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TEMPERATURE LIMITS
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Abstract. We introduce and prove a maximum principle for a natural quantity related
to the k-point correlation function of the classical one-component Coulomb gas. As an
application, we show that the gas is confined to the droplet by a well-known effective potential
in dimensions two and higher. We also prove new upper bounds for the particle density in
the droplet that apply at any temperature. In particular, we give the first controls on
the microscopic point process for high temperature Coulomb gases beyond the mean-field
regime, proving that their laws are uniformly tight in the particle number N for any inverse
temperatures βN . Furthermore, we prove that limit points are homogeneous mixed Poisson
point processes if βN → 0.

1. Introduction

We study the classical one-component Coulomb gas at inverse temperature β > 0 and
particle number N in dimension d ≥ 2, which is specified by the Gibbs measure

PV
N,β(dXN ) = 1

ZV
N,β

e−βHV
N (XN )dXN , XN = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ (Rd)N , (1.1)

where the Coulomb energy is given by

HV
N (XN ) = 1

2

N∑
i,j=1
i ̸=j

g(xi − xj) +
N∑

i=1
V (xi) (1.2)

for a confining potential V (x) = VN (x) := N2/dV1(N−1/dx) for fixed V1. The partition
function ZV

N,β is a normalizing factor, and g is the Coulomb potential given by x 7→ − log |x| if
d = 2 and x 7→ |x|−d+2 if d ≥ 3. The scaling of the energy (1.2) is such the distance between
neighboring particles xi, xj is typically order O(1).

We are interested in estimates for the k-point correlation function ρk = ρk,N,β,V , a measure
defined through the relation

ˆ
A1×···×Ak

ρk(dy1, . . . , dyk) = k!
(

N

k

)
PV

N,β

(
k⋂

i=1
{xi ∈ Ai}

)
(1.3)

for measurable sets A1, . . . , Ak ⊂ Rd. The quantity above is the expectation of the number of
ordered k-tuples of particles that can be formed with the ith particle in Ai. We will always
work in the case that ρk has a Lebesgue density, which we will also denote by ρk.
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2 ERIC THOMA

It is expected that ρ1 should decay to 0 rapidly outside the droplet ΣN = ΣN,V ⊂ Rd, which
is a closed set solving a potential-theoretic obstacle problem associated to V . Moreover, there
is a natural confining potential ζN associated to the obstacle problem, and the growth of ζN

outside ΣN is expected to describe the corresponding decay of ρ1, at least over large enough
scales. The first purpose of the present article is to prove ρ1(x) ≤ Ce−βζN (x). We call such an
estimate a confinement estimate or a localization estimate, since it shows that most particles
lie in close proximity to ΣN .

The limit points (in a topology to be defined) of ρk, possibly recentered, as N → ∞ are
also of great interest. These limits describe infinite volume Coulomb gases, which in two
dimensions generalize the Ginibre point process (β = 2, V (x) = 1

2 |x|2) to general β and
potential. We prove that subsequential limits of ρk exist for a wide range of temperatures,
and furthermore in d = 2 that the resulting infinite volume Coulomb gases are homogeneous
mixed Poisson point processes if βN → 0 as N → ∞. The existence of N → ∞ limit points of
ρk are new in the high temperature regime, and it will be a corollary of improved microscopic
control of point counts.

Our results will apply for a wide range of β, which we take to depend on N under the
restriction that θ∗ := infN≥1 βN N2/d > 2. The potential V1 will likewise be allowed to be
very general; see our assumptions (A1)-(A7) below.

Despite their varied nature, the results all follow from new maximum principles and mean
value inequalities for quantities related to the 1-point (and k-point) functions. These prin-
ciples result from an improvement of the isotropic averaging method, which was introduced
informally in [Leb23] and then made into a systematic technique in [Tho24]. They also bear
some resemblance to an argument of Lieb (published with permission in [NS14,RS16]). The
isotropic averaging inequalities used here are tighter (i.e. have less loss from Jensen’s inequal-
ity) than previous works.

1.1. Definitions and assumptions. We begin with some basic definitions and assumptions.
The parameters N , β, and V1 will be used throughout the paper. Accordingly, we will

generally drop these parameters from notation except where needed to avoid confusion. For
example, we let V = VN . We warn the reader that our conventions and spatial scaling of the
Coulomb gas differs from some of the literature.

All implicit constants will be independent of N and β when not specified, but we allow
constants to depend on certain norms and potential theoretic objects associated to V1. We
will only examine this dependence in certain simple cases in which it can be expressed through

Mx,N := ∥ max(∆V1, 0)∥L∞(B1(N−1/dx)) = ∥ max(∆VN , 0)∥L∞(B
N1/d (x)), (1.4)

where x ∈ Rd is the point at which we are estimating quantities of interest and BR(x) is the
open ball of radius R centered at x. In [Tho24], it was shown that Mx,N ≤ C1 is sufficient
to show strong bounds on the probability of a point count in BR(x) larger than C2Rd with
R = max(1, β−1/2) and C2 ≫ max(C1, 1). It is actually assumed supx Mx,N < ∞ in [Tho24],
but it is easy to see that the proofs only use boundedness of Mx,N at relevant points x. See
Theorem 5 for a precise statement.

We assume throughout that
θ∗ := inf

N≥1
βN N2/d > 2. (A1)

Many results (i.e. all that do not involve an N → ∞ limit) work at fixed N again under the
restriction that θN := βN N−2/d > 2. When θN is small, the gas is not expected to be localized
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to a ball of volume O(N), so (A1) covers essentially all interesting temperature regimes for
localization.

We assume that the potential V1 in (1.2) is in C2
loc(Rd) with some basic growth assumptions:

lim
|x|→∞

V1(x) + g(x) = +∞ (A2)

and
´

{|x|≥1} e− θ∗
2 (V1(x)−log |x|)dx +

´
{|x|≥1} e−θ∗(V1(x)−log |x|)|x| log2 |x|dx < ∞ if d = 2,´

{|x|≥1} e− θ∗
2 V1(x)dx < ∞ if d ≥ 3.

(A3)

Under (A2) and (A3), the partition function ZV
N,β is finite.

For low enough temperature, the empirical measure 1
N

∑N
i=1 δN−1/dxi

is well-approximated
by the equilibrium measure µ∞,1, which is characterized within probability measures on Rd

through the existence of a constant c∞,1 such that

ζ1(x) :=
ˆ
Rd

g(x − y)µ∞,1(dy) + V1 − c∞,1 (1.5)

satisfies ζ1 ≥ 0 and ζ1 = 0 on supp µ∞,1 except on a set of capacity 0 (i.e. quasi-everywhere).
We will almost exclusively work with a rescaling µ∞ = µ∞,N defined by

µ∞,N (A) = Nµ∞,1(N−1/dA) (1.6)

for measurable A ⊂ Rd. Note that µ∞ has total mass N . The droplet Σ = ΣN is defined as
the support of µ∞. It is compact under (A2) and (A3), and clearly ΣN = N1/dΣ1.

We define the effective confining potential ζ = ζN via

ζN (x) = N2/dζ1(N−1/dx) (1.7)

where ζ1 was introduced in (1.5). Note that ζ ≥ 0 and ζ = 0 on Σ q.e., and

ζ(x) =
ˆ
Rd

g(x − y)µ∞(dy) + V − c∞,N (1.8)

for a constant c∞,N = N2/dc∞,1 + 1
2 log N1d=2.

For our confinement estimates, we will also assume the existence of a constant α > 0 such
that

∂Σ1 ∈ C1,1, (A4)
∆V1(x) ≥ α > 0 ∀x in a neighborhood of Σ1, (A5)
ζ1(x) ≥ α min(dist(x, Σ1)2, 1) ∀x ∈ Rd. (A6)

We also assume
lim

|x|→∞

V1(x)
Mx,1

= +∞ if d ≥ 3. (A7)

With the exception of (A7), these assumptions are needed to use results of [AS19] on the
thermal equilibrium measure in the proof of Proposition 4.1. We note that (A4) and (A5)
imply (A6) for x in a neighborhood of Σ1 by the regularity theory for the related obstacle
problem [Caf98]. So in effect (A6) is an assumption that outside of any fixed neighborhood
of Σ1, the potential ζ1 stays some distance away from 0. Up to changing α, it is sufficient for
(A6) that (A4) and (A5) holds and V1 is strictly convex.
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We define a dimensional constant cd through the relation
−∆g = cdδ0, (1.9)

so that 1
cd

g is the fundamental solution of −∆. Applying the Laplacian operator to (1.8)
within the interior of Σ formally shows µ∞ = c−1

d ∆V 1Σ. We also will use the electric potential
generated by a measure ν, defined by

hν(x) =
ˆ
Rd

g(y − x)ν(dy) (1.10)

whenever ν has bounded negative part in d ≥ 3 or bounded negative part and sufficient decay
at ∞ in d = 2.

We define the microscopic point process

XN =
N∑

i=1
δxi (1.11)

associated to XN , as well as its translates τx∗XN =
∑N

i=1 δxi−x∗ for x∗ ∈ Rd. We consider XN

as a random variable taking values in the set of locally finite, integer valued Radon measures
endowed with the weak topology induced via integration against compactly supported, con-
tinuous functions. See [DVJ08, Chapters 9 and 11] for relevant background material on point
processes. Uniform tightness of the laws of point processes XN in this space is equivalent to
uniform tightness of XN (A) for any bounded Borel set A [DVJ08, Theorem 11.1.VI].

1.2. Main results and comparisons to literature. Our main results are consequences of
the following inequality and its generalizations.
Theorem 1. One has

−∆(eβζρ1) ≤ βcdeβζρ1µ∞ (1.12)
in an integral sense. In particular, the quantity eβζρ1 is subharmonic on the complement of
Σ = supp µ∞.

This theorem is proved in Proposition 2.6 (in an equivalent integral formulation alongside
a closely related inequality) through a short isotropic averaging argument. Crucially, it also
holds with x 7→ ρ1(x) replaced by the conditional 1-point function x 7→ ρ1(x|y2, . . . , yk)
satisfying ρk(y1, . . . , yk) = ρk−1(y2, . . . , yk)ρ1(y1|y2, . . . , yk) a.e. with respect to the k-point
marginal of the Coulomb gas.

We emphasize that (1.12) is valid at fixed N , i.e. there is no error term and it is not an
asymptotic inequality. It can be compared to the maximum principle for weighted polyno-
mials; see Remark 2.7 for a discussion. Unlike its weighted polynomial analog, Theorem 1 is
fundamentally stochastic, works in dimensions d ≥ 3 in addition to d = 2, and can be applied
in a mean value inequality form.

In [Tho24, proof of Theorem 2], it is proved (though never explicitly stated) that
−∆ρ1 ≤ βρ1∆V,

which coincides with (1.12) on the interior of Σ where ζ = 0 and µ∞ = c−1
d ∆V . The improved

form of Theorem 1, which comes from a refinement of the isotropic averaging technique, gives
much more useful information on the complement of Σ.

Indeed, the maximum principle for eβζρ1 on Rd \ Σ allows us to prove global upper bounds
for eβζρ1 once we bound the quantity within Σ and at ∞. The following result takes care of
the bound within Σ.
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Theorem 2. We have for any r > 0, γ > 0, and x ∈ Rd that

E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
≤ eC1+βγrd (1.13)

for a constant C uniformly bounded for bounded Mx and γ (and independent of N, r, β).

Theorem 2 in particular implies that ∥ρ1∥L∞(Rd) ≤ C1+β. It is the first uniform control of
high temperature, microscopic (β ≪ 1, r = O(1)) particle densities. Previous best controls
of point counts in [AS19,Ser20,Tho24] only show bounded particle densities at length scales
r = β−1/2 (or sometimes β−1/2 max(log β−1, 1)1/2 in d = 2), where they show subgaussian
probability tails at large density. It is expected that below this length scale XN is governed
by Poissonian statistics. The weaker exponential tails given by Theorem 2 is consistent with
this expectation.

In Proposition 4.1, we prove bounds on the one-point function near ∞, and as a result we
deduce from Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 the following confinement estimate.

Theorem 3. If d = 2, one has
ρ1 ≤ C1+βe−βζ , (1.14)

for a constant C dependent only on supx∈Σ Mx. If d ≥ 3, there are V1 dependent constants
C < ∞ and c > 0 such that for all N ≥ C we have

ρ1(x) ≤ C1+β
(
1 + max(− log β, 1)e−cβN2/d

p(x, Σ)
)

e−βζ(x) ∀x ∈ Rd (1.15)

where p(x, Σ) is the probability that Brownian motion started at x never hits Σ.

By applying a union bound to Theorem 3, we can give a result on the onset of the vacuum
from the droplet edge.

Corollary 1.1. We consider any d ≥ 2, but if d ≥ 3 we also assume that θN = βN N2/d ≥
c−1

1 log log N for a small enough c1 > 0 and N is large enough. Then we have

P
(

max
i∈{1,...,N}

ζ(xi) ≥ γ

)
≤ C1+β

ˆ
{ζ≥γ}

e−βζ(x)dx ∀γ ≥ 0. (1.16)

If we further assume that (A3) holds with 4 in place of θ∗, then there exists cV > 0 such
that, uniformly in N and for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ N1/d

√
β

log N , we have

P
(

max
i∈{1,...,N}

dist(xi, Σ) ≥ γ

√
log N

β

)
≤ C1+βN1−cV γ2

. (1.17)

Remark 1.2. For an easier comparison with the literature, we now write Theorem 3 and
Corollary 1.1 in the macroscopic coordinates YN = N−1/dXN . The first corresponding bound
is

ρ1(y) ≤ C1+βN
(
1 + 1d≥3 max(− log β, 1)e−cβN2/d

p(y, Σ1)
)

e−βN2/dζ1(y)

for ρ1(y) = Nρ1(N1/dy) the 1-point function density of YN , i.e. N times the marginal proba-
bility density of y1. The effective confining potential ζ1 is written in macroscopic coordinates
as in (1.5). Corresponding to Corollary 1.1, we have for all N large enough and β ≤ β0 fixed
that

P
(

max
i∈{1,...,N}

dist(yi, Σ1) ≥ c
−1/2
V

N1/d

√
C + log N + t

β

)
≤ e−t ∀t ≤ log N (1.18)
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so long as βN ≫ N−2/d log N as N → ∞, where cV is the constant from (1.17) and C > 0
depends on V .

Our Theorem 3 and Corollary 1.1 have a direct precedent in the literature. In [Ame21,
Theorem 1], Ameur works in d = 2 and proves (under a similarly general but not identical
set of assumptions)

ρ1 ≤ CβNe−βζ (1.19)
for any β > 0 and for a V1 dependent constant C. Actually, Ameur presents a modified
version of (1.19) by applying growth estimates for ζ near the droplet boundary. Theorem 3
strengthens (1.19) by removing the factor of N and extending the result to d ≥ 3. [Ame21,
Theorem 2] also proves a version of Corollary 1.1 in d = 2 which effectively matches (1.18),
so our contribution is mainly the d ≥ 3 extension. Finally, [AT24] examines the case in
which V1 is a Hele-Shaw potential and d = 2 and combines isotropic averaging and weighted
polynomial techniques to give a result similar to (1.19) but with constants with explicit
potential dependence. It also proves an interesting Lipschitz estimate for ρ1.

Working in all d ≥ 2, the bounds of [CHM18, Theorem 1.12], which work with the inverse
temperature parameter β̃ = N1−2/dβ, give that {xi}N

i=1 is contained within a ball of radius
RN1d with probability e−cNV1(R) for all R ≥ R0 with V1 and β̃ dependent constants c and R0,
though we expect their proof can be used to achieve a similar bound as we give in Lemma 4.4,
as both follow similar ideas. In the proof of Theorem 3, we will need a similar bound in d ≥ 3
except with the (expected) optimal constant c for large R, which takes new techniques. This
is the only explicit previous result on confinement for d ≥ 3 beyond classical estimates. Some
previous estimates on linear statistics give that N−1∑N

i=1 δN−1/dxi
is close to µ∞,1 in certain

senses, but none are sensitive enough to single particles to effectively estimate maxi dist(xi, Σ)
and none apply on microscopic scales near ∂Σ.

In the case of quadratic V1(x) = 1
2 |x|2, d = 2, and β = 2, the Coulomb gas corresponds

to the Ginibre ensemble from random matrix theory, and much more is known about the
gas confinement due to determinantal structure. In particular, [Rid03] proves that we have a
precise approximation in law:

max
i=1,...,N

|xi| ≈
√

N +
√

log N − 2 log log N − log 2π

2 + 1
2
√

log N − 2 log log N − log 2π
G

as N → ∞ for a standard Gumbel random variable G. Since Σ = B√
N (0), this estimate

also gives the approximate law of the maximal distance from the droplet. Similarly detailed
results are given with a certain class of radially symmetric potentials, but still with d = β = 2,
in [CP14].

Our result allows us to obtain a less detailed upper bound for V1(x) = 1
2 |x|2, d = 2, and

general β by working directly from (1.16) with the explicit form of ζ1(x) = V1(x)−log |x|−1/2.
We omit the proof as it is simply bounding (1.16) using a first order Taylor approximation
to ζ(x) just outside Σ. The result below gives the expected order of maxi |xi| at β = 2 up to
the submicroscopic length scale

√
log log N

log N , and similar calculations can easily give results for
d ≥ 3 or small β.

Corollary 1.3. Let d = 2 and V1(x) = 1
2 |x|2, and let β > 0 be fixed with N . Then we have

P
(

max
i=1,...,N

|xi| ≥
√

N +
√

log N − log log N + 2t

2β

)
≤ Ce−t (1.20)
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for all N large enough and t ≤ log N . Here C depends on β.

Remark 1.4. To obtain the correct coefficient for the
√

log log N term in (1.20), the inequality
(1.16) is insufficient. One possible explanation is that actually ρ1 satisfies a slightly stronger
inequality than (1.14) in this case, which heuristic arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 4.4
suggest.

Theorem 2 implies the law of (recentered versions of) XN , N ≥ 1, are uniformly tight in N .
Such a result was previously only known for β uniformly bounded away from 0 [AS21,Tho24].
Theorem 1 (and its conditional one-point function version) implies that the k-point function
of any limit point X is subharmonic in each variable if β → 0 as N → ∞. Since the limiting
k-point function is bounded, it is therefore constant if d = 2. Some further arguments allow
us to prove the following.

Theorem 4. Let d = 2, and let X be a weak limit point of the recentered point process

τx∗
N

XN =
N∑

i=1
δxi−x∗

N

under PV
N,β, N ≥ 1, for a sequence x∗

N with supN N−1/2|x∗
N | < ∞ and βN → 0. Then the

law of MR := (πR2)−1X(BR(0)) has a weak limit µ as R → ∞, and X is a mixed Poisson
point process of homogeneous intensity m with m ∼ µ. In particular, if there is a sequence
Rn → ∞ with

lim
n→∞

X(BRn(0))
πR2

n

= m0 (1.21)

in probability, for some constant m0 ≥ 0, then X is a homogeneous Poisson point process of
intensity m0.

There are several previous results for limit points of microscopic point processes or related
objects of (general) Coulomb gases. The first category of results involves “averaging” the
point process XN over centering points x∗

N in a cube much larger than ρβ in length, where
ρβ ≥ β−1/2 is a certain rigidity length scale, forming the “(tagged) empirical process.” These
empirical processes satisfy a large deviation principle with a rate function of the form

X 7→ RelEnt(X) + β

2 WCoul(X) − constant (1.22)

where RelEnt is the entropy relative to a homogeneous Poisson process of an explicit intensity
and WCoul is a jellium renormalized Coulomb energy. This result was proved for fixed β (and
including certain Riesz gases) in [LS17], and extended to include βN → 0 in [AS21] (see
also an intermediate work [Leb17] ). In particular, it is known that the empirical process
becomes Poissonian in the high temperature limit, which is not sufficient to conclude that
the microscopic point process is asymptotically Poissonian for any specific centering points.
It is also known that if one takes a β → 0 limit of minimizers of (1.22), then one obtains a
Poisson process [Leb16]. See also [PG23] for a similar result in the high temperature (mean
field) regime with more general interactions g.

In two recent breakthroughs [Leb23,Leb24], Leblé proved that if d = 2 and β > 0 is fixed,
then limit points of the microscopic point processes XN are hyperuniform, satisfy canonical
DLR equations, and are translation invariant. It is still an open question whether limit
points are unique up to their average particle density, though of course Theorem 4 answers
this question in the infinite temperature case, as well as proving translation invariance and
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DLR formalism (which are trivial for mixed Poisson processes). By comparison to the infinite
temperature case, limit points with infN βN > 0 are rich in structure and require delicate
techniques to study.

A unique feature of Theorem 4 is that applies to βN → 0 at arbitrarily slow speeds and
without averaging over centering points. Furthermore, the powerful estimates of [Ser20], crit-
ical for the analysis in [Leb23, Leb24], are unavailable on microscopic scales in this regime.
Remarkably, the proof of Theorem 4 is quite short and almost entirely avoids delicate com-
putations, instead relying on the classical Liouville’s theorem to do the heavy lifting (which
also restricts it to d = 2, though we can give significant information in d ≥ 3 as well).

If we instead demand that βN → 0 at a fast enough rate, specifically the “mean-field”
regime Nβ

2/d
N → γ for some γ ≥ 0, then Lambert proves that XN converges as N → ∞

to a Poisson process of explicit intensity for a wide range of interactions g and any d ≥ 1,
including the Coulomb kernel in d ≥ 2 [Lam21]. The author also analyzes the edge behavior
of the Coulomb gas (and others) in d ≥ 3 for certain radial potentials, proving convergence
to inhomegeneous Poisson processes when the centering point is on the boundary of Σ, which
in particular provides very precise versions of Corollary 1.1 in this high temperature case.

The fast decay of βN allows the proofs of [Lam21] to treat interaction terms that appear in
computations of ρk as their macroscopic space averages. Following a related proof structure,
[PGPT24] is able to prove converges to a Poisson processe for the wider range of temperatures
N−1 ≪ βN ≪ N−1/2, e.g. beyond the mean field regime, but with a restricted class of g that
does not include the Coulomb kernel. When βN → 0 at a very slow speed, we are in a tricky
spot where βN is not small enough to use techniques from [Lam21], for which factors of β
mollify error terms, nor large enough to use estimates from [Ser20], which apply above a
rigidity length scale ≥ β−1/2.

Finally, for the two-component Coulomb gas, in which d = 2 and there are two species of
oppositely charged particles, there has been progress on the empirical and microscopic point
processes, which exhibit interesting phenomenon such as dipole formation. In particular,
[LSZ17] proves an LDP for the empirical fields after averaging over the macroscopic domain
when β < 2 (bounded away from 0), and recently [BS24] examined the interesting process of
dipole formation for general β.

1.3. Paper organization and future directions. The technical core of the paper is in
Section 2, where we prove several quite general inequalities using the isotropic averaging
method, including Theorem 1. In Section 3, we apply these methods to prove the particle
density upper bound Theorem 2 and the high temperature result Theorem 4. Section 4 proves
our confinement estimates Theorem 3 and Corollary 1.1. As mentioned previously, with the
maximum principle from Theorem 1 and the density bound within Σ from Theorem 2, the
main task of Section 4 becomes proving an estimate for lim sup|x|→∞ eβζρ1(x), which is done
in Proposition 4.1. The proof of that proposition is relatively straightforward in d = 2, but
takes a novel “squeezing” argument in d ≥ 3 which relies on delicate isotropic averaging
estimates for particle repulsion; see Subsection 4.5 for this new technique.

Isotropic averaging techniques, and their consequences, have now found a handful of ap-
plications, for which they are flexible and lead to relatively short proofs. We expect results
of this paper to be useful in future research, particularly we believe the extension of particle
density bounds and k-point function bounds to the high temperature regime will be useful
technical tools in future works.
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We highlight the potential usefulness of the “squeezing” argument in Subsection 4.5, which
is somewhat reminiscent of the “mimicry” technique used in [Tho24,Tho23]. A key advantage
is that this new argument leads to transport costs that recombine with the Coulomb energy
(1.2). These costs can therefore be estimated by ratios of partition functions with varying
temperature, for which results in the literature are readily available. We expect one could
go further with this technique by for instance estimating the distribution of electric potential
energy of individual particles in the gas. The maximum of the electric potential energy has
recently received attention in [LLZ24,Pei24].

Lastly, our results leave many interesting related open problems. For our confinement
estimate, the microscopic behavior of ρ1 near the boundary of the gas is very interesting, as
it is expected to exhibit oscillations and a squeezing effect; see [CSA20,CSA24]. Our results
fall short of describing these phenomena besides for establishing decay of ρ1 at microscopic
distances from the droplet edge; this strong confinement effect at the edge is expected to result
in a boundary layer of frozen particles. It would also be interesting to have corresponding
lower bounds for Corollary 1.1.

For Theorem 4, we expect that all infinite temperature limit points of τx∗
N

XN are Pois-
son processes of constant intensity µθ∞,1(x∗

∞) when N2/dβN → θ∞ ∈ (2, ∞] and x∗
∞ =

limN→∞ N−1/dx∗
N (see Subsection 4.3 for the definition of µθ,1), and we expect a similar re-

sult to also hold in d ≥ 3. In d = 2, the remaining task is to estimate XN (BR)/R2 for R
a fixed large number as N → ∞ and βN → 0. This task is accomplished at R = RN =
β

−1/2
N | log βN |1/2 in [AS21], and if similar results were known at any sequence RN ≪ β

−1/2
N ,

then a quantitative form of Liouville’s theorem and Theorem 1 would be sufficient to conclude.

Acknowledgments. The author was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2303318.

2. A maximum principle for the Coulomb gas

We begin with the electric splitting formula, which is a rewriting of HV
N (XN ) which brings

the equilibrium measure to the forefront. It uses the jellium energy F which we first define.

Definition 2.1. The jellium energy F of points XN on a background measure µ of bounded
Lebesgue density is defined by

F(XN , µ) = 1
2

¨
Rd×Rd\∆

g(x − y)
(

N∑
i=1

δxi − µ

)⊗2

(dx, dy), (2.1)

where ∆ = {(x, x) : x ∈ Rd}.

Proposition 2.2. Recall the (scaled) equilibrium measure µ∞ = µ∞,N and effective confining
potential ζ. We have

HV
N (XN ) = E(µ∞, V ) + F(XN , µ∞) +

N∑
i=1

ζ(xi) (2.2)

where E(µ, V ) = 1
2
˜

Rd×Rd g(x − y)µ⊗2(dx, dy) +
´
Rd V (x)µ(dx) is the electrostatic self-energy

of µ. In particular, we have

P(dXN ) ∝ e−βF(XN ,µ∞)−β
∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)dXN .



10 ERIC THOMA

Proof. The proof is standard (e.g. [Ser24, Lemma 5.1]), but we repeat it in our notation. By
expanding (

∑
i δxi − µ∞)⊗2, one has

F(XN , µ∞) = HV
N (XN ) + 1

2

¨
Rd×Rd

g(x − y)µ⊗2
∞ (dx, dy) −

N∑
i=1

V (xi) −
N∑

i=1

ˆ
Rd

g(xi − y)µ∞(dy)

(2.3)
= HV

N (XN ) − E(µ∞, V )

−
ˆ
Rd

V (x)
(

N∑
i=1

δxi − µ∞

)
(dx) −

ˆ
Rd

g(x − y)
(

N∑
i=1

δxi − µ∞

)
(dx)µ∞(dy).

By (1.8), there is a constant c such thatˆ
Rd

g(xi − y)µ∞(dy) + V − c = ζ(xi).

It follows that the two terms in the last line of (2.3) can be rewritten as

−
ˆ
Rd

(ζ(x) + c)
(

N∑
i=1

δxi − µ∞

)
(dx) = −

N∑
i=1

ζ(xi),

where the last equality used that ζ = 0 q.e. within Σ = supp µ∞ and µ∞(Rd) = N . Rear-
ranging terms completes the proof. □

We now define isotropic averaging operators and examine their effect on the energy F(·, µ∞).

Definition 2.3. For an open, bounded set ω ⊂ Rd, we let Isoω : C0(∂ω) → C0(ω) be the
solution of the boundary value problem{

−∆(Isoωf)(x) = 0 x ∈ ω

Isoωf(x) = f(x) x ∈ ∂ω.
(2.4)

We assume that ω is regular enough that the solution to the above problem is unique. We
extend Isoω to measurable functions with continuous negative parts by monotonicity.

We furthermore assume that ω has a harmonic measure pω(x, ·), x ∈ ω, that is absolutely
continuous with respect to (d − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure Haus∂ω restricted to ∂ω,
and we denote its density also by pω(x, ·). We can then write

(Isoωf)(x) =
ˆ

∂ω
f(y)pω(x, dy).

By convention, we take pω(x, ·) to be the Dirac mass at x if x ̸∈ ω. In this way, we consider
Isoω to act on functions of XN that have continuous negative parts by specifying the index
of the variable on which it operates, i.e.

Isoω,if(XN ) =
ˆ

∂ω
f(x1, . . . , xi−1, y, xi+1, . . . , xN )pω(xi, dy).

Note that Isoω,if(XN ) = f(XN ) for xi ̸∈ ω by our convention. For index sets I ⊂ {1, . . . , N},
we let Isoω,I = ⊗i∈IIsoω,i, which is also, by the above notation convention, the functional
composition of each Isoω,i, i ∈ I, in any order.



MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE FOR THE COULOMB GAS 11

Proposition 2.4. For any (nonnegative) bounded measure µ, one has

Isoω,IF(XN , µ) = F(XN , µ) −
∑
i∈I

h
∑

j ̸=i
δxj −µ

ω (xi), (2.5)

where we define the Dirichlet electrostatic potential in ω generated by a signed measure ν with
either bounded negative part or bounded positive part by

hν
ω(x) :=

ˆ
ω

gω(x, y)ν(dy), (2.6)

and 1
cd

gω is the Dirichlet Green’s function of −∆ in ω. In particular, since gω is nonnegative,
we have

Isoω,IF(XN , µ) ≤ F(XN , µ) +
∑
i∈I

hµ
ω(xi). (2.7)

Finally, one has

Isoω,IHV
N (XN ) = HV

N (XN ) −
∑
i∈I

h
∑

j ̸=i
δxj −c−1

d ∆V
ω (xi) ≤ HV

N (XN ) +
∑
i∈I

hc−1
d ∆V

ω (xi). (2.8)

Proof. It is enough to consider I = {1} and x1 ∈ ω. The energy F(XN , µ) can be written as
a function of (xi)i ̸=1 plus

ˆ
Rd

g(x1 − y)
(

N∑
i=2

δxi − µ∞

)
(dy).

It is clear then that the RHS of (2.5) solves (2.4) for f(x1) = F(XN , µ). Similarly, one can
check that the middle term of (2.8) solves (2.4) for f(x1) = HV

N (XN ). □

Next, we compute the adjoint of Isoω.

Proposition 2.5. Let F : ω → R and G : ∂ω → R be nonnegative and measurable. Thenˆ
ω

F (x)(IsoωG)(x)dx =
ˆ

∂ω
(Iso∗

ωF )(x)G(x)Haus∂ω(dx)

where
Iso∗

ωF (x) =
ˆ

ω
F (y)pω(y, x)dy.

Proof. This is a direct application of Tonelli’s theorem using the characterization of Isoω in
terms of harmonic measure. □

We are now ready for the central technical result of the paper. For this, define the condi-
tional 1-point function ρ1(y|y2, . . . , yk) as a properly rescaled Lebesgue density of the regular
conditional probability P(x1 ∈ dy|x2 = y2, . . . , xk = yk), i.e. this solves

ρk(y, y2, . . . , yk) = ρk−1(y2, . . . , yk)ρ1(y|y2, . . . , yk) y-a.e. (2.9)
almost surely with (y2, . . . , yk) drawn from the (k − 1)-particle marginal of the Coulomb gas.

Proposition 2.6. Let ρ̃1(x) = ρ1(x|y2, . . . , yk), and recall the Dirichlet electrostatic potential
h·

ω from (2.6). Then a.s. with (y2, . . . , yk) drawn from the (k − 1)-particle marginal of the
Coulomb gas, we have for x ∈ Rd a.e. that

ρ̃1(x) ≤ exp
(

βhc−1
d ∆V −

∑k

i=2 δyk
ω (x)

)ˆ
∂ω

ρ̃1(z)pω(x, dz), (2.10)
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and
eβζ(x)ρ̃1(x) ≤ exp

(
βhµ∞−

∑k

i=2 δyk
ω (x)

) ˆ
∂ω

eβζ(z)ρ̃1(z)pω(x, dz). (2.11)

Proof. First we prove (2.11). The x ̸∈ ω case is trivial, so we assume x ∈ ω. Let r > 0 be small

enough that B2r(x) ⊂ ω, and let Mr = supy∈Br(x) hµ∞−
∑k

i=2 δyi
ω (y). For any (x2, . . . , xN ) we

have by (2.5) thatˆ
Br(x)

e−βF(XN ,µ∞)−βζ(x1)dx1 ≤ eβMr

ˆ
Br(x)

e−β(Isoω,1F)(XN ,µ∞)−βζ(x1)dx1 (2.12)

≤ eβMr

ˆ
Br(x)

(
Isoω,1e−βF(·,x2,...,xN ,µ∞)

)
(x1)e−βζ(x1)dx1

= eβMr

ˆ
∂ω

e−βF(XN ,µ∞)Iso∗
ω,1

(
e−βζ1Br(x)

)
(x1)Haus∂ω(dx1),

where we applied Jensen’s inequality in the second to last line, using that pω(x1, ·) is a
probability measure for each x1 ∈ ω.

Using Proposition 2.5 we compute

Iso∗
ω,1

(
e−βζ1Br(x)

)
(x1) =

ˆ
Br(x)

pω(y, x1)e−βζ(y)dy =: Jr(x1)e−βζ(x)pω(x, x1),

defining Jr(x1) accordingly. We have provedˆ
Br(x)

e−βF(XN ,µ∞)−βζ(x1)dx1 (2.13)

≤ eβMr−βζ(x)
ˆ

∂ω
e−βF(XN ,µ∞)Jr(x1)pω(x, dx1).

We can then integrate against e−β
∑N

i=2 ζ(xi)dxk+1 · · · dxN , set (x2, . . . , xk) = (y2, . . . , yk), and
divide by a normalizing factor to see (note the normalization

´
ρ̃1 = N − k + 1):

P (x1 ∈ Br(x)|y2, . . . , yk) ≤ eβMr−βζ(x)

N − k + 1

ˆ
∂ω

Jr(z)eβζ(z)pω(x, z)ρ̃1(z)dz. (2.14)

We will now take r → 0. Clearly Mr decreases to hµ∞−
∑k

i=2 δyi
ω (x) as r → 0, and we have

Jr(z)
|Br(z)| = 1

|Br(x)|

ˆ
Br(x)

pω(y, z)e−βζ(y)

pω(x, z)e−βζ(x) dy. (2.15)

The integrand on the RHS converges uniformly to 1 as y → x by continuity of ζ and of pω(·, z).
Indeed, ζ inherits the regularity of V and pω(·, z) satisfies a Harnack inequality, uniformly in
z ∈ ∂ω, on BR/2(x) for R = dist(x, ∂ω). We thus see that Jr(z)/|Br(z)| → 1 as r → 0, and
also that the quantity in (2.15) is uniformly bounded for r → 0 and z ∈ ∂ω. We may then
conclude that

ρ̃1(x) ≤ lim sup
r→0

(N − k + 1)P (x1 ∈ Br(x)|y2, . . . , yk)
|Br(x)| (2.16)

≤ eβh
µ∞−

∑k

i=2 δyi
ω (x)−βζ(x)

ˆ
∂ω

eβNζ(z)ρ̃1(z)pω(x, dz),

finishing the proof of (2.11).
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The justification of (2.10) is similar, except we instead use (2.8) in place of (2.5). The proof
otherwise corresponds directly with HV

N (XN ) taking the role of F(XN , µ∞) and 0 taking the
role of ζ. □

Remark 2.7. It is interesting to compare our method to that of the previous best localization
estimate of Ameur [Ame21]. For Ameur, a key fact is that in d = 2 there are random
weighted polynomials P = PXN

on C ∼= R2 such that EP (z) = ρ1(z), roughly speaking. These
polynomials are of the form qe−βNV1 for a holomorphic polynomial q of degree N −1, and they
satisfy a maximum principle for each fixed configuration XN . This naturally leads to the need
to control the quantity E∥P∥L∞(Σ1), since the L∞ norm appears in each configuration-wise
application of the maximum principle.

Proposition 2.6 can be viewed as a stochastic version of the well-known maximum principle
for weighted polynomials (written in a mean value inequality form). That is, the maximum
principle comes after the expectation, and we are lead to control quantities like ∥EP∥L∞(Σ1)
rather than E∥P∥L∞(Σ1). This form will allow us to save a factor of N in our ρ1 estimate
and extend results to d ≥ 3. We also obtain more information due to the precise spatial
dependencies detailed within Proposition 2.6 as compared to a maximum principle.

Remark 2.8. The error ω 7→ hµ∞
ω and its dependence on ω in Proposition 2.4 has interesting

properties due to its connection with Brownian motion and its strong Markov property. For
instance, one can show that the order of hµ∞

ω is O(r2) whenever ω is a set with “thickness”
of order r, formalized as: Brownian motion, regardless of starting point, exits ω within time
r2 with probability at least some uniform δ > 0. This raises the possibility of applying
Proposition 2.4 to sets ω with large aspect ratios. One can also let ω be random and {xi :
i ̸∈ I} measurable.

3. Microscopic point process

In this section, we prove that weak limit points of (translates of) XN =
∑N

i=1 δxi under the
Coulomb gas exist as N → ∞. To do so, it is sufficient to prove that the law of XN (BR(x)) is
tight uniformly in N (by the compactness criterion [DVJ08, Theorem 11.1.VI]) for all R > 0.
Such a result is known if infN βN > 0 by [AS21, Theorem 1] or [Tho24, Theorem 1]. In the
high temperature regime, it is known from these results that if R = RN ≥ β

−1/2
N then the

law of R−dXN (BR(x)) is uniformly tight in N , so the task is to extend this result down to
smaller scales. This is done by Theorem 2, proved in Subsection 3.1 where we also conclude
an upper bound on the k-point function that shows particle repulsion effects even in the high
temperature regime.

In Subsection 3.2, we study limits of XN when βN → 0 as N → ∞, proving Theorem 4.

3.1. Density upper bounds. We will now seek to bound pointwise ρ1 (and ρk). Our main
focus will be bounds within Σ, where the bounds will be of the correct order, but the structure
of V1 will come into the argument solely through the quantity

Mx = ∥ max(∆V1, 0)∥L∞(B1(N−1/dx)).

It is also helpful to define the smaller quantity

M̃x = ∥ max(∆V1, 0)∥L∞(B 1
100

(N−1/dx)). (3.1)

The following result shows that the particle density is controlled on balls of radius max(β−1/2, 1).
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Theorem 5 ( [Tho24], Theorem 1). For any R ≥ 1, integer λ ≥ 100, and integer Q satisfying

Q ≥


Cλ2R2+Cβ−1

log( 1
4 λ) if d = 2,

CRd + Cβ−1Rd−2 if d ≥ 3,
(3.2)

we have

PV
N,β(XN (BR(x)) ≥ Q) ≤

{
e− 1

2 β log( 1
4 λ)Q2+C(1+βλ2R2)Q if d = 2,

e−2−dβR−d+2Q(Q−1) if d ≥ 3.
(3.3)

The constant C depends only on Mx and d. The same result holds (with the same constant)
if we add an arbitrary perturbation to V which is superharmonic in each xi; see [Tho24] for
details.

We also have the isotropic averaging result which follows directly from Proposition 2.6. It
allows estimates for the k-point function to be proved by appeal to estimates at a larger scale
r, with a bounded associated cost if r = O(β−1/2).

Proposition 3.1. Let y1, y2, . . . , yk ∈ Rd and r > 0. Define

F(y1, . . . , yk; r) = 1
2
∑
i ̸=j

max(0, g(yi − yj) − g(r/2)).

One has

ρk(y1, . . . , yk) (3.4)

≤ Ckr−dke−βF(y1,...,yk;r)+Cβr2
∑k

i=1 M̃yi

ˆ
Br(y1)×Br(y2)×···×Br(yk)

ρk(z1, . . . , zk)dz1 · · · dzk

for a dimensional constant C. In particular, for 4s ≤ r ≤ N1/d/200 one has

E
[(

XN (Bs(y))
k

)]
≤ Cke−β(k

2)(g(2s)−g(r/2))+Cβkr2My

(
s

r

)dk

E
[(

XN (Br(y))
k

)]
. (3.5)

Proof. By iteration, to prove (3.4) it will be enough to prove

ρ̃1(y1) ≤ Cr−deA

ˆ
Br(y1)

ρ̃1(z)dz (3.6)

for A := Cβr2M̃y1 −β
∑k

j=2 max(0, g(y1 −yj)−g(r/2)) and where ρ̃1 is the one-point function
of the Coulomb gas conditioned on y2, . . . , yk (as in Proposition 2.6).

This estimate follows from Proposition 2.6 with ωs = Bs(y1), r
2 ≤ s ≤ r. Indeed, using the

well-known explicit formula for gωs(y1, ·), one can estimate

hc−1
d ∆V

ωs (y1) ≤ C∥ max(∆V, 0)∥L∞(Bs(y1))s
2 ≤ CM̃y1r2,

and
h

δyj
ωs (y1) = gωs(y1, yj) ≥ max(g(y1 − yj) − g(r/2), 0).

It follows from (2.10) that

ρ̃1(y1) ≤ Cs−d+1eA

ˆ
∂Bs(y1)

ρ̃1(z)Haus∂Bs(y1)(dz).
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Integrating against sd−1ds for s ∈ [r/2, r] shows

ρ̃1(y) ≤ Cr−deA

ˆ
Br(y1)\Br/2(y1)

ρ̃1(z)dz

which implies (3.6).
Equation (3.5) follows from integration of (3.4) (with r replaced by r − s) over (Bs(y))k.

The expectations of the binomial terms in (3.5) is what the k-fold integration of the k-point
function computes, up to a combinatorial factor, and one estimates

ˆ
Bs(y)k

ˆ
Br−s(y1)×···×Br−s(yk)

ρk(z1, . . . , zk)dz1 · · · dzkdy1 · · · dyk

≤ Cksdk

ˆ
Br(y)k

ρk(z1, . . . , zk)dz1 · · · dzk.

Furthermore, we clearly have for all (y1, . . . , yk) ∈ (Bs(y))k that
∑k

i=1 M̃yi ≤ kMy, and

F(y1, . . . , yk; r) ≥
(

k

2

)
(g(2s) − g(r/2))

since |yi − yj | ≤ 2s. □

Proof of Theorem 2. We will bound the exponential moments of XN (Br(x)). Let R = max(β−1/2, 3).
We allow implicit constants C to depend continuously on γ and Mx below, but they are in-
dependent of β.

We first work in the case that r ≥ R/3 ≥ 1. By Theorem 5 and some routine estimates,
there exists λ > 0 (uniform in r) such that for any integer Q with Q

rd ≥ C, we have

P(XN (Br(x)) ≥ Q) ≤ e−9λβr−d+2Q2 ≤ e
−λ Q2

rd . (3.7)

By summation by parts, we compute for any γ > 0 that

E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
= 1 + (1 − e−γ)

∞∑
Q=1

eγQP(XN (Br(x)) ≥ Q)

≤ 1 + CrdeCγrd +
∞∑

Q=⌈Crd⌉
e

γQ−λ Q2

rd .

If we choose C large enough based on γ
λ , one can bound the rightmost sum above by

∞∑
Q=⌈Crd⌉

e−λQ ≤ C.

If γ ≥ 1 (and since r ≥ 1), we conclude E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
≤ eCγrd . If γ < 1, we use Jensen’s

inequality to see

E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
≤ E

[
eXN (Br(x))

]γ
≤ eCγrd

.
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We now handle the case r < R/3. By (3.5) and the formula eγn =
∑∞

k=0(eγ − 1)k
(n

k

)
for

any nonnegative integer n, we have

E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
=

∞∑
k=0

(eγ − 1)kE
[(

XN (Br(x))
k

)]
(3.8)

≤
∞∑

k=0

(
C(eγ − 1)eCβR2Mx

(
r

R

)d
)k

E
[(

XN (BR(x))
k

)]

= E
[
emγ,r,RXN (BR(x))

]
,

for

mγ,r,R = log
(

1 + C(eγ − 1)eCβR2Mx

(
r

R

)d
)

≤ C1+β
(

r

R

)d
. (3.9)

Using the r ≥ R/3 case, we can bound

E
[
eγXN (Br(x))

]
≤ E

[
eC1+β( r

R )dXN (BR(x))
]

≤ eC1+βrd
,

which gives the desired upper bound for γ ≥ 1. For γ < 1, we can use Jensen’s inequality as
earlier in the proof. □

An easy consequence of Theorem 2 is a bound on the one point function.

Corollary 3.2. One has ρ1(x) ≤ C1+β where C depends only on Mx.

Proof. Theorem 2 shows the existence of C, dependent only on Mx such that

lim sup
r→0+

r−dE [XN (Br(x)))] ≤ lim sup
r→0+

r−dE [exp(XN (Br(x))) − 1] ≤ C1+β.

□

Remark 3.3. A variety of results from [Tho24], including bounds for ρk, particle clusters,
and minimal interparticle distances, can be extended to high temperature regimes by using
Theorem 2 (typically with r = 1) in place of Theorem 5 in various places within the proofs.

3.2. High temperature limit points. With Theorem 2 in hand, we can prove that limit
points of the law of XN exist in a certain sense even if βN → 0 as N → ∞. These high
temperature limit points inherit versions of Proposition 2.6 obtained by formally setting
β = 0. In d = 2, we can exploit the structure of bounded subharmonic functions (i.e.
constants) to give a rigid structure to the possible limit points.

Proposition 3.4. Let βN → 0 as N → ∞, and let x∗
N ∈ Rd, N ≥ 1, be a sequence with

N−1/dx∗
N bounded. Then the laws of τx∗

N
XN under PV

N,βN
, N ≥ 1, are tight under the weak

topology on point processes. Limit points X are such that X(Br(y)) has a finite moment
generating function with

E
[
eγX(Br(y))

]
≤ eCγrd

. (3.10)

uniformly over r > 0, y ∈ Rd, and γ in a compact interval. The k-point correlation function
ρk of X is in L∞(Rd) and is subharmonic in each variable, in the sense that

x 7→
ˆ

A1×···×Ak

ρk(y1, . . . , yi−1, yi + x, yi+1, . . . , yk)dy1 · · · dyk (3.11)
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is a continuous subharmonic function for each i = 1, . . . , k and any bounded open sets
A1, . . . , Ak with Lebesgue measure 0 boundaries.

Proof. We note that boundedness of N−1/dx∗
N (and thus Mx∗

n,N ) allows us to apply Theorem 2
to show that

lim sup
N→∞

E
[
e

γτx∗
N

XN (Br(x))
]

≤ eCγrd

for a constant C uniform in x ∈ Rd and r > 0 and bounded γ. Tightness of the law of τx∗
N

XN

then follows from the tightness criterion from [DVJ08, Theorem 11.1.VI]. In particular, along
appropriate subsequences the law of τx∗

N
XN (Br(x)) converges, and so (3.10) holds for any

limit point. The L∞ bound for ρk for limit points follows from this argument as well in a way
similar to Corollary 3.2.

We now prove the subharmonicity property (3.11), where it will be sufficient to consider
i = 1. Let q be the function in (3.11), and let qN be defined by

qN (x) =
ˆ

A1×···×Ak

τ⊗k
x∗

N
ρk,N (x + y1, y2, . . . , yk)dy1 · · · dyk.

Here τ⊗k
x∗

N
ρk,N is the k-point correlation function of τx∗

N
XN . By (2.10) (applied to the 1-point

function for the translated gas conditioned on xj = yi, j = 2, . . . , k) and switching the order
of integration, we have for any r > 0 that

qN (x) ≤ sup
y∈A1

e
βN h

c−1
d ∆VN

Br(x+y−x∗
N

)(x+y−x∗
N ) 1

Haus(∂Br(x))

ˆ
∂Br(x)

qN (z)Haus∂Br(x)(dz).

Since N−1/dx∗
N and A1 is bounded, the quantity βN ∆VN (z) = βN (∆V1)(N−1/dz) converges

to 0 as N → ∞ for z in the relevant sets above uniformly over N−1/dx and r in a compact
set. Furthermore, qN → q pointwise as N → ∞ (subsequentially) since X has bounded
correlation functions and the Ai have measure 0 boundaries, and qN is bounded on compact
sets uniformly in N . By weak convergence, we conclude that

q(x) ≤ 1
Haus(∂Br(x))

ˆ
∂Br(x)

q(z)Haus∂Br(x)(dz) ∀r > 0,

which means that q is subharmonic. That q is continuous follows from our L∞ bound on
ρk and the fact that the symmetric difference of A1 + x and A1 has vanishing measure as
|x| → 0. □

Corollary 3.5. Let d = 2 and let X be a limit point as in Proposition 3.4. Then the k-point
correlation functions of X are constant.

Proof. The function defined in (3.11) for i = 1 is subharmonic and uniformly bounded above.
It is a classical fact that all such functions are constant in two dimensions. Since the Ai,
1 ≤ i ≤ k, can be any bounded open sets, we must have ρk(y1, . . . , yk) = ρ

(1)
k (y2, . . . , yk)

for some L∞ function ρ
(1)
k . The subharmonicity of (3.11) for i = 2 then implies that x 7→

ρ
(1)
k (x+y2, . . . , yk) is subharmonic, in a similar integral sense, and we can iterate the argument

to eliminate the dependence on y2, and so on. □

We are ready to prove our main theorem on high temperature limit points in d = 2. Indeed,
all that is left is to verify that point processes with constant correlation functions are mixed
Poisson processes.
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Proof of Theorem 4. By Corollary 3.5 and (3.10), the k-point correlation functions of X are
constant and the moment generating function of MR = (πR2)−1X(BR(0)) is locally bounded
uniformly in R ∈ (1, ∞). Let µ be any subsequential limit of the law of MR, say along a
sequence Rn → ∞.

For any k ≥ 1, the uniform exponential tails of MR imply

E
[
Mk

R

]
=
ˆ ∞

0
mkµ(dm) + o(1)

as R = Rn → ∞. Letting Pk(x) = x(x − 1) · · · (x − k + 1), we see

E [Pk(X(BR(0)))] =
ˆ ∞

0
Pk

(
πR2m

)
µ(dm) + o(R2k) = (πR2)k

ˆ ∞

0
mkµ(dm) + o(R2k),

(3.12)
and we also have

E [Pk(X(BR(0)))] = ρk(BR(0)k) = ρk · (πR2)k, (3.13)

where ρk also denotes the (constant) Lebesgue density of ρk. Comparing (3.12) and (3.13),
we see that ρk is the kth moment of µ, which matches that of a mixed Poisson process with
constant intensity drawn independently from µ. In particular, MR converges in law to µ as
R → ∞, and in the case that µ is supported on a singleton {m0}, the process X is Poissonian
of constant intensity m0. □

4. Confinement of the Coulomb gas

In this section, we prove quantitative results showing that the particles in the Coulomb gas
are typically confined to a small neighborhood of the droplet Σ. In Subsection 4.1, we prove
our main result on ρ1 assuming that ρ1 has strong decay at ∞. In Subsection 4.2, we apply the
main result and a union bound to bound the distance of furthest particle from the vacuum.
In Subsection 4.4 and Subsection 4.5, we complete the results by examining the behavior of ρ1
at ∞. In particular, the d ≥ 3 results use an interesting technique of transporting a particle
from ∞ by “squeezing” it into the space between other particles, and will require the particle
repulsion bounds we proved in Proposition 3.1 to bound the transport cost.

4.1. Proof of the main result. The following proposition’s proof will appear in Subsec-
tion 4.4 and Subsection 4.5.

Proposition 4.1. If d = 2, we have

lim
|x|→∞

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) = 0.

(The convergence is not necessarily uniform in N or β.) If d ≥ 3, we have V dependent
constants C < ∞ and c > 0 such that

lim sup
|x|→∞

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤ C1+β max(log β−1, 1)e−cβN2/d

for all N ≥ C.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.
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Proof of Theorem Theorem 3. Let x ̸∈ Σ, and let ωR = BR(0) \ Σ with R large enough that
x ∈ ωR. Note hµ∞

ωR
(x) = 0 since µ∞ = 0 in ωR. Then by Proposition 2.6 we may estimate

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤
ˆ

∂BR(0)
eβζ(z)ρ1(z)pω(x, dz) +

ˆ
∂Σ

ρ1(z)pω(x, dz). (4.1)

Here we used that ζ(z) = 0 q.e. on ∂Σ (which is stronger than Haus∂Σ-a.e.). By Corollary 3.2,
we have ρ1(z) ≤ C1+β on ∂Σ, and so taking R → ∞ shows

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤ C1+β + lim sup
|z|→∞

eβζ(z)ρ1(z)pω(x, ∂B|z|(0)). (4.2)

Applying Proposition 4.1 finishes the proof. □

4.2. The distance to vacuum. We now prove Corollary 1.1 as a consequence of Theorem 3.
Recall from (A6) that there exists some α > 0 such that

ζ1(x) ≥ α min(dist(x, Σ1)2, 1) ∀x ∈ Rd, (4.3)
which we can rescale to see

ζ(x) ≥ α min(dist(x, Σ)2, N2/d) ∀x ∈ Rd. (4.4)

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Note that

P
(

max
i∈{1,...,N}

ζ(xi) ≥ γ

)
≤ NP (ζ(x1) ≥ γ) =

ˆ
{ζ≥γ}

ρ1(x)dx. (4.5)

Equation (1.16) follows by plugging in (1.14) or (1.15). In d ≥ 3 we assume that βN2/d ≥
c−1

1 log log N for a small enough c1 > 0, so (1.15) is controlled by C1+βe−βζ(x).
Turning to (1.17), we may bound for any γ ≥ 0:ˆ

{ζ≥γ}
e−βζ(x)dx ≤ e−βγ+2N−2/dγ

ˆ
Rd

e−2N−2/dζ(x)dx.

Since we are assuming here that (A3) holds with θ∗ = 4, it is a simple calculation to seeˆ
Rd

e−2N−2/dζ(x)dx = N

ˆ
Rd

e−2ζ1(x)dx ≤ CN.

We conclude that P(maxi ζ(xi) ≥ γ) ≤ CNe−βγ+2N−2/dγ . The growth estimate (4.4) implies{
max

i∈{1,...,N}
dist(xi, Σ) ≥

√
c−1γ

}
⊂
{

max
i∈{1,...,N}

ζ(xi) ≥ γ

}
∀γ ∈ [0, cN2/d].

for a small enough c > 0. The corollary follows from the change of variables γ′√β−1 log N =√
c−1γ. □

4.3. The thermal equilibrium measure. It will be convenient, in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.1 and related results, to work with the thermal equilibrium measure µθ,N for θ > 0.
Recalling the electric potential generated by a measure (1.10), this measure with total mass
N is defined through the relation

hµθ,N + VN + N2/d

θ
log µθ,N = cθ,N (4.6)

for some constant cθ,N , from which one can check that µθ,N (A) = Nµθ,1(N−1/dA) for mea-
surable A ⊂ Rd and fixed θ > 0. As usual, we will let µθ = µθ,N and use µθ for both the
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measure and its Lebesgue density, e.g. µθ,N (x) = µθ,1(N−1/dx). Unless otherwise stated, we
set θ = βN2/d implicitly for now on. The choice to include θ, rather than β, in the notation
is so that µθ,N approximates µ∞,N on the macroscopic length scale N1/d as N → ∞ so long
as θ grows to ∞.

The following proposition establishes the electric splitting formula with respect to µθ.

Proposition 4.2. One has

exp
(
−βHV

N (XN )
)

= exp (−βE(µθ, V ) − βF(XN , µθ))
N∏

i=1
µθ(xi). (4.7)

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 2.2. Indeed, (2.3) with µθ in place of
µ∞ holds, and using the equation

hµθ + V + 1
β

log µθ = cθ,N

finishes the proof. □

The following proposition, based on [AS19, Theorem 1] with some routine calculations,
establishes a few useful properties of the (thermal) equilibrium measure. By convention, we
allow µθ with θ = ∞ to be the equilibrium measure µ∞ as in (1.6).

Proposition 4.3. Letting θ∗ be as in (A1), the following holds for uniformly for θ ≥ θ∗ > 2.
First one has for θ < ∞ that

∥hµθ − cθ − hµ∞ + c∞∥L∞(Rd) ≤ CN2/d

θ
. (4.8)

We also have
C−1 ≤ µθ(x)

e−N−2/dθζ(x)
≤ C. (4.9)

For θ∗ ≤ θ ≤ ∞, we have
∥µθ∥L∞(Rd) ≤ C. (4.10)

If d ≥ 3
0 ≤ hµθ ≤ CN2/d, (4.11)

and if d = 2

hµθ ≤ −1
2N log N + CN and ∃Cδ sup

|x|≥δ
|hµθ,1(x) + log |x|| ≤ Cδ ∀δ > 0. (4.12)

Finally, one has ˆ
hµθ µθ = −1d=2

1
2N2 log N + O(N1+2/d). (4.13)

Proof. We begin by noting the scaling identity (valid for θ = ∞)

hµθ,N (x) = N
2
d hµθ,1(N−1/dx) − 1d=2

1
2N log N. (4.14)

from which it follows, using (4.6), that

cθ,N = N2/dcθ,1 − 1d=2
1
2N log N.
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Included in [AS19, Theorem 1] is the result (the β in [AS19] is equivalent to our θ)

∥hµθ,1 − cθ,1 − hµ∞,1 + c∞,1∥L∞(Rd) ≤ C

θ
.

Equation (4.8) follows.
Substituting into (4.8) with (4.6) and (1.8) shows

∥N2/d

θ
log µθ,N + ζN ∥L∞(Rd) ≤ CN2/d

θ
,

which becomes (4.9) after exponentiation.
The bound (4.10) for θ < ∞ follows from (4.9) and ζ ≥ 0 q.e.. At θ = ∞, it follows from

µθ,N = c−1
d ∆VN in the droplet and µθ,N = 0 outside. The upper bound for the positive part

of hµθ,N in (4.11) and (4.12) for N = 1 follows from Young’s inequality:

hµθ,1(x) ≤ max(g, 0) ∗ µθ,1(x) ≤ ∥ max(g, 0)∥L1(Rd)∥µθ,1∥L∞(Rd) ≤ C.

For N > 1, the result follows from the scaling identity (4.14). Since g ≥ 0 in d ≥ 3, the lower
bound for hµθ,N is trivial.

Considering now d = 2 and the second bound in (4.12), we can compute for Ax = {y :
|y| ≤ 1

2 |x|} that∣∣∣∣∣hµθ,1(x) − µθ,1(Ax)g(x) −
ˆ

Ac
x

g(x − y)µθ,1(dy)
∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Ax

(g(x − y) − g(x)) µθ,1(dy)
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ log 2.

(4.15)
The last bound follows from | log |x−y|− log |x|| ≤ log 2 on Ax. One may compute as |x| → ∞

(1 − µθ,1(Ax))|g(x)| =
ˆ

Ac
x

|g(x)|µθ,1(dy) ≤
ˆ

Ac
x

log |y|µθ,1(dy) + log 2,

and (since g(z) ≤ 0 for |z| ≥ 1)ˆ
{|x−y|≤1}

g(x − y)µθ,1(dy) ≥
ˆ

Ac
x

g(x − y)µθ,1(dy) ≥ −
ˆ

Ac
x

log |y|µθ,1(dy) − C.

By (A3), (4.9), and the relation between ζ1 and V1 near ∞ from (1.5), we see from the above
that

lim
|x|→∞

ˆ
Ac

x

g(x − y)µθ,1(dy) = 0.

By combining the above with (4.15), we find hµθ,1(x) = g(x) + O(1) as |x| → ∞.
Finally, it is easy to see using (4.12), (4.9), and (A3) that∣∣∣∣ˆ hµθ,1µθ,1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C,

uniformly in θ > θ∗, and (4.13) follows from scaling. □

4.4. Proof of Proposition 4.1 in dimension two. Our proof of Proposition 4.1 will be
based on the following lemma. We emphasize that we are conditioning on all particles except
x1 below. The general structure of the proof, namely the use of Jensen’s inequality, seems
to be well-known, used for instance in [Ame21] for a similar purpose or in [CHM18], but we
could not find a version that uses the thermal equilibrium measure or which gives exactly our
conclusion.
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Lemma 4.4. Let XN,1 = (x2, . . . , xN ) and δ > 0. There is a constant C = CV,δ such that
for any measurable set U with dist(U, 0) ≥ δN1/2, we have in d = 2 that

P
(
{x1 ∈ U} ∩ {|x1| ≥ δ max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |)}

∣∣XN,1
)

≤ N−1eCβN

ˆ
U

e−β log |y|−βζ(y)dy (4.16)

almost surely. In d ≥ 3, we have a.s. that

P
(
x1 ∈ U

∣∣XN,1
)

≤ N−1eCβN2/d
ˆ

U
e−βζ(y)dy (4.17)

for any measurable set U .

Proof. Let y ∈ Rd and XN,1 = (x2, . . . , xN ) be fixed. By expanding F(·, µθ), one has
1
N

ˆ
Rd

F((z, XN,1), µθ)µθ(dz) (4.18)

= F(XN,1, µθ) + 1
N

¨
Rd×Rd

g(z − z′)
(

N∑
i=2

δxi(dz′) − µθ(dz′)
)

µθ(dz)

= F((y, XN,1), µθ) + 1
N

¨
Rd×Rd

g(z − z′)
(

N∑
i=2

δxi(dz′) − µθ(dz′)
)

µθ(dz)

−
ˆ
Rd

g(y − z′)
(

N∑
i=2

δxi(dz′) − µθ(dz′)
)

=: F((y, XN,1), µθ) + N−1Fluct′ [hµθ ] − g ∗ fluct′(y),

where we defined fluct′ =
∑N

i=2 δxi(dz′) − µθ(dz′) and Fluct′[·] =
´

[·]fluct′. Applying Jensen’s
inequality, with the convex function γ 7→ e−βγ , shows

e−βF((y,XN,1),µθ) ≤ e
β
N

Fluct′[hµθ ]−βg∗fluct′(y) 1
N

ˆ
Rd

e−βF((z,XN,1),µθ)µθ(dz). (4.19)

Upon multiplying the above by µθ(dy) and dividing by the integral in the RHS (when nonzero),
the LHS becomes the density of the conditional probability P(x1 ∈ ·|XN,1) evaluated at y;
see Proposition 4.2. We find

P(x1 ∈ dy|XN,1) ≤ N−1e
β
N

Fluct′[hµθ ]−βg∗fluct′(y)µθ(dy) (4.20)

≤ CN−1e
β
N

Fluct′[hµθ ]−βg∗fluct′(y)e−βζ(y)dy,

where we changed µθ to e−βζ using (4.9). From (4.12) or (4.11) and (4.13), we can bound

Fluct′[hµθ ] ≤ (N − 1) sup
x∈Rd

hµθ (x) −
ˆ
Rd

hµθ µθ ≤ CN1+2/d.

If d = 2 and |y| ≥ δ max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |), then since |y − xi| ≤ (1 + δ−1)|y| and (4.12) holds,
we have

−g ∗ fluct′(y) ≤ (N − 1) log(1 + δ−1) + (N − 1) log |y| + hµθ (y) ≤ − log |y| + CN

as N−1/2|y| → ∞. If d ≥ 3, we simply bound −g ∗ fluct′(y) ≤ g ∗ µθ(y) ≤ CN2/d.
For d = 2, inserting these bounds into (4.20) yields

P(x1 ∈ dy|XN,1) ≤ CN−1eCβN e−βζ(y)−β log |y|,
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and integrating this over the relevant set yields (4.16). Similarly, we can prove (4.17) by
combining the above. □

Remark 4.5. The bound (4.16) is already sufficient to prove Proposition 4.1 if d = 2. The
d ≥ 3 bound (4.17) does not give sufficient bounds for the 1-point function function at ∞,
but some more care allows us to prove

lim sup
|y|→∞

eβζ(y)ρ1(y) ≤ CE
[
e

β
N

Fluct[hµθ ]
]

. (4.21)

for Fluct[·] =
´

[·]
(∑N

i=1 δxi − µθ

)
. This would allow us to prove a result sufficient for The-

orem 3 if we could show that the linear statistic Fluct[ϕ] is typically not larger than order
β−1N1−2/d with ϕ = N−2/dhµθ . Unfortunately such a bound is only known when ϕ is sup-
ported within the droplet, whereas the support of hµθ extends past the droplet boundary;
see [Ser20, Corollary 2.2]. We instead use a different approach for the d ≥ 3 result in Subsec-
tion 4.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.1 in dimension two. We will bound the probability that x1 ∈ Br(y)
and then send r → 0. We split into two cases:

P (x1 ∈ Br(y)) ≤ P
(

{x1 ∈ Br(y)} ∩ {|x1| ≥ 1
2 max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |)}

)
(4.22)

+ P
(

{x1 ∈ Br(y)} ∩ {|x1| <
1
2 max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |)}

)
.

For the first term in the RHS above, by Lemma 4.4 we have

lim sup
r→0

1
πr2P

(
{x1 ∈ Br(y)} ∩ {|x1| ≥ 1

2 max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |)}
)

≤ N−1eCβN e−β log |y|−βζ(y).

For the second term in the RHS of (4.22), we bound (using particle exchangeability and
Lemma 4.4)

P
(

{x1 ∈ Br(y)} ∩ {|x1| <
1
2 max(|x2|, . . . , |xN |)}

)
≤ P ({x1 ∈ Br(y)})

× NP ({|x2| ≥ 2|y| − 2r} ∩ {|x2| ≥ max(|x1|, |x3|, . . . , |xN |)}|{x1 ∈ Br(y)})

≤ eCβNP (x1 ∈ Br(y))
ˆ

{|z|≥2|y|−2r}
e−β log |z|−βζ(z)dz

for all r small enough. Letting Qy = eβζ(y) lim supr→0 π−1r−2P(x1 ∈ Br(y)), we have shown

Qy ≤ N−1eCβN e−β log |y| + eCβN Qy

ˆ
{|z|≥2|y|}

e−β log |z|−βζ(z)dz.

Since the integral on the RHS converges to 0 as |y| → ∞, we have Qy ≤ 2N−1eCβN−β log |y|

for all |y| large enough (dependent on N). This establishes Proposition 4.1. □

4.5. Proof of Proposition 4.1 in dimension three and higher. Our goal in this section
is to prove an upper bound for ρ1(x) in the limit |x| → ∞ in d ≥ 3. Our method involves a
new technique involving “squeezing” a particle into the interstitial space between the other
particles. We assume d ≥ 3 implicitly throughout, though many techniques should carry over
to the d = 2 case.
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To be precise, let νx,η be the uniform probability measure on Bη(x) \ Bη/2(x). Define
ν = νXN,1 = 1

N−1
∑N

i=2 νxi,η̃i
where

η̃i = 1
4 min

(
1, min

j ̸=i,1
|xi − xj |

)
is one fourth the truncated distance between xi and the nearest distinct particle within XN,1 =
(x2, . . . , xN ). We also define ηi = 1

4 min (1, minj ̸=i |xi − xj |).
The next proposition, roughly speaking, shows that “replacing” x1 by a unit charge shaped

like ν changes the energy of the configuration by a small multiplicative factor plus some
error. This operation will be used to compare probabilities of configurations in which x1 is
very far from XN,1 to configurations in which x1 is in interstitial spaces within XN,1. Such
a comparison allows us to find an upper bound for ρ1(x) for large |x|. As to why the more
obvious technique of “replacing” a particle by a µθ-shaped charge is (currently) infeasible, see
Remark 4.5.

Proposition 4.6. One has
ˆ
Rd

(
F((y, XN,1), µ∞) + ζ(y) +

N∑
i=2

ζ(xi)
)

ν(dy) (4.23)

≤
(

1 + 1
N − 1

)(
F(XN,1, µ∞) +

N∑
i=2

ζ(xi)
)

− 1
2(N − 1)

ˆ
hµ∞µ∞ + Err

where Err ≤ C + C
N−1

∑N
i=2(g(η̃i) + Mxi).

Proof. First, note that for i ̸= j in {2, . . . , N}, we haveˆ
g(y − xj)νxi,η̃i

(dy) = g(xi − xj)

by the definition of η̃i and harmonicity of g away from 0, andˆ
g(y − xi)νxi,η̃i

(dy) ≤ g(η̃i/2) ≤ Cg(η̃i).

We also have ˆ
hµ∞(y)νxi,η̃i

(dy) = hµ∞(xi) + O(η̃2
i ) ≥ hµ∞(xi) − C. (4.24)

since hµ∞ has bounded Laplacian. We are then able to deduce the inequalityˆ
Rd

F((y, XN,1), µ∞)ν(dy) − F(XN,1, µ∞) (4.25)

= 1
2(N − 1)

N∑
i,j=2

ˆ
g(y − xj)νxi,η̃i

(dy) − 1
N − 1

N∑
i=2

ˆ
hµ∞(y)νxi,η̃i

(dy)

≤ 1
2(N − 1)

N∑
i ̸=j=2

g(xi − xj) − 1
N − 1

N∑
i=2

hµ∞(xi) + Err

= 1
N − 1

(
F(XN,1, µ∞) − 1

2

ˆ
hµ∞µ∞

)
+ Err.

To handle the ζ term within (4.23), a similar procedure as in (4.24) works, using that the
Laplacian of ζ is bounded by Mxi near xi. □
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Applying the squeezing transformation, and using Proposition 4.6 and Jensen’s inequality
as usual, yields the following bound on ρ1.

Proposition 4.7. We have

lim sup
|x|→∞

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤ Ce− β
2N

´
hµ∞ µ∞E

[
e−d log η1+βErr+ β

N

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)]

(4.26)

for Err ≤ C
N

∑N
i=1(g(ηi) + Mxi).

Proof. For a measurable set U ⊂ Rd, by Proposition 2.2 and g ↓ 0 at ∞, we have

P(x1 ∈ U) ≤ eo(1)

Kβ

(ˆ
U

e−βζ(y)dy

) ˆ
(Rd)N−1

e−βF(XN,1,µ∞)−β
∑N

i=2 ζ(xi)dXN,1 (4.27)

as dist(U, 0) → ∞, where the o(1) term is not necessarily uniform in β or N , and

Kβ =
ˆ

(Rd)N

e−βF(XN ,µ∞)−β
∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)dXN . (4.28)

Applying Proposition 4.6, we compute

e−βF(XN,1,µ∞)−β
∑N

i=2 ζ(xi)

≤ exp
(

−β(N − 1)
N

ˆ
Rd

(
F((y, XN,1), µ∞) + ζ(y) +

N∑
i=2

ζ(xi)
)

ν(dy)
)

× exp
(−β

2N

ˆ
hµ∞µ∞ + βErr(XN,1)

)
,

where Err is as in Proposition 4.6. We will integrate the above against dXN,1 and apply
Jensen’s inequality to move the ν(dy) integral outside the exponential. After renaming y to
x1, we have provedˆ

(Rd)N−1
e−βF(XN,1,µ∞)−β

∑N

i=2 ζ(xi)dXN,1 (4.29)

≤ e− β
2N

´
hµ∞ µ∞

ˆ
(Rd)N

elog ν(x1)+βErr(XN,1)e−β N−1
N

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)
dXN (4.30)

where ν(x1) denotes the density of ν at x1. Note that if ν(x1) > 0, then there is a unique
i ∈ {2, . . . , N} such that x1 and xi are mutual nearest neighbors, and

ν(x1) ≤ CN−1|x1 − xi|−d ≤ CN−1η−d
1 .

Inserting this inequality into (4.29) and (4.27) shows

P(x1 ∈ U) ≤ CN−1e− β
2N

´
hµ∞ µ∞+o(1)

(ˆ
U

e−βζ(y)dy

)
× E

[
e−d log η1+βErr(XN,1)+ β

N

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)]

.

The proposition follows by letting U = Br(x) and sending r → 0 and |x| → ∞. □

We now seek to bound the terms in the RHS of (4.26). The first observation is that the
quantity

∑n
i=2 g(η̃i) is well controlled by the energy F(XN , µ∞).
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Proposition 4.8. We have
N∑

i=1
g(ηi) ≤ 2F(XN , µ∞) + CN

for a ∥µ∞∥L∞ and d dependent constant C.

Proof. This is proved in more generality in [AS21, Lemma B.2]. □

Unfortunately Proposition 4.8 is not strong enough to sufficiently control the −d log η1
term appearing in (4.26), nor is any estimate not including particle repulsion since the term
is infinite for a Poisson point process. We use particular repulsion bounds from the 2-point
function bound in (3.4) (more precisely, we use (3.6)).

Proposition 4.9. We have

E
[
e−d log η1

]
≤ Cβ(1 + max(log β−1, 0)).

for a β-dependent constant Cβ (depending continuously on β ≥ θ∗N−2/d).

Proof. Let P̃ denote the Coulomb gas P conditioned on x1, and let ρ̃1 be the corresponding
conditional one-point function (as in Proposition 2.6). Then one has for any r ≤ 1 that

P̃(η1 ≤ r/4) ≤ E
[
XN (Br(x1)) − 1

∣∣ x1
]

=
ˆ

Br(x1)
ρ̃1(x)dx.

By (3.6) and some routine estimates, for any r ≤ R/4 ≤ 1
8N1/d, we can bound

P̃(η1 ≤ r/4) ≤ CR−deβ(g(2r)−g(R/2))
ˆ

Br(x1)
eCβR2M̃x

ˆ
BR(x)

ρ̃1(z)dzdx (4.31)

≤ C

(
r

R

)d
eCβR2Mx1 −β(g(2r)−g(R/2))

ˆ
B2R(x1)

ρ̃1(x)dx.

Choosing now R = max(1, β−1/2), we find

P̃(η1 ≤ r/4) ≤ C

(
r

R

)d
e−βg(2r)eC(1+β)Mx1E

[
XN (B2R(x1))

∣∣ x1
]
. (4.32)

The conditional expectation on the RHS above can be bounded by Theorem 5. Indeed, the
conditional distribution is equivalent to an N −1 particle Coulomb gas with a superharmonic
perturbation to the potential, so the result still applies. Moreover we can extract a dependence
on large Mx1 by globally scaling space by a factor of M1/d

x1 to see

E
[
XN (B2R(x1))

∣∣ x1
]

≤ C max(1, Mx1)Rd ≤ CeCMx1 Rd, (4.33)
for a dimensional constant C. We now justify this claim in more detail.

Consider XN,1 = (x2, . . . , xN ) distributed by P with conditioned on x1 with Mx1 ≥ 1, and
YN = M1/d

x1 XN . Then for fixed y1, the gas YN,1 = (y2, . . . , yN ) has the law of a N −1 particle
Coulomb gas with new parameters (denoted with bars)

β = βM1− 2
d

x1 , V N−1(y) = M
2
d −1
x1 VN (M−1/d

x1 y)

with a superharmonic perturbation β
∑N

i=2 g(yi − y1) to the energy. This implies My,N−1 =
(Mx1,N )−1MM−1/d

x1 y,N
. At y = y1, this is My1,N−1 = 1, and so Theorem 5 applied to YN,1



MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE FOR THE COULOMB GAS 27

conditional on y1 applies with a constant dependent only on d. Looking at the condition (3.2)
with the new parameters R = M1/d

x1 R and Q = Q, we find that

Q ≥ CR
d + Cβ

−1
R

d−2 ⇐⇒ Q ≥ CMx1Rd + Cβ−1Rd−2, (4.34)

where now the constant C is dimensional. Substituting R = max(1, β−1/2), one can easily
verify

P(XN (B2R(x1)) ≥ Q + 1 | x1) ≤ e−C−1βR−d+2Q2 ≤ e−Mx1 Q

for all Q ≥ CMx1Rd, which justifies (4.33).
Combining (4.32), (4.33), and taking expectation yields

P(η1 ≤ r/4) ≤ Crdeβg(2r)E
[
eC(1+β)Mx1

]
≤ Cβrdeβg(2r),

where the last bound follows from Lemma 4.10 below. Taking C = Cβ below, we deduce

E
[
e−d log η1

]
= 4d + d

ˆ 1
4

0
r−d−1P(η1 ≤ r)dr (4.35)

≤ 4d + C

ˆ 1
4

0
r−1e

−β

8d−2 r−d+2
dr ≤ 4d + C

ˆ 1
32

0
r−1e−βr−d+2

dr.

One can estimate ˆ β1/(d−2)

0

e−βr−(d−2)

r
dr ≤ β

ˆ β1/(d−2)

0

e−βr−(d−2)

rd−1 dr ≤ C,

where the last inequality follows from the change of variables u = r−(d−2), and if β1/(d−2) <
1/32, one estimates the remainder of the integral by

ˆ 1
32

β1/(d−2)

e−βr−(d−2)

r
dr ≤

ˆ 1
32

β1/(d−2)

dr

r
≤ C + C log β−1.

Inserting these bounds into (4.35) finishes the proof. □

Finally, we fill in the needed bound for Proposition 4.9. The result is a relatively straight-
forward consequence of (4.17) and our assumptions on V . The argument in Lemma 4.10 is
similar to the argument in [CHM18, Theorem 1.12].

Lemma 4.10. Let d ≥ 3. For any t > 0, we have

sup
N≥1

E
[
etMx1

]
≤ Ct

for a V1, t dependent constant Ct.

Proof. Note that
ζ(x) = hµ∞(x) + V (x) + O(N2/d) ≥ V (x) + O(N2/d). (4.36)

By (4.17), and the bound on the density of the x1 marginal it implies, we have for any
measurable set U that

E
[
etMx1 1x1∈U

]
≤ N−1eCβN2/d

ˆ
U

e−βζ(y)+tMy dy (4.37)

≤ N−1eCβN2/d sup
z∈U

e−(β−N−2/dθ∗/2)V (z)+tMz

ˆ
Rd

e− N−2/dθ∗
2 V (y)dy.
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The integral on the RHS is bounded by NeCβN2/d by (A3). Indicating the N -dependence in
what follows and denoting z′ = N−1/dz, note that

−
(

βN − N−2/dθ∗
2

)
VN (z) + tMz,N = −

(
N2/dβN − θ∗

2

)
V1(z′) + tMz′,1.

For any K > 0, we have for all |z′| large enough by (A7) that(
N2/dβN − θ∗

2

)
V1(z′) ≥ tMz′,1 + Kθ∗

Indeed, this follows from θ∗
2 V1(z′) ≥ 2tMz′,1 and V1(z′) → ∞ as |z′| → ∞. Choosing K large

enough then shows that, for U = (BN1/dR(0))c for a large enough R, we have

E
[
etMx1,N 1x1∈U

]
≤ 1.

Since Mx,N is bounded for x ∈ U c, we achieve the desired result. □

Proof of Proposition 4.1 in d ≥ 3. Consider the error term

Err(XN,1) = C

N

N∑
i=1

g(ηi) + Mxi

from Proposition 4.7. By (4.36) and (A7) (and the N scaling), we have

Mx,N ≤ CV1(N−1/dx) + C = CN−2/dV (x) + C ≤ Cζ(x) + C,

and so Proposition 4.8 implies

Err(XN,1) ≤ C

N

(
F(XN , µ∞) +

N∑
i=1

ζ(xi)
)

+ C.

Therefore, by Proposition 4.7 there exists C0 ≥ 1 such that

lim sup
|x|→∞

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤ Ce− β
2N

´
hµ∞ µ∞E

[
e−d log η1+ C0β

N

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)]

. (4.38)

The expectation in the RHS of (4.38) can be written and bounded as

Ẽ
[
e−d log η1

] K
β̃

Kβ
≤ C max(log β−1, 1)

K
β̃

Kβ
(4.39)

where Ẽ denotes expectation with respect to the gas PV

N,β̃
with β̃ = (1 − C0

N )β and Kβ is as

in (4.28). We used Proposition 4.9 to bound the Ẽ expectation term.
Jensen’s inequality implies that for all N large enough, we have

K
β̃

Kβ
= E

[
e

C0β

N

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)]

≤ E
[
e

β
2

(
F(XN ,µ∞)+

∑N

i=1 ζ(xi)
)] 2C0

N

=
(

Kβ/2
Kβ

) 2C0
N

.

(4.40)
We claim that

log Kβ = N log N + O(N(1 + β)).
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We could not find a reference inclusive of small β and our exact form of Kβ, so we sketch an
essentially well-known argument here. First, the inequalities

F(XN , µ∞) ≥ −CN,

ˆ
Rd

e−βζ(x)dx ≤ CN,

the first coming from a standard truncation argument, as in [Ser24, Corollary 4.14] or [AS21,
Lemma 3.7], and the second coming from e−βζ(x)dx ≤ Cµθ(dx), immediately imply that

log Kβ ≤ CNβ + N log N.

For the reverse inequality, beginning with the inequality

dXN ≥ 1
∥µ∞∥N

L∞
µ⊗N

∞ (dXN ) ≥ e−CN µ⊗N
∞ (dXN ),

we find via Jensen’s inequality and a short computation that

Kβ ≥ e−CN

ˆ
(Rd)N

e−βF(XN ,µ∞)µ⊗N
∞ (dXN )

≥ eN log N−CN exp
(

−βN−N

ˆ
(Rd)N

F(XN , µ∞)µ⊗N
∞ (dXN )

)

= eN log N−CN exp
(

β

2N

¨
Rd×Rd

g(x − y)µ∞(dx)µ∞(dy)
)

≥ eN log N−CN .

Using our Kβ estimate, (4.40), (4.39), and (4.38), we find

lim sup
|x|→∞

eβζ(x)ρ1(x) ≤ C1+β max(log β−1, 1)e− β
2N

´
hµ∞ µ∞ .

We conclude by noting the scaling inequality
β

2N

ˆ
hµ∞µ∞ ≥ βcV1N2/d

for some cV1 > 0. □
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