q(x) = x2 and Q(x) = x respectively.
Note that above measure can be seen as a special case of (4). Following the proof idea
of Theorem 3 we can also show that the distribution of λ1 under the measure Pθ,m

n is
log-concave. It was shown in [43] that, if θ = β/2 and for all β ≥ 1, after appropriate
scaling and centering λ1 converges to TWβ. As log-concavity is preserved under scaling,
centering and weak limit (Lemma 1), it follows that TWβ is log-concave (for β ≥ 1). We
shall show later that log-concavity of TWβ holds for all β > 0 (Corollary 4).

Although the above ensembles are usually defined without the ordering on his, we
order his as we are interested in studying the rightmost elements. In all four examples
mentioned above, w(x) is easily seen to be log-concave. Hence we get the following result
immediately from Theorem 3.

Corollary 1. All one-dimensional marginals of Meixner, Charlier, Krawtchouk and Hahn ensem-
bles have log-concave distributions on N. In particular, this is true for the largest points in these
ensembles.

Note that in the above examples, the weights are ultra-log-concave for Charlier and
Krawtchouk ensembles. Following Remark 1, the distribution of hi is ultra-log-concave
for these cases. By Theorem 1.1 and [5, Proposition 1.2] the following corollary which

gives Poisson concentration bounds is immediate. Let a(x) := 2 (1+a) log(1+a)−a
a2

for a ∈
[−1,∞).

Corollary 2. Let hi be the one-dimensional marginals of Charlier and Krawtchouk ensembles.
Then these random variables satisfy the following bounds.

• P (hi − E[hi] ≥ t) ≤ exp
(
− t2

2E[hi]
a
(

t
E[hi]

))
for all t ≥ 0.

• P (hi − E[hi] ≤ −t) ≤ exp
(
− t2

2E[hi]
a
(
− t

E[hi]

))
for 0 ≤ t ≤ E[hi].

• V ar(hi) ≤ E[hi].

1.3. Log-concavity in Schur measures. Schur measures are another well-studied class of
ensembles on Z that contain the Meixner and other ensembles, although they correspond
only to β = 2 case. They are defined using Schur polynomials sλ(x) defined for λ ∈ Λ =⋃

n Λn and variables x = (x1, x2 . . .) by

sλ(x) =
∑

T

xT(9)

where the sum is over semi-standard Young tableau T of shape λ and xT =
∏

i x
ti
i where ti

is the number of times i occurs in T (see [60, Section I.3] for details on Schur polynomials).
Given parameters a = (a1, a2, . . .) and b = (b1, b2, . . .) with ai, bi ∈ C, the corresponding

Schur measure on Λ is defined by (see [71] or [52, Section 3])

Pa,b(λ) =
1

Za,b

sλ(a)sλ(b).

6



In general, Pa,b(λ) is a complex measure. It is a probability measure under either of the
following conditions:

(1) ai ≥ 0 and bi ≥ 0 for all i.
(2) bi = aσ(i) for all i, for some bijection σ of {1, 2, . . .} to itself.

We shall be concerned with the first case.
One may regard λ ∈ Λ as a partition or as a collection of weakly ordered particles

λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . We show that the distribution of each λi is log-concave.

Theorem 4. Assume that ai ≥ 0 and bi ≥ 0 for all i. All one dimensional marginals of the Schur
measure Pa,b are log-concave.

For the choice a = b = (
√
α,

√
α,

√
α, . . . ,

√
α, 0, 0, . . . ) with zeros after n many entries,

we have

Pa,b(λ) = (1− α)n
2

α|λ||semi-standard Young tableaux of shape λ with entries in [n]|2.
This is a mixture of z- measures (which are Plancherel-like measures that arise in the
representation theory of certain non-commutative groups) on partitions of a fixed number
n = |λ| by the negative binomial distribution on n = 0, 1, 2, . . . with parameter α; see
[71, Section 2.1.4], [25] and [24] for details. One can also obtain Poissonized Plancherel
measure on the set of partitions as a special case of Schur measures (see Section 2.1.4 of
[71]).

An important probability context in which Schur measures arises is that of last pas-
sage percolation. Let wi,j be independent random variables with Geometric distribution
P{wi,j = k} = (1−aibj)(aibj)

k, k ≥ 0. Define the passage time from 1 = (1, 1) to n = (n, n)
by

L�

n := max
γ

ℓ(γ) where ℓ(γ) =
∑

v∈γ
ζv,

and the maximum is over all up/right oriented paths γ in Z2 from 1 to n. It is a well-
known result that under Pa,b, the rightmost particle λ1 has the same distribution as L�

n

(see [52]). Then, Theorem 4 implies that L�

n has log-concave distribution.
Certain choices of ai, bi and additional symmetry constraints are of particular interest.

We mention three of these, see [36] for details.

(1) Let wi,j be i.i.d. with Geo(1 − q) distribution (so ai = bi =
√
q). Then the last

passage time L�

n is denoted G
(2)
1,n.

(2) Let wi,j = wj,i be otherwise independent, and have Geo(1 − q) distribution when
i 6= j and Geo(1 − √

q) distribution when i = j. The passage time from (1, 1) to

(n, n) is denoted G
(4)
1,n.

(3) Fix n and let wi,j = wn+1−i,n+1−j be otherwise independent and have Geo(1 − q)
distribution when i+ j ≤ n and Geo(1−√

q) distribution when i+ j = n+ 1. The

passage time from (1, 1) to (n, n) is denoted G
(1)
1,n.

Although Theorem 4 does not directly apply to the second and third situations, the
proof of Theorem 4 carries over easily to cover these cases.

Corollary 3. G
(1)
1,n, G

(2)
1,n, G

(4)
1,n are log-concave distributions.

7



Remark 2. One can also view this as a corollary of Theorem 3. Indeed, the distribution

of G
(β)
1,n for β = 2, 1 and 4 is exactly the same as that of hn in (4) with Q(x) = x2, x and x

respectively with w(x) = qx, qx/2 and qx/2 respectively (see Proposition 1.3 of [50], Lemma

3.2 of [6] and Equations 4.6 and 5.6 of [36]). If G
(2)
1,m,n denotes last passage time from (1, 1)

to (m,n) ∈ Z2, it can also be shown that G
(2)
1,m,n is log-concave. Using the Geometric limit

to exponentials, log-concavity of passage times for exponential weights also follows.

The difficulty in proving log-concavity of ordered elements in discrete ensembles is due
to the fact that the definition of discrete convexity in higher dimensions is not clear. There
are multiple definitions, which are not equivalent (See [68]). Also there is no convincing
Prékopa-Leindler type inequality in many discrete settings (See [53] and [42] for some
discrete variants of Prékopa-Leindler). We use a recent Brunn-Minkowski type inequality
on Z

n, due to Halikias, Klartag and Slomka [44], to prove Theorem 3 and Theorem 4. See
[53] and [42] for more on the discrete Brunn-Minkowski type inequality. A well known
result, due to Johansson [50], is that the limiting distribution of largest particle in Meixner
ensemble with q = α/n2 converges to length of top row under Poissonized Plancherel
measure. Theorem 1 is proved by generalizing the above fact (corresponds to β = 2) to
all β > 0. However, in the continuous setting, similar results follow from soft arguments.

1.4. Log-concavity in continuum Coulomb gas ensembles. Several interacting particle
systems in statistical mechanics such as Coulomb gases, Ising model, exclusion processes,
are modelled by Gibbs measures [41]. Consider the Gibbs measure determined by posi-
tive temperature parameter β ∈ (0,∞) and a Hamiltonian function Hn : Rn → R ∪ {∞}
of n real-valued variables x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn), given by

dPHn,β(x) ∝ exp {−βHn(x1, . . . , xn)}dx1 . . . dxn.(10)

One-dimensional β-Coulomb gases are special cases of (10) given by

Hn(x1, . . . , xn) = −
∑

i<j

log |xi − xj |+
∑

i

V (xi),(11)

where V : R → R∪{∞} is function that increases fast enough at ±∞ to ensure integrabil-
ity of dPHn,β(x). When V is quadratic and β = 1, 2, 4, the β-Coulomb gas is the joint law of
eigenvalues in Gaussian orthogonal, unitary and symplectic ensembles respectively (see
[3] for more about Gaussian ensembles).

Although the usual definitions of β-ensembles have xi unordered, our interest is in the
ordered variables. The largest variable is often of particular interest (e.g., in the case of the
Gaussian ensembles mentioned above, this would be the largest eigenvalue of a random
matrix drawn from the ensemble). If the Hamiltonian Hn : Rn → R ∪ {∞} of the system
(10) is symmetric (with respect to arbitrary permutations of the coordinates), observe that
the behavior of the order statistics of the random vector X drawn from PHn,β coincides
with the behavior of the system

d
−→
P Hn,β(x) =

1

ZHn,β
exp {−βHn(x1, . . . , xn)}1Wn(x)dx1 . . . dxn,(12)

where Wn = {y ∈ Rn : y1 < . . . < yn} is the Weyl chamber.
We are now in a position to formulate our key observation about log-concavity in the

continuous setting.
8



Theorem 5. Consider the system (12), with the Hamiltonian Hn of form (11). Suppose that
V : R → R ∪ {∞} is convex. Then:

(1) The β-Coulomb gas
−→
P Hn,β is a log-concave distribution on R

n.
(2) The ordered points xk and the gaps xk − xk−1 of the β-Coulomb gas have log-concave distri-

butions on R.

The first statement is not new– it was already observed in the Ph.D. thesis of Wang [88],
and also by Chafai and Lehec [27, Lemma 2.5].

As sums of convex functions composed with linear maps are convex, we obtain the first
part of Theorem 5. Using the Prékopa-Leindler inequality [56, 73, 74], which implies that
the marginals of log-concave distribution are log-concave, the second part of Theorem 5
follows.

A somewhat related notion is that of log-supermodularity (also called MTP2). A proba-
bility density f on R

n is said to be log-supermodular (i.e., log f is supermodular as defined
in [40, Definition 2.3]) if

f(x)f(y) ≤ f(x ∧ y)f(x ∨ y), for all x, y ∈ R
n,

where x∧ y and x∨ y are the componentwise minimum and maximum respectively. One
implication of log-supermodularity is positive association (thanks to the FKG inequality,
see [37, 75]), which is difficult to prove otherwise.

Theorem 6. Consider the system (12), with the Hamiltonian Hn of form (11). For any V in

(11) and any β > 0, the density of
−→
P Hn,β is log-supermodular. In particular, the points of the

β-Coulomb gas are positively associated.

The proof is a direct computation using only the elementary inequality,

(x2 − x1)(y2 − y1) ≤ (x2 ∨ y2 − x1 ∨ y1)(x2 ∧ y2 − x1 ∧ y1)

for any x1 < x2 and y1 < y2. Alternately one can check the derivative condition in [40,
Proposition 2.5].

It is well-known that when V (x) = x2, the distribution of xn, after appropriate shifting
and scaling, converges to TWβ, the β version of Tracy-Widom distribution. For special
values of β = 1, 2, 4 this was proved by Tracy and Widom [84], and the case of general
β was proved by Ramirez-Rider-Virág [78], who defined TWβ as the distribution of the
smallest eigenvalue of the stochastic Airy operator

Hβ = − d2

dx2
+ x+

2√
β
b′x (here b is standard Brownian motion)

acting on an appropriate Hilbert space (see [78] for details). Note that log-concavity and
log-supermodularity are preserved under shifting, scaling and under weak limits ( at least
if non-degenerate). As non-degenerate log-concave measures have density, we immedi-
ately get the following corollary.

Corollary 4. Fix β > 0.

(1) TWβ distribution has a density and the density function is log-concave.
(2) For any k ≥ 1, the smallest k eigenvalues of Hβ have log-concave and log-supermodular

joint density and hence are positively associated.
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Observe that much more is true: As the joint distribution of largest k eigenvalues of β-
ensemble with quadratic potential is log-concave, the same is true of the k smallest eigen-
values of Hβ. Therefore, the gaps among the smallest k eigenvalues of Hβ are also jointly

log-concave. Further, in the Laguerre/Wishart ensembles (take V (x) = x
2
+
(

1
β
− a+1

2

)
log x

for x > 0 in (11), where the parameter a > −1), the smallest k eigenvalues have a joint
log-concave distribution, by Theorem 5. Again taking weak limits, we deduce that the
joint distribution of (Λ0(β, a), . . . ,Λk−1(β, a)), the k smallest eigenvalues of the stochastic
Bessel operator (as defined in [77]) is log-concave for a > 2

β
− 1.

Although TWβ distributions are widely studied, the log-concavity property does not
seem to have been noticed before. Here are some consequences that follow immediately
from log-concavity, but could be difficult to prove otherwise.

(1) That TWβ has a density appears to have not been shown before (for β 6∈ {1, 2, 4}).
But any non-degenerate log-concave measure has density by Borell’s characteriza-
tion, hence Corollary 4 implies that TWβ has a density. The same applies to joint
distributions of the smallest k eigenvalues of Hβ and those of the stochastic Bessel
operator mentioned above.

(2) Tail bounds on TWβ (see [78, Theorem 1.3]) trivially transfer to corresponding
pointwise bounds on the density of TWβ .

(3) Further, the convergence results can be strengthened. For any k ∈ N, the joint den-
sity fβ of the smallest k eigenvalues of Hβ is log-concave. Let fn,β be the joint den-
sity of the vector

(
n1/6 (2

√
n− λβ,ℓ)

)
ℓ∈[k] as in [78, Theorem 1.1]. By [31, Proposi-

tion 2], we have the following corollary strengthening the result of Ramirez-Rider-
Virág [78].

Corollary 5. For any β > 0, there exists some a0 > 0 such that for all a < a0, we have

sup
x∈Rk

ea‖x‖ |fn,β(x)− fβ(x)| → 0.

(4) By Theorem 5 we have that the distributions of largest eigenvalues of Hermite and
Laguerre β-ensembles (see [59] for details), are log-concave for all β > 0. The fluc-
tuations of these eigenvalues are known to converge weakly to TWβ (see Equation
1.3 and 1.5 of [59]). By [66, Corollary 6], Corollary 4 yields the following corollary.

Corollary 6. For all β > 0 and for all k ∈ N, the k-th moments of the largest eigenval-
ues of Hermite and Laguerre ensembles converge weakly to the corresponding moments of
TWβ.

The above result was known only for β ≥ 1 (see Corollary 3 of [59]). Log-
concavity could also have other applications. For example, the partial result of
log-concavity of [20] was used in [11].

(5) Tracy and Widom [84] had also computed expressions for “higher-order Tracy-
Widom laws”, which emerge as limiting distributions for the k-th largest eigen-
value of the GUE. These also exhibit universality; for example, Baik, Deift and
Johansson [8] showed that the length of the second row of a Young diagram under
the Plancherel measure also converges (after centering and scaling) to the same
second-order Tracy-Widom law. While the expressions for the higher-order laws
are even less tractable, their log-concavity is an immediate consequence of our

10



results. Moreover, the log-concavity and log-supermodularity of the smallest k
eigenvalues of stochastic Airy operator, which would possess Tracy-Widom laws
of various orders as marginals, is also an automatic consequence.

Remark 3. In [20] a much more involved proof (the authors attribute the proof to P. Deift)
is presented to show that TW2 is log-concave on the positive half of the real line. That
proof uses a different description of the TW2 distribution in terms of the solutions to the
Painléve-II differential equation (this was in fact the original description given by Tracy
and Widom). Although more involved, the technique is very different and has potential
future uses. For example, the method could be useful in studying higher order analogues
of TW2 described in terms of solutions of higher order equations of the Painléve-II hi-
erarchy (See [55]). Hence, for the sake of completeness, in Appendix A we present a
modification of Deift’s proof and show the log-concavity of TW2 on the whole of the real
line.

Remark 4. A probability density f on Rn is said to be strongly log-concave with parame-
ter σ2, if f(x)/ϕµ,σ2 is log-concave function, where ϕµ,σ2 is probability density of N(µ, σ2In)
random vector. The arguments in the proof of Theorem 5 also give that the ordered points

xk of β-Coulomb gases with V (x) = x2 are strongly log-concave with parameter (0, 1/2β̂)

for any β̂ < β. As strong log-concavity is preserved under the limit (with common pa-
rameters), one might hope for strong log-concavity of TWβ. But after appropriate scaling
and shifting of xn, the resulting random variables which converge to TWβ are strongly

log-concave with parameter (−2, n1/3/2β̂). As there is no common parameter, the strong
log-concavity in the limit is not guaranteed. In fact, P(TWβ > x) ∼ exp(−2βx3/2/3) as
x → ∞ (by [78]). Hence TWβ cannot be strongly log-concave.

Another useful feature of log-concave distributions in the context of information theory
is that one obtains bounds on a few important characteristics of distributions such as
Shannon and Rényi entropies [12]. For a random variable X with density function f , the
Rényi entropy of order α ∈ (0,∞) \ {1}, is defined as

hα(X) =
1

1− α
log

(∫
fα(x)dx

)
,

assuming the integral exists. For α → 1 one obtains the usual Shannon differential en-
tropy h(X) = −

∫
f log f. It is well known that the entropy among all zero-mean random

variables with the same second moment is maximized by the Gaussian distribution:

h(X) ≤ log
(√

2πeVar(X)
)
.

Although one cannot hope for a lower bound for entropy in general, it was shown
in [16] that in the class of log-concave random variables, the above inequality can be
reversed. A recent result in [67] shows that, for any log-concave random variable X , we
have the sharp inequality

h(X) ≥ 1

2
log (Var(X)) + 1.

The work of [16, Theorem IV.1] (cf. [39, 38]) and [67, Corollary 1.2] gives sharp lower
bounds on the Rényi entropies for log-concave random variables in terms of maximum
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density and variance respectively. Using the fact that TWβ are log-concave, these results
can be used to obtain bounds on Rényi entropies and Shannon entropy of TWβ distribu-
tions, provided one obtains bounds on the variance of these distributions. With variance
bounds and log-concavity of TWβ distributions, one can also obtain bounds on higher
central moments, using the work of [63, Proposition 1]. Although we are not aware of
theoretical bounds on the moments of TWβ distributions, there exist algorithms to com-
pute the moments numerically [83].

1.5. Log-concavity of A2 process. We study log-concavity of A2 process (Airy2 process)
which is one of a central object in random matrix theory and last passage percolation. The
A2 process was introduced by Prähofer and Spohn [72] in the study of the scaling limit of
a discrete polynuclear growth model.

Consider a collection of N Brownian bridges (B1(t), . . . , BN(t)), all starting from zero
at time t = 0 and ending at zero at time t = 1, and conditioning them not to intersect in
the region t ∈ (0, 1). We will always assume that the paths are ordered so that B1(t) <
. . . < BN (t) for t ∈ (0, 1). The relation between the Airy2 process and non-intersecting
Brownian bridges lies in the fact that, suitably rescaled, the top path of a collection of
non-intersecting Brownian bridges converges to the Airy2 process minus a parabola:

2N1/6

(
BN

(
1

2
(1 + n−1/3t)

)
−

√
n

)
→ A2(t)− t2(13)

in the sense of convergence in distribution in the topology of uniform convergence on
compact sets (See Equation 1.6 of [69]). This result is well-known in the sense of con-
vergence of finite-dimensional distributions; the stronger convergence stated here was
proved in [30]. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7. For any k ≥ 1 and t1 < · · · < tk, the joint distribution (A2(t1), . . . ,A2(tk)) is
log-concave.

Remark 5. It is known that the long time limit of n spatial points in the solution of KPZ
equation for the sharp wedge initial conditions are exactly the finite dimensional distri-
butions of Airy2 process [76]. As a result we have that the finite dimensional distributions
of KPZ solutions converge to a log-concave distribution. One could also study whether
for a fixed time, the joint distribution of n spatial point in KPZ solutions are log-concave.

If one prefers the stationary process A2(t) − t2, observe that its distribution is just a
translation of the distribution of A2 on C[0, 1], hence it is also log-concave. As A2(t) is
distributed as TW2 for any fixed t, this provides another proof for log-concavity of TW2.
Also following the proof of Theorem 7, it follows that Theorem 7 can be extended to finite
distributions of any line from the Airy line ensemble [30].

As A2(t) is an important object in modern probability, the observation of log-concavity
of its finite distributions may have several implications. We remark one such result here.
Let B be a convex, open symmetric set in the state space of Airy-2 process and let C be
the scaling C = ( 2

a
− 1)B where 0 < a < 1, then

P(A2(·) /∈ B) ≥ P(A2(·) /∈ C)a.

This follows from Theorem 3 of Bobkov and Melbourne [18].
12



The proof of Theorem 7 involves restricting Gaussian density (which is log-concave) to
an appropriate convex set, which preserves log-concavity. This idea is of wider applica-
bility. TO illustrate, we now prove the log-concavity of the Airy distribution.

Let (Bex(t))t∈[0,1] be the Brownian excursion. The Airy distribution is the distribution

of the area under the Brownian excursion, i.e., of the random variable A :=
∫ 1

0
Bex(t)dt.

In the context of random interfaces, it is the distribution of maximal height of fluctuating
interface in (1 + 1) dimensional Edwards-Wilkinson model [62]. It also shows up in com-
binatorics, in particular the limiting distribution of fluctuations/area of parking functions
(Theorem 14 of [34]). Bóna conjectured [19] that the area of a uniform random parking
functions has log-concave distribution. By Lemma 1 it follows that for Bóna’s conjecture
to be true, the limiting distribution, which is the Airy distribution has to be log-concave.
The following theorem shows that this is indeed true. In fact, Mohan Ravichandran (per-
sonal communication) has proved Bóna’s conjecture for all n.

Theorem 8. Airy distribution is log-concave.

The trick of conditioning log-concave density to a convex set can be extended to trace-
less Gaussian β-ensembles (see Section 2 of [65]). If we consider quadratic V in β-Coulomb

gases and restrict the density to the convex set S = {x ∈ Wn :
n∑

i=1

xi = 0}, we obtain

log-concavity of density of traceless Gaussian β-ensembles. In particular, we obtain log-
concavity of largest eigenvalue of traceless GUE. The largest eigenvalue of a k×k traceless
GUE is also the limiting distribution of the length of a longest weakly increasing subse-
quence of a random word from an ordered k letter alphabet [85]. One can ask whether
log-concavity holds for each finite k and n (see Subsection 1.6). Traceless GUE is related
to several other random word statistics [50, 47].

1.6. Additional remarks and open questions. In order to prove Conjecture 1, we cannot
use Theorem 1 as preservation of log-concavity under depoissonization or Poissoniza-
tion is not guaranteed. In this direction, we provide sufficient conditions under which
Poissonization of a sequence of probability measures is log-concave.

Let µ0, µ1, . . . be a sequence of probability distributions on N and let Y ∼ µX where X ∼
Poisson(λ) for some λ > 0. Then we say Y is Poissonization of the sequence µ0, µ1, . . . . A
natural question is under what conditions does the random variable Y have log-concave
distribution. We prove the following theorem which provides a sufficient condition for Y
to have log-concave distribution.

Theorem 9. Let µ0, µ1, µ2 . . . be such that ∀i, j ∈ N ∪ {0} and k ≥ 2,

µi(k − 1)

i!

µj(k + 1)

j!
≤

µ⌊ i+j
2 ⌋(k)⌊
i+j
2

⌋
!

µ⌈ i+j
2 ⌉(k)⌈
i+j
2

⌉
!

.(14)

Then Y ∼ µX has log-concave distribution where X ∼ Poisson(λ).

For the rest of the section, we discuss a few open questions extending the results men-
tioned above for various ensembles.

Open questions:
13



(i) Let ρ
(β)
n,k be the probability measure on h ∈ −→

N n defined such that,

ρ
(β)
n,k(h = (h1 < h2 < · · · < hn)) ∼

∏

1≤i<j≤n

(hj − hi)
β
1∑

hi=k+n(n−1)
2

.(15)

ρ
(β)
n,k induces a probability measure on Λk, say R

(β)
n,k, due to the natural bijection for

n > k. We explain this bijection for n = 4 and k = 3. For
∑

hi = k + n(n−1)
2

, we need
to move some his to right from their initial locations at i − 1. Suppose 0, 1, 3, 5 are
the locations of his, then h3, h4 were moved 1 and 2 places to the right of their initial
locations. We hence map it to the partition λ = (2, 1).

Note that ρ
(2)
n,k is exactly P

n,n,Me conditioned on
∑

hi = k+ n(n−1)
2

. It can be shown

that R
(2)
n,k converges to µ

(2)
k as n → ∞ (see first claim in the proof of Theorem 11).

Thus (1) follows, which is equivalent to Conjecture 1, if for n > k,

ρ
(2)
n,k(hn = j − 1)ρ

(2)
n,k(hn = j + 1) ≤ ρ

(2)
n,k(hn = j)2(16)

holds. Note that (16) is a generalization of Chen’s conjecture and is checked to be
true for small n, k.

(ii) Also given that Theorem 1 holds for all λi, it would be interesting to know whether

the distribution of λ2, λ3, . . . are also log-concave under the Plancherel measure µ
(2)
n .

It would also be interesting to know if the distribution of the sum of first few rows
is log-concave.

(iii) Another combinatorial object related to discrete ensembles is random words. Denote
ℓm,n to be the length of longest weakly increasing subsequence of a word of length
n chosen uniformly random from ordered alphabet {1, 2, . . . , m}. It is known that if
n ∼ Poi(α) then ℓm,n has the same distribution as P

m,α,Ch(hm) up to a shift (Proposi-

tion 1.5 of [51]). Hence under Poissonization the distribution of ℓw,m,n is log-concave.

Also ℓw,m,n is also distributed as hm with P
m,α,Ch conditioned on

∑
hi = n+ m(m−1)

2
.

Thus as before one could consider whether for fixed m and n the below inequality
holds for all i,

P(ℓm,n = i− 1)P(ℓm,n = i+ 1) ≤ P(ℓm,n = i)2.(17)

Note that (17) is a random word variant of Chen’s conjecture and is checked to be
true for 1 ≤ m,n ≤ 10.

(iv) Similar questions could be asked for Krawtchouk ensemble, which is related to zig-
zag paths in random domino tilings of Aztec diamond (see [51, 35] ) and for Hahn
ensembles, which is related to random tilings of a hexagon (see [51, 29]).

(v) A problem similar to longest increasing subsequence, but of which very little is
known is the length of longest common subsequence between two random words
of ordered alphabet which are of same length. Similar to Conjecture 1, we could
also ask whether length of longest common subsequence has log-concave distribu-
tion. Our simulations, for binary words show that this is indeed true for small n.
One could also consider similar question for length of common subsequence be-
tween pairs of random permutations of [n]. The limiting distribution of fluctuations
is known to be TW2 [46].
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(vi) As remarked earlier, the log-concavity of exponential last passage time follows can
be shown using Theorem 4. Consider the location of final point in the point to line
passage time, which is the obtained from taking geometric limit to exponentials in

G
(1)
1,n. Although our methods cannot prove it, from simulations it is found that the

location of this final point also has log-concave distribution on the line x + y = 2n.
It would be interesting to know if this is true. It would also be interesting to know
if log-concavity of last passage times could be proven for by some other general
method which would also work for models which do not fall in to integrable systems
(weights other than geometric and exponential).

(vii) We finally consider TWβ distributions. For a positive integer r, a measurable func-
tion f : R → R is called Pólya frequency function of order r, written as PFr, if
det (p(xi − yj))

m
i,j=1 ≥ 0 for all choices of x1 < x2 · · · < xm and y1 < y2 · · · < ym for all

1 ≤ m ≤ r (the matrix [p(xi − yj)]1≤i,j≤n is totally positive). A function is PF2 if and
only if f is log-concave (see [81]). Thus by Corollary 4 we have that TWβ densities
are PF2. PF∞ probability density functions (functions which are PFr for all r ≥ 0)
can be characterised as density functions of a linear combination of independent ex-
ponentials up to an independent Gaussian difference (see Theorem 2.4 of [13]). It
follows easily that such measures have P (X ≥ t) ≥ exp(−ct) for some c > 0 and all
large t. But the tails of TWβ are of the order exp(−cβt

3/2) [78]. Hence it follows that
TWβ cannot be PF∞. It is a natural question as to what is the largest r such that TWβ

are PFr?

2. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1 AND THEOREM 3

Proof of Theorem 3. We prove Theorem 3 for hn. The proof for other i ∈ [n] follows simi-
larly. Firstly we note that,

Pn,w,Q(hn = k) =
1

Z

∑

h1<h2<···<hn=k

∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qi,j (hj − hi)

n∏

j=1

wj(hj)

:=
1

Z
tn,w,Q(k).

We define tn,w,Q(k − 1) and tn,w,Q(k + 1) similarly. In order to prove (7) it will suffice to
prove that

tn,w,Q(k − 1)tn,w,Q(k + 1) ≤ tn,w,Q(k)
2.(18)

To prove (18), we use the following discrete variant of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality
due to Halikias, Klartag and Slomka.

Result 10 (Theorem 1.2 of [44]). Let s ∈ [0, 1] and suppose that f, g, h, k : Zn → [0,∞)
satisfy

f(x)g(y) ≤ h (⌊sx+ (1− s)y⌋) k (⌈(1− s)x+ sy⌉) ∀x, y ∈ Z
n(19)

where ⌊x⌋ = (⌊x1⌋ , ⌊x2⌋ , . . . , ⌊xn⌋) and ⌈x⌉ = (⌈x1⌉ , ⌈x2⌉ , . . . , ⌈xn⌉). Then
(
∑

x∈Zn

f(x)

)(
∑

x∈Zn

g(x)

)
≤
(
∑

x∈Zn

h(x)

)(
∑

x∈Zn

k(x)

)
.
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We define the set Sk := {x ∈ Zn : x1 < x2 < · · · < xN = k} and define Sk−1 and Sk+1

similarly. In order to apply Theorem 10, we define the following functions.

h(x) = k(x) :=
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qi,j (xj − xi)

n∏

j=1

wj(xj) 1x∈Sk
(20)

f(x) :=
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qi,j (xj − xi)

n∏

j=1

wj(xj) 1x∈Sk−1
(21)

g(x) :=
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Qi,j (xj − xi)

n∏

j=1

wj(xj) 1x∈Sk+1
(22)

From these definitions one can see that,

tn,w,Q(k) =
∑

x∈Zn

h(x)(23)

tn,w,Q(k − 1) =
∑

x∈Zn

f(x)(24)

tn,w,Q(k + 1) =
∑

x∈Zn

g(x).(25)

First we suppose that the condition (19) of Theorem 10 hold for the functions f, g, h
defined above and complete the proof of Theorem 3. We then verify that the functions
f, g, h satisfy (19).

Applying Theorem 10 to the functions f, g, h = k as defined and using (24) ,(23) and
(25), we have that

tn,w,Q(k − 1)tn,w,Q(k + 1) ≤ tn,w,Q(k)
2.

Hence we have proved (18) and this completes the proof.
We now verify that the functions f, g, h = k satisfy condition (19) of Theorem 10 for

s = 1/2.
First we show that if x ∈ Sk−1 and y ∈ Sk+1 then

⌊
x+y
2

⌋
,
⌈
x+y
2

⌉
∈ Sk. Note that this

implies it suffices to check (19) for any x ∈ Sk−1 and y ∈ Sk+1. Indeed if x /∈ Sk−1 or
y /∈ Sk+1, then (21), (22) show that f(x)g(y) = 0. As xn = k − 1 and yn = k + 1, we have
that

⌊
xn+yn

2

⌋
,
⌈
xn+yn

2

⌉
= k. We also have

xi+1 + yi+1

2
≥ xi + yi

2
+ 1.

This gives us
⌊
xi + yi

2

⌋
<

⌊
xi+1 + yi+1

2

⌋
,

⌈
xi + yi

2

⌉
<

⌈
xi+1 + yi+1

2

⌉
.

Hence if x ∈ Sk−1 and y ∈ Sk+1 then
⌊
x+y
2

⌋
,
⌈
x+y
2

⌉
∈ Sk.
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We now show that if x ∈ Sk−1 and y ∈ Sk+1 then,

f(x)g(y) ≤ h

(⌊
x+ y

2

⌋)
h

(⌈
x+ y

2

⌉)
.(26)

Note that if we show (26), then we have verified that f, g, h satisfy condition (19) for
s = 1/2 and k = h. By the assumption (5), we have that (See Remark 6)

wi(xi)wi(yi) ≤ wi

(⌊
xi + yi

2

⌋)
wi

(⌈
xi + yi

2

⌉)
.

Hence in order to prove (26) it suffices to prove that for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

Qi,j(xj − xi)Q(yj − yi) ≤ Qi,j

(⌊
xj + yj

2

⌋
−
⌊
xi + yi

2

⌋)
Qi,j

(⌈
xj + yj

2

⌉
−
⌈
xi + yi

2

⌉)
.

(27)

Case 1: If both xi + yi and xj + yj are either odd or even, we have
(⌊

xj + yj
2

⌋
−
⌊
xi + yi

2

⌋)
,

(⌈
xj + yj

2

⌉
−
⌈
xi + yi

2

⌉)
=

(yj − yi) + (xj − xi)

2
(28)

As Qi,j is log-concave, Qi,j(a)Qi,j(b) ≤ Q2
i,j

(
a+b
2

)
and (27) follows from (28).

Case 2: Now suppose xi + yi is odd and xj + yj is even, then
⌊
xj + yj

2

⌋
−
⌊
xi + yi

2

⌋
=

(yj − yi) + (xj − xi)

2
+

1

2
(29)

⌈
xj + yj

2

⌉
−
⌈
xi + yi

2

⌉
=

(yj − yi) + (xj − xi)

2
− 1

2
(30)

Note that for i, j and k satisfying i ≤ i + k ≤ j − k ≤ j, by log-concavity of Q, we
have Q(i)Q(j) ≤ Q(i + k)Q(j − k). The said inequality might fail if i = j and k > 0. For
that to happen we need xj − xi = yj − yi. One can check that for such xi, xj, yi, yj we
always have that parity of xi + yi and xj + yj match. Thus for Case 2, we never have that
xj − xi = yj − yi. Thus we have Q(i)Q(j) ≤ Q(i + k)Q(j − k). Using this inequality with
(29) and (30) implies (27). Same argument can be used for the case when xi + yi is even
and xj + yj is odd.

Hence we have proved (27). This completes the proof of Theorem 3. �

Remark 6. Although we use the condition that ∀i, j ∈ N

w(i)w(j) ≤ w

(⌊
i+ j

2

⌋)
w

(⌈
i+ j

2

⌉)
(31)

in the proof of Theorem 3, note that (31) and (5) are equivalent. To see this, (5) implies
that if i ≤ i+ k ≤ j − k ≤ j then

w(i)w(j) ≤ w(i+ k)w(j − k),

which gives us (31). Now for the other direction, taking i = k − 1 and j = k + 1 in (31)
gives us (5).
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Remark 7. Theorem 3 can be extended to functions Qi,j(hi, hj) satisfying

Qi,j(hi, hj)Qi,j(gi, gj) ≤ Qi,j

(⌊
hi + gi

2

⌋
,

⌊
hj + gj

2

⌋)
Qi,j

(⌈
hi + gi

2

⌉
,

⌈
hj + gj

2

⌉)
.

Proof of Theorem 4. As in the proof of Theorem 3, we shall use Result 10. Writing

Pa,b(λi = k) =
1

Za,b

∑

λ:λi=k

sλ(a)sλ(b)

we see that the log-concavity of the distribution of λi follows from Result 10 if we could
show that

sθ(a)sθ(b)sϕ(a)sϕ(b) ≤ sλ(a)sλ(b)sµ(a)sµ(b)(32)

where θ = ⌊λ+µ
2
⌋ and ϕ = ⌈λ+µ

2
⌉. Extending a conjecture of Okounkov [70], it was proved

by Lam, Postnikov and Pylyavskyy [54] that for λ, µ, θ, ϕ related as above,

sθsϕ � sλsµ

where the inequality is in the sense of Schur positivity. That is, when sλsµ − sθsϕ is
expanded as a linear combination of Schur polynomials, the coefficients are all non-
negative. Log-concavity of Schur polynomials has been used recently (see Section 4.4
of [32] and Section 1.1 of [33]) as a key ingredient in large deviation results.

When a Schur polynomial is evaluated at x = (x1, x2, . . .) with xi ≥ 0, the result is non-
negative (as clear from the definition sλ(x) =

∑
T xT , where the sum is over semistandard

Young Tableaux T of shape λ). Therefore, if ai ≥ 0 and bi ≥ 0, then

sθ(a)sϕ(a) ≤ sλ(a)sµ(a) and sθ(b)sϕ(b) ≤ sλ(b)sµ(b).

Clearly (32) follows from this and the proof is complete. �

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.

There is a natural bijection from h = (h1, h2, . . . , hn) with 0 ≤ h1 < h2 < · · · < hn to λ

with ℓ(λ) ≤ n, which is λi = hn+1−i − (n− i). Consider the discrete measure in (4) on
−→
N n

with Qi,,j(x) = Q(x) = xβ and wi(x) = w(x) = qx, where 0 < q < 1. By the above bijection,

such a measure on
−→
N

n induces a probability measure on Λ, say γn,q,β.

Theorem 11. For α, β > 0, we have γn,α/nβ ,β converges in distribution to M (α,β), as n → ∞.

Note that for β = 2, Theorem 11 is exactly the result, due to Johansson, that the limit
of Meixner ensemble is Poissonized Plancherel measure. See Theorem 1.1 of [51]. By
Theorem 3, we have that ∀i ∈ N, the distribution of λi under the probability measure
γn,q,β is log-concave. Using Theorem 11, Theorem 1 is immediate.

In the proof of Theorem 11, we make use of the following formula, due to Frobenius
determinant formula, for dλ. If λ ⊢ k = (λ1, λ2, . . . , λℓ), then

dλ =
k!∆(λℓ, λℓ−1 + 1, . . . , λ1 + ℓ− 1)

λℓ!(λℓ−1 + 1)! . . . (λ1 + ℓ− 1)!
.(33)
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Proof of Theorem 11. We will first show that, as n → ∞, we have convergence of R
(β)
n,k (as

defined after (15)) to µ
(β)
k . We then show that as n → ∞,

γn,α/nβ ,β(
∑

λi = k + 1)

γn,α/nβ ,β(
∑

λi = k)
−→α

∑
λ⊢k+1

(dλ/(k + 1)!)β

∑
λ⊢k

(dλ/k!)β
.(34)

Note that to prove Theorem 11, it suffices to prove the above two claims. We now show

that R
(β)
n,k converges to µ

(β)
k .

If λ ⊢ k = (λ1, λ2, . . . , λℓ) which is mapped to (h1, h2, . . . , hn), one can check that
∏

1≤i<j≤n

(hj − hi)
β =

∏

1≤i<j≤n−k

(hj − hi)
β(hn!hn−1! . . . hn−k+1!)

β(dλ/k!)
β.(35)

Let λ ⊢ k and λ̂ ⊢ k be two different partitions which are mapped to h, ĥ ∈ −→
N

n. Note

that this implies
n∑

i=n−k+1

hi =
n∑

i=n−k+1

ĥi. Then as n → ∞,

∏
1≤i<j≤n−k

(hj − hi)
β(hn!hn−1! . . . hn−k+1!)

β

∏
1≤i<j≤n−k

(ĥj − ĥi)β(ĥn!ĥn−1! . . . ĥn−k+1!)β
→ 1.(36)

(33), (35), (36) together imply that R(β)
n,k converges to µ

(β)
k . Now we prove (34).

γn,α/nβ ,β

(∑
λi = k + 1

)
∼

∑

∑
i hi=k+1+

n(n−1)
2

∏

i<j

(hj − hi)
β
( α

nβ

)k+1+n(n−1)
2

.

lim
n→∞

γn,α/nβ ,β (
∑

λi = k + 1)

γn,α/nβ,β (
∑

λi = k)
= lim

n→∞

α

nβ

∑∏
i<j

(hj − hi)
β
1∑

i hi=k+1+n(n−1)
2

∑∏
i<j

(hj − hi)β1∑
i hi=k+

n(n−1)
2

.(37)

Now we use (35) to alternatively write each summand in both numerator and denom-
inator of limit on the RHS of (37). Using Stirling’s approximation it is a straight forward
computation to check that (34) is true. This completes the proof of Theorem 11. �

3. PROOFS OF THEOREM 2 AND THEOREM 9

Proof of Lemma 1. Suppose that, for the sake of contradiction, f is not log-concave. Then
there exists x, y ∈ R such that f(x)f(y) > f 2(x+y

2
). Let µf be the probability measure

corresponding to the density function f . Then
µf (x−ε,x+ε)

2ε
→ f(x). Choose ε small enough

so that,

µf(x− ε, x+ ε)µf(y − ε, y + ε) >

(
µf

(
x+ y

2
− ε− ε2,

x+ y

2
+ ε+ ε2

))2

.

As P

(
Xn−an

bn
∈ (x− ε, x+ ε)

)
→ µf(x − ε, x + ε), applying Theorem 10 as 1-D discrete

Brunn-Minkowski inequality, gives us the contradiction. Hence f is log-concave. �
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Proof of Theorem 2. Fix j ∈ N. We have that µ
(2)
n (λ) =

d2λ
n!

. It is a simple calculation to check
that, using (33), for k ∈ {n− j, . . . , n},

lim
n→∞

µ
(2)
n (λ1 = k − 1)µ

(2)
n (λ1 = k + 1)

(µ
(2)
n (λ1 = k))2

= lim
n→∞

(
∑

λ⊢n−(k−1)

d2λ

)(
∑

λ⊢n−(k+1)

d2λ

)

( ∑
λ⊢n−k

d2λ

)2

× (n− k)!4

(n− k − 1)!2(n− k + 1)!2

This implies (3). �

Proof of Theorem 9. In order to prove log-concavity of Y , we have to prove for any k ≥ 2,
(
∑

i≥0

e−λλ
i

i!
µi(k − 1)

)(
∑

i≥0

e−λλ
i

i!
µi(k + 1)

)
≤
(
∑

i≥0

e−λλ
i

i!
µi(k)

)2

.(38)

We define the functions f, g, h = k as we did in the proof of Theorem 3.

h(x) = k(x) = e−λλ
x

x!
µx(k)

f(x) = e−λλ
x

x!
µx(k − 1)

g(x) = e−λλ
x

x!
µx(k + 1)

Using assumption (14) we have that for any i, j ≥ 0

f(i)g(j) ≤ h

(⌊
i+ j

2

⌋)
k

(⌈
i+ j

2

⌉)
.

This verifies the condition (19) for the above defined functions f, g, h = k when n = 1.
Applying Theorem 10, we get that (38) is true. This completes the proof of log-concavity
of Y . �

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM 7 AND THEOREM 8

Proof of Theorem 7. We use the fact that for any N , we can obtain (B1(t), . . . , BN(t)) by con-
ditioning a collection of N independent Brownian bridges sequentially. Let (W1(t), . . . ,WN(t))
be a collection of independent Brownian bridges with all starting and ending at zero at
times 0 and 1 respectively. For any tj,1 < · · · < tj,j, the joint distribution

(W1(tj,1), . . . ,WN(tj,1),W1(tj,2), . . . ,WN(tj,2),W1(tj,j), . . . ,WN(tj,j))

is log-concave as it is a Gaussian vector. Now conditioning on the event

Ej = {W1(tj,i) < · · · < WN (tj,i), ∀i ∈ [j]},
is just restricting the Gaussian density to the convex set,

{x ∈ R
jN : xi,N+1 < · · · < xi,N+n, ∀i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j − 1}}
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on which log-concavity of the joint distribution would still hold. Hence conditional on Ej ,
the joint distribution (WN(tj,1), . . . ,WN(tj,j)) is log-concave (Prékopa-Leindler inequal-
ity). Note that

(W1(t), . . . ,WN(t)) conditioned on Ej → (B1(t), . . . , BN(t)) conditioned on non-intersection

with the mesh tj,1 < · · · < tj,j converging to (0, 1) as j → ∞. Also for any given
t1 < · · · < tk, one can choose a mesh converging to (0, 1) which contain t1, . . . , tk at
all times. Using Prékopa-Leindler inequality on the appropriate marginals, we obtain
that (BN(t1), . . . , BN(tk)) is log-concave. By (13) and preservation of log-concavity under
translation, we have that
(A2(t1), . . . ,A2(tk)) is log-concave. �

Proof of Theorem 8. Let {Xt}t∈[0,1] be a Brownian bridge. For each n ∈ N, the joint distribu-
tion
(X1/2n , X2/2n , . . . , X1−1/2n) has log-concave density, as Xt is a Gaussian process. Let X

(2n)
t

be the process after conditioning on the event

S2n =

{
min

k∈{1/2n,2/2n,...,1−1/2n}
Xk > 0

}
.(39)

As restriction of log-concave density to a convex set is log-concave, the joint distri-

bution (X
(2n)
1/2n , X

(2n)
2/2n , . . . , X

(2n)
1−1/2n) has log-concave density. As the class of log-concave

random vectors is closed under linear transformations, using Prékopa-Leindler inequal-

ity, for any A ⊂ [2n − 1], we have that
∑
k∈A

X
(2n)
k/2n is log-concave random variable. As X

(2n)
t

converges weakly to Bt, for any m ∈ N,
2m−1∑
k=1

X
(2n)
k/2m/2

m converges to
2m−1∑
k=1

Bex(k/2m)/2m

weakly as n → ∞. This implies
2m−1∑
k=1

Bex(k/2m)/2m is log-concave. By letting m → ∞, we

have that A is log-concave random variable. �
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APPENDIX A. FROM THE PAINLEVÉ DESCRIPTION TO LOG-CONCAVITY OF TW2

DISTRIBUTION

Here we provide an alternate proof of the result that TW2 is log-concave. We use the
following description of cumulative distribution function (c.d.f.) of TW2 distribution. Let
F2(x) be the c.d.f. of TW2 distribution and Ai(x) be the Airy function for x ∈ R given by

Ai(x) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

cos

(
t3

3
+ xt

)
dt.
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It is standard result that Ai(x) ∼ 1√
2πz1/4

exp(−2
3
x3/2), as x → ∞.

Theorem 12 (Theorem 3.1.5, [3]). The function F2(x) admits the representation

F2(x) = exp

(
−
∫ ∞

x

(t− x) u2(t)dt

)
,(40)

where u satisfies

u′′(x) = xu(x) + 2u3(x),(41)

with u(x) ∼ Ai(x), as x → +∞.

Equation (41) is the Painlevé equation of type II. Many properties of the solutions of (41)
are deferred to later. Note that a twice differentiable function f : R → R is log-concave
on R, if (log f)′′(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ R.

First we prove a lemma which shows that if the function u in (40) does not have any
zeros, then density of TW2 distribution is log-concave on R. We then show that indeed
the solution u(x) has no zeros. For the rest of the article we denote F2(x) as F (x).

Lemma 2. If u(x) is a solution of (41) and u(x) ∼ Ai(x), as x → +∞, then (logF ′(x))′′ ≤
0, ∀x ∈ R.

Proof of Lemma 2. Define

h(x) =

∫ ∞

x

u2(t)dt.

We make a note of the following functions.

h′(x) = −u2(x)

F (x) = exp

(
−
∫ ∞

x

(t− x) u2(t)dt

)

F ′(x) = F (x)h(x)

F ′′(x) = F ′(x)h(x) + F (x)h′(x)

= F (x)(h2(x)− u2(x))

F ′′′(x) = F ′(x)(h2 − u2) + F (x)(2hh′ − 2uu′)

= F (x)(h3 − 3u2h− 2uu′)

(logF ′(x))′ =
F ′′(x)

F ′(x)

(logF ′(x))′′ =
F ′′′F ′ − (F ′′)2

(F ′)2

=
−u4 − u2h2 − 2uu′h

h2
.

As we want to show (logF ′(x))′′ ≤ 0, it is enough to show that

u4 + u2h2 + 2uu′h ≥ 0.(42)
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Dividing (42) by u2(x), it is enough to show

g(x) = u2 + h2 + 2h
u′

u
≥ 0.(43)

Here we have used the assumption that u has no zeros, which makes the function g(x)
well defined. We will show that g(x) → 0, as x → +∞ and that g′(x) ≤ 0. This implies
g(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ R.

g′(x) = −2h
u4 − u′′u+ (u′)2

u2
.(44)

Multiplying (41) by u′(x) and integrating x to ∞, we get that, using boundary condi-
tions,

(u′(x))2 = xu2(x) + h(x) + u4(x).(45)

Using (45) and (41) in (44), we get that g′(x) = −2h2

u2 < 0. We now show that g(x) → 0.
Although it is shown in the proof of Theorem 5.1 of [20] that g(x) → 0, we give a slightly

different argument. Define v(x) = −u′(x)/u(x). By (45),

v2(x) = x+
h(x)

u2(x)
+ u2(x).(46)

Using standard asymptotics of Ai(x), Ai′(x), we have that,

Ai(x)

Ai′(x)
∼ −1/

√
x, x → ∞.

Applying l’Hôpital’s rule to h
u2 and using the fact that u(x) ∼ Ai(x), (46) gives v(x) ∼ √

x.

As it is known that h(x) decreases as exp(−x3/2) we get h(x)v(x) → 0. This gives that g(x)
in (43) goes to 0, as x → ∞. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now we shall show that the solution to (41) satisfying the boundary condition u(x) ∼
Ai(x), as x → ∞, has no zeros. In fact we show that u(x) is monotonically decreasing and
since u(x) ∼ Ai(x) we have u(x) > 0.

As we could not find a quotable reference stating that u(x) is monotonically decreasing,
we state the result in the form of a lemma. Note that existence and uniqueness of solution
to (41) has been proven in [45].

Lemma 3. If u(x) is a solution to (41) and u(x) ∼ Ai(x) as x → ∞, then u(x) is a non-increasing

function with u(x) ∼
√

−x
2

as x → −∞.

Proof of Lemma 3. We use the following results about u(x) from Theorem 1 and Theorem 2
of [45].

If u(x) is a solution of (41) and u(x) → 0 as x → ∞ and u(x) ∼
√

−x
2

as x → −∞,

• u(x) is a unique solution satisfying u(x) ∼ Ai(x) as x → ∞.
• u(x) > 0, u′(x) < 0 for x ≥ 0.
• u′′(x) has exactly one zero.
• u′′(x) < 0 for large negative x and u′′(x) > 0 for large positive x.
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So by the assumptions of the lemma, we have u(x) ∼
√

−x
2

as x → −∞. We are left to

show u′(x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ R.
Suppose u′(x0) > 0 for some x0. As u′(x) < 0 for x > 0, there must be some x1 > x0,

such that u′(x1) = 0 and u′′(x1) < 0 (x1 is a local maxima). As u(x) ∼
√

−x
2

as x → −∞,

there must also be some x2 < x0 such that u′(x2) = 0 and u′′(x2) > 0 (x2 is a local minima).
As u′′(x) > 0 for large positive x and u′′(x) < 0 for large negative x, there must exist

x3 > x1 such that u′′(x3) = 0 and there must also exist x4 < x2 such that u′′(x4) = 0. This
would mean u′′(x) has tow distinct zeros which contradicts the earlier result that u′′(x) has
only one zero. Hence u′(x) ≤ 0. This implies that u(x) is non increasing. This completes
the proof of Lemma 3. �

Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 together imply that TW2 is log-concave.
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[47] C. Houdré and J. Ma. Simultaneous large deviations for the shape of Young diagrams associated with
random words. Bernoulli, 21(3):1494–1537, 2015.
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