arXiv:1809.04138v3 [math.PR] 22 Jan 2019

LARGE DEVIATIONS AND LOCALIZATION OF THE
MICROCANONICAL ENSEMBLES GIVEN BY MULTIPLE
CONSTRAINTS

KYEONGSIK NAM

ABSTRACT. We develop a unified theory to analyze the microcanonical ensembles with
several constraints given by unbounded observables. Several interesting phenomena that
do not occur in the single constraint case can happen under the multiple constraints case.
We systematically analyze the detailed structures of such microcanonical ensembles in two
orthogonal directions using the theory of large deviations. First of all, we establish the
equivalence of ensembles result, which exhibits an interesting phase transition phenome-
non. Secondly, we study the localization and delocalization phenomena by obtaining large
deviation results for the joint law of empirical distributions and the maximum component.
Some concrete examples for which the theory applies will be given as well.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. There are several notions of the statistical ensembles describing the me-
chanical system. For instance, a canonical ensemble represents the possible states in the
equilibrium with a heat reservoir at a fixed temperature, whereas a microcanonical ensem-
ble represents the states having a specified total energy. The Gibbs’ principle, which is also
called the principle of equivalence of ensembles, states that in the infinite volume limit, the
microcanonical ensemble converges to the canonical ensemble with a certain temperature.
The theory of large deviations has provided an elegant way to describe the equivalence of
ensembles results. We refer to [32] for a monograph about Gibbs measures and equilibrium
statistical mechanics.

The theory of microcanonical ensembles with a single constraint has been well-established.
In the simplest case when the single constraint is given by

P(X1) + -+ + ¢(Xn)

n

—c| <6, 6> 0 small, (1.1)

or more generally under the presence of an interacting potential, the classical equivalence of
ensembles result provides a thermodynamic behavior of the microcanonical ensemble (see
for instance [12], 20], 21, 22]). The single constraint (LI]) with the unbounded function ¢ has
a great importance since it naturally arises in the various areas of mathematics and physics.
In particular, the microcanonical distributions given by a single [P-constraint (¢(z) = zP
in (LI)) have been studied extensively due to its wide applications in geometry and PDE
theory. For instance, in [28, [29], the surface measure and cone measure of the (P-sphere
are analyzed, and the annealed, quenched large deviations for the random projection of
[P-spheres are established in [I8]. Also, Barthe et al. [I] provided the probabilistic method
to interpret the volume measure of [P-balls. We refer to [13] 24] 26, [31] [34] for more details
about the [P-spheres.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60D05, 60F10, 82B05, 82B26.
Key words and phrases. Large deviation principle, microcanonical ensemble, equivalence of ensembles, Gibbs
conditioning principle, phase transition, localization.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04138v3

2 KYEONGSIK NAM

Beyond the single constraint, it is natural to consider the microcanonical ensembles given
by several constraints with unbounded observables. One motivation for studying these types
of ensembles comes from the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) on R%:

up = —Au + KlulP . (1.2)

The NLS (L2) can be regarded as the infinite-dimensional Hamiltonian ordinary differential
equation with the Hamiltonian H given by
K

1
H(u) :/§|Vu|2 o

Since H is conserved under the Hamiltonian flow, formally speaking, the Gibbs measure of

|u|PTL, (1.3)

the form

exp (— BH (u))dP(u)
for the fictitious Lebesgue measure dP on the space of functions would be the invariant
measure under NLS flow according to the Liouville’s theorem. This can be made rigorous
when the underlying space is T¢ and the notion of Gaussian free field is introduced. It has
been shown that the Gibbs measures of the type

exp </<;ﬁ /Td \uyp“dx) dQ(u) (1.4)

(dQ denotes the Gaussian free field on T¢) exist for the certain values of d and p (see [2] 3]
5, 28] for details). The concept of Gibbs measure has played a crucial role in understanding
the qualitative properties of certain solutions to NLS. For instance, invariance of the Gibbs
measure ([L4]) and the probabilistic well-posedness have been established for a large class of
equations. We refer to [11], 33, [40] for more details in this direction.

Another way to understand the qualitative behaviors of a solution to NLS is to consider
the microcanonical ensembles. Note that not only the Hamiltonian H defined in (L3)) is
conserved under the NLS flow (L2]), the mass

Ma) = [ Juf (15)

is also conserved. Motivated by this, the natural invariant measures of NLS (L.2)), considered
first by Chatterjee [7], are the conditional distributions of the fictitious Lebesgue measure
on the space of functions on the set:

IM(u) —m| <06, |H(u)—FE|<d, d>0small

This can be made rigorous once the underlying space R? is discretized into the grids with
size h. More precisely, for V,, = {0,1,--- ,n—1}? and the mass and Hamiltonian defined by

he u(x) — u(y) rkh?
Myl = 1Y @), Hiaw =5 >[S00 S ()
eV, z,YyEVn,xrvy p zeV,

‘ 2

(x ~ y means that x and y are adjacent), the constraint is defined by
Cshm = {u € CY| My (u) —m| <8, |Hp,(u) — E| <6} (1.6)

Now, let us consider the uniform distribution on the set (I.6]). This microcanonical ensemble
has an advantage over the Gibbs measures of the form (L)) in the sense that it can be defined
for general values of d and p.

A solution to the defocusing NLS (k = 1 in ([L2])) exhibits the dispersive behavior like
the linear Schrodinger equation. On the other hand, in the case of focusing NLS (k = —1 in
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(I2), the existence of a ground state soliton @, demonstrates that the dispersion may not
happen. Note that at the mass-subcritical regime (1 <p <1+ %), the ground state soliton
is a unique minimizer (up to the spatial and phase translation) of the variational problem:

The soliton resolution conjecture claims that in the mass-subcritical regime, for the generic
initial conditions, a solution to the focusing NLS gets closer to a soliton. In [7], Chat-
terjee established the statistical version of the soliton resolution conjecture by studying a
thermodynamic limit of the microcanonical ensemble of type (LG). He showed that when
E(m) < E, if the discrete function fs,, is selected randomly according to the uniform
distribution on the set Cs p, ,, in (L8]), and fé,h,n is denoted by its continuum extension, then
for 2 < ¢ < 0o and any € > 0,

lim lim sup lim sup P(LY(f5 4., Qm) > €) = 0. (1.7)

h—=0 §50 n—ooo
Here, L9(u,v) := infq g ||u(-) — ev(- + ﬁ)Hq In other words, a typical function f5j, of
the microcanonical ensemble (L6 approximates the ground state soliton in a certain sense.
This interesting result demonstrates that understanding the structures of the microcanonical
ensembles with multiple constraints can lead to study qualitative and statistical properties
of a solution to the corresponding PDE (L2)). We refer to [39] for a monograph on the
general dispersive PDE theory and the soliton resolution conjecture.

The remarkable aspect of the statement (7)) is that although the energy of a typical
function fsp,, converges to E, the energy of a ground state soliton @, is E(m) which is
strictly less than F. This may look a contradiction, but it is plausible since the L? norm is
too weak to control the Hamiltonian (I3]). Roughly speaking, (7)) implies that a typical
function fs , can be decomposed into fél’h,n and f62,h,n such that fél,h,n has a negligible L>°
norm but possesses a strictly positive energy, whereas f52 hn 18 close to the ground state
soliton @, and has an energy close to E(m) (see [7] for de‘éa’ils). This striking phenomenon
essentially arises from the fact that the microcanonical ensemble (LG) has several constraints
with unbounded observables (the mass (5] corresponds to the I2-type constraint x +— z2,
and the Hamiltonian (I3)) involves the gradient term and a polynomial z + zPT1).

In order to exemplify the above phenomenon more concretely, let us first consider the
microcanonical ensembles given by two constraints:

2 p (X)) + - 4 di(X,)
Nt

n

—ai' §5}, 0 > 0 small, (1.8)

with bounded and continuous ¢;’s. Here, the reference measure on the configuration space
Q = (0,00)" is given by P := A®N for a probability measure A on (0,00), and X; : Q —
(0,00) is a projection onto the i-th coordinate. The classical Gibbs’ principle asserts that as
n — oo followed by § — 0, the law of X; converges to the distribution dA\* = %e“¢1+5¢2d)\
for some «, 8 satisfying [ ¢;d\* = a;, i = 1,2.

However, unlike the microcanonical ensembles (L8] with bounded ¢;’s, several interesting
phenomena can happen when ¢;’s are unbounded observables. For instance, when the
)N, consider the uniform distribution on the set
{¢1(X1) ot a(Xn) 1} N {¢2(X1) ot da(Xn) b} (1.9)

n n

configuration space is (0, 0o
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with unbounded functions ¢;(z) = # for i = 1,2. Chatterjee [J] established the convergence
of the finite marginal distributions of the microcanonical ensemble ([L9). When 1 < b < 2, as
n — 0o, the law of X converges weakly to the G p-distribution, where G is a probability
distribution on (0, 00) of the form %em*s”ﬁdm satisfying

/xdGLb =1, /xzdal,b =b.

On the other hand, when b > 2, as n — oo, the law of X; converges weakly to A* := exp(1)
distribution. The striking fact is that the expectation of ¢ under A*, which is equal to 2,
is strictly less than b. In other words, in a thermodynamic limit, the discrepancy b —2 > 0
occurs in the second constraint. This is what happens in the microcanonical ensemble
(L6). Roughly speaking, exp(1) distribution plays the role of the ground state soliton @,
in (7). In fact, like the microcanonical ensemble (LO), in a thermodynamic limit of (L9

when b > 2, some localized site 1 < i < n would possess a strictly positive I>-mass x—nf and a
negligible I'-mass ~ due to the existence of a discrepancy b— 2 corresponding to the second
constraint (see [9] for details). The example (L9) shows that the microcanonical ensembles
with several unbounded constraints behave qualitatively differently from the microcanonical
ensembles (L&) with bounded observables ¢;’s.

As mentioned earlier, it is crucial to understand the microcanonical ensembles with sev-
eral constraints, particularly given by unbounded observables such as (I.6), since they have
wide applications in geometry and PDE theory as well as statistical mechanics. However, to
the author’s knowledge, no systematic and unified methods to analyze such microcanonical
ensembles have been developed yet. In this paper, we develop a new and unified theory to
study the detailed structures of such microcanonical distributions in two orthogonal direc-
tions. Remarkably, these types of microcanonical ensembles turn out to behave differently
from the single constraint case or the multiple constraints case given by bounded observables.

1.2. Previous works and our contributions. A theory of equivalence between the mi-
crocanonical ensemble given by a single constraint and the grand canonical ensemble is quite
classical and has been studied extensively. See for example [12, 27] for a bounded inter-
acting potential case and [20] 21| 22] for a possibly unbounded interacting potential case.
Beyond these classical cases, a specific kind of the microcanonical ensembles given by several
constraints with unbounded observables (see (LL6) and (L9) is studied in [7, O], but the
methods used in there are ad hoc and finer structures of the microcanonical ensembles are
far from being well-understood. The first main contribution of our work is to establish the
equivalence of ensembles result for general microcanonical ensembles given by several con-
straints with unbounded observables. This result is new even for the simplest case such as
under the absence of interacting potentials, and surprisingly such microcanonical ensembles
behave differently from the single constraint case.

In order to illustrate this, let us consider the microcanonical ensemble given by the single
constraint: consider the uniform distribution on the set

{ P(X1) +--- + d(Xn)

n
The mazimum entropy principle asserts that as n — oo followed by 6 — 0, the law of
X1 converges to the probability measure \* maximizing the differential entropy h(u) over

—el < 5}, § > 0 small. (1.10)

the constraint [ ¢dp = ¢ (see Proposition 1] for details). The analogous equivalence of
ensembles result is known for the general Hamiltonian with possibly unbounded interacting
potentials (see for example [22] Theorem 3.3|).
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However, in the case of multiple constraints:

5 (X)) + -+ di(Xn)
N{l

. gé}, §> 0 small, k> 2, (1.11)
with unbounded functions ¢;’s, an interesting phenomenon occurs: some of the k constraints
(CII) may become extraneous in a thermodynamic limit of the microcanonical ensembles.
More precisely, under the uniform distribution on the set (ILII]), then as n — oo followed
by § — 0, the limit distribution of X; may be irrelevant to one of the multiple constraints
(see Theorem 2] and 23] for details). In other words, as mentioned in the microcanonical
ensemble case ([L9), the limit distribution A* of X7 may not satisfy [ ¢;d\* = a; for some
i, which is a striking difference from the single constraint case. We systematically analyze
this interesting phenomenon in the first part of the paper as an application of the large
deviation theory.

Another remarkable qualitative difference from the single constraint case is the local-
ization phenomenon, which provides the information that complements the equivalence of
ensembles result (see Section [ for the explanations). Under the single constraint (LI0])
with an unbounded function ¢, it is not hard to check that localization does not happen
(see Proposition for a precise statement). However, when the microcanonical ensemble
is given by multiple constraints (LII)) with unbounded ¢;’s, as mentioned in the exam-
ple (L9), a strictly positive mass can be concentrated on some sites (see Theorem [2.7] for
details). In the second part of the paper, we systemically study the localization and delo-
calization phenomena of the microcanonical ensembles using the theory of large deviations.
In particular, we derive a large deviation principle for the joint law of empirical distribu-
tions and the maximum component, which reveals a detailed structure of the corresponding
microcanonical ensemble.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
state the main theorems and provide their interpretations. In Section Bl we obtain the large
deviation results for the joint law of empirical distributions and several empirical means, and
then precisely characterize the limit of finite marginal distributions of the microcanonical
ensembles. In Section @l we study the localization and delocalization phenomena of the
microcanonical ensembles with multiple constraints. In Section [l some concrete examples
of the microcanonical distributions for which the theory applies will be covered.
Throughout the paper, for a Polish space S, let us denote B by the Borel o-field on &
and Cy(S) by the set of bounded continuous functions on S. Let us define M(S) as the set
of finite regular Borel measures on S, and M;(S) as the subspace of probability measures.
Given the set of bounded continuous functions {gx} that determine the weak convergence

on M;(S), we define a metric d on M;(S) by

d(p,v) = i m [/Sgkd,u - /Sgkdy] (1.12)

k=1
for two probability measures p,v. Note that the weak topology on M;(S) coincides with
the topology given by the metric d. Throughout this paper, we assume that M;(S) is
equipped with the weak topology. Also, f denotes the subdifferential of the function f,
and we simplify the integral fooo fto[f.
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2. MAIN RESULTS

Consider the configuration space Q = (0, 00)", and let us denote X; : Q — (0, 00) by the
projection onto the i-th coordinate. Assume that the functions ¢1,- -+ , ¢x (k > 2) satisfying
the following Assumption [l are given.

Assumption 1. Functions ¢1,- - , ¢ (k > 2) satisfy

(C1) For each 1 <i < k, ¢; : (0,00) — (0,00) is O, increasing, and lim, o, ¢;(z) = oco.
(C2) For each 1 <i <k and any ¢ > 0, [;* e~idr < .

(C3) There exists k > 1 such that ¢f < ¢;;1 foreach 1 <i <k —1.

(C4) There exists C, M > 0 such that z > C = £ ¢;(2)™™ < ¢}(z) < Ce;(x)™ for each i.

Conditions (C1) and (C2) imply that ¢;’s are unbounded and grows not slowly at infinity.
Condition (C3) means that for each index i, ¢;11 grows faster than ¢; at infinity. A technical
assumption (C4) will be used to prove Lemma [A ] later. It is not hard to see that a large
class of functions ¢;’s satisfy the Assumption [[l For instance, a large class of polynomials
with strictly increasing degrees, which is of our main interest due to its wide applications
in geometry and PDEs as explained in the introduction, satisfy the Assumption Il In
particular, the constraint that Chatterjee considered in [9] corresponds to the case ¢;1(x) = x
and ¢o(z) = 22.

For each 1 < i < k, define the empirical means

gi . Gi(X1) -+ 6i(Xy)
n - n ’

and then consider the following constraints for each § > 0:
Cp = Niy{|S), — ai < 6}

We are interested in the infinite volume behavior of the uniform distribution on the con-
straint C? as the gap & converges to zero. Since the Lebesgue measure is not a probability
measure, we define a reference measure P to be P := A*N on Q = (0,00)", where ) is a
probability measure on (0, 00) defined by

1
A= Ee_‘md:c (2.1)

(Z is a normalizing constant). The motivation to choose such reference measure is that
it is a probability measure and once conditioned on the constraint C?, it behaves like
the uniform distribution as § — 0. In fact, the conditional distribution of any reference
measure (4 eP1?1 Pk 2 )®N on the constraint CJ approximates the uniform distribution
in a certain sense as & — 0. We refer to Remark for the detailed explanations.

Now, let us consider the following microcanonical distribution:

P((le e, Xn) € ‘ Cz) (2'2)

We develop a unifying method to systematically analyze the detailed behaviors of (22]) as
n — oo followed by § — 0.

Note that for certain values of (ai,--- ,aj), the conditional distribution (2.2 may not
be well-defined since the constraint C? may be an empty set for small 6 > 0. In order
to avoid this problem, we define the admissible set in the following way: let us denote

A1 C (0,00)+1 by

Ap = int{(vl, o upe1) € (0,00) %Y | 3 e My (RY) such that h(p) # —oo,
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/¢1d#:1}1,"' a/¢k—1dﬂzvk—1,/¢kdﬂ< OO}-

Here, h(u) is the differential entropy of the probability measure u € Mj(R™), defined by

W) = {_f—’ilog Edr  p < de,

00 otherwise.
For each (v1,--- ,vk_1) € Ay, define
e vpy) = inf d‘h /d_, / dp =
g1(v1 Up—1) Meﬂlﬁ o /¢k plh(p) # —oo, | ¢rdp = v Gr—1dp = vj_ 1}

Finally, the admissible set A is defined by

-’4 = {(/Ula"' ,vk—lavk”(vl,'” avk‘—l) S Alavk‘ > gl(vla"' avk‘—l)}'

Also, we assume that a map g; : A; — R is continuous, which implies that A is an open set.
Throughout this paper, we only consider the case (aj,--- ,ar) € A so that the constraint
Cg is a non-empty set, and thus the microcanonical distribution is well-defined (see Remark
[B.7 for the explanations).

We first characterize the law to which the finite marginal distribution P((Xy,---,X;) €
1|C%) weakly converges as n — oo followed by § — 0.

Theorem 2.1. Let \* be the (unique) mazximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over the
set

{M € Mi(RT) ‘ /¢1du =ay, - ,/¢k1d/~6 = ak17/¢kdﬂ < ak}- (2.3)
Then, for any fixed positive integer j,
lim lim P((Xy, -, X;) €] CO) = (\*)¥. (2.4)

6—0n—o0

Remark 2.2. When each function ¢; is bounded and continuous, as a simple application
of the maximum entropy principle, one can deduce that the limiting law A* in (24) is a
(unique) maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over the set

{M € Mi(RT) /¢1du =ay,- /¢k 1dp = ag— 17/¢kdﬂ = ak (2.5)

In fact, according to the maximum entropy principle, the limiting distribution A* in (2.4])
is a (unique) minimizer of the relative entropy H(-|\) over the set (2.5)). Thus, using the
identity: for p < dz,

H(pulA) = /10g(3—§)du: /log(;l—g)dwr/log(j—i)du

= —h(p) +/¢1du +C=—h(p) +a1 +C,

it follows that A\* is a (unique) maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over the set (2.3).

On the other hand, when the macroscopic observables ¢;’s are unbounded, the classical
maximum entropy principle is not applicable since the map p — [ ¢;dp may not be contin-
uous. Theorem 2] claims that the last condition [ ¢rdp = aj in the set (23] is enlarged
to the condition [ ¢pdp < aj. This implies that for certain values of ay,- - ,ap_1, the
last constraint |S¥ — aj| < § may be irrelevant to the limiting law of the finite marginal
distribution of (2.2]). In other words, unlike the case when ¢;’s are bounded continuous, the
limiting law A* may not satisfy | ¢rd\* = a;. This phenomenon is precisely described in
Theorem [2.3] which is about the equivalence of ensembles result.
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It turns out that as in Remark 22 the structure of a set (23] in Theorem 2.1 is also
different from the case when the microcanonical distribution is given by a single constraint.
In fact, in the case of single constraint (LI0) under the reference measure (%e*‘bdaﬂ)@N
(assume that a unbounded function ¢ satisfies the conditions (C1) and (C2) in Assumption
), A* in Theorem 2] is given by

A* = argmax {h(,u) ‘ /gbd,u < c} = argmax {h(,u) ‘ /gbd,u = c}
pneMi(RT) neEM(RT)

(see Section 5.l and the identity (5.5)). In other words, even when ¢ is unbounded, the

limiting distribution \* satisfies [ ¢pd\* = c. We refer to [21], 22| for the similar equivalence

of ensembles result for more general Hamiltonian with superstable interaction.

On the other hand, as mentioned before, in the case of multiple constraints with un-
bounded ¢;’s satisfying Assumption [ the expectation of ¢ under the limiting distribution
A* may not be equal to ai. Also, the expectation of ¢;’s (1 < i < k — 1) under the limiting
distribution A\* is always equal to a;. This is because the unbounded function ¢ controls
other functions, and the main reason behind this phenomenon is illustrated in Theorem B.3

Now, let us precisely characterize a unique maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over
the set (Z3]). In order to accomplish this, we need the following definition:

Definition 1. Define the logarithmic moment generating function:

H(p1, - ,pr) ::1og/epl¢1+'“+pk¢de. (2.6)
Let us denote m and my by the projections 7(vy, -+ ,vk_1,v%) = (v1, -+ ,vk_1) and
mo(v1, -+ ,Vk—_1,V) = k. Then, define S; C A; by a collection of (vq,--- ,vk_1)’s such
that there exist p1,--- ,pr_1 satisfying

(7}17"' 7/Uk71) S Wl(aH(plf" 7pk7170))' (27)

For (vy,--+,vx_1) € 81, choose a unique (p1,- -+ ,pr_1) satisfying (Z7) (see Remark B.I0]
for the explanations), and then define a function gs : S§ — R by

g2(v1, -+ ,vp—1) = inf{m(0H (p1,- - , pr—1,0))}. (2.8)
Finally, define Sy := A; N SY.

Now, one can precisely characterize the distribution A* in Theorem 2] using the notions
in Definition [l It exhibits an interesting phase transition phenomenon:

Theorem 2.3. Fiz any positive integer j. Then,

lim lim P((X, -, X)) € - | €)= (\)%,

—0n—oo
where \* is characterized as follows: when (a1, -+ ,ap_1) € S1 and ap > go(ay, -+ ,ax_1),
A\ = lepl(leF“'ﬂka—ld)k—ldx
Z
for p1, -+ ,pr—1 satisfying [ ¢id\* = a; for1 <i<k—1.
On the other hand, either in the case of
(i) (a1, -+ ,ap_1) € Sy or
(it) (a1, ,ap—1) € S1 and ap, < g2(a1,--- ,ak—1),
A = lepl¢1+“'+l7k—l¢k—l+pk¢kdx
Z
for p1,-++ ,pr—1,pr satisfying pr < 0 and [ ¢;d\* = a; for 1 <i <k.
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According to the Gibbs’ principle, if each ¢; is bounded continuous, then the limiting
law is of the form A* = %ep1¢1+"'+pk¢kdx satisfying [ ¢;d\* = q; for all 1 <4 < k. Also,
when the microcanonical ensemble is given by a single constraint (LI0), even when ¢ is
not bounded, one can prove a similar result (see Proposition [.I). However, when the
constraints are given by several unbounded observables satisfying Assumption [I, Theorem
2.3] demonstrates that one of the constraints may not contribute to the limiting distribution
A*. We refer to Section and for some concrete examples.

Theorem also shows that the interesting phase transition phenomenon happens in
the equivalence of ensembles viewpoint. Indeed, when (aj,- - ,ax_1) € S and ap >
ga(ay, -+ ,ap_1), the k-th constraint Sk = ap becomes extraneous for a limit of the finite
marginal distributions of the microcanonical ensembles. Since A\* in Theorem [2.3] satisfies
[ opdX* = ga(as,- -+ ,ar—1) (see Lemma [3.I1]), it is plausible to guess that the discrepancy
ar — ga(ay, -+ ,ai_1) corresponding to the k-th constraint gets concentrated on some sites.
We will rigorously elaborate on this point in Theorem 2.7

On the other hand, when (a1, - ,ax_1) € S and ap < go(ay, -+ ,ax_1), in the equiv-
alence of ensembles viewpoint Theorem [2.3] the microcanonical distributions (2.2) behave
in a standard way. In other words, as in the case when ¢;’s are bounded, the limiting dis-
tribution \* satisfies [ ¢;d\* = a; for all 1 < i < k. From this, we can infer that no huge
amount of the quantity can be concentrated on some sites (see Theorem for the precise
statement), unlike the case ap > ga(ai, -+ ,ar—1). Another interesting point of Theorem
2.3 is the case when (aq, - ,ax_1) € So: unlike the case (a1, - ,ap_1) € S1, whatever ay,
is, the limiting distribution \* satisfies | ¢;d\* = q; for all 1 <4 < k. This key difference
of the sets S; and Sy follows from Lemma B.171

Although Theorem 2.3 provides the equivalence of ensembles result and explains the
interesting phase transition phenomenon, it does not capture the localization phenomenon.
In order to illustrate this, assume for a moment that in a thermodynamic limit, a huge

amount of the quantity gets concentrated on a single site. It is obvious that the probability
1
n
converges to zero as n — 00, this localization phenomenon is not reflected in the statement:

lim lim P(X; € - | C%) = \*.

6—0n—o0

that this localized site is the first coordinate of the configuration space is equal to % Since

Therefore, the localization and delocalization phenomena can provide the supplementary
information about the microcanonical ensembles. We study this phenomenon by obtaining
a large deviation result for the maximum component. In fact, we can analyze much finer
structures of (2.2) by establishing a large deviation result for the joint law of empirical

Pr(X5)

distributions L,, := %(5)(1 +---+0x,) and the maximum component M,, := maxj<;i<p e

under the microcanonical distribution (2.2]).

Theorem 2.4. For any Borel set A in M1(R") x RT,

1
— (Mizr)leon 7 (p, ) < lim inf lim inf — log P((Ln, M) € A°|C?)

1 -
< limsup limsup = log P((L,, M,) € A|C?) < — inf J™%(y, 2),
=0 n—oo N (u,2)€A

with the rate function J™% (u,z) given by
Jmax(M’ Z)
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00 otherwise.

:{—h(ﬂ) —K(a1, - ,ar) if [drdp=as,---, [ dp_1dp = ag_1, [ dpdp < ap — z,

Here, K(ay,--- ,ax) is defined by

K(ay, -+ ,ax) = _ inf {— () ‘/¢1dﬂz ap, - ,/¢k—1dM = ak—l,/¢kdu < ak}-

pEM; (RT)

Theorem [2.4] provides fine structures of the microcanonical ensembles since it offers the

limit behaviors of the joint law of empirical distributions and the maximum component. In

particular, one can systematically analyze the localization and delocalization phenomena of

the microcanonical ensembles using the large deviation result Theorem 2.4l First, one can
prove the following delocalization result:

Theorem 2.5. Fix any € > 0. Then, either in the case of

(1) (a1, - ,ap—1) € Sa or
(ii)(ar, - sag—1) € S1 and ay < go(ar, -+ ,ax-1),
1
lim sup lim sup = log P(M,, > ¢ | C2) < 0. (2.9)

§—0 n—oo T

In particular, localization does not happen in the sense that

. . S
%%JEEOP(M" <el|Cp)=1. (2.10)
On the other hand, in the case of (a1, -+ ,ax—1) € S1 and ap > ga(ay, -+ ,ax_1), we have

the upper tail estimate for the maximum component:

1
lim sup lim sup = log P(M,, > ay, — g2(ay,--- ,ap_1) + € | C%) < 0. (2.11)
n

6—0 n—00

In particular, the mazimum component cannot be too large in the sense that

lim sup lim sup P(M,, < aj, — g2(ay,--- ,ap_1) +€ | C3) = 1.
6—0 n—o0
Theorem claims that for certain values of (a1,--- ,ag) (condition (i) or (ii) in Theo-
rem [2.5)), delocalization happens in the sense that (2.I0) holds. On the other hand, when
(a1, ,ak—1) € 81 and ap > ga(ay, -+ ,ar_1), as we predicted before, it is plausible to ex-
pect that the localization phenomenon happens. Since Theorem provides the upper tail
estimate (ZI1]) for the maximum component, if we have an analogous lower tail estimate:

1
lim sup lim sup = log P(M,, < aj, — g2(ay,--- ,ap_1) — € | C°) <0, (2.12)
n

0—0 n—00
then we can deduce that M,, approximates to ax — g2(ay, -+ ,ap_1) as n — oo followed by
0 — 0, which implies the localization phenomenon. Unfortunately, using the large deviation
result Theorem [2:4] one can check that (ZI2)) is false in general: indeed,
1
lim lim —logP(M, < ax — g2(a1, - ,ap_1) —e | C2) =0 (2.13)

§—0n—oon
(see Section for the explanations). Therefore, in order to obtain the lower tail estimate
of type (ZI2]), we need to scale down the scaling factor n. Remarkably, it turns out that
unlike the upper tail estimate (2.I7]) or the delocalization estimate (2.9), the correct scaling
factor in (2.12) highly depends on the detailed structures of the functions ¢;’s:

1
lim sup lim sup —— log P(M,, < aj, — ga(a1, -+ ,ax_1) —€ | C%) <0, (2.14)
50  nooo g(n)
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for some function g heavily relying on ¢;’s. Also, since the scaling factor g(n) grows slowly
than n, unlike the estimate (2.9) or (Z.I1]), the left hand side of the lower tail estimate (2.14])
is sensitive to the particular choice of the reference measure of the form
1
= P11t it g, ) ON
(2e ")
due to the following Remark

Remark 2.6. We have developed theories under the particular reference measure P = \®N
with A given by (2.]) since it is a probability measure and once conditioned on the constraint
C? it behaves like the uniform distribution, which is of our main interest. In order to explain
this rigorously, let us consider the probability measure v on (0, 00) given by

1
U= Eepl¢l+"'+pk¢kdx. (2.15)
Then, one can check that for any n € N, § > 0, and Borel set A in (RT)",
_ Leb(ANCY) Leb(ANCY)
n(|prl+-+lpe)0 222N ) @0 A0 < 2Pl lpR)0 22 ) 216
° Leb(cay =V G se Leb(C9) (2.16)
Thus, for any probability measure v of the form (2.13]),
1 1
lim sup lim sup— log v*N(A|C%) = lim sup lim sup — log(Leb)®N(A4|C?), (2.17)
§—0 n—oo T §5—~0 n—oo T

and

1 1
. . . . - RN 5 _ T . . . - QN 1)
h%n 161f hgn mfn log v*" (A|CY) hgn 151f hgn inf - log(Leb)“™ (A|CY).

This implies that Theorem 2.4l and 2.5 hold under general reference measures of type (2.15]),
particularly under the uniform distribution which is of our main interest. Also, the limiting
law of the finite marginal distributions of (2.2]) are identical under any reference measures
of type (2Z.I3)) (see Remark [3.9]).

On the other hand, the lower tail estimate of type (2.14]) depends on the particular choice
of the reference measure (ZI5). This is because the scaling factor g(n) in ([ZI4]) grows
slower than n at infinity. In fact, if we switch the reference measure from (v1)®"N to (v5)®N
for vy and vy of the form (ZI%), then the cost arising from this change is O(e“™) in the

sense that for some constant C,
e "V (AICy) < vPT(AIC)) < UM (AICS).

Since the scaling factor g(n) grows slowly than n at infinity, for any fixed 6 > 0,

1
Cné) = 00.

i~y log(e

This implies that the left hand side of the lower tail estimate (2.I4]) is sensitive to the
particular choice of the reference measure of the form (2.15]).

Now, let us study the localization phenomenon by establishing the lower tail estimate
(214)). Since we have already proved in Theorem that localization does not happen
when (aj, -+ ,ar_1) € Sz, we only consider the case (a1, - ,ax_1) € S1. Then, one can
choose a (unique) probability measure v on (0,00) of the form

v = %ep1¢>1+"'+pk71¢k71dx (2.18)
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(Z is a normalizing constant) satisfying

/¢1dV =ay,- ,/¢k—1d7/ = ap_1

(see Lemma B.IT] for the explanations). Note that ¥ = A*, which is the limiting distribution
in Theorem 2.3 when ay, > ga(ai, -+ ,ar_1), satisfies this condition. Let us denote 1 < m <
k — 1 by the largest index such that p,, # 0. As explained in Remark 28] the lower tail
estimate (Z.I4) depends on the particular choice of the reference measure of form (2.I3]),
and we will establish it under the reference measure Q := v®N,

The reason why we consider such reference measure to establish the lower tail estimate
([2.14]) is as follows. For the probability measure u of the form (2.I8]), let us denote I* by the
(weak) large deviation rate function for the sequence (S}, ---,S¥) under u®N. Then, when

(a1, -+ ,ax—1) € S and ax > go(aq, -+ ,ax_1), due to the estimate (ZI3]) and Remark 2.0]
M®N(Cg) — e_nlu(alv"'7‘1k)+7’1(n7(5)’

UM, < ap = galar, -+ ap1) — e N Cp) = e o ar)ira(nd)

for r1(n, d), ra(n, d) satisfying limg_,o limy, 0 @ = 0fori = 1,2. In order to establish the

lower tail estimate of type (2.14]), we need to analyze the lower order terms r1(n,d), r2(n, d)
since the scaling factor g(n) grows slowly than n. Since the standard large deviation result
does not reveal the finer behavior of r1(n,d) and r9(n,d), in order to capture this detailed
structure we choose a probability measure p such that I*(aq,--- ,ax) = 0. Since the proba-
bility measure v chosen above satisfies [ ¢pdv = ga(aq, -+ ,ax_1) (see Lemma[3TI]), accord-
ing to the law of large numbers and the estimate (AJ)) in Lemma [A1] I"(ay,- - ,ax) =0
whenever ay > go(ay, - ,ax_1).

As mentioned before, unlike the upper tail estimate (2.I1]) or the delocalization estimate
([29)), the scaling factor in the lower tail estimate (2.14]) heavily relies on the structures of
functions ¢;’s in a complicated way. Roughly speaking, for a large class of functions ¢;’s
satisfying some technical conditions, the lower tail estimate (214 holds with the scaling
factor g(n) := (¢m o ¢ *)(n). We prove this in the particular case when g(n) grows as n”
(0 < v < 1) for the following two reasons: first of all, we try to keep arguments as simple as
possible in order to separate the key ideas of the proof from technical details. Secondly, when
¢;’s are polynomials, which is of our main interest due to its broad applications in geometry
and PDE theory, g(n) ~ n” for some 0 < v < 1. The following theorem provides the lower
tail estimate for the maximum component, and describes the localization phenomenon:

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (a1, ,ax—1) € S1 and ap > ga(ay, -+ ,ak_1). Assume fur-
ther that there exist 0 < 1, -+ ,vk—1 < 1 such that for each 1 <i <k —1,
o1
lim (20% )@ (2.19)
T—00 xVi

If the reference measure Q and the index m are chosen as above, then for any € > 0,
1
lim sup lim sup —— —log Q(My, < a — g2(a1, -+ ,ak-1) — €| %) < 0. (2.20)
6—0 n—o0

In particular, localization happens in the sense that for any € > 0,

lim lim Q(|M;, — (ax — ga(a1, - ,ax—1))| < €| Cg) = L. (2.21)

0—+0n—ro0
Since the scaling factor in the lower tail estimate (2.20) grows slowly than n, we need a
completely different approach from the standard large deviation theory to prove the estimate
(220). In order to accomplish this, we partially adapt the method used in [9]. As mentioned
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before, following the proof of Theorem 2.7l one can check that for a large class of functions
¢;’s satisfying some technical assumptions, the lower tail estimate (Z.20) with the scaling
factor g(n) := (¢m o ¢;')(n) holds as well.

It is important to note that Theorem and Theorem 2.7 provide a complete picture of
the localization and delocalization phenomena of the microcanonical ensembles with multiple
constraints. In fact, let us assume that (ai,--- ,ar—1) € S1, and take the corresponding
reference measure Q as in Theorem 27 If a; > ga(ai, -+ ,ar—1), then the localization
happens in the sense of ([2.2]]), and the delocalization happens at all of the other sites (see
Theorem for details). On the other hand, if ap < ga(ai,--- ,ar—1), then localization
phenomenon does not happen according to Theorem and Remark 26l Note that as
mentioned before, when (aq, -+ ,ax_1) € S2, whatever ay, is, localization phenomenon does
not occur (see Theorem 2.5)).

It is also crucial to note that when the localization happens, the maximum component M,
behaves differently in the upper tail and lower tail regime. In fact, the upper tail estimate
is universal in the sense that the estimate (ZI1]) holds with the scaling factor n for any
functions ¢;’s satisfying Assumption [Il On the other hand, the lower tail estimate (220 is
not universal in the sense that the scaling factor heavily relies on the structures of functions
¢i’s. In the case when the localization does not happen (condition (i) or (ii) in Theorem
[2.5), the delocalization estimate (2.9)) is universal.

3. LARGE DEVIATIONS AND EQUIVALENCE OF ENSEMBLES RESULTS

In this section, we characterize the limit distribution to which the finite marginal distribu-
tion of (Z.2]) converges. As explained in Section 2] it exhibits a phase transition phenomenon.
In Section Bl we briefly review the theory of large deviations and the classical equivalence
of ensembles result. In Section and B3l we prove Theorem 2] using a large deviation
theory. In Section B4l we precisely characterize the limit distribution A* in Theorem 2.1
and conclude the proof of Theorem 2.3l Finally, in Section B3 we study a structure of the
large deviation rate function for several empirical means.

3.1. Preliminaries : large deviation principle in statistical mechanics and Gibbs
conditioning principle. The theory of large deviations has played an essential role in
the equilibrium statistical mechanics. The sequence of probability distributions u, on the
Polish space S are said to satisfy the large deviation principle (LDP) with the rate function
I provided that for all Borel sets A,
— inf I(z) < liminf S log 115, (A®) < limsup S log i, (A) < — inf I(x).
rEA° n—oo n n—soo N €A

We say that weak LDP holds when the upper bound

lim sup = log 1, (A) < — inf I(x)
n—oo T €A

holds only for compact sets A. We require the rate function I : & — [0,00] to be lower
semicontinuous. I is said to be a good rate function if the set {z € S|I(z) < ¢} is compact
for any ¢ € R.

Let us consider the classical lattice system on Z. Its configuration space is denoted by
Q) = R%, equipped with the product topology and the corresponding Borel field B. In the
absence of interactions between the particles, a thermodynamic behavior of the empirical
distributions can be described by the Sanov’s large deviation theorem. It states that under
the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) law P = A? for some probability measure
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A on R, the sequence of empirical distributions P(%(dx, + -+ dx,) € -) satisfies the LDP
with the rate function given by relative entropy:

[ %log ddn  p< A,

0 otherwise.

H(p|A) r={

This LDP result has been extended to the general Gibbs measures on d-dimensional under-
lying space Z¢ in the presence of bounded and translation-invariant interaction potentials.
We refer to [6, [14] [17) 19] 20l 30] for the details and [19] B32] for a monograph on Gibbs
measures.

Once we have a large deviation principle for the sequence of probability distributions,
we are able to study asymptotic behaviors of the conditional distributions. This can be
rigorously stated as follows, which is called the Gibbs conditioning principle:

Theorem 3.1. [26, Theorem 7.1 Let P,, be probability distributions on the Polish space S
satisfying the large deviation principle with a good rate function I. Suppose that F' and F,
(e > 0) are closed sets in S such that
(i) I(F) :=inf,cp I(x) < 0o,
(ii) Pp(Fe) > 0 for all n and € > 0,
(iii) F' = NesoFe,
(iv) F C (F.)° for all e > 0.
Define Mg be a collection of x € F that minimize I over the set F. Then, for any open set
G containing M,

lim sup lim sup % log P, (G| Fe) < 0.

e—0 n— 00

If in addition Mp = {xo} is a singleton, then
lim lim P, (-|F:) = 0g,-

e—0n—oo
As an application of the Gibbs conditioning principle, one can deduce the following classi-

cal result in the equilibrium statistical mechanics, which is called the principle of equivalence
of ensembles:

Theorem 3.2. [32 Chapter 5| Let A € M;(S) and ¢ : S — R be a bounded continuous
function. Let us define a := \-ess inf ¢ and b := X-ess sup ¢. For 8 € R, denote g by the
probability measure on S of the form:
1
dug = —e PPdA.
o= ge A

Suppose that {Xy}’s are i.i.d. with marginal A\. Then, for z € (a,b), there exists a unique
B such that

¢(X1) +-- -+ d(Xn)

n

—z

e )=

Here, the inverse temperature 8 is chosen to satisfy

/S ddpg = 2.

It is not hard to check that similar result holds under the several constraints (LI1]) with
bounded and continuous observables ¢;’s. We refer to [12] for the generalized version of
Theorem [3.2] where the constraint is given by the bounded continuous interacting potentials.
See also [2]] for the case when the constraint is given by possibly unbounded interactions.
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3.2. Large deviations for the joint law of empirical distributions and several
empirical means. In this section, we obtain the large deviation results for the joint law of
empirical distributions and several empirical means, which will play a crucial role in proving

Theorem 2.11

Theorem 3.3. Under the reference measure P, the sequence (Ly, Sy, -+, S¥) in My (RT) x
(RH)* satisfies the weak LDP with a rate function J given by

J(M,’Ul,"' 7Uk)
— H(M‘)\) lf f¢1d/’tzvl7"' 7f¢k*1d/j/:vk717f¢kd,u'§vka
%) otherwise.

Proof. We follow the argument in [24]. We apply [10, Theorem 6.1.3] to obtain the weak LDP
for the sequence (L, S}, -+ ,S¥). This sequence is the empirical mean of the i.i.d random
variables (dx,, ¢1(X;), -+, ¢x(X;)) taking values in My (R*) x (RT)*. Let us denote X :=
M(RT) x R¥ which is equipped with the product topology of weak topology on the space
of measures and the standard topology on R¥, and similarly define £ := M (R*) x (RT)*.
It is not hard to check that Assumption 6.1.2 in [10] is satisfied in this setting (see [24]
Lemma 3.2| for explanations in the case of k = 1). Thus, applying [10, Theorem 6.1.3], one
can conclude that under the reference measure P, the sequence (L,,, S}, - -+ , S¥) satisfies the
weak LDP with a rate function J given by

J(M,’Ul,"' ,Uk)
= sup { /fdu +p1v1 + -+ PRUE — log/ef+p1¢1+"'+pk¢kd)\}. (3.1)

It is easy to check that for any function f € Cy(R™), (p1,--- ,pr) satisfies
/ef+p1¢1+---+pk¢>kd)\ < 00

if and only if (p1,- -+, pr) belongs to the set

D= {pp <0} U{pr =0,px—1 <0} U---U{pp =pr_1="---=p3=0,p2 <0}
U{prk=pr-1=--=p3=p2=0,p1 <1} (3.2)

thanks to the Assumption [II Thus, it suffices to take the supremum over the set D in the
expression ([3.1)). For each (p1,--- ,pr) € D, let us define the auxiliary probability measure
v(PLPE) on (0, 00) whose distribution is given by

1

ﬁepld)l‘F""Fpk(bkd)\
7/ (P1,",Pk

(Z (P1,Pk) s a normalizing constant). Using the variation formula for the relative entropy:

H(ulv) :fsgé)b{/fdu—log/efdu},

one can rewrite (3.1) as

J(,U’a/vla T ,Uk;)

= sup {le + o+ prog — log ZPLPE) 4osup (/fd,u - log/efdy(plv'“’pk))}
(p1,+pr)ED fety

= sup prv1 + -+ + prog — log Zp1 k) H(M‘V(Pl,-“,pk))}
(plvvpk)eD



16 KYEONGSIK NAM

=  sup {P1U1 + - prvr + H(p|\) — /(p1¢1 + +Pk¢k)dﬂ}-
(p1,,pK)ED

If we define the set T C M;(R™T) by
T = {M € Ml(R+)‘ /¢1dﬂ = vy, ,/¢k—1du = vk—1,/¢kdu < vk},
then one can easily check that J(u,v1,- - ,vx) = H(u|A) when p € T and oo otherwise. [

Remark 3.4. We present several remarks regarding Theorem B3]
1. If each function ¢;’ is bounded and continuous, then it is obvious that the sequence
(L, SL, -, SF) satisfies the (full) LDP with a rate function J”°"ded defined by

Jbounded(lu’ v, ,Ulc)
_ H(M|)\) if fgbld,u:’l)l,"‘ ,‘/\Qbk;d,u:vk;,
00 otherwise.

Theorem implies that when ¢;’s are unbounded functions satisfying Assumption [ the
rate function J(p,v1,- -+ ,vx) may be finite even when [ ¢rdp # vy, since the weak topology
induced on the space of probability measures is not strong enough to capture the behavior
near the infinity. Note that J(u, vy, -+ ,vx) = oo if [ ¢idp # v; for some 1 <4 < k—1 since
¢ controls other functions ¢, -« , Pp_1.

2. When we consider the pair of empirical distributions and a single empirical mean,
the large deviation result Theorem B3] reads as follows (see [24] Lemma 3.3| in the case
of ¢(z) = zP under the generalized Gaussian distribution): under the reference measure
(£e%dz)®N, the sequence (L, M) satisfies the (full) LDP with a good rate

n
function

00 otherwise.

J (1, v) = {H(M to— [édp i [ édp <v,

3. For any fixed positive integer j, let us define

_ X)) + -+ dil(Xa)

Si o

for each 1 <4 < k. Then, under the reference measure P, the sequence (L, S,Lj, e ,Sﬁfj)
satisfies the weak LDP with the same rate function J defined in Theorem B.3l Indeed, two
sequences (L, SL,---,SF) and (L,, S}L_j, e ,Sﬁ_j) are exponentially equivalent since for
any realization,
. 1 1 . 2]
hmsupd(ﬁ(éx1 +--+0x,), Eme +oe 5)(”)) <limsup =~ =0

n—00 n—oo N

(d denotes the metric (L12)).
4. For the probability measure p < dx satisfying the condition

/¢1du = v, ,/¢k1d/~6 = Uk17/¢kdﬂ < g, (3.3)

the rate function J in Theorem B3] can be written in terms of the differential entropy h(-):
for some constant C,

H(pulA) = /10g(2—§)du: /log(;l—l;)dwr/log(;l—i)du

:—mm+/@w+cz—mm+m+a (3.4)
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In general, if the reference measure A on (0, 00) is given by

A= %ep1¢l+"'+pk¢kdx

for some (py,---,pr) for which the normalizing constant Z is finite, then the sequence
(Lp, Sk, -, SF) under A®N satisfies the weak LDP with the rate function .J given by

J(,U’a/vla T ,Uk;)
_ JH@IN) = pr(ve - [ ordp) i [ordp=wv1,---, [ dp_1dp = vi_1, [ dpdp < vg,
00 otherwise.
For a probability measure u < dz satisfying the condition (3.3)), the rate function J can be
written as
H(p|A) = pr(vr — /¢kdﬂ) = —h(n) _P1/¢1dﬂ - —Pk/¢kdﬂ — pr(vk — /<75de)

= —h(p) —prv1 — -+ — prog + C.

We need the following lemma to ensure the existence and uniqueness of a minimizer of
the relative entropy H(:|\) over the set (Z3)).

Lemma 3.5. The following set is closed, compact, and convex:

T := {M € M1(R+)‘ /¢1du =, 7/¢k1dﬂ kah/(ﬁkdu < Uk}-

Proof. Suppose that u, € 7 and u, — pu. We first show the closedness of T by proving
that u € 7. According to the Portmanteau theorem, [ ¢pdu < vy is obvious. Fix any
1 <4< k-1 and let us show that [ ¢;du = v;. Using Assumption [ and the fact that
| ¢rdpn < v, one can conclude that for any e > 0, there exists M > 0 such that for all n,

/Qsi]l[M,oo)d,un <€

This implies that [ ¢;1 (o arydpn > vi — €. Since p, — pand ;Lo ary € Co(RT), we have

1irfln/¢z‘]1(o,M)dun = /¢i1(o,M)dM-

Therefore, we have [ ®il(oandp > v; — €, and since € is arbitrary, we obtain [ didp > v;.
On the other hand, thanks to the Portmanteau theorem, [ ¢;du < v;. Thus, [ ¢idp = v,
which concludes the closedness of 7.

Compactness of 7 immediately follows from the Prokhorov’s theorem and Assumption
@ Convexity of T is also obvious. O

According to the Sanov’s theorem, the sequence of empirical distributions L, satisfy
the LDP with a rate function H(:|\). Also, due to the generalized version of Cramér’s
theorem (see [10, Theorem 6.1.3]), the sequence (S}, -- -, S¥) satisfies the weak LDP with
a rate function I(vy,---,vg) which is the Legendre transform of the logarithmic moment
generating function:

H(p1, ,px) = log/e”1¢1+"'+p‘“¢kd>\-

Since a map u — [ ¢;dp may not be continuous, the rate function I cannot be directly
obtained from the Sanov’s theorem as a simple application of the standard contraction
principle. However, applying Theorem B3] one can obtain the non-continuous version of
the contraction principle. It reveals the relation between two rate functions H(-|\) and I.
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Proposition 3.6. Under the reference measure P, the sequence (Sk, .- SF) in (RT)* sat-
isfies the weak LDP with a rate function I(vq,--- ,vg) given by

I(vy, - ,v,) = inf {H(M)\) ‘/(ﬁld,u:vl,--- ,/(ﬁk_ld,u:vk_l,/qﬁkd,ugvk}.

pEMy (RF)
(3.5)
Also, I(v1,--+ ,vg) is the Legendre transform of H(p1,--- ,px) defined in (2.0]).
Proof. Let us apply the contraction principle to the projection 7 : (L, S}, - ,Sﬁ) —
(SL ... SF). Since J is not necessarily a good rate function, in order that contraction
principle works, we need to check that for I(vy,--- ,vg) defined in (3.3,
{(vl’ e avk)u(vl’ e ,’Uk) < C} = W({(M’vla t 7vk?)|‘](lu’?v1’ o ,’Uk) < C}) (36)

holds, and that this set is a closed set (see the proof of [I0, Theorem 4.2.1]). Note that since

T = {ne Mi®) /¢1du o, ,/mldu - vkl,/mdu =

is a closed set according to Lemma [B.5] the infimum of H(-|\) is attained over 7 when
I(vy,--- ,v) < oo. This implies that the equality in (B.6]) holds. Also, since the sub-level
set {H(-|\) < ¢} is compact with respect to the weak topology, under the projection 7, the

image of {(u, v1,- -+ ,vg)|J (@, v1, -+ ,vr) < c} is closed. Therefore, the contraction principle
is applicable, and the sequence (S),--- ,S¥) satisfies the weak LDP with a rate function
I(vy, - )= inf  J(u,v1, - ,0),
(01 k) UG k)

which immediately implies (8.5). Also, due to the uniqueness property of the rate function,
the second part of proposition is obvious. ]

Remark 3.7. From the definition of the admissible set, for (aj,--- ,ax) € A,

{N € Mi(RT)|h(p) # —OOa/¢1dM =ay, - ,/¢k—1dﬂ = ak—l,/¢kdﬂ < ak}

is a non-empty set. Thus, according to Proposition B.6] whenever (aq,---,a;) € A,
I(ay, - ,ar) < oo (see the identity ([B4)). This implies that for (aq,---,ax) € A, the
microcanonical distribution P((X1,---,X,) € -|C?) is well-defined since for each & > 0,
1
liminf = log P(C%) > —I(ay,--- ,a;) > —oc.
n—oo n
On the other hand, when a; < g1(ay, -+ ,ar_1), it is obvious that I(ay,--- ,ax) = co.
Now, let us define A* = A\*(aq,-- ,ax) to be a unique minimizer of the relative entropy

H(:|\) over the set

{ne Mm@ /¢1du —ap, ,/mldu - akl,/mdu <}

The existence and uniqueness of a minimizer follows from Lemma [3.5] and the lower semicon-
tinuity, compact sublevel sets, strict convexity properties of the relative entropy functional
H(:|\). Note that A* is also a unique maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) due to the

identity (B3.4).

3.3. Proof of Theorem [2.71l In this section, we conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1l As an
application of the Gibbs conditioning principle, combined with the large deviation result for
the sequence (L, S}, -+, S¥) obtained in Theorem B3] one can prove the following result:



MICROCANONICAL ENSEMBLES WITH MULTIPLE CONSTRAINTS 19

Lemma 3.8. For any open set G contaz’m’ng A¥,

lim sup lim sup — log]P’( nd G|IC) <0

6—0 n—00

Proof. For each 0 < § < min{ay,--- ,ax}, define closed sets F, Fs C M1(RT) x (R*)k by
F = {(Ln,S}“ .. 755)’55 = a1’ e ’Sﬁ — ak}7

Fs={(Lp, S, -, SM|S* € lay —6,a1 +0],--- ,S* € [ap — 6, a, + 9]}

It is obvious that F' = NsgsoFs and F C (Fj)°. Since the infimum of J(p, vy, - ,vx) over
the constraint vy = aq, -+ ,v = ai is attained at (p,vy,- - ,vx) = (A", a1, -+ ,a), and
G x (RT)* is an open neighborhood of (A\*,ay,--- ,ax), according to the Gibbs conditioning

principle Theorem Bﬂl

hmsuphmsup log P(L,, ¢ G|C2)

6—0 n—00

= hmsuphmsup log P((Ly,SE,---,S¥) e G* x R¥|C%) <0
n

6—0 n—oo
Note that even though the rate function J is not necessarily a good rate function, Theorem
B.1is applicable since each Fjs is compact in (RT)*-variable and P(L,, € -) is exponentially
tight. O

As a corollary of the previous lemma, one can finish the proof of Theorem 211

Proof of Theorem [2] . Recall that a unique maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over
the set (2.3) coincides with a unique minimizer of the relative entropy H(-|\) over the same
set (23) (see the identity ([34])). As a consequence of Lemma 3.8 we have
lim lim P(L, € |C%) = 8y-.
0—+0n—o0
According to [35, Proposition 2.2|, this implies that for any fixed positive integer j,
. N e .o *\®]
lim lim P((X3,---, Xj) € |Cp) = (A1)

0

Remark 3.9. Note that according to (2.I7)), Lemma [3.8] also holds under the uniform
distribution on the constraint C%, which is of our main interest. Thus, the result in Theorem
211 holds under the uniform distribution as well.

3.4. Characterization of the maximizer in Theorem [2.1l In this section, we charac-
terize the (unique) maximizer of the differential entropy h(-) over the set ([2.3)). Interestingly,
it turns out that the maximizers have different forms in the case of (a1, - ,arx_1) € S1 and
(a1, ,ak_1) € So. We first analyze the sets S;, Sy and the function g, defined in ([2.8)) in
a more detailed way.

Remark 3.10. For (vq, -+ ,vx_1) € S, there exist unique py,---,pr_1 satisfying (2.7).
This can be verified using the following facts:

(i) if (vy,--+ ,v-1,2) € OH(p1,-*+ yPk—1,0) for some py,--- ,pr_1, then for all z < w,
(v1, -+ ,vp_1,w) € OH(p1, -+ ,Pr—1,0),

(ii) the rate function I is differentiable on A.

Since H(p1,- -+ ,pk—1,pr) = 00 for pp > 0, (i) follows from the definition of the subdifferen-
tial of convex functions. (ii) immediately follows from the essentially strictly convexity of
H and the fact that A C dom([). In fact, the essentially strictly convexity of H implies the
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essentially smoothness of I (see [38, Theorem 26.3|). Since A C dom(I) and A is open, the
essentially smoothness of I implies that [ is differentiable on A.

Suppose that there exist (p1,--- ,pr—1) and (p},--- ,p}_,) satisfying (27). Using the fact
(i), there exists vy such that (vy,--- ,v;) € A and

(vly"' avk‘—lyvk) S 8H(p1, 5pk‘—170)? (/Ula"' 7vk:—1a/vk‘) € aH(p/la )p;g—lao)'

Since H is convex and lower semicontinuous, using the duality of H and I, we have

(p17 e 7pk7170)7 (p/17 e 7p;g—170) S 3[(1}1, o ,’kal,’l)k).
Since I is differentiable on A, (p1,--- ,pr—1) satisfying ([27) is unique.

The following lemma reveals useful properties of the sets Sy, So, and provides a formula
for the function go.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that (vi,--- ,vxk_1) € S1. Then, for p1,--- ,px—1 satisfying 2.71),
1
v, = 7 /¢iepl¢l+"'+pk1¢k1d)\ (3.7)
(Z is a normalizing constant Z = fep1¢1+“'+pk*1¢’k*1d)\) for1<i<k—1 and

1
g2(v1, -+ vp_1) = 7 /¢k6p1¢1+---+pk_1¢k—1d)\_ (3.8)

Suppose that (vy,--+ ,vx—1) € Sa. Then, for any vg such that (vy,--- ,v;) € A, there exist
P1, - 5 Pr such that pr < 0 and

1
v; = E/¢i6p1¢1+“'+pk¢kd)\ (3.9)

(Z is a normalizing constant Z = [ eP191++Prékd)) for 1 <i < k.

Proof. Let us consider the first case (vi,---,vx_1) € S;. By the definition of the set S,
there exist vy and (unique) py,--- , pr_1 satisfying
(v, ,vp—1,v%) € OH(p1,- -+ , pr—1,0). (3.10)

This implies that for any € > 0,
H(pla oy Pk—1, _6) - H(pla oy Pek—1, 0) Z —€Vg.
Dividing this by —e and then sending € — 0T, using Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

1
Z /¢k6p1¢1+"'+pk—1¢k—ld)\ < vp. (3.11)

Here, Z is a normalizing constant Z = fep1¢1+"'+p’f—1¢’f—1d)\. This obviously implies that
forany 1 <i <k,

1
w; = §/¢iepl¢1+”'+p’“1¢’“ld)\ < o0. (3.12)

Using ([B.I0) again, for each 1 < i <k — 1 and for any € > 0, ¢ € R, we have

H(p17"' ,pz‘—i-EC,"' 7pk717_6) _H(p17 yPiy 7pk7170) 2 €ECVU; — €Vk.

This implies that

1
lim — H(p17 ,Pi Fec, - 7pk*17_6) _H(p17 yPis - 7pk7170) > CU; — k. (313)

e—0t €
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Using dominated convergence theorem, let us check that left hand side of (B.13) is equal to
cw; — wg. Indeed, if we denote A, A, (¢ > 0) by

A= 6p1¢1+"'+pi¢i+"'+pk—1¢k—1’ A, = ep1¢1+"'+(pi+EC)¢i+"'+pk—l¢k—l_5¢k,

then the left hand side of (BI3) can be written as

1 Acd\ —1 Ad\ [ Acd) — [ Ad)
i [28 A log [ADY [ A~ [ Ay 11
e—0+ [ AcdX\ — [ AdX €
Note that
A, — A e(cgi—dr) _ 1
lim —lim A- S T A — A
e—0t € e—0t €

If we choose M > 0 such that © > M = c¢;(z) < ¢x(z), then for x > M and € > 0,

4 Y < A - e

Also, if we denote N := supg,<ps [c¢i — dx| < 0o, then for x € (0, M) and 0 < e < 1,

€

‘A.ee(cqﬁi_—jk)_l‘gA(eN_l)_

Note that A(¢y — c¢;) € L'(d)\) due to BIZ), and A € L'(d)\) since (py,--- ,pp_1,0) €
dom(H). Therefore, applying the dominated convergence theorem,

. A — A
lim

e—0t €

d\ = /(C¢i _ ¢k)epl¢l+"'+pk—l¢k—ld)\. (3.15)

Also, since Sup,¢(o,00)(c@i — ¢x) < 00 and A € L'(d)\), as an application of the dominated
convergence theorem, one can deduce that lim,_,o+ [ Acd\ = [ AdA. Thus,

. longed)\ — 1ngAd>\ _ D11+ Dk 1Pk -1 !
T T AN = [ Ay [ / c dA] ' (3.16)

Using (B.14), (315) and (B.I0), one can deduce that the left hand side of ([BI3]) is equal
to cw; — wg, and thus we have cw; — wp > cv; — vg. Since c is arbitrary, we obtain

w; = v;, which implies [87). Also, using the convexity of H, it is easy to check that
(wy,-+ ywg—1,wr) € OH(p1,-++ ,pk—1,0). Since any v for which ([BI0) holds satisfies
(B11)), we obtain (B.8]).

Finally, let us consider the case when (vq,--- ,vp_1) € Sz and (v1,--- ,v_1,0k) € A.
Since (v1,---,vx) € A C int(dom(I)) and I is essentially smooth, I is differentiable at
(v1,--+,vk). If we choose (p1,--- ,pg) € OI(vy,--- ,vx), then by the Legendre duality, we
have (vy,--- ,vx) € OH(p1, -+ ,pg). Since (vy, -+ ,vk_1) € S, px # 0. This in turn implies
that pr < 0 since (p1,--- ,pi) € dom(0H) C dom(H) = D. Thus, H is differentiable at
(p1,- - ,pr), and we immediately obtain (3.9). O

Using Lemma 3.1l one can characterize a (unique) maximizer of the differential entropy

h(-) over the set (2.3):

Proposition 3.12. Assume that \* is a unique mazimizer of h(-) over the set ([2.3)). In the

case of (a1, ,ap—1) € S1 and ar, > g2(a1, -+ ,ak-1),
1
A\ = P11t A PE-10k-1 g 317
Ze x ( )

for p1,-- ,pr—1 satisfying [ ¢;d\* = a; for 1 <i<k—1.
On the other hand, either in the case of
(i) (a1, -+ ,ap_1) € Sz or



22 KYEONGSIK NAM

(it) (a1, ,ap—1) € S1 and ap, < g2(a1,--- ,ar—1),

M\ = %em*'"*pkd’kdx (3.18)

for p1, -+ ,pi satisfying pr, < 0 and [ ¢;d\* = a; for 1 <i < k. In all cases, Z denotes the
normalizing constant.

Proof. Let us first consider the case (a1, - ,ap—1) € S1 and ax > ga(ay, -+ ,ap—1). Ac-
cording to Lemma [B.I1] there exists a probability measure v of the form (B.I7) satisfying
[ pidv =a; for 1 <i<k—1and [¢rdv = g2(ar, - ,ar—1) < ai (recall that d\ is given
by (Z1])). It is easy to check that v is the maximizer of h(-) over the set (Z3)). In fact, for
any probability measure p < dz,

—h(p) = H(ul) + pr / rdpit -+ ppi / r_1du+ C
>piag + -+ pp_1ap_1+ C,

and the equality is attained if and only if p = v.

Let us now consider the other cases, (i) and (ii). In each case, we first show the existence
of a probability measure v of the form (BI8) satisfying [ ¢;dv = a; for 1 <4 < k. In the case
of (i), it is already proved in Lemma B.I1] so we consider the case (ii). For (p1,--- ,px) €
ol(ay,--- ,ax), we have (a1, - ,ar) € OH(p1, -+ ,px) by the Legendre duality. Since aj <
g2(a1, -+ ,ai_1), we have py # 0, which in turn implies pr < 0. This implies that H is
differentiable at (p1,--- ,px), and for 1 < i <k,

a; = 1 /¢i6p1¢>1+---+pk¢kd)\_
Z

Now, as before, one can check that v is the maximizer of h(:) over the set (23). In fact,
since pi < 0, for any probability measure u < dx,

i) = H )+ 1 [ rd e [ ondu+C
> pra1 + -+ prag + C,
and the equality is attained if and only if yp = v. O

Proof of Theorem [2.3. Theorem [2.1] and Proposition immediately conclude the proof.
]

3.5. Structure of the rate function I. In this section, we establish useful proper-
ties of the rate function I. Recall that I is the weak LDP rate function for the se-

quence (S}, ---,S%) under the reference measure P (see Proposition B.6). It turns out
that I(vq,--- ,v) behaves differently when (vq,--- ,v5_1) € &1 and (vy,- -+ ,v5_1) € Sa.
Proposition 3.13. For each (v, -- ,v5_1) € (RT)*=L, the rate function I(vy, -+ ,vp_1,")
is non-increasing. In the case of (vy, -+ ,vk_1) € Sy,

I(vy, - ,vk—1,2) > I(vy, -+ ,Uk_1,W) (3.19)
for all z,w € R satisfying z < w < go(v1, -+ ,vp_1) and (vy,--- ,v_1,w) € A. Also,
I(vy,- -+ ,vk_1,") is constant on the interval [ga(v1,- -+ ,Vk—1),00).

On the other hand, in the case of (vy,--- ,v5_1) € Sa,
I(vy, - yvp—1,2) > I(vy, - 051, W) (3.20)

for all z,w € RT satisfying 2 < w and (vy, - ,vp_1,w) € A.
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Proof. Proof consists of three steps.
Step 1. Non-increasing property on (0, 00): recall the variational formula:

I(vi, -+ ,vg) = sup (pror+--+pror, — H(pr, - 0k)),
(p1,+,pK)ED

with the domain D defined in (82). For each (p1,---,pr) € D, whenever z < w,

p1v1 + -+ pr-1vk-—1 +prz — H(p1, -+, k)
> prvr + o+ pr-1Vk—1 + prw — H(p1, -+, pr).
Thus, I(vy,-- ,v5_1,2) > I(v1, - ,vp_1,w) when z < w.

Step 2. Case (vy,---,v_1) € Sy: if 2 < g1(vy,--+ ,vk_1), then (BI9) is obvious since
I(vy,--+ ,vk_1,2) = oo (see Remark B7). Now, assume that for some gj(vi,- - ,v5_1) <
z<w S 92(1}1, e avk‘—l)a

I(v1, - vg-1,2) = I(v1, - g1, w) < 00,
Since I(vq,- -+ ,vg_1,-) is non-increasing, I(vq,--- ,vx_1,-) is constant on the interval [z, w].
Thus, for any y € (z,w), the subgradient (p1,--- ,px) of I at (vi,--- ,vk_1,y) should satisfy
pr = 0. Since H and I are conjugate to each other,
(v1, -+, vp—1,9) € OH(p1, -+ ,pr—1,0).

This contradicts the definition of go(vy, -+ ,vk_1) since y < go(vy, -+ ,vk—1). Thus, (BI9)
holds for z,w satisfying z < w < ga(v1,- - ,vp—1) and (vy,--+ ,v5_1,w) € A.

Now, let us prove that I(vq,- -+ ,vg_1,-) is constant on the interval [ga(v1,- -+ ,vp_1),00).
Due to the definition of g5 and the fact (i) in Remark BI0] for arbitrary € > 0, we have
(v1,+ ,Vk—1,92(v1, -+ ,vk—1) +€) € IH(p1, -+ ,pk—1,0). This implies that

I(vi, - vk—1,92(v1, s vk—1) +€) + H(p1,- -, pr—1,0)
= (v1, k1,921, 1) +€) - (p1, o0 pe-1,0). (3.21)
Therefore, for any = > 0, using (3.21]),
I(vi, - p—1,92(v1, -+ V1) + )
> (v1, 0y vp-1, 92V, s vp—1) ) - (Prs e pk—1,0) — H(pr, -+, pe—1,0)
= (v, vp—1,92(v1, -+ 1) +€) - (P15 s Pe—1,0) — H(p1,- -+ ,pr—1,0)

=I(v1,-+ ,vp-1,92(v1, -, Vk—1) + €).

Since x > 0 is arbitrary and I(vy,--- ,vk_1,-) is non-increasing, it follows from the above
inequality that I(vy,--- ,vk_1,-) is constant on the interval [ga(v1,- - ,vx—1) +€,00). Since
e > 0 is arbitrary and [ is lower semicontinuous, I(v1,- -+ ,vg_1,-) is constant on the interval
[gZ(Ul, to 7(016*1)7 OO)

Step 3. Case (v, ,v_1) € Sa: if 2 < g1(vy,-++ ,vx_1), then ([B20) is obvious since
I(vy,- -+ ,vk_1,2) = co. Let us assume that for some gy (v1,- - ,v5-1) < 2 < w,

I(vy, - vp—1,2) = I(v1, -+, vp—1,w) < 00.

Then, for any y € (z,w), the subgradient (p1,--- ,pg) of I at (vy,--- ,vx_1,y) should satisfy
pr = 0. Thus, by the Legendre duality, we have

(Ula"' 7vk717y) S aH(ph 7pk7170)7

and this contradicts the definition of Sy. Since we already proved the non-increasing property
of I(vy,-++ ,vg_1,"), proof is concluded. O
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Proposition B.I3] will play a crucial role in analyzing the localization and delocalization
phenomena of the microcanonical ensembles in Section Hl

4. LOCALIZATION AND DELOCALIZATION OF MICROCANONICAL ENSEMBLES

When the microcanonical ensemble is given by a single constraint, localization phenome-
non does not happen in general (see Section [5.I] and Proposition for details). However,
when the microcanonical ensemble is given by multiple constraints, complicated localization
behaviors can happen, as explained in Section 2l In this section, we systematically study
the localization and delocalization phenomena of such ensembles using the theory of large
deviations.

4.1. Large deviations for the joint law of empirical distributions and the maxi-
mum component. Let us define the maximum component M,, by

maxi<i<n ¢r(X;)
n

M, =

The key ingredient that reveals the localization behavior is the large deviation result for
the maximum component M,,. In order to capture the finer behavior of the microcanonical
ensembles, we obtain a large deviation result for the sequence of the joint law (L,,, M,,):

Theorem 4.1. For any Borel set A in M1(R") x RT,

1
—  inf Jmes < liminf liminf = log P((L,,. M,,) € A°|C®
e T ) < B TRt 108 B (L, M) € A°1C2)

1 _
< lim sup limsup = log P((L,,, M,) € A|C?) < — inf J"%(y, 2),
§—0 n—oo T (u,2)€EA

max

with the rate function J"** given by

J{nax(:u?'z) = J(/’Laala"' , Qp—1, G — Z) - I(al,"' ,ak).

Proof. Throughout this proof, we use the notations

0i(Xj41) + - + ¢i(Xn) 1
. n—j » Ln—j 1= nTj(5Xj+1 + o+ 0x,)

for any fixed index j and 1 < ¢ < k. Also, for r > 0 and p € M;(R"), define B(u,r) and
B(u,r) by
B(p,r) = {v € My(@RF)|d(v,p) <r}, Blp,r):={v e Mi(R")ld(v,p) <r}.

Recall that d is a metric defined in (I.I2]) that induces the weak convergence of probability

Si

n—j °

measures.
Step 1. Upper bound large deviations: it is obvious that

¢k(X1))

P((Ln, M) € A|C?) < nP((Ln, € A|c;§). (4.1)

According to the LDP for the sequence (S}, ---,S¥), for each § > 0, we have
.1 s .
— > — e > — ce . .
hgn inf - logP(Cy) > uie(ailflg,ai-ké) I(vy, - ,vk) > —I(a1, - ,ag) (4.2)

Let us define A° by a collection of (u,y) € M1(R*T) x RT for which there exists 2 € RT
satisfying (u,7) € A and |y — (ay — )| < 6. Then, using the condition (C3) in Assumption
[ for sufficiently large n,

X _ .
{(Ln, ‘Mn 1)) € A} NCS = BY =Nk 1{|S) | —a;] <26} N {(Ln,S¥_,) € A%},
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According to the LDP result Theorem B.3] and Remark B.4]

1
limsupg 10g P((Ln, Sp_y -+, Sh_1) € By)

n—o0

< — inf J(p,v1,- -+, vg) (4.3)
(1,vg ) EAS Jv1 €E[ar —28,a1+26],++ vk _1E€[ag—_1—28,a_1+26]

Note that since the sequence {L,} under P is exponentially tight and Hf;ll [a; — 26,a; +

20] x [0, ar + 4] is compact, the weak LDP result Theorem B.3]is applicable. Sending § — 0,
using |10, Lemma 4.1.6],

lim inf J(pyv1, -+ o)
6—0 (Iu,vk)eA‘S,vle[alf&ial +2(ﬂ, ,vk,le[ak,1725,ak,1+25}
= inf J(w,a1, - ,ak_1,a5 — 2). (4.4)
(}L,Uk)EA

Note that although J is not necessarily a good rate function, [10, Lemma 4.1.6] is applicable
since intervals [a; — 26, a; + 20] and [0,ax + J] are compact and the relative entropy has
compact sub-level sets. Therefore, using (£2)), (£3), and (@4,

or(X1)

n

1
lim sup lim sup — log P < (Ln,
n

6—0 n—00

) € A1Ch)

1 X - 1
< lim sup lim sup — log[P’({ (Ln, it 1)) € A} N C’,‘i) — liminf lim inf — log IP’(C;SL)
§—0 n—oo N n —0 n—oo n

< — inf J™*(u,z).

(p,2)EA

This and (4£1)) conclude the proof of upper bound large deviation.
Step 2. Lower bound large deviations: it suffices to show that for any z,e > 0 and open
set U containing arbitrary u € Mq(R™),

1
—Jee (1, 2) < liminf liminf = log P((Ly,, My,) € U X (2 — €, 2 4 €)|C9). (4.5)
6—0 mn—oo N

If [¢pdu > ax — z or [ ¢idp # a; for some 1 < ¢ < k — 1, then (LZ) is obvious since
Ji% (1, z) = oo. Thus, throughout the proof we assume that [ ¢pdu < ap—z and [ ¢;du =
a; for 1 < ¢ < k—1. Since ¢ is bounded from below and continuous, according to the
Portmanteau theorem, there exists rg > 0 such that

d(v,p) < 1o = /¢5de > /gbkd,u - z. (4.6)

Take a positive integer 7 > 2 such that
ar, — jz < /¢kdu <ap—(j -1z,

and denote 0 < w :=ay, — (j — 1)z — [ ¢xdp < z. Also, define two events Eié and E2 by

j—1
. dr(Xi) ) ) or(X;) B B
o= (W e G- oyt g ™ e w-ge+ )

! n n
=1

n

E? .= ﬂ {M<z}.

i=j+1 n
It is obvious that for sufficiently small 6 > 0,
E}N;ﬂEi = M, € (z—¢€,z+¢).



26 KYEONGSIK NAM
Therefore, for the open set U = B(u,r) with r < %2, for sufficiently small § > 0,

hmmf—logIP’((Ln,M )eU X (z—¢,2+€)|C0)

n—oo n
> liminf— logP({L, € U} N E} 5N EL|CY)
> lim 1£f —logP({L, € U}NEL;NE;NCY) — hnmj,ogp ~log P(CY). (4.7)
According to the LDP for the sequence (S},---,S¥) and [10, Lemma 4.1.6],
lim sup lim sup — - log P(C?)

6—0 n—00

< lim sup [ inf I(vy,--- ,vk)] =—I(a1, - ,ax). (4.8)
§—0 vi€la1—d,a1+9],- v €[ag—d,az+9]

Also, it is obvious that
P({L, € UYNELsNE2NCY)
=P{L, €eU}NEL;NC)) —P{L, eUINE} 50 (E2)NCY)

P({L, eU}NEL;NCS) — (n —j)]P’({Ln ceUYNE} 5N {% >z}n Cﬁ).
(4.9)

Let us first estimate the following quantity'

hm 1nf lim inf — logP({L € B(u,m)} N Erlz,é neo).

n—oo N
For sufficiently small § > 0, one can take open sets D2 in (R*)* such that for sufficiently
large n,
k-1

g(ai—g,ari-g) X (/‘ﬁkdﬂ_gv/qﬁkdu-i-g) c D?,

5m{(n]7" Slek )GDfL}:Ei,énga

n— ]7
thanks to the condition (C3) in Assumption [[I Therefore, according to the LDP result
Theorem B.3] for sufficiently small § > 0,

1
liminf —log P({L,, € B(u,7)} N E}U; neo)

n—oo n
>hrgmfﬁlog1@({Ln ; € B(u, )}m nsN{(Sh .-, Sk )ye Dy}
1 k r 5
> hnrggfﬁlogp( n(g) —i—hrglgfﬁlogp(( nejs Sh_jy e Sh_j) € B(,u,§) x DY)
> — inf J(v,v1,-- ,v)
VEB(M7%),(U1,"',Uk)EDéL
> _J(M7a17' o ,ak17/¢kdﬂ) = _H(M’)‘) - —J(,U,,al, 01,0k — Z) (410)

Note that in the fourth line, we used (A)) in Lemma [AT]
Now, let us show that

X,
lim sup lim sup— log[P’({L € B(u,7)YNEL 4N {M >zpn Cg) = —o00. (4.11)
: n

6—0 n—00
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Note that under E! ;N {M > nCe

X ) )
ak+52¢k( 1) + n+¢k( ”1)>(j—l)z+w—§+z:ak—/q§kdu+z—§,
which implies that [ ¢pdu > z — 3. Thus, if [ ¢rdp < z, then E1 5N {qbk(XJH) >2ynC?

is an empty set for sufficiently small 0 > 0, which implies (IEII) Thus from now on we
assume that [ ¢rpdy > z. One can take closed sets F? in (RT)* such that for sufficiently

large n,

k—1
F? < [[lai — 26, a; + 26] x /qﬁkdu—z—i—%]

X.
B {2 >yl s (51
Applying the LDP result Theorem B3] and Remark BZL we have

k 1
—j—=1""" 7Snfj71) an'

lim sup— 10g[P’<{L € B(u, )}ﬂEléﬂ{ J+1)> }HC‘S)

n—oo N
1
< lim sup — log P((Ly,, Srlz—jfla R
n—oo N

< - inf J(v, 01, vg). (4.12)
veB(u,r), (v, v )EFS

szjfl) € B(p,r) x F,f)

Taking a limit 6 — 0, using [10, Lemma 4.1.6],

lim inf J(wyv1,0 08) = inf J(v,aq,- -+, ap_1,vk).
6=0 I/GB(/J,T‘),(Ul,--- 7vk)€Fg I/GB(}L,T),’U;CG[O,I ¢kdlu'7z]

: e .
Since we chose rq satisfying (£.6]) and r < %

B inf J(v,aq,- -+ ,ap_1,v5) = —00.
VGB(H‘7T)7/U1€€[O7I d)kdiu‘iz]

Therefore, sending § — 0 in (£I2)), one can deduce (@II)). Applying (@I and (£I0) to
(£9), we obtain

hmmfhmmf — log]P’({L € B(u,)} NEy sNEL 5N CO) > —J(p,ay,--- ,ar —z). (4.13)

n—o0

Thus, using (IZ:_ZI) (1)), and (m) we finally obtain (4.5) since
hmmfhmlnf — log]P’((Ln, M,) € B(p,7) x (z — €, 2+ €)|C°)

n—oo 1
2 _J(,Ufaaly"' aak‘—laak‘_z) +I(CL1,"' ,(Zk;)
().

Proof of Theorem [27]. Recall that when pu < dx, H(u|A) = —h(u) + [ ¢1dp + C for some
constant C'. Thus, using Proposition and the rate function formula for J in Theorem
B3l one can conclude that

_ {—h(ﬂ) — K(ay, - ,a;) if [¢rdp=a1, -, [ p_1dp = ar_1, [ ¢rdp < ap, — z,

o0 otherwise,
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for

K(ai, - ,a;) = inf {—h ‘/ d:a,---,/ d:a,/ d<a}.
(a1 k) pe AR (1) Prdp = ay Gr—1dp = ag_1, | opdp < ag

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.4 O

4.2. Localization and delocalization. In this section, we study the localization and delo-
calization phenomena using the large deviation result Theorem 2.4l First, we prove Theorem
23 which is about the delocalization result.

Proof of Theorem [21. First, let us consider the case when (a1, -+ ,ax_1) € S1 and ap >
g2(ay, -+ ,ai_1). Applying the LDP result Theorem 1] and Proposition B.0]

1
limsup limsup —log P(My, € [ax — g2(a1,- - ar—1) +, ax]|Cy)

6—0 n—00

S_ inf I(al,“‘,ak_l,ak—Z)+I(a1,“‘,ak)
z€lag—g2(a1,,ap—1)+€,ax]

= — inf I(al,---,ak,l,w)+l(a1,---,ak)<0.
we[0,92(a1, - ,ax—1)—¢€

The last inequality follows from Proposition B.13l
Now, suppose that (i) or (ii) holds. Applying the LDP result Theorem [£.Iland Proposition
again, we have

1
lim sup lim sup — log P(M,, € [e, az]|C?)
n

0—0 n—o0
S_ inf I(al,"',ak_l,ak—Z)+I(a1,“‘,ak)
z€[e,a]
=— inf I(ay, - ,ax_1,w) + I(ay, - ,a;) <O.
we(0,a—e]

The last inequality follows from Proposition B.13]

U
We have shown that when (a1, --- , ay) satisfies (i) or (ii) in Theorem 23] localization does
not happen. We now consider the case when (ay,--+ ,ax_1) € &1 and ap > g2(aq, -+ ,ax_1).

As explained in Section 2] unlike the upper tail estimate (ZI1]) for the maximum component
M,,, the lower tail estimate:

1
lim sup lim sup = log P(M,, < aj, — ga(a1,--- ,ap_1) — €|CS) < 0 (4.14)
n

6—0 n—00

does not hold. In fact, according to the large deviation result Theorem 1] and Proposition

313l we have
1
lim inf lim inf = log P(M,, < az, — ga(a1,- -+ ,ap_1) — €|C?)

6—0 mn—oo N

2_ (aly"'aak—lyak_z)+l(ala"'7ak—1aak‘):0'

in I
z€[0,ar—g2(a1, - ,ax—1)—¢€)
As mentioned in Section 2] unlike the upper tail estimate (Z11]), the correct scaling factor in
the lower tail estimate of type (£14]) highly depends on the structures of functions ¢;’s. We
now prove Theorem 2.7, which is about the lower tail estimate and the localization result.
Since the correct scaling factor grows slowly than n, the proof is completely different from
the standard large deviation arguments we have used so far, and we partially adapt the idea
in [9].

Proof of Theorem [Z7]. We partially follow the argument in [9]. Recall that 1 < m <k —1
is the largest index such that p,, # 0, and it is obvious that p,, < 0. Throughout the
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proof, we define s := ay — g2(a1,--- ,ax—1) and choose a sufficiently small # > 0 such that
Pm + 30 < 0. In order to alleviate the notation, we define v := ~,,. Choose two numbers
0 < a, B < 1 satisfying

1
SA+7+20) <p<L. (4.15)
We first compute the lower bound of

lim mf — log Q(CY).

n—oo N~

It is obvious that

k=1 5 ) . 5
iﬂ1 {|531—1 —a;| < §}ﬂ{|52—1 —golay, - ,ap_1)| < §}ﬂ {|%1) — sl < 5} = C’fr

Since [¢idv = a; for 1 < i < k—1 and [¢rdv = ga(ay, -+ ,ar—1) (see Lemma [BIT]),

according to the law of large numbers,

. o
nh_)rr;()(@( ﬂ {1S:_1 —ai| < }ﬂ {1SF_1 — ga(ar, -+ yap_1)| < 5}) =1 (4.16)
Thus, combining (M) in Lemma@with ({16), we obtain

lim inf lim 1nf — log Q(C%) > ps”. (4.17)

§—0 n—oo nY

Now, let us compute the upper bound of

lim sup lim sup — log QU{M, <s—ernC?).

6—0 n—00

For n € N, let us choose f(n) satisfying ¢ (f(n)) = n®, and define u,, := E” [¢k(Xi)1Xi§f(n)] :
Note that f is increasing and lim,,_,~ f(n) = co. Using Assumption [I] the condition (2.19),
and the change of variables, for sufficiently large n,

g2(ar, - ,ap_1) — up = / Prdv < prePmtOom iy
f( f(n)

< / yePm 2097 Mgy, < C exp((pm + 30)n>7). (4.18)

Define the event E} by

—{|Z e (Xi)Lx,<f( )—Un)|>”ﬁ}

Since 0 < ¢p(Xi)Lx,<fmn) < n®, according to the Hoeffding’s inequality [23],
Q(EL) < 2exp(—2n2~172%), (4.19)

Now, define E2 to be the event for which there exists the set of indices I satisfying |I| =
h(n) := [n"~ %] such that X; > f(n) for all i € I. Then, using Assumption [ and the
change of variables, for sufficiently large n,

o< () el

h(n)

< CnpMm { / ePm 200y M dy] < Cexp [Clpm + 3002 ]. (4.20)
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Finally, let us fix a constant 1 > 0 satisfying

s )ﬁ7
(s +n)7
and then define E} to be the event for which Y, ¢ (X;) > (s+n)"n? for some I satisfying
|I| < h(n). Using the result (A.2) in Lemma [A1] for sufficiently large n,

Q(E?) < c( " > [(s+n) 7 = Ch(n)]"™ " exp [(pm + 0)((s +1)"nT — Ch(n))]

s—e<( (4.21)

h(n)
< Cexp [(pm + 20)((s +n)"n" — Ch(n))]. (4.22)
Now, let us check that
BN (BN (B3N8 = (M, > (———) T3} nCe. 4.23
If we define I := {1 <1i <n|X; > f(n)}, then (EQ)c N (E3)¢ imply |I| < h(n) and
D om(Xi) < (s+n)'n. (4.24)
i€l
Under the event (E})*NC?,
1> 6r(Xi) = (a — un)n| < on+n”.

iel
Combining this with (£I8]), we obtain

1> ok(Xa) = sn| =Y o(Xi) — (ar — galar, -+, ax—1))n|

el el
< on 4 nP + Cexp(C(py + 30)n™7) =: r(n). (4.25)

Thus, using ([@.24), ([£25), we have
sn—r(n) < Z op(X;) < [max

el el

} 2o [T&X$Z(<)§f>]-<s+n>w

which implies that for some index 4,

or(Xi) - sn —r(n)

m(Xi) — (s+n)n7
Thus, combining this with the condition (ZI9), for sufficiently large n,

Mi-rs 57 20
C
since lim,, @ = ¢ (recall that p,, + 36 < 0). This concludes the proof of (£.23).
Therefore, using (m) (20), ({22), and (£23), for each 6 > 0,

- 25 1
li 1 M, =}nes
lgl—ilép og(@<{ <( (3+77) 7} n)
< lim sup — log Q(E}UE2UE?) < (pp +20)(s + 1) (4.26)

n—oo T

(recall that due to the condition (£IH), 25 — 1 — 2ae > ). Note that due to the condition
(£21]), for sufficiently small § > 0,

s—20
(s+n)

e
)

s—e<(
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Thus, using (IZIZI) and (£.20), for such n > 0,

lim sup lim sup — log Q(M, < s —€|C?)

6—0 n—00
S J—
< hmsuphmsup—log@( M, < (———
6—0 n—00 { ((S + 77) )

— (pm + 20)(8 + 77) - pmspy- (4'27)
Since for sufficiently small 8 > 0, (py, + 20)(s + 1) — pms? < 0 (recall that p,, + 26 < 0),
proof of (2.20) is concluded.

Now, let us prove (Z21I]). Recall that we have the upper tail estimate:

= v} N Cé) — lim inf lim mf — log @(Cé)

=0 n—oo N7

lim sup lim sup — logQ(M > ap — galar, -+ ,ap_1) +€/C?) <0 (4.28)

§—0 n—00

according to Theorem 2.5 Indeed, changing the reference measure from P to Q does not
affect the estimate (28] due to the observation Remark 2.6l Combining ([£28) with (2.:20),
(221)) immediately follows.

O
Theorem 2.7 claims that when (ay, -+ ,ax—1) € S and ax > ga(a, -+ ,ax_1), localization
happens in the sense that (Z221]) holds. One can also show that localization only happens
at the single site. Let us denote N,, by the second largest component among %’s, and
prove that N,, gets closer to zero in the following sense:
Theorem 4.2. Under the same condition as in Theorem [27, for any e > 0,
lim Tim Q({|My — (a — ga(ar, - ok )| < e} N {INu < elC) =1 (4.29)
6—0n—o00
Proof. Throughout the proof, we use the notation s := ax — go(aq, -+ ,ax_1) and
i Gi(Xs) + -+ di(Xn)
ne2 n—2
for each 1 < i < k. In order to prove ({£.29), it suffices to prove that for any ¢ > 0,
lim lim Q({|M, — s| < e} N{|N,| < 2¢}|C?) = 1.
0—+0n—o0
Thanks to Theorem 2.7 it reduces to show that
lim lim Q({|M, — s| < e} N{|N,| > 2¢}|C?) =
6—0n—o00
Thus, proof is concluded once we show the stronger statement:
lim sup lim sup — log@({|M — 5| < e} N{|N,| > 2¢}|C2) < (4.30)

6—0 n—00

According to Remark [2.0] it suffices to prove the estimate (£30) under the reference measure
P instead of Q. One can take closed sets Fg such that for sufficiently large n,

Fc H[ai—25,ai+25] x [0,ar — s — €+ 24],

([0 s < N{HTE > 2Nl = S oSt € B
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Since the sequence of empirical means (S}, --- | S¥) satisfy the weak LDP with a rate func-
tion I, we have

hmmf—logP(C"s) inf I(vy, - ,u,) > —1I(ag, - ,ak), (4.31)

n—oo vze(ar%,aﬁg)

hmsup logp((sif% e 75572) S Fg)

n—oo 1

< — inf I(vy, -+ ,v).  (4.32)
v1€lar —28,a1+20], Wk _1Elak—1—28,a_1+208],v5€[0,a —s—e+26]

Sending § — 0, using [10, Lemma 4.1.6] and Proposition B.13]

lim inf I(Ul, cee ,Uk)
6—0 vle[a1725,a1 +2(ﬂ, ,vk,l€[ak,1725,ak,1+25],vke[O,akfsfe+25]
= inf I(ala"' ?ak—lavk‘)
vk €[0,ar —s—¢]
= I(a17 e 70’]?71792(0/17 Tt 7ak71) - 6) > I(G/l, e 70’]?7170/]6)' (433)
Therefore, using (£31]), (£32]), and ([@33)),
llmsupllmsup—logp({|¢k ‘ < }ﬂ{¢k >2 }‘C‘S)

6—0 n—00

< lim sup lim sup — log P((S} 5,---,5% ,) € F%) — liminf lim inf — log P(C%) < 0. (4.34)

§—0 n—soo N =0 n—oo N

It is also obvious that
5) < n? (X o ( X2 5
P({| M, — 5| < €} N {|Nn| > 2¢}|C2) P({\ —s| < e} {2 \>2}c)
Thus, this and ([@34]) conclude the proof of (A30). O

5. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present some concrete examples of the microcanonical distributions for
which the aforementioned theories can be applied. In particular, we establish the principle
of equivalence of ensembles, and study the localization and delocalization phenomena.

5.1. Single constraint. We first consider the microcanonical ensemble given by a single
constraint with an unbounded macroscopic observable. We refer to [10], Section 7.3] for the
equivalence of ensembles result for this case. In this section, using the large deviation results
obtained in Section Bl we derive the equivalence of ensembles result in a different way. We
also prove that localization cannot happen.

Suppose that a function ¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) satisfies the conditions (C1) and (C2) in
Assumption [II Define A to be a probability measure on (0, 00) whose distribution is given
by %e_‘bdx. The reference measure on the configuration space (0,00)" is given by P = A®N,
and let us denote X; : © — (0,00) by the projection onto the i-th coordinate. Let us
consider the microcanonical ensemble

P((Xla"' ’Xn) € | Cz)’
where the constraint is given by

{‘¢(X1)+"'+¢(Xn)

n

o =

n

—a| < 5}. (5.1)

We define S, := M and H(p) := log [ eP?d\. Note that H(p) < oo if and only
if p <1, and H is differentiable on the interval (—oo,1). Thanks to the Cramér’s theorem,
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the sequence S,, under the reference measure P satisfies the (full) LDP with a good rate
function I which is the Legendre transform of H.

Throughout this section, we assume that a belongs to the image of (—oo,1) under the
map H' in order that the conditional distribution is well-defined. In fact, if a = H'(p)
for some p € (—o0,1), then p € 0I(a), which implies that I(a) < co. We first derive the
equivalence of ensembles result.

Proposition 5.1. For any fixed positive integer j,

lim lim P((Xy,---,X;) € |CO) = (\*)%. (5.2)

d—0n—o00

Here X\* is a probability measure on (0,00) whose distribution is given by %epd’d)\ forp €
(—o00,1) satisfying H'(p) = a, or equivalently [ ¢pd\* = a.

Proof. Uniqueness of p € (—o0, 1) satisfying H'(p) = a is obvious since H is strictly convex
on (—o0o,1). According to the LDP result for the single constraint case (see Remark [3.4])
and the Gibbs conditioning principle, (5.2)) holds for A* which is a unique minimizer of

wes H(ul)) +a— / gy (5.3)

over the constraint [ ¢du < a. For any p < dz with [ ¢du < a,

H@ +a— [ odu= @) +p [ 6du+a— [ oduc
>a—(1—pla+C (5.4)

for some universal constant C. Also, equality holds if and only if 4 = A* since [ ¢pd\* = a.
Thus, the infimum of (B.3]) is uniquely obtained at p = A*. This concludes the proof.
Note that in the view of (5.4]), since

H(pA) +a— /¢du = —h(u) +a,

one can also check that
A* = argmax h(p) = argmax h(u). (5.5)
[ ¢du<a [ ¢dp=a
O

Asin Remark[3.9] Proposition (5.1)) holds under the uniform distribution on the constraint
C? as well. Proposition (5.1)) claims that in the equivalence of ensembles viewpoint, when we
consider the uniform distribution on the single constraint (5.I]) with an unbounded function
¢, it behaves similarly to the case when ¢ is bounded (see Theorem for bounded ¢).
This is a striking difference from the multiple constraints case we have discussed so far.

Now, we show that localization cannot happen when the microcanonical ensemble is given
by a single constraint (5.1]).

Proposition 5.2. For any ¢ > 0,
1
lim sup lim sup — log P(M,, > €|C?) < 0.
§—0 n—oo N

In particular, localization does not happen in the sense that

lim lim P(M, < €/C?) =1.

6—0 n—o0
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Proof. Let us choose a reference measure v = l e“d)\ for ¢ < 1 such that

/¢du>a

In fact, such c exists since lim,,_,;- H(p) = oo and H is strictly convex. According to the
Cramér’s theorem, the sequence S, under the new reference measure Q := v®N satisfies
the (full) LDP with a good rate function I(v) which is the Legendre transform of H(p) =
log [ €P*dv(z). Thus, for each 6 > 0,
lim inf ~ log Q(C?) > inf  I(v) > —I(a). 5.6
iminf ~log Q(Cp) > —~ TR (v) = —1(a) (5.6)
For sufficiently large n, we have
{¢(X1)
n
Using the fact that

BXa) + o+ 9(Xn) _

n—1

€ [e,a]} NCS = 8, 1 :=

P(X1)

n

Q(M, € [e,a]) < nQ< € [e,a]),

we have

lim sup — log@({M € [e,al} N C2) < limsup — log@({@ € [f7a]} mez)

n—oo n—oo

< limsup — logQ( n—1 € [0,a — €+ 20])

n—oo N

< - inf I(v). 5.7
o UE[O,ZI’iE-f—Q(S} (’U) ( )

Sending § — 0, applying [10, Lemma 4.1.6], we have

li inf I(v)= inf I(v). 5.8
5&% UE[O,laIieJrQ(ﬂ (U) ve[l()r,lafe} (U) ( )
Now, let us prove that
inf I(v) > I(a). (5.9)
v€E[0,a—¢€]

According to |10, Lemma 2.2.5], I is non-increasing on the interval (0, [ ¢dv). Since [ ¢dv >
a, this implies that inf,cj 4 I(v) = I(a —€). If I(a —€) = I(a), then I(v) = I(a) for all
v € (a — €,a), which means that I'(v) = 0. Thus, v € 9H(0) for all v € (a — €,a), which
leads to the contradiction since H is differentiable at 0. Thus, I(a — €) # I(a), and since T
is non-increasing on the interval (0, [ ¢dv), (5.9) is proved.

Therefore, using (IBEI) ED), (B-8), and ([59),
hmsuphmsup—log Q(M,, € [e,a)|C2)

6—0 n—r00

< lim sup lim sup — log QU{M, € [e,a]} N C2) — hmmf hm mf — log Q(C?)

6—0 n—00

<— inf I(v) +I(a) <0.
ve[0,a—e]

Note that according to (m),
lim sup lim sup — log P(A|CS) = lim sup lim sup — log Q(A|C?)
=0 n—oo =0 n—oo

for any Borel set A. Therefore, the proof is concluded. O
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5.2. Two constraints: [P spheres. In this section, we consider the microcanonical dis-
tribution given by two [P-constraints. In particular, we consider the case ¢1(z) = x and
¢2(x) = 2%. This type of the microcanonical ensemble was previously studied by Chatter-
jee [9]. He established the convergence of finite marginal distributions and the localization
phenomenon. However, the approach used in [9] is ad hoc and only adapted to the special
case, so in this section we obtain the result using the unifying theory developed throughout
this paper.

It is obvious that ¢i(z) = x and ¢o(x) = 22 satisfy Assumption [ Note that the
reference measure P on the configuration space (0,00)"N is given by P = exp(1)®N. Since
[ 2?dp > ([ xdp)? for any p € M;(RT) and

{u € M1(R+)‘u < dm,/md,u = vl,/ac2d,u < 1)2}

is a non-empty set whenever ve > v, we have g (v1) = v?. This means that A; = R, and
the admissible set is defined by

A = {(v1,02) € (0,00)*|vg > 7},
We have vy € m1(0H (p1,0)) for p; satisfying
[ xePrdN
S TRy
[ errzd)
(see Definition [Tl for the meaning of projection 7). For such py (p1 =1— %), one can check
that OH (p1,0) = {(v1,v2) € (0,00)%|vy > 2v?} using the fact that
fﬂ:zeplxd)\ _ o2
[ errEd)

Thus, g2 can be chosen as go(v1) = 2v7. Obviously, S; = R* and Ss is an empty set. Also,
according to Proposition B.13, a weak LDP rate function I for the sequence (S}, S2) satisfies
that for any ¢ > 0,

I(vy,20}) = I(vy,20% + ¢). (5.10)

For r? < s < 2r2, define G,.s by a probability measure on (0,00) whose distribution is of

%e‘”*ﬁﬁ dx and satisfying

/xdGns =, /xszr,s = s. (5.11)

The existence of such measure can be deduced from Proposition [3.121 We first derive the

the form z

following equivalence of ensembles result as an application of Theorem 231

Proposition 5.3. Fiz any positive integer j. In the case of a3 < as < 2a?,

lim lim P((Xy,---,X;) € |C0) = G¥I

5—0 n—oo anaz’
On the other hand, in the case of ag > 2a32,

im lim P((Xy, -, X;) € -|C%) = exp(a1)®.

1
6—0n—o00

Finally, let us derive the localization and delocalization result. Let us denote M,, by the

2
maximum component M,, := max; X—n' Since [xd\ = 1 and ¢1, ¢ satisfy the condition
(219)), the results of Theorem and 27 read as follows:
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Proposition 5.4. Suppose that a; = 1, and fix any € > 0. In the case of 1 < as < 2,
localization does not happen in the sense that

. . S\

gl_r)r%)nll)n;OP(Mn > ¢€|lCy) = 0.

On the other hand, in the case of as > 2, localization happens in the sense that

lim lim P(|M, — (az — 2)| > €lCd) = 0.

—S0n—o0

Note that when ag > 2, the upper tail estimate for M,, (2.I1]) reads as

1
lim sup lim sup — log P(M,, > as — 2 + € | C,‘i) <0,
n

6—0 n—00

and the lower tail estimate for M, (2Z.20) reads as

1
lim sup lim sup — log P(M,, < ag —2 — ¢ | C%) <0
5—0 n—oo \/ﬁ
since y; = % As explained in Section 2] the maximum component M, behaves differently
in the upper tail and lower tail regime.

5.3. Three constraints: [P spheres. The last example we consider is the microcanonical
ensemble given by three [P-constraints. In particular, we assume that ¢;(z) = 2* for i =
1,2,3. It is obvious that these functions satisfy Assumption I Note that the reference
measure P on the configuration space (0,00)Y is given by P = exp(1)®N. It is not hard to

2
check that A; = {(v1,v2) € (0,00)%|v? < w2}, g1(v1,v2) = -2, and the admissible set A is

v1?

given by
A = {(v1,v2,v3) € (0,00)%|v} < va, v3 < viv3}.
We first characterize the sets S7 and Ss.

Lemma 5.5. The sets S1, Sy are given by
S1 = {(v1,v2) € (0,00)2v7 < vy < 207}, Sy = {(v1,v2) € (0,00)%|207 < va}.

Proof. We first prove the statement for 5.
Step 1. If v? < vy < 20}, then there exist p1, p2,vs such that (vi,ve,v3) € OH (p1,p2,0):
first, we claim that there exist pi, ps satisfying that for i = 1, 2,

1 .
v; = E /xzepw:—l—mmd)\

(Z is a normalizing constant Z = [ ep!m+p2x2d)\). In fact, when v? < vy < 20?2, this is proved
in Section 5.2, and when vy = 2v?, one can choose p; = 1 — %, p2 = 0. Therefore, for
g2(v1,v2) defined by

1

92(1)1’1)2) — E/ 36101364—1)2352d}\7

we have

aH(pl’an 0) = {(vly V2, U})|’U) > 92(1)1’ 1)2)}
according to Lemma B.I1l This concludes the proof of Step 1.
Step 2. If 2@% < vg, then there does not exist p1, pa, v3 such that (vy,ve,v3) € OH (p1, p2,0):
suppose that such pq, po, v3 exist. Then, by Lemma B.1T], for 7 = 1, 2,

1 4
vi = /xzeplm+p2x2d)\.
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We have py < 0 since vy = 2v? if pp = 0. This implies that the logarithmic moment
generating function

H1(p1,p2) — 10g/ep1x+pzz2d)\

is differentiable at (p1,p2), and (vi,v2) € OH1(p1,p2). By the Legendre duality, (p1,p2) €
OI1 (v1,v2), where I is a Legendre dual of H;. However, due to (5.10), p2 = 0 since vg > 202,
which leads to the contradiction.

The statement for Sy is obvious since Sy = A; N SY. O

As an application of Theorem 2.3land Lemma [5.5] we can deduce the following equivalence
of ensembles result:

Proposition 5.6. Fiz any positive integer j. Then,

lim lim P((Xy,---,X;) €] Co) = (\*)%
0—+0n—o0
where \* is characterized as follows: in the case of a? < ay < 2a? and az > g2(a1, az),
1 2
)\* _ D1T+p2T d
7€ x
for p1,p2 satisfying fxid)\* =aq; fori=1,2.
On the other hand, either in the case (i) 2a2 < ag or (i) a} < as < 2a3 and az <
g2(a1, az),
2= lep1w+pzx2+p3x3dx
Z
for p1,p2, p3 satisfying p3 < 0 and fxid)\* =aq; fori=1,2,3.
Finally, since ¢;’s satisfy the condition (2.I9]), one can derive the localization and delo-
calization result as applications of Theorem and 271

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that (ai,a2) € Sa. Then, localization does not happen in the
sense that

lim lim P(M, > €|C?) = (5.12)

J—>0n—oo

On the other hand, assume that (ay,a2) € Sy. In the case of ag < ga(a1,a2), localization
does not happen in the sense that (5.12)) holds. However, in the case of az > go(a1,as),
under the reference measure Q = v®3 with v of the form:

1
v = Eeplxﬂ’”de, (5.13)

satisfying fxidy = a; fori=1,2, localization happens in the sense that

lim lim Q(|M, — (a3 — g2(a1,az))| > €|C]) = 0.

6—0n—o00

Note that when ag > ga(a1, az2), the upper tail estimate for M,, (ZI1]) reads as

1
lim sup lim sup — log Q(M,, > az — ga(ay,az) +¢€ | C°) <0,
n

6—0 n—00

and the lower tail estimate for M,, (220) reads as
hmsuphmsup— log Q(M,, < a3 — ga(ay,as) —e | C°) <
6—0 n—00

Here, v = % when p2 = 0 in the expression (5.13)), and v = % when py < 0 in the expression
(5.13)), since v; = 5 for i =1, 2.
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APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY LEMMA

We prove the following auxiliary lemma frequently used in the paper.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that Assumption [ holds. Also, for some 1 < m < k — 1, consider
the probability distribution v = %epl‘bl*'”*pmd’mdx on (0,00) with py, < 0. Then, for any
number M > 0 and € > 0,

lim llogy(‘@ - M| < e) = 0. (A.1)

n—oo M

Let us denote Q by the product measure Q = v®N. Then, for any 0 < @ < —p,y, there exists
C =C(0) > 0 such that

J
QD 6mlXi) > M) < C(M = CP " exp [(pm + O)(M — C)] (A-2)
i=1

forany j e N, M > Cj+2.
Furthermore, under the additional condition (2.19)),

liminf%logu(‘@—]\ﬂ <e) > pp M. (A.3)

n—,oo mn 'm

Proof. Note that due to Assumption [I| for any 6 > 0, there exists C' = C(#) such that

r>C= (pm_9)¢m <p1d1 4+ Pmdm < (pm+9)¢m-

Let us first prove (A.I). Since m < k, thanks to the condition (C3) in Assumption [} there
exists 0 < 0 < 1 such that for sufficiently large y,

S pii (051 (®)) < (pm + )y
=1

Thus, using the condition (C4) in Assumption [[land the change of variables, for sufficiently

large n,
M+e)n
”(‘M — M| < e) _ /( : Siipetort )L
M+e)n
< /( ) CePit)y' ™" 10y < Cene@ T+ ™ (AL 4 €)n)C.
(M—e)n

After taking log and dividing by n, and then sending n — oo, we obtain (AJ]).

Let us now prove (A.2). If we define Y; := ¢,,,(X;), then Y;’s are i.i.d. whose individual
distribution is given by %622';1 pidi(om’ (y))m
any 0 < 6 < —p,,,, there exists C such that "

dy on (0,00). Using Assumption I for

1 m -1 1 1
y>C = —elimPitildm W)~~~ (pmt0)y (A.4)
Z O (Om' (v)) 7'
(7 = fe(pm+9)ydy is a normalizing constant). Let us denote Z7,Z3,-- by i.i.d random

variables whose individual distribution is given by exp(p,, + 6). Then, (A4) implies that
for any K > 0,

<Z¢m i)y, (x)>c >K) <@(ZZ >K> (A.5)

=1
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by the simple coupling argument. Using the fact that law of Zgzl Z; is Gamma(j, py, + 0),
it is easy to check that for K > 2,

J
Q( D7 > K) < CKI etk (A.6)
=1

(we refer to [9] for the estimate (A.6]) in the case Gammal(j, 1) distribution). On the other
hand, it is obvious that
J
> om(Xi) > M = Z% )y, (x>0 > M = Cj. (A7)
i=1
Thus, (A.5), (A.6), and (A7) conclude the proof of (A.2]).
Finally, let us prove (A.3) under the additional condition (ZI9). Using Assumption [I]
condition (Z.I9), and the change of variables, for any 6,7 > 0,

X (M+n)n . .

(125 ar <) > [ el oy ol O (0 — o)
n (M—n)n

for sufficiently large n. After taking log, dividing by n, sending n — oo, and then sending

60 — 0, we have

{(bk

1
hmlnf n—logu( M{ < 77) > pm (M +n)Tm

Since for 0 < n < €,

liminfilogy(‘gbk(jﬁ) M‘ < e) > hmlnleogyO@ —M| < 77),

n—oo nYm n—oo nI’m

and 7 > 0 can be arbitrary small, we obtain (A.3)).
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