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Abstract

For a f ensemble on ™) = {(z1,...,z5)RN|z; < --- < zy} with real analytic potential
and general 8 > 0, under the assumption that its equilibrium measure is supported on ¢
intervals where ¢ > 1, we prove the following rigidity property for its particles.

1. In the bulk of the spectrum, with overwhelming probability, the distance between a par-
ticle and its classical position is of order O(N~'7¢).

2. If k is close to 1 or close to N, i.e., near the extreme edges of the spectrum, then with
overwhelming probability, the distance between the k-th largest particle and its classical
position is of order O(Nfg+€ min(k, N +1— k)fé)

Here € > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant. Our main idea is to decompose the multi-cut g
ensemble as a product of probability measures on spaces with lower dimensions and show that
each of these measures is very close to a 8 ensemble in one-cut regime for which the rigidity of
particles is known.

1 Introduction

1.1 Background

A $3 ensemble (or log-gas at inverse temperature () is a probability measure u = p(N) on X
{(xlv"'v'rN) € RN|:E1 <. < :EN}:

N) ._

1 NB « s
M:m@(p(—?ZV(W))Hlxi_le dry---dry (1)
i=1 1<J

where Z(u) is the normalization constant and dz; - - - dxy is the Lebesgue measure. The constant
B > 0 is called inverse temperature and the function V(z) is called potential. Each z; is called a
particle or an eigenvalue.

For 8 =1 (resp. 8 = 2, f = 4), u is the measure induced by the eigenvalues of a random
symmetric (resp. Hermitian, quaternion Hermitian) N by N matrix My with law e~V (MN) g0 f N
where dMy is the Lebesgue measure on the set of N by N symmetric (resp. Hermitian, quaternion
Hermitian) matrices. In case V(z) is a quadratic polynomial, i can be induced from a tri-diagonal
random matrix model for all 8 > 0 (see [28]), and its local limits can be described by stochastic
differential equations (see [62]). For V(z) = % and 8 =1 (resp. 8 =2, 8 =4), uis the measure
induced by the eigenvalues of a random matrix belonging to the classical Gaussian invariant GOE
(resp. GUE, GSE) ensemble. The Gaussian invariant ensembles were studied by Dyson, Gaudin
and Mehta and the celebrated sine process was obtained in the bulk, see [52] for details.
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Consider the empirical measure of u:
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N -— Ni:1 X

where § is the delta function. Obviously Ly is a random probability measure on R. It is well known
that if V(x) is continuous and increases faster than 21n |z| as |z| — +oo, then Ly converges almost
surely and in expectation to a compactly supported equilibrium measure ji.; as N tends to infinity.
If V is also real analytic, then u., admits a continuous density function p(t) and its support is the
union of a finite number of closed intervals (see, for example, Theorem 1.1 of [16]):

supp(peq) = Ui [Ai, Bi]  (Bi < Ait1).

If ¢ = 1, then we say that p is in the one-cut regime. Otherwise we say that g is in the multi-cut
regime and call each interval [A;, B;] a cut.

Bourgade, Erdds and Yau [I7, 18, [19] studied the § ensemble in the one-cut regime. They
proved the rigidity of eigenvalues in the bulk (see [I7, [I8]) and also the rigidity of eigenvalues near
the edges (see [19]). More precisely, if we define the k-th quantile 7, as in (8], then their theorem
states that in the one-cut regime, for any € > 0, with overwhelming p-probability,

Tk — Nk (3)
is of order N~17¢ in the bulk of the spectrum and of order N~3%¢ near the edges of the spectrum.
So the deterministic point 7y is the classical position of the random variable x.

Bekerman [§] proved that for 8 ensembles in the multi-cut regime, the eigenvalues near As,. .. ,A,,
Bi,...,By—1 can jump to the adjacent cut with a positive probability. Therefore rigidity for eigen-
values near these edges does not hold.

In this paper we will study the S ensemble in the multi-cut regime and prove:
e the rigidity of eigenvalues in the bulk of the spectrum;
o the rigidity of eigenvalues near the extreme edges (i.e., A; and B;) of the spectrum.

Recently, Claeys, Fahs, Lambert and Webb [23] proved the following interesting result on rigidity
for 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime. If the support of the equilibrium measure is [-1,1] and 5 = 2,

then
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where € > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant and py () is an N-independent deterministic function
which never vanishes on [—1,1]. See Theorem 1.2 of [23].

If 1 < --- < ay are eigenvalues of a Wigner matrix, then it is well known that (2] converges to
the semicircle distribution. So we can define the classical locations and talk about the rigidity of
the eigenvalues for a Wigner matrix in the same way. Moreover, the rigidity of eigenvalues is closely
related to the universality for 8 ensemble as well as for Wigner matrix. The global universality
states that, for a regular enough test function f(z), the fluctuation of
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converges to a Gaussion distribution. For Wigner matrix, the global universality was first obtained
by Johansson [42] for GUE. Bai and Yao [4] proved the global universality for general Wigner matrix
with analytic test function. Using the rigidity of eigenvalues, Sosoe and Wong [60] extended the
result to H'*¢ test function. For 3 ensemble, in the one-cut regime, Lambert, Ledoux and Webb
[46] proved the global universality with the help of rigidity. For 8 ensemble in the multi-cut regime,
the global universality does not hold in general, but it was observed by M. Shcherbina [58] and
proved by Bekerman, Leblé and Serfaty [10] that, if the test function f(x) satisfies a certain system
of equations, then the global universality holds.

The local universality can be formulated in different ways, but they can all be understood as
that when N goes to infinity, N” - x; behaves in a way independent of the distribution of the entries
of the Wigner matrix or the choice of the potential of the 5 ensemble. Here r = 1 in the bulk and
r = 2/3 at the edges. The first significant result on local universality was obtained by Erdds, Schlein
and Yau for the symmetric Wigner matrix. See [34]. The most general result on local universality
for generalized Wigner matrix was proved by Bourgade, Erdés, Yau and Yin and their proof uses
the rigidity of eigenvalues. See |20]. For the 8 ensemble, based on the rigidity of the eigenvalues,
Bourgade, Erdés and Yau proved the local universality for 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime both
in the bulk of the spectrum (see [I7, [I8]) and at the edges of the spectrum (see [19]). Later, by
the method of approximate transport maps, Bekerman, Figalli and Guionnet [9] proved the local
universality for 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime, both in the bulk and at the edges. Also with the
method of approximate transport maps, Bekerman [8] proved the local university for 8 ensemble
in the multi-cut regime, both in the bulk and at the edges. By a change of variable method, M.
Shcherbina [59] proved the local universality for 8 ensemble in the bulk, in both the one-cut regime
and the multi-cut regime. However, the work of Bekerman, Figalli, Guionnet and Shcherbina do
not need to use the rigidity of eigenvalues. Other works about universality for 5 ensemble with the
classical values 8 € {1,2,4} include [25], 26| 56|, 57].

Related topics on § ensembles include the fluctuation of linear statistics of eigenvalues (see [42]
and Lemma 6.5 of [19] for the one-cut case; see [16], 58] and Theorem [6l for the multi-cut case) and
the asymptotic expansion of the correlators and partition function (see [I5] [16] and the reference
therein). For GUE, Gustavsson [39] proved the central limit theorem for (3) both in the bulk and
near the edges of the spectrum. Gustavsson’s results were extended to GOE and GSE by O’Rourke
[55] and to Wigner matrix by Bourgade and Mody [2I] and Landon and Sosoe [4§].

The phenomenon of the rigidity of particles is observed in many other statistical models. It
was first proved for the eigenvalues of Wigner matrices [32, [33] [35] [36] [61]. Later it is obtained for
the sparse random matrices [30], the deformed Wigner ensembles [47] [49, 50], the Dyson Brownian
motion [41], some random graph models [IL [7, 2] and the discrete 8 ensembles [38]. In particular,
the discrete 8 ensemble is an analogue of 8 ensemble on the space of N-tuples. Recently, significant
results on the optimal rigidity of eigenvalues for the circular S-ensemble are obtained. See [3} 22} [44].

1.2 Main result
Let 1 be a probability measure on

with density function

1 NB <N
-5 i V=) ) |8
—e 2 i=1 |xz — X |
Z(p) 11 !



where Z(u) is the normalization constant.

The following lemma is well known. It first appeared (in a slightly different form) as Theorem
2.1 in [42]. See also Theorem 1.1 of [I5], Theorem 1.1 of [I6], Page 5 of [54] and Remark 1.9 of [37].
Related results on the equilibrium measure can be found in Chapter 6 of [24].

Lemma 1. If V is continuous and lim inf

1.
2.

Vix)

> 2, then:

Z(n) < 400 for large enough N;

The empirical measure % Zi\il 0z, converges almost surely and in expectation to a compactly
supported equilibrium measure feq;

The equilibrium measure fieq 1S the unique minimizer (in the set of probability measures on
R) of the functional:

v /V(:c)du(x) - // In |z — yldv(z)dv(y);

The equilibrium measure [ieq Satisfies:

Vz)— 2/ In|z — y|dpteq(y) = min [V(t) - 2/ In|t — y|d,ueq(y)} for peq-almost every x.
R teR R
(4)

On the other hand, if v is a probability measure such that [@) is satisfied with peq replaced by
v, then v = fieq.

If V' is real analytic, then

® lieq has a density p(z) which is supported on the union of a finite number of disjoint
intervals: supp(p) = U?ZI[AJ-, Bj] (B; < Aiq1),

q
o p(z) =r(x) _]:[1 Va —Aivx — Bi on Uj_,[A;, Bj| and r(z) is analytic.

Suppose V() =2 [ In |z —y|dueq(y) > g%iﬂg} [V(t)—Q Jen[t—yldpeq(y)| for all & & supp(pieq)-
Let A C R be an open set containing the support of peq. There exists C > 0 such that for
large enough N,

P#(3k € [1, N] such that zi, ¢ A) < exp(—CN). (5)

Remark 1. In many literature the 3 ensemble is defined to be the probability measure on I :

_) 6_N7ﬁ S, Vi) H |:Ci — CL‘j|Bd£C1 cedry

i<j

where I is a finite or infinite interval and Z(y') is the normalization constant. In this paper, to

study the rigidity, we consider its variant p” which is a probability measure defined on

{(xl,...,:cN)EIN|:171§~-~§3:N}



with the form:

1
/’l’/l = m e_NTﬁ Z'fvzl V(ml)HLfL’l _$]|ﬂdxl de
Z(p") o

where Z(u'") is the normalization constant. It is easy to see that Z (') = N!- Z(u") and
B [f (oo on)) = B [f (o, o) (6)

as long as f(x1,...,zN) is a symmetric function. For each result we cite, it may be proved for /'
in the original paper, but because of (Bl it also holds for u”.

The following lemma is Theorem 1.1 of [15].

Lemma 2. Suppose V' and p.q are defined as in Lemmalll Suppose I is a (either finite or infinite)

closed interval with supp(pieq) C I. Suppose {Vn(x)} is a sequence of continuous functions on I
such that sup |[Vy(z) — V(z)| = 0 as N — oo. Let i be a probability measure on
xcl

{(x1,...,zn) € IN|z; <--- < zn}
with the form:
N N
1 N
o= A0 exp ( - Tﬂ ZVN(Il)) H |z — x;]° Hﬂl(xi)d:rl dey
i=1 i<j i=1

where Z(fi) is the normalization constant. Then the empirical measure % Zivzl 0z, of L converges
almost surely and in expectation to peq. In other words, the empirical measures of ji and p have
the same limit.

Throughout this paper we assume that the following Hypothesis are true.

Hypothesis 1. 1. 'V is real analytic.

V(x)

In |z]

2. liminf > 2.

|z|—+o00

3. inf V" (x) > —o0.
z€R

4. The equilibrium measure p(x)dx has density
q
pl@) = (@) ([[ Ve =AVa=B;)Los i, (@) (Bi < Ais) (7)
j=1

and r(x) does not vanish on [A;, B;] for 1 <i <gq. Here and throughout this paper we follow
the convention that /—s :=1iy/|s| for s € (—0,0).
5. The function x — V() —2 fR In |z — y|p(y)dy achieves its minimum only on the support of p:

g = [Al,Bl] U...u [Aq,Bq].



Remark 2. According to Lemma[dl, the model is well defined and Condition 4 in Hypothesis [l
makes sense.

Remark 3. We made the assumption that inﬂfQ V"(z) > —oo in order to cite the theorem on the
zTE

rigidity of B emsemble in the one-cut regime proved by Bourgade, Erdds and Yau. See Theorem
[3. They use this assumption to convezify the Hamiltonian &>,V (z;) — DicjInzi — ] See
Section 3 of [18]. We made the assumption that V is analytic in order to cite M. Shcherbina’s and
Borot and Guionnet’s theorems on EH[elinear statistics] = Gee Theorem [f), Theorem [8 and [&0). The

other assumptions in Hypothesis [l are generic.

For 1 < k < N, define the classical location of the kth largest particle n, = 77;(€N) by

N := inf {:v € R‘ /_IOO p(t)dt = %} (8)

For 1 < i < g, define R; to be the area of the region under the curve of p(x) over [A;, B;]:

B;
R; := / p(x)dz. 9)

A;

q
Obviously > R; = 1. We make the convention that Ry = 0. Our main results is Theorem [21
i=1

Theorem 2. Let a € (0, min; %) be an arbitrarily small constant. Suppose € > 0 and 1 < iy <gq.
There exists C > 0 such that if N is large enough then

PH(3k € [(Ry+-- -+ Riy—1+a)N, (Ry +- - -+ Riy —a)N] such that |z —ni| > N7 < exp(—=NY),

P*(3k € [1,aN] U [(1 — )N, N] such that |z, — ni| > N™5¢ - E71/3) < exp(—=N©).
where k = min(k, N + 1 — k).

Remark 4. The first conclusion gives the rigidity for particles in the bulk and the second conclusion
gives the rigidity for particles near the extreme edges, i.e., the leftmost edge A1 and the rightmost
edge By. Theorem [2 has been proved in the one-cut case (i.e., the case that ¢ = 1) by Bourgade,
Erdés and Yau. (See Theorem 1.1 of [18] or Theorem 2.4 of [19].)

1.3 Strategy of the proof

The inner structure of 3 ensembles in the multi-cut regime and those in the one-cut regime are
essentially different. The method Bourgade, Erdds and Yau used in [I7, [I8] [19] to prove the rigidity
for 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime does not directly apply in the multi-cut regime for at least
the following two reasons.

First, the starting point of the proof in [I7, [I8] [19] is an initial estimation which states that if
Hypothesis [0l is true and ¢ = 1, then for any € > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that for large enough N
we have

P*(3k € [1, N] such that |z — x| > €) < exp(—N©). (10)



But in the multi-cut regime, the particles near adjacent edges can jump with positive probability;
see Section [Tl So (I0) is no longer true.
Second, in the multi-cut case, one cannot use the loop equation to obtain a good estimation for

M h,e(2) = m(2)]

as Lemma 6.6 of [I9]. Here m(z) denotes the Stieltjes transform of the empirical measure p(t)dt and
mn.h,c(z) denotes the Stieltjes transform of the empirical measure of the 8 ensemble with density

7o) P ( e Z V(wi) + ﬁz h(iﬂz‘)) : H Tus_ 1a,—c,B+) ()
’ =1 =1

i=1

where Z(h, ¢) is the normalization constant, ¢ > 0 is a small constant and & is a bounded continuous
function. More explicitly, in the multi-cut case, the left hand side of (6.22) of [19] is the contour
integral of

(mn,n,e(§) —m(€) [Ty /(€ — A4i)(€ — Bi)
z=£

which is of order |£]773 as |¢| — oco. Therefore, in the multi-cut case, the left hand side of (6.22) of
[19] is not necessarily the residue of ([[Il) at z. If we divide the integrands on both sides of (6.22) of
[19] by [T, /(€ — A;)(€ — B;), then the error terms in (6.23) of [19] will be out of control when
Rez € {4;, B;|]1 <i < g}.

The first difficulty mentioned above is essential, however, the second difficulty is technical.

We will follow the following steps to prove the rigidity in the multi-cut regime.

(11)

1. First, consider three 8 ensembles all in the one-cut regime. Let

e 11 be a probability measure on {(z1,...,zy) € [a,b]N|z; < -+ < zy} with density
function:

STV ”“)H|x —:CJ|'8H]lab (x5), (12)

Z(#l) oy

e 1y and ps be probability measures on ¥V) with density functions:

e L X V(i) NB S~ V()

H|:171 —z;/# and e 1_[|3:Z

1<j 1<j
respectively.

Here Z(u1), Z(p2) and Z(us3) are the normalization constants. Here po is the standard S
ensemble in the one-cut regime for which the bulk and edge rigidity was proved in [17, [18] [19].
The measure u3 is constructed from po by replacing V' by an N-depending potential V. The
measure i is constructed from pg by restricting all particles on in [a, b] which is a neighbour-
hood of the support of the equilibrium measure. We will use the large deviation estimation (5l)
to show that s is close to 3 and use M. Shcherbina’s expanssion of E[e2: £ (i) =N [ f(t)p(t)dt]
(i.e., Theorem M) to show that ps is close to pe. So the rigidity of pe induces the rigidity of

Hi-



2. In the multi-cut regime, instead of the initial model (dl), we consider the measure u, on

{(z1,...,2n) € o(k)N |z < -+ < 2n} with density
1 N
B
exp| — — V(x; T; — Tj 1,00 (x;
e (-7 2 ))E' P IT tet )

where Z(u,) is the normalization constant. The measure p,, restricts all particles on o(k)
which is a neighbourhood of the support of the equilibrium measure. Because of the large
deviation estimation (), u is close to p and the rigidity of p is induced from the rigidity of
s, both in the bulk and near the extreme edges.

3. Construct a probability measure pu,. from p, by changing the density function in the following
ways:

e removing all terms in [[,_ |#; — z;|% which involve particles located in different cuts;

i<j
e replacing V by a new potential V(") to compensate the error caused by the removal.

The measure p, was introduced by M. Shcherbina [57]. We will prove in Proposition [ that
1 is still close to u, in the sense that if an event is exponentially small with respect to
then it is also exponentially small with respect to u,. Therefore the rigidity of u, implies the
rigidity of u,, both in the bulk and near the extreme edges.

4. Since the intersection among particles in different cuts are removed, we prove that u, can
basically be decomposed as a product of probability measures on spaces with lower dimensions.
Moreover, each of these measures has the same form as uy (see (I2)), so the rigidity of uy
implies the rigidity of p,.

We believe that using the same strategy one can generalize the existing results about the rigidity
and universality for 5 ensemble in the following ways (as in [16] and [19]):

e V is C* instead of real analytic;
e V depends on N and converges to a limit V{% uniformly;

e V is defined only on a neighborhood of U!_; [A;, B;] instead of on all of R.

1.4 Some potential applications of rigidity of eigenvalues
1.4.1 Mesoscopic universality for § ensemble in the multi-cut regime

The mesoscopic universality states that, for some constant a and F, the fluctuation of

> (N2 - E))

converges to a Gaussian distribution, when the test function f(x) is regular enough. Here a € (0, 1) if
E is in the bulk of the spectrum and a € (0,2/3) if F is at the edges of the spectrum. The mesoscopic
universality can be interpreted as an intermediate phenomena between the global universality and
the local universality.



For Wigner matrix, the study of mesoscopic universality was initiated by Boutet de Monvel and
Khorunzhy [13| [14]. In the bulk of the spectrum, He and Knowles [40] obtained the mesoscopic
universality on the optimal scales. At the edges of the spectrum, the mesoscopic universality was
studied by Basor and Widom [6] for GUE and by Min and Chen [53] for GOE and finally by Schnelli,
Xu and the author [51] for the general case on the optimal scales.

For 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime, Bekerman and Lodhia [11] used rigidity to obtain the
mesoscopic universality. In the multi-cut regime, for 8§ = 2, Lambert [45] used the theory of
determinantal point process to prove the mesoscopic universality. We remark that the results [I1]
and [45] are both in the bulk of the spectrum. With the rigidity result proved in this paper, one
may try to prove the mesoscopic universality for S ensemble in the multi-cut regime for general
B > 0, both in the bulk and near the extreme edges.

1.4.2 Spherical Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model for 5 ensemble in the multi-cut regime

For a statistical model involving particles 1 > --- > xy, the free energy of its spherical Sher-
rington—Kirkpatrick model (with 2-spin interaction and no magnetic field) at inverse temperature
Bo > 0 is given by

SRS (e 0.7 B EER S
FN—Nlog (271(N60)%1~/a exp(NBoz 2;10g(z xz))dz>

inoo
where
e qg is an arbitrary constant satisfying ag > z1;

e we take the analytic branch of the log function in the integral such that Imlog(z—x;) € (—m, )
for all z on the integration contour;

e the value of the integral can be proved to be in iR, so the outer log is the usual log function
for real numbers.

See (1.2) and Lemma 1.3 of [5]. For the Wigner matrix, the sample covariance matrix and g
ensemble in the one-cut regime, Baik and Lee [5] proved the following result. There exists 5. > 0
such that if By < 8., then the fluctuation of F) converges to a Gaussian distribution; if 5y > S,
then the fluctuation of Fy converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution. The main tool they used
for the case By < f. is the global universality and the main tools used for the case 5y > . are the
rigidity and the fact that x; converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution. One may consider the
same problem for 8 ensemble in the multi-cut regime. In the multi-cut regime, the main difficulty
for the case By < S, is that the global universality does not hold for general test function, as we
mentioned in Section [Tl For the case 8y > 8., there are two main difficulties: (i) rigidity does not
hold near the edges As,..., Aq, Bi1,..., Bq—1; (ii) the the limiting behavior of z; is not known in
the multi-cut regime. Notice that 8 and [y are two independent constants.

1.5 Structure of this paper

In Section P we consider 8 ensembles in the one-cut regime. In Section 211 we define three [
ensembles 11, p2 and ps which are all in the one-cut regime. In Section we introduce some
useful results for ps. In Section 23] we use the properties of uo to prove the rigidity of p;.



In Section Bl we decompose the 8 ensemble in the multi-cut regime as a product of 8 ensembles
in the one-cut regime. In Section 3] we define the measure pu, which is constructed from p by
restricting all particles on a compact set. In Section 3.2l we define u,- which is constructed from p,; by
removing the intersection among particles in different cuts and modifying the potential accordingly.
In Section 3.3 we define the measure (¢ which has the same form as p; and is also a factor of
i In other words we decompose ;- as a product of some measures which have the same form as
M-

In Section @ we prove the main theorem.

In Section [l we prove a large deviation estimation for the fluctuation of linear statistics of
eigenvalues.

2 Some results for 5 ensembles in the one-cut regime

2.1 Some [ ensembles in the one-cut regime

To prove the main result, we need some results for 5 ensembles in the one-cut regime.

Definition 1. Suppose [c,d] C [a,b] with c —a =b—d > 0. Suppose D is a domain in C and
[a,b] C D. Suppose Vo(z) : R = R and ro(z) : [¢,d] — (0,+00) satisfy the following conditions.

o Vo € C®(R) and liminf Y& > 2. Moreover, Vj

b Tn 2] can be analytically extended to D.
x| —+oo

o

. " _
. iré%VO (z) > —o0.

e 1o(xz) can be analytically extended to D. Moreover, ro(z) # 0 for z € D.

e The function po(x) := ro(x)/(x — c)(d — x)1 | q(x) satisfies the condition that fcd po(x)dx =
1 and that

Vol )—2/d (y)In |z — y|d :arleiﬁ(%(x)_2fcdp0(y)ln|x_y|dy) if v € [c,d]
o( j po(y) In |z — y|dy >min(Vo(:c)—2fcdp0(y)ln|:v—y|dy) if v € R\[c, d]

z€R

Definition 2. Suppose {cn} is a sequence of numbers such that |cy—1| < N~ for some constant
€0 € (0,0.01). Suppose T > 0 is a constant such that [a — 7,b+ 7] C D. Let ¢(z) : R = [0,1] be a
smooth function such that ¢(xz) =1 if x € [a,b] and ¢(xz) =0 if x &€ [a — 7,b+ 7]. Now let:

o 11 = p1(N) be a probability measure on Efivg] = {(z1,...,2N) € [a,b]N]|zy < -+ < 2N} with

density

N
1 NB s~N
e~ 7 2i=1 cnVo(xi) |I1 _x'|6 Liap (Il)
Zn) L=l L e

where Z(u1) is the normalization constant;

10



o 12 = pz(N) be a probability measure on N with density

1 NB N

—= 2001 Vo(=i) | | |8
e 2 i=1 ZT; €T
Z(p2) | J|

i<j
where Z(usz) is the normalization constant;

o 13 = pus(N) be a probability measure on XN with density

1 NB <N

=== >t V(@) ) 18
e~ 2 =1 || T; — T
Z(N3) | J|

i<j
where Viy(z) = Vo(2)(1 + (eny — 1)p(x)) and Z(us) is the normalization constant.

Lemma 3. Suppose f(z) is a continuous and bounded function on R. Then +EM [sz\il fz)],

~Er2 [Efil f(x:)] and B+ [sz\il f(z:)] all converge to [ f(z)po(z)dz as N — oco. In other words,
the empirical measures of p1, p2 and ps have the same limit.

Proof. By Lemma [l we have the convergence of +EM? [Efil f(z;)]. By Lemma 2] we have the
convergence of LE# [SN | f(x;)] and LE# [N f(ay)]. O

Definition 3. For 1 <k < N, define the kth classical location n) = n{(N) by
0 _ - ’ k
N = inf {x € R’ po(z)dx = N} (13)

2.2 Some results for s

The next theorem on 8 ensemble in the one-cut regime was proved by Bourgade, Erdos and Yau.
(See Theorem 2.4 of [19].)

Theorem 3. For any € > 0, there exist C > 0 such that
P*2 (3k € [1, N] such that |z, — 12| > N~ k~1/3) < exp(=N©)

for large enough N. Here k = min(k, N + 1 — k), as defined in Theorem [2.
The next theorem was proved by M. Shcherbina. (See Theorem 1 of [58].)

Theorem 4. Suppose {hy : R — R|N € N} is a sequence of smooth functions all supported on
[a — 7,b+ 7] such that max(||hy||c. ||h§\6,)|\oo) <VNInN. Then for N > 1,

d
[EH2 [eé il hN(””i)*ng”"(t)hN(”dt} = exp [UQ(hN) + 2/ hy(z)dv(z) + ®(hy) (14)

c

where

B hn () TNV —)d—y)
o?(hy) = W/c mp.v./c N p— dydx (15)
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e v is a finite signed measure on [c,d] and v is determined by Vy;
o [2(hn)| < S(IWNIE + ||h§$)||g’o) where C' > 0 is a constant.
Remark 5. According to (4.16) of [43),
0% (hn)| < C1 - 1Py 12 (16)

Here Cy > 0 is a constant. Notice that (4.16) of [43] requires the support of the equilibrium measure
to be [—1,1], but this can be satisfied by a linear translation: Vo(z) — Vo (45 z + d2102). One can
also prove ([IQ) by direct computation.

Remark 6. 1. Instead of Johansson’s loop equation method (see [42]), the main idea used in
[58] to prove Theorem []] is to control the quantity

N / (oxn(t) — po(6))p(t)dt
R

where

. plN’h(t) is the one-point correlation function of the 8 ensemble with potential Vo(x) —
~h(@);
N ’

o ©(t) is an arbitrary function with bounded sizth derivatives.

2. Theorem[{] does not show that the error term ®(hy) is small compared to the first two terms in
the exponent of (Idl). For example, if ||h§\?)||oO is close to VNI N and ||h'y /oo = |hn]loo =0,

then S (| Wy ll3 + ||h§$)||io), i.e., the bound of ®(hn) given by Theorem[{}, will be much larger
than the other two terms in the exponent of (I4). However, when we apply Theorem [J] in
this paper, we actually have ||h§\l,)||Oo < CyN® (i=0,...,6) where C; > 0 and ¢ € (0,0.01)
are constants. Since €q is small, ®(hy) is really much smaller than the natural bounds of the
other terms in the exponent of ([Idl). See the proof of Lemmali

2.3 Rigidity for u,
In this section we prove the rigidity of particles with respect to u1.

Lemma 4. Suppose my and mo are probability measures defined on a same probability space such
that

my = f-ma
Em2(f]
where f is a measurable function integrable with respect to ma. Then for any event A we have
E™(f - 14]
Pm(A) =
W= "]
Proof. This lemma is trivial. O

12



Lemma 5. Suppose Ay is a Borel subset of X(N). There exist constants C > 0 and Ny > 0 such
that if N > Ny then

Prs(An) < /Pr2(Ay) exp(CN?*®)  and PM(Ay) < 2PHs(Ay)

where Efévg] ={(z1,...,zN) € [a,b)V|x1 < --- < N}, as defined in Definition [

Proof. Let
hn(z) = N(Vn(z) — Vo(x)) = NVo(z)(en — 1)o(z) € C(R).

By the definition of ¢y and hy, there exist constants Ny > 0 and Cs > 0 such that if N > Ny then
1
[llos + 1157 oe < CaN© < S VNI N (17)
and thus by Lemma @l and (I4)) we have:

B2 [ § ShvGo+ 52 [hx @t 1, ()]

Bz [e3 5 @)+ 37 [hn Opo (0]
) \/m\/zgm [e=B S hn(@)+NB [ b (Dpo(0)dt]
- R [e—é S hn(e)+ 5P [ hav (po ()1t

\/W\/exp (02(—2hN) — 4 [ iy (@)dv(z) + <I>(—2hN))
- exp (02(—hN) —2 [y (z)dv(z) + <I>(—hN)>

—/Pr2(Ay) exp (02(hN) + w - d)(—hN)) (since o2(—2hy) = 40 (hy) = 402(~hy))

<\/P2(Ay) exp (OONQE“ + w - @(—hN)) (by (I8) and (7))

<\/Pr2(Ay) exp(Co N2 + 2C4) (18)

where

]PDHS(AN) —

(by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality)

e (Cy > 0 is a constant;
o max(|®(—2hy)|,|P(—hy)|) < C3N~1T3< for some constant C5 > 0.

This proves the first inequality. For the second inequality, By definition Vy(x) = enVo(x) if
x € [a,b] and Vy(z) = Vo(x) if © & [a — 7,0+ 7]. By Lemmal[d]
-1 N
P (Aw) = (P (2)) T P Ay 0T
<(Pro(s)) P (Ay). (19)

Let By = {(z1,...,2n) € SN |3z; ¢ [a,b]}. By the first conclusion of this lemma, for N > Ny
we have

1— B (M) = P(By) < v/Pr(By) exp(CN ). (20)
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According to the last conclusion of Lemma [I there are constants Cy > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if
N > Ny, then

PH2(By) < exp(—C4N). (21)
According to (20) and (1)), if N > Ny, then

N
1— P () < (22)

N~

(@) and @2)) prove the second inequality. O

Corollary 5. For any € > 0, there exist constants No > 0 and C > 0 such that if N > Ny and
€0 < C/10, then

P* (3k € [1,N] s.t. |zp — )| > N5 k71/3) < exp(—N/?).
Here 0 and €y are defined in Section [Z
Proof. Set
Ay ={(z1,...,zN) € E(N)’EII{ € [1, N] such that |z, — )| > N—&te. f=1/3)
According to Theorem [3] there are C; > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny then
P (Ay) < exp(—NOY) (23)

According to (23] and Lemmal[5 there exist Cy > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny and ¢ < C1/10,
then

1
P (An) < 2¢/Pr2(An) exp(CoN20) < 2exp(—§Nc1 + CoNO2C1) < exp(—N/2), (24)

O

3 Decomposition of beta ensemble in the multi-cut regime
Notice that we can rewrite the density of u as

1 NB <N 1
T e w i V(=) s — ,|/3 _ —BNH(x)
e 2 1 | | T; — e
Z () o / Z ()

where

N

ZV(xZ) — %Zlnui — ;. (25)

i=1 i#£]

H(z) =

N =

Recall that the support of the equilibrium measure of p is 0 = [A1, B1]U... U [44, Byl

Definition 4. Suppose k > 0 is a small constant satisfying the following conditions:
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1. k< Wlo min(As — By, A3 — Ba, ..., Ay — By—1) and k < 0.1,
2. V(x) and r(x) can be analytically extended to a neighborhood of {z € C|dist(z,0) < 30k},
3. r(2) does not vanish on a neighborhood of {z € C|dist(z,0) < 30x}.

Remark 7. The k satisfying the above conditions exists because of the fifth conclusion in Lemma
[ and Hypothesis [

Definition 5. o For1<i<gq,leto; =[A; B;] and 0;(k) = [A; — 5, B; + §].
e Seto(k) =UL 0i(k) and =M = {zx€a(k)N|z1 <...<an}.
Obviously U!_ 0, = o and (k) Noj(k) =0 if i # j.

Theorem 6. Suppose O C C is a neighborhood of Ul_,[A;, B;]. Suppose hy(z) € C*°(R) and there
is a constant Cp > 0 such that

e hy can be analytically extended to O and sup,co |hn(2)| < Cp for all N;
. ||h§\i,)||OO < Cp for0<i<6 and N > 1. Here ||h§\i,)||Oo = SUP,cr |h§\l,)(3:)|

Then for any wy > 0 there exists C' > 0 and Ng > 0 such that if N > Ny then

N
]P’“(‘ 3 h(a:) - N/hN(t)p(t)dt‘ > Nwl) < exp(—NF).
=1

Theorem [6] was essentially proved in [58] and [16], but was expressed in a different way there.
For the convenience of readers, we provide a proof of Theorem [6]in Section

3.1 The measure u, on )

Suppose p,, = ;L,&N) is a probability measure on E,({N) with density

1
Z ()

where Z () is the normalization function. So p,; depends on V', k and N.

N
exp(—BNH(z)) H Lo (2:)

Lemma 6. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem [l hold. Then for any T > 0, there exist constants
C >0, Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny, then

Prx (

Proof. Suppose z = (z1,...,z5). According to Lemma 4]

P

ih]v(:vi) - N/RhN(:v)p(:C)d:v‘ > NT)

N
; h(zi) — N/RhN(t)p(t)dt‘ > NT> < exp(—N9).
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(W( )) P#(‘wa i) N/hN 2)de| > N7 andeE(N))

According to the last conclusion of Lemma [l there exist C; > 0 and N7 > 0 such that if N > Ny,
then P# (E,(QN)) > 1 —exp(—C1N) > 3 and therefore

( ZhN ) N/hN da: >NT) gzpﬂ(’ v () N/hN d:z: >NT)

Applying Theorem [l we complete the proof. O

Corollary 7. Supposei € {1,...,q} and 7 > 0. Set
Q) (1) = {|2{jlz; € 0i(w)} — NRi| < N7}
and
Qv (1) = AL, QR (7). (26)

There exist constants C' > 0, Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny, then

P ((90(n) ) < exp(-N), B (((m)) < exp(~N).

Proof. Suppose S’ is an open interval containing o;(k) and S’ Noj(k) = O for all j # i. Suppose
f € C*°(R) satisfies:

1. f(z)=1if z € 04(k),
2. f(z)=0ifz g 9,
3. 0< f(z) <1ifx e S'\oi(k).

So NR; = N [ f()p(t)dt, 3 f(z;) = t{j|z; € 0u(k)} for all z € £ and

W((Q%)(r))c) B (g{ile; € 0x(0)} = NR| > N7) = (| Y f(a) = N [ f@)plalds] > N7).

Applying Lemma [0l we complete the proof of the first inequality in the conclusion. This together
with (28] yield the second inequality. O

3.2 The measure u, on )

The next measure p, was introduced by M. Shcherbina [57, 58] and by Borot and Guionnet [16].

(V)

Let p, = u&N) be a probability measure on ¥’ with density

0] ( - Nﬂ%r(x)) (27)
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where

ZV(T x;) — —Zln|xl xj] Z Lo, () (x4) am(n)(%)"' NZ*

i#]

and
1. Z () is the normalization constant: Z(u,) = [nov) exp ( - Nﬂ’)’-[,r(a:))dx,

q

2. V(a) = z:amm()(v =2\, Py Infz = yldy),
=2 [y, J,, p@)p(y) In |z — y|ddy.

i#£j
By the definition of H and H, (see ([23))), for = € »M,
al N
AH(z) := H,(x) — IN Zln|33Z x| Z Lo, ) (@) 1o, () (25) Z (zj) + = E*

i£] m#m/
(28)

q
where V*(z) = Z:l II‘G'i(N) () fa\oi In |z — ylp(y)dy

Proposition 1. Suppose Ay is a Borel subset of E,({N). Suppose there exist C; > 0, Ny > 0 such
that P*(An) < exp(—=NS) when N > Ny. Then there exist Co > 0, Na > 0 such that
P (Ay) < exp(—N©?)
when N > Ns.
Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose C; < 2. For any t > 0,
Pie(An) = PH<(An N{AH > t}) + P (Ax N {AH < t})

Z(pr
Z(px

By Jensen’s inequality, In géﬁ:% = —InE#r(exp(BNAH)) < EFr(-=BNAH) < BN[EH (AH)|.
By [57] there is Ny > 0 such that

~—

<P (AH > 1) + exp(BN)PH (Ay)

~

|EFr (AH)] < N~ (29)

if N > Ny. The inequality ([29) was proved in [57]. See the fifth line on Page 785 of [57]. We remark
that the main result of [57] is for 8 € {1,2,4} and polynomial V, but its proof of ([29) works for
general 5 > 0 and real analytic V.

Setting t = N~143C1 we have for N > No:

Pre(Ay) < PP (AH > N30 L exp(BN3 4 BNEO — NOY), (30)
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Now we use the method of Section 3 of [57] to estimate AH. By (28],

AH = Z &(m, m')

m#m/

1
O(m,m') =5=> Il — ;1o (o) (@) Lo, (n) (7))
2N
i#£]

N
N
S teio@) [ wley = slowdy+ 5 [ [ ko= ylpla)pty)dady
j=1 " om J o,

T’

Let L = By — Ay +2. Since 0 < k < min(0.1, (A3 — B1)/3,(As — B2)/3,...,(A; — By—1)/3), we
have |z —y| € ( min(As — Bi,...,Aq— Bg-1), L —1) for any & € 0, (K), y € 0 (k) with m # m/.
So we can construct a function g(z) such that

1. g(x) depends only on V' and is independent of &,

2. g(z) is smooth,

3. g(z) has a period 2L,

4. g(x —y) = ln|z — y| whenever x € o, (k), Yy € o (k) and m # m/.

By Fourier transform,
—+oo

krx .
g(x) = k;@ Ck eXP(Tl)
where
L
ck = % » g(x) exp(—k%i)dx. (31)

(Here we should understand the sum Y27 as limp/_yo0 22/[:7 -) We have from the periodicity
of g that for any p € {0,1,2,...} and k # 0,

el = |z (1) [ exp (= 52290 @] <[ £ 1 e (32)

ki _L

Therefore when m # m/,

®(m,m’) + ®(m’,m)

N
N Zln|xz $]|]lam(n (xz) 0 (K) x] Z]lom (k) LL'] / 1H|$j - y|p(y)dy
j=1 Tt

i#]

m

N
> tolen) [ ke —ulpdy+ N [ [ e = slo@)po)dody
=1 Om Om J o,
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N

N ikwa,; ikwa 1k7rm i 7ry
= Z%[Ze Tz Illam(n)(a:i)—]\]/ ekTp(x)dx} [Ze T, () () N/ : y)dx

kEZ i=1 j=1
= — E Cka Im, )
kGZ

N . .
where I[" = S ethm@i/Lly o (2;) — N [ e*/Lp(z)dz. We remark that each sum in (33) con-
i=1 "
verges absolutely and this fact can be seen from ([B2) with p = 2.
Obviously |Ij"| < 2N and AH = 5>, .. Zkez e I
Set w =< p> 10+ 400 and p € N. Then Cl > 3+ w — wp. It is easy to see that there is

100°
Ny > 0 such that if N > NO and m # m/, then

S el Im"< 37 ferl4N? < 8N? Z ( ) 9%l

[k|>Nw |k|>Nw
< I_O(E) 1g® || N2He 0P < 10 (E)pl\g(p)l\oo]\f%cﬁl.
T p-— 1\« p— 1\7w

2
501

— N
Therefore if N > Np, then ’ S el ’ < ==
|k|>Nw 4q

2
P (8> N 0) (3 YT >anie) < 3 v (| alp T > 2

m#m’ k€L m#m’ kEZ

— 30 -
<>y Pum(’ > ckl,gnlgfb%)g > ]pm( ool

m#m/ |[k|<Nw m#m/ |E|[<Nw

=D SIS (P LR

m#m/’ |k|<Nw

1 N
P (|1 > ———N/12) 4 o (T
PP [ | V6llgllecq 7

m#m/’ |k|<Nw

for all m, m’ and

N3Gt
> S lals) by @)

S NCI/”)] (34)
6llgllocq

Suppose hm x k() = G (x)e* /L where ¢, . € C*(R) such that ¢, .(r) = 1 for € 0y, (k)
and ¢, . (z) =0 for © € o,y (K), Ym' # m. Then we have:

1. the real and imaginary parts of Ay, « 1 are both C°*°,
2. by (z) = elfme/L whenever & € oy, (k); Bk, (y) = 0 whenever x € o, (k) and m’ # m,

3. there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any k € Z,

6

6
Y N Rehum i) Dlloe + > 11 (Imign o) oo < Ca(L+£°),
i=0 i=0

4. both the real part and the imaginary part of hy, . 1(x) can be analytically extended to O :=
{z € C|dist(z,0) < k/2} and they are bounded by 1 on O.
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Using Lemma [ for the real and imaginary parts of hy,, . /N, we have that there exist
constants Ny > 0 and C3 > 0 such that if N > Np, then for |k| < N¥

P“~(|I,;"| 01/12) P”~(| [ N/ ok (2)p(@)dz| > 7N01/12)
6||9H 2 6lgllocq
mn :Ez mnk 1 C1
=P~ | o (1) N/ " p(@)da] > —m— N )
N© N© 6(l9/locq
<exp(—=N%). (35)

(To use Lemma [0l we need to consider h’”j\fé’;(m) instead of Ay, k(2) since Lemma [0 requires the

test function and its first six derivatives are all bounded by a constant.) By (B0)), (34) and (B3], if
N > Ny, then for some constant Cy > 0,

Pre(An) <PP<(AH > N~1HF30) 4exp(BN3C1 4 N3O — NO)
P2NY +1) - 2exp(—N) + exp(BN 31 + BN 31 — NO)

<exp(—N).
O
3.3 The measures vM€) on S8 (4)
Recall that R; = fA Pp(t)dt for 1 <i < q. Set
S (G) = {(z1,. .., om) € oi(k)M]zy < - < @) (36)

Definition 6. For anyi€ {1,...,q}, M € N and £ > 0, define VM) to be a probability measure
(M)~ .
on Xy (1) with density

1 Mp 1
Z(aMa) P (-5 25 gy Vi) =2 /U\Ui e, —ylo)dy)) ] le—=l® 37)

j=1 1<u<v<M
where Z (v M) s the normalization constant.

Notice that v(#M-€) has the same form as j; defined in Definition @ with N replaced by M, cy
replaced by ¢ and Vj replaced by

1

V@) -2 / Il ylo(o)] (38)

The factor % in (B8) is important because it makes the potential function satisfy the Euler-
Lagrange condition for the probability measure %p(m)]lgi (x)dx:

gl -2 1n|x—y|p<y>dy1] =2 [ @), () e = yldy
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= mingep R V(t)-2[ ply)In|t —yldy| VYreo; (39)

>minger - |V () =2 [ p(y) In |t — yldy| Yz € oi(k)\ou
where we used the last assumption of Hypothesis [ and the fact that the left hand side of (B9)
equals R%[ -2 py)In|z — y|dy} Notice that ([B8) can be smoothly extended to R such

that the 1dent1ty in (39 holds for € 0; and the indequality in (B9) holds for z € R\o;. So by
the fourth conclution of Lemma [I] and Lemma [2 if limp; ,oo & = 1, then the empirical measure of
v(HME) converges almost surely and in expectation to

R%p@)ngi (2)dx (40)

as M — oo. and therefore

lim LR [Zf o) = [ oo (@) fe)is

M—oo M Ri

as long as f : R — R is a bounded continuous function.

Definition 7. Define the classical position 0(i, M, k) of the k-th particle under v(>M=€) by

6(i, M, k) = inf {x‘ /: R%p(x)dx - %} (1<k<M) (41)

Lemma 7. Suppose v»M:€) is defined as @BT). For any € > 0, there exist constants My > 0 and
C € (0,0.01) such that if 1 <i<gq, g < C/10, M > My and | — 1| < M~1*<0 then

(4,M,&) c

PV @k € [1, M] such that |ag — 0(i, M, k)| > M5+ (min(k, M +1—k))"/%) < e

Proof. This lemma is a direct application of Corollary Bl To see this, let
1
Vi(z) = 7 [V(@) - 2/\ In |z —ylp(y)dy].

By the property of convolution we have:
o Vi€ CO(R);
o > fzj p(y) In |z —y|dy can be analytically extended either to C\(—oo, B;] or to C\[A4,, +00).

So by the definition of k, V; can be analytically extended to {z € C|dist(z,[4;, B;]) < 30x}.
According to Hypothesis[I]

B;
Wi -2 [ 2w -y
_ : Bi p(y) :
= Vi(t) — 2 29 In|t —y|d f A;, By,
e, B0 g VO =200 Gl = yldy] - if 2 € [4i, B
- (1) —2 [Pre@ - - B.
> L N Vi(t) =2 [, B2 |t —yldy] if z € [A; — 2k, B; + 25]\[Ai, Bil.

Let:
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1. p(x) = C12? with the coefficient C; > 0 large enough such that for every x € R:
B, B;
“ p(y) . " py)
-2 —~In|z —y|d Vi(t) — 2 —~ In|t — y|dy|;
p(z) /A 7, —yldy> i (Vi) /A 7, it~ yldy]

2. ¢(x) : R — [0,1] be a smooth function such that ¢(z) = 1if z € [A; — &, B; + k] and ¢(z) =
if v & [A; — 2k, B; + 2k];

3. Ulx) = ¢(x)Vi(x) + (1 = ¢(x))p(x).
According to the construction, U(x) satisfies the following conditions.

e U(x) € C*(R) and 1\1r{11nf | > 2
T |—00

o U(x) =V(x) for z € [A; — k, B; + Kl;

o inf U'(x) > —o0;

z€R
[ ]
, — i _ 9 (Bi py) : ..
U(@—z/& ) gy | SR OO 2 ] e € A B
4, R >Itréinlé1 [U(t) —2fA:%‘z)ln|t—y|dy} if x € R\[4;, B;].

Use Corollary B with
o Vo(z) =U(x), [a,b] = 0i(k) = [Ai — 5, Bi + 5], [e,d] = [Ai, Bi], cxn =& N = M,
o D = {z e C|dist(z, [Ai, B)]) < K},

o ro(x) = ‘T(m) [Tz —A;\/z i| (recall (@)
B

J

o po(w) =ro()y/ (@ — A)(Bi — 2)11a, p,) (2) = Z2 04, 5, (2),

then we complete the proof. O

4 Proof of the main theorem
Recall that n, = 77;(€N) is defined in ) and 0(i, M, k) is defined in (I]).

Lemma 8. Let a € (0, min; Bi) be an arbitrarily small constant. Suppose ¢y € (0,1). There exists
a constant No > 0 such that if

(l) N > Ny,
(i1) ki,..., kq are positive integers with kv +---+kq = N,
(iii) |kj — NRj| < N° for1<j<gq,

then for any i in {1,...,q} we have
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1. [(Rl—i—---—i—Ri_l—i—a)N, (Rl-i-—l—Rl—Oé)N] C [k1+"'+ki—1+2LRikiukl+"'+ki_2LRiki]
2. [k1+'"+ki—1+2LRikiakl+"'+ki_2LRiki] C [(R1+-"—I—Ri_l—l—%)N,(Rl-i-'-'+Ri—%)N]
3. |% — 1 <k M2 foralls € {1,...,q}

4o |me = 0, ki, B)| S ONTIFer . Wk € [k + -+ kioy + g%ki b+ - + ki — 55kl
5. e —0(1, k1, k)| < ON—8+e . k23 Yk € [1,aN]
6. |k — 0(q, kg, k— (k1 + -+ kg1))| SCN-3ter (N +1—-k)2/3 Vke[(1l—a)N,N]
where k ==k — (k14 -+ ki—1) and C > 0 is a constant.
Proof. The first three conclusions are trivial. According to the second conclusion, if
e N > Ny and (ii), (iii) are satisfied
o ke [k1+---+kl-,1+QLRki,k1+---+ki—QLRikZ—]
then both n and 0(i, k;, k) are in [A; + €1, B; — €1] for some small constant ¢; > 0. In this case, let

= min p(z) > 0 and we have
z€[Ai+er1,B;—e€1]

_ 0(i,k; k) (i,ki,k) Nk
-0t Bi < | [ L] = | [ Eoerae— [* L pwras

4 Nk A; i
E 1,k
=I5 E(N _(R1+"'+Ri71))’
k(NR; — k;) 1

NRi — ki) + -+ (NRi_1 — ki_1)] ’

Lo 4\
NR k - NR;,_1 — ki_ < _N I4er 2N 14+cy
NR (INBy =kl -+ ] ! 1|)_Ri =R,

<
= NR, +

so |k — 0(i, ki, k)| < iN_lJrcl and we proved the fourth conclusion.

By definition we have [{* p(t)dt = % and fjfl’kl’k) p(t)/Radt = . Since o < Ry /2, there exist
constants My > 0, My >0 and No > 0 such that if N > Ny, k € [1,aN] and (ii), (iii) are satisfied,
then

Mz\/t— Al > p(t) > M/t — Al, YVt € [Al,max(nkﬁ(l,kl,k))]

and thus
[ ]
0(1,k1,k) 0(1,k1,k) NR ENe
Ml‘/ \/t—Aldt‘ < ‘/ p(t)dt‘ = ‘ L 1‘ < (42)
Mk Nk N Nkl
[ ]
k Nk Nk 2M-
— = / p(t)dt < M2/ V= Avdt = 22 (g, — Ay)%? (43)
N Ja, A 3



k 0(1,k1,k) M 0(1,k1,k) M.
— :/ p(t)/Rydt < =2 Vi— Ajdt = Z=2(0(1, ky, k) — A1)Y2 (44)
Ay Ry Ja, 3Ry

According to {3) and @), if N > Ny and k € [1, aN], then

3 ko,
_ S (2 N2/3

2Msy K

3R ko 3 Ky
AM; N

1601, k1, k) — A1] > (

and therefore

0(1,k1,k) k
’ / N Aldt’ > |0(1, k1, k) — m|/min(ir, 0L, ki, k) — A1 > |01, k1, k) — me] - (N)l/3 o
Nk
(45)

where Cy > 0 is a constant. By {@2) and {3)), if N > Ny and k € [1,aN], then

1k 0(1,k1,k)
10(1, k1, k) — | < C—(N) 1/3‘/ Vit — Aldt‘
1 Mk
1 k

<L 1 kN© 1 k.45 kN
Ci'N

-1/3 < - v
) < () :
My Nk CiM,"N NR;N/2

So the fifth conclusion is proved. The sixth conclusion can be proved in the same way as the fifth
one, or by changing the potential V(z) — V(—z). O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem[2l Suppose o > 0 and € > 0 are as in Theorem[2l Without
loss of generality, suppose € € (0,0.01).

According to Lemma [7] there exist constants My > 0 and ¢y € (0,0.01) such that if 1 < i < g,
€0 < co/10, M > My and |€ — 1| < M~+€0 then

(M) aM _ o Yy 1y o
P (3k € [2maXRi’(1 2maXRi)M] sit. |z — 06, My k)| > M~ 72) < exp(—M) (46)
and
(i,M,8) alM Q@
P Jdkell,——— l——— )M, M
< €l 70.9minRi]U[( O.9minRi>  M]

€

such that |z — (i, M, k)| > M~5%% . (min(k, M +1 — k))é> < exp(—M®) (47)

Set €, = min(355¢0, 1o5€) < 0.0001. Using the notation Qu(-) defined in Corollary [Tt

Qnle,) = {:1: c zgm]m{jm € oi(k)} — NR;| < N™ V1< i< q}.
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Lemma 9. Suppose En is a Borel subset of YN). If there exist 71 > 0 and Ny > 0 such that
Prr(En N Qn(es)) < exp(—N) when N > Nip, then there exist 7o > 0 and Ny > 0 such that
PH(En) < exp(—N™) for N > Ns.

Proof. By Corollary [Tl there are constants C; > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ng, then
Pre (Q (e,)%) < exp(—N). (48)

According to Proposition [Tl there exist constants Cy > 0, Ng > 0 such that if N > Ny, then
Pre(Exn N Qn(es)) < exp(—N©2) and

Pt (Ex NEMV)) < exp(—N©2) + exp(—N). (49)
Notice that
PH(Ey) < PH(Exy N X)) 4 PH(EEN\ ), (50)

According to Lemma [T} there exist constants C3 > 0, Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny, then
PHEMN\EM) < exp(~C3N) (51)
On the other hand, by Lemma [4],
PH(Ex NS = PHEWMPH (Ey NS < PR (Ey N DY), (52)

K K

According to (@), (50), 1), (B2), the lemma is proved.

Suppose Ay is a Borel subset of EEN), then

o (AN N QN(G*)) _ fEiN) eXp(_NBHT(lU))]]-ANﬂQN(e*)(:’E)d{E _ ki+-+ky=N

fzgzv) exp(—NBH,(z))dx > Q(kr,... ky)
ki4-+kq=N
(53)
where
QU k) = o Y(k1,...,kq)exp ( - NBHT(:C))dx,
(Ax) Json T(k, ... kg) exp ( - NBHT(‘I))]]‘ANQQN(E*)(I)CZI
Ftyokq = (54)
Qoo iky)
and
J——
Y(ki,..., kq) = H [ H ﬂgl(n)(xj)]- (55)
I=1 Lj=ki+-+ki_1+1

Remark 8. We learnt the idea of considering the g-tuple (k1,...,kq) from Section 8 of [57].
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From the definition of H,., we see that in the integral of Q, ... x,) the particles in different cuts
don’t have intersection. Thus the integral can be written as a product of integrals over domains
with lower dimensions, i.e.,

— oW () B 2
Q(kl """ kq) B Q(k1;~~'7kq) o Q(Zlv“')kq) ’ exp(_§N E ) (56)
where
(@)
Q(klx"'vkq)
NB &
— _ " _ _ _ B
_/gi’%')(i) exp( 5 Z (x5) 2/0\01 In|z; —ylp(y)dy )ul:[ULru xy|Pdxy -

and E,(@n)(i) ={(z1,...,zp)|lz1 <+ <@y, € 04(k),V1 < j < n} as defined in [@BE). It is easy to
see that the value of QEZ)I k) is independent of k1, ..., ki—1,Kkir1,...,kq.

.....

4.1 Rigidity in the bulk

Fix 1 <ip < gq. We make the convention that

o for (ki,...,ky) € N9 satisfying ky +--- + kg = N, let k = k — (k1 + --- + ki,_1) and
kip ={k1+-+kip1+1,... ki +- -+ ki }

N —
o for (z1,...,2n) € RV, let & = (Tpy4thsy 1415+ s Thytoothsg )

Set
A/N(’LO) = {I € EgN)Ek € [(R1 4+ Ry —I—Oz)N, (R1 +- 4+ Ry, — a)N] s.t. |{Ek —’I7k| > N71+E}

According to Lemma [0 to prove the first conclusion of Theorem 2] we only need to show that
PHr (Al (i0) N Qv (ex)) is exponentially small. Writting P#r (A (ip) N 2y (ex)) in the form of (G3),

to control the factor q)(AN(Zoz)

consider the identity:

in each term in the numerator of the right hand side of (B3]), we

T(klv"'vk )nA’ (ZO)QQN(E*)(‘I) =1 (57)
where T(kl, ooy kg) ds deﬁned in (BA). If (B7) does not hold, then the integrand in the numerator

vvvvvv

i—th cut and

1. for 1 < j < g we have |[k; — NR;| < N

2. there exists k € [(R1+ -+ Riy—1 +@)N, (R1 + -+ R;, — a)N] such that |z) —ng| > N71Te.
By Lemmal8] if N > Ny and (E7) is true, then there exist k € [ky +- - + kjo—1 + ﬁkim ki4---+

ki, — ﬁkio] and a constant C; > 0 such that

. 1. . € —14e€ 1 —1+e -1
|$k_9(207ki07k)|2|xk_77k|_|77k_9(207 %09 )|>N t ClN 1+*>§N 1+ >ki0 "
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therefore

(Kig) -

- q14le
7 € Qn(io) = {y € S (i) |3k € [ kiy, kig — =iy S.t. |y — 0(io, kiy, k) > Ky T2}
2R, 2R, 0

10

and (according to the definition of @;C?N ) r, and (66))

(Aly (i0))
(bkl,z.v..,]gq
oo, )exp[—%ﬁ > (Vizg) =2 [, 1n|:vj—y|p(y)dy)] [I |zu—2"lg, (@) II dz;
w o Lo j€kig © iy j€ki,
< ) —
Q k. k)
(i0,kig  NRi /kig)  ~ .
=Pv T Qe ().

which implies

Giokig NRi JRic) = .
k kq=N Q(k1)~~'7kq) P oo (QN(ZO))
+.4.+ S
\ki—lNRi\S(ZZVE*,Vi

PHr (Al (ig) N Oy (ex)) < (see (B3).

Z Q(klx"'vkq)

ki+-tkg=N
This together with (@Gl and the third conclusion of Lemma [§] tell us
P (Al (io) N Qv (€,) < exp(—ki®) < exp(—N“/%) if N > No
where ¢g > 0 is the same as in ([48). Notice that x depends only on V. Using Lemma [0 we complete

the proof of the first conclusion of Theorem

4.2 Rigidity near the extreme edges
We prove the rigidity near the extreme edges in the similar way as for the bulk. Set
A% = {z e 3|3k € [1,aN] such that |z — x| > N—&te. =1/3y,

A= {z € SN |3k € [(1 — a)N, N] such that |z — n| > N"3T¢(N + 1 — k)~ 1/3}.

Similarly, to prove the second conclusion of Theorem[2 we only need to show that P#~ (A% NQy (e4))
and PHr (A N Qv (ey)) are exponentially small.
Similarly as above, if

T(klv---vkq)ﬂAx,ﬁQN(e*)(x) =1 (58)

then obviously for N > Ny we have k; € (0.99NR;,1.01NR;) (V1 < i < g), thus there exists
2= 0Lk, )] = e = il = e — 01k, k)| = N3 Fek1/0 = N e 22 g SR,

Here C5 > 0 is a constant and we used Lemma [8l Therefore if N > Ny then

27



kit +kg=N
|kij—NR;|<N€x Vi

P (A 0 O (e.) <

> Qkr ... kg
ki+-+kq=N
(1,k1.NR1/k1) 241,
Qy kg PV (3k €1, ol st fop — O(1, ki, k)| > Ky °7 2k 1/3)
k4 thkg=N
|ki—NR;|<N€* Vi
<
Qky,. kg
kit Fhg=N

Notice that €, is a constant. Using 7)), we have that if N > Ny

P (AN N Q) < exp(—kf°) < exp(~N*/2) (59)
where c¢g > 0 is the same as in (@7). Similarly we can prove that (59) is true if we replace A%, by
AR

So for N > Ny,

P (QN(E*) N {x e M3k € [1,aN]U[(1 — a)N, N] s.t. |z — ne| > N—%+61;—1/3})
< 2exp(—N/?).

Notice that x depends only on V. Using Lemma [9 we complete the proof of the second conclusion
of Theorem

5 Concentration for linear eigenvalue statistics: the proof of
Theorem

To prove Theorem [ we need to use the following theorem given by Theorem 2 of [58]. Similar
result is obtained but formulated in a slightly different way in Theorem 1.6 of [16] . Recall that the
support of the equilibrium measure p(t)dt is o = [A1, B1] U... U [Ag, Byl.

Theorem 8 (Theorem 2 of [58]). Suppose 0 < € < 75 221121 (A; — Bi—1). Suppose hy(z) € C(R)
<i<q
and:
o supp(hn) C UL, [A; — & Bi + €]

o sup |20 < 00 forie{0,1,...,6}.
NeN

Then we have

E“[exp (ZhN(:ci) —N/hN(t)p(t)dt)} = e(B=DLi(hw)+BLalhn hn)(] 4 £1)

> e (= 5(Q71A0,A0) + §(A6, IThw]) + (§ — 1)(A0,cv))

(60)
> e (- 2(Q1A0,40) + (5~ 1)(Aver))

where
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o Wy = {(v1,...,vq) € ZUYX ! v; = > 7 {NR;}} where {-} denotes the fractional part:
{z} =z — |z] and |x] is the largest integer no more than x;

e (-,) denotes the inner product in R%;
o |En| < C1N~™0 where C; > 0 and wy > 0 are constants;
e Q is a q X q invertible positive definite matrixz determined by V ;

e I[hy] is a q-dimensional vector and each component is bounded by Ca||hn|lc where Cy > 0
18 a constant;

e the g-dimensional vector cy is determined by V' ;

o AT = (v1 —{NR1},...vq —{NRy}) € RY;

e Li(-) is a linear functional. The map Ly is independent of N and B.

o Lo(-,-) is a bilinear functional. The map Lo is independent of N and (.

Remark 9. [58] provides explicit constructions of L1 and La. See Page 1008-1009 of [58]. But we
only use the two facts: (i) they are linear and bilinear respectively; (ii) they are independent of N
and .

Remark 10. The term

S ew(- g(gflm, AD) + g(Aﬁ,I[hN]) + (g —1)(A,cv)) (61)

on the right hand side of ([60)) is from Theorem 2 of [58], but the corresponding term in Theorem
1.6 of [16] is defined in a different way. As summarized on Page 19 of [43], the term in [16]
corresponding to (G1I)) is

> exp ( g7k R) + (o + ST1hn],B) (62)
kewy,

where T is a (¢ — 1) x (¢— 1) positive definite matriz, Cg v is a (¢ — 1)-dimensional constant vector,
I is a R -valued linear functional and

Wi = {(k1, ..., kg_1)|ki — {NR;} € Z for all i € [1,q — 1]}.
We notice that [G)) is consistent with B2) through

Ty = B(Qy' +Qu — Q' — Q) Gie{la—1}) (63)
ki = {NR:} —vi, (Cv)i = (5 = Dl(ev)q — (ev)] and (I[hn])i = (I1hn])q — (I[An))i. The matriz

given by [63) is positive definite because: (i) Q= is positive definite because Q is positive definite;
(ii) for any (x1,...,04-1) € RI7L:

q—1 q—1
(l‘l, e ,Jiq_l)T(l‘l, . ,Jiq_l)T = ﬁ . (l‘l, .. .,:vq_l, —in)Q_l(xl, .. .,:vq_l, —Z,Ti)T.
i=1 =1
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Lemma 10. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem[8 are true. Then the following results hold.
1. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that

> e (= 5(Q71A0,A0) + §(A6 IThw]) + (§ — 1)(A0,cv))
(v1,..,v9)EWN < eCS(H‘HhNHio)_

Y exp ( — 8(Q1Aw, Av) + (£ - 1)(A1‘;,cv))

(64)
2. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
|La(hn, )| < Cy - || By |2 (65)

3. Suppose there exists an constant € € (0,€) such that each hy can be analytically extended to
O :={z € C|dist(z,0) < €'}. Then

(8 =2)Li(hn)| < Cs - sup lh ()] (66)

where Cs > 0 is a constant.

Proof. 1. To prove (64]), we notice that £~ is positive definite since £ is positive definite. So
—g(Q_l,T,,T) < —C}||z|]3 (for all z € RY) for some constant C] > 0. Since the components
of I'lhn] is bounded by ||hn|lco multiplied by a constant (see Theorem []), we have that

D10 0, 80) + S (80, 1)) + (5 1)(80,ev) < ~CLIADIS + C1 MBI oe +1)

where C4 > 0 is a constant. This together with the fact that Wy C Z? imply that the
numerator on the left hand side of (64]) is bounded above by

> exp (= CHIATE+ ol Av]a(lAxllw + 1)

< TT X exp (= G102 + Gyl oo + DIAD)). (67

q
1=1v;EZ

Since (A?); = v; — {NR;}, we see that |(AD);] < |v;| + 1 and that if |v;| > 2 then |(AD);| >
|v;| =1 > |vs|/2. So there exists a constant C§ > 0 such that if |v;] > C4(||hn]|eo + 1), then

~ ~ Cy
— GOV + Ol oo + DIAD)] < ~ o0 1 (e + 1)1+ i)
/
<~ D2 4 20y (oo + Dl < ~Cpoi /5. (68)

Therefore the right hand side of (67) is bounded above by
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q

11 ( 3 Ol oo +1)I(AD)] 3 e—civ?/5)

=1 v; €Z and v; €Z and

[v; |<C(IIh N loo+1) [vi|>C5 (IIh N lloo+1)
q
<T1 ( 3 O llot DAHC (AN o4 1) 4§ e—civ?/S) (since [(AD);| < [vs]+1)
i=1 v; €Z and v, €L

Jvi | <CL(lh N lloo+1)

< (CiOHINIZ)  (69)

for some constant Cj > 0. Here we used the fact that ) e~C1vi/5 is a constant in the last
inequality. Since Y./, NR; = N, we see that >.7_ {NR;} =0, so (0,...,0) € Wy and the
denominator on the left hand side of (64]) is bounded below by

exp ( - gijz_l{NRi}{NRj}Qi_jl + ;(1 - g){NRi}(CV)i)
> exp ( - g - q? .1?2X|Qi_j1| —q(1+ g)m;fix |(cv)l|) (70)

The right ahnd side of (0] is a constant. By (67), ([69) and (70) we complete the proof of
the (G4]).

. Now we prove (65)). Notice that Lo is an N-independent map, so in order to prove (63 we
only need to prove it for an N-independent test function. Suppose f(x) is an N-independent
smooth function such that supp(f) C U!_;[A; — €, B; + €]. By (60) and (64)),

B [exp (3 f@) - N [ f(plt)at)] < ei(s) (71)

where ¢ (f) > 0 is an N-independent but f-dependent quantity.

By Bolzano-Weierstrass’ Theorem we can find a subsequence Ny, No, ... of 1,2,... such that
u; := limg oo { N R; } exists for each i € {1,...,¢q}. Then as k — oo, along this subsequence
we have
N
lim E* [exp (Z Flas) — Ny / f(t)p(t)dt)} _ (B2 Li(H+BLa(.1)
k— o0 P

where = p(Ng), (v —a) = (v1 —u1,...,vq3 —uq) and (v1,...,v4) TUNS OVEr

a a
K, :={(v1,...,v9) € Z‘ﬂZvi = Zul}
i=1 i=1
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Replacing f(z) by tf(z) we see that the Laplace transform of Z L f(@i) — Ny [ ()
converges to the Laplace transform of X¢ + Y; where X; and Yy are independent random
variables such that

Xp~ N ((2= B)L1(). 28La( 1. 1) (73)
Yy = (w5, 2 1) (74)

exp (= 2(Q @ 1), (5 — ) + (4~ )((7~),er))

P(w =) = 3 5 Yo € K.
> exp(—g(Q‘l(ﬁ—ﬁ),(ﬁ—@)H(g—1)((6—ﬂ),cv))
/DEKH/
So Z 1 f(xi) — Ni [ f(t)p(t)dt converges in distribution to Xy + Y} as k — oo.

We remark that the convergence along the subsequence was first observed by Pastur [54]. The
method of studying the convergence along the subsequence was also used in [8] and [16]. The
distributions of X; and Y} are described in [I6]. A good survey of this topic can be found in
Section 4.1 of [43].

Lemma 11.

Ny
Jim Var(Z; F(a:) — Ny / 10 dt = Var(X; +Y7)

Proof. Let ay, = E | f(@i) = Ny [ f(t)p(t)dt. In the following part of the proof of Lemma
[[1l when we consider IE“ [a function of ak] or P#[an event about ax] we mean p = pu(Ny). For

any y > 0, by (1)),
Pl (ak > y) < e VEP[e™] < (e, (75)
Using (1) with f replaced by —f we have
Phar < —y) =P (—ar > y) < e VEl[e™ ] < c1(f)e V. (76)

By ([Z5) and (76),
BV (o] = 4 / TP (au] > y)dy < 8er(f) / " e vdy = 48er(f). (77)
0 0

In (T7) we used the fact that if W >0 and p > 0 then E[W?] = p [~ y?~'P(W > y)dy. See,
for example, Lemma 2.2.13 of [29]. Since ar — Xy + Y7 in distribution as k — oo, according
to the Skorokhod’s Theorem, there exist random variables by, bs,...and b all defined on a
same probability space such that

e b — b almost surely as k — oo;

o by has the same distribution as aj and b has the same distribution as Xy 4 Y.
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By ([77), we have E[b}] < 48¢;(f). So for an arbitrarily large M > 0 we have:

3
1

E[[bk| 1 5 ar] < (E[B2]) T (P(Jbk] > M)
< (48c1(f)) 7 (B(|bk] > M)

3
1

Bl

— (48c1(f)) 1 (P(|p] > M))T as k — oo,

and

EbiLy 5] < \/EBHP(0} > M)
< V/48ci(f)y/P(b2 > M) — /48c1(f)/P(b2 > M) ask — o

and they imply that both {b;} and {b7} are uniformly integrable. This together with the fact
that b, — b almost surely yield:

lim E[by] = E[b] and Jim E[b7] = E[b?]. (78)

k—o0

Since by has the same distribution as ax and b has the same distribution as Xy + Yy, (78]
must be true with by replaced by ay and b replaced by X + Y. So the proof of Lemma [IT]
is complete. O

To prove (63), we use the fact that Lo(f, f) is independent of 5 (see Theorem [R]). Let 8 = 2,
then

Xy~ N(0,4L2(f, f))
It is well know that when g = 2 we have
A . 102
Var( 3 £ = N [ Fe)ple)ar) < € supl ') (79)

where C' > 0 is a constant. This result can be found in Page 7-8 of [54]. Since X; and Y} are
independent, we have by Lemma [[1] and (79):

4Ls(f, f) = Var(Xy) < Var(X; +Yy)

= Jim Var( 3 f(e) = N [ f0p(00de) < Csup 7 (o)

k—o00 z€eR

So (6H) is proved.

. Now we prove (66). Similarly as above, we only need to prove (G0)) for an N-independent test
function since L; is an N-independent functional. Suppose g(z) is an N-independent smooth
function such that

e supp(g) C UL, [Ai — €, Bi +¢f;
e g(x) can be analytically extended to O = {z € C|dist(z,0) < €'}.
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Similarly as above, choose the subsequence Ny, N, ... such that u; := limg_, o { NR;} exists
for 1 < i < q. Then as k — oo, Zivzkl g(xi) — Ni [ g(t)p(t)dt converges in distribution
to Xy + Y, where X, and Y, are independent random variables and their distributions are
defined by (73) and () with f replaced by g.

According to Proposition 5.2 and (8.19) of [16] with s = —it, there exists a function Wl{o} &)
such that

° Wl{o} (&) is determined by V and is analytic on C\o;

e the mean value of X is

§ smalow©) (50)

2mi

where the integral is along the contours U{_, C; and each C; is contained by O and encloses

By 0), |(8 — 2)L1(g)|, i.e., the absolute value of the mean value of X, is bounded by
sup |g(z)| multiplied by a constant. This yields (G6).
z€0

O

Remark 11. We used results from [16] to prove (66l). The Hypothesis 1.2 and Hypothesis 1.3 in
[16] are automatically satisfied for our model because the potential V' is analytic and is independent
of N.

Proof of Theorem[B. Suppose 0 < € < & ,min

<i<q

such that: (i) p(z) = 1 if dist(z,0) < €/2; (ii) p(x) = 0 if dist(z,0) > € (iii) ¢(z) € [0,1] for all
z e R

Let gn(x) = hn(x)p(z). So by (B, there are constants Ny > 0 and Cf > 0 such that if N > Ny

then

(A; — Bi—1). Suppose p(z) is a smooth function

N
P (| Y o) = N [ hv(pte)a] > N
i=1
= P#(’ .ZN:QN(”) - N/QN(t)p(t)dt] > N“’l) e (Eli such that dist(z;,0) > 6/2)

N
<2(| Yante) - N [ (el > N ) 4GV (1)
i=1

Choose €' € (0,¢/2) small enough such that
O :={z € C|dist(z,0) < €'} C O. (82)

By our assumption hy can be analytically extended to O’. According the construction of gy, it
can be analytically extended in the same way as hy to O’'. Moreover,

lgn (2)| = |hn(2)] < Cy forall z€ O and N > 1
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199 (2 7| < O max, 1hP e <Ch-C, forallzeR,0<i<6and N >1

where C} is a constant.
Using Theorem 8 and Lemma [IT0 for g :

(zgml - [ awptorit > N) < N [ oo

< e exp (s - sup Jon(2)] + 8- Callgiv %) (1 + Cn) exp (51 + o %))
z€O’

<e —NY1 C Cb+ﬁC4C2 Cb (1 4 O ) 03 1+C2 Cb) < eféNwl (83)

when N > Ny. The constants C7, C3, Cy and Cs are defined in Theorem [§ and Lemma [[0l Using
Theorem [§ and Lemma [I0lin the same way for —gx we have:

(ZQN x;) N/gN t)dt < N““)

_]P’“< ZgN Z;) N/ —gn(t dt>Nw1)_ — N (84)

for N > Ny. Using ([BI), (83) and (&4]) we complete the proof. O
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