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AT THE EDGE OF A ONE-DIMENSIONAL JELLIUM

DJALIL CHAFAI, DAVID GARCIA-ZELADA, AND PAUL JUNG

ABSTRACT. We consider a one-dimensional classical Wigner jellium, not necessarily charge neu-
tral, for which the electrons are allowed to exist beyond the support of the background charge.
The model can be seen as a one-dimensional Coulomb gas in which the external field is gener-
ated by a smeared background on an interval. It is a true one-dimensional Coulomb gas and
not a one-dimensional log-gas. The system exists if and only if the total background charge is
greater than the number of electrons minus one. For various backgrounds, we show convergence
to point processes, at the edge of the support of the background. In particular, this provides
asymptotic analysis of the fluctuations of the right-most particle. Our analysis reveals that these
fluctuations are not universal, in the sense that depending on the background, the tails range
anywhere from exponential to Gaussian-like behavior, including for instance Tracy — Widom-like
behavior. We also obtain a Rényi-type probabilistic representation for the order statistics of the
particle system beyond the support of the background.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Introduced by Wigner in for modeling electrons in metals, the jellium is a
Coulomb gas of like-signed equally charged particles for which an external potential is induced by
a background of smeared charge with opposite sign. The model was inspired by the Hartree—Fock
model of quantum mechanics. This model and its variants go by many other names, including the
one-component plasma or uniform electron gas, see for instance [LLS18]. Typically, one imposes the
constraint that all charged particles live in some compact region which is equivalent to imposing an
infinite external potential on the complement of this compact region. Charge neutrality is also usu-
ally assumed, in other words the total charge of the background matches the number of particles.
These restrictions ensure that the system exists and the mathematical interest typically focuses
on the limiting system as the volume of the compact set (the background) goes to infinity (ther-
modynamic limit). The classical one-dimensional jellium has been rigorously studied by Baxter
[Bax63] who found the partition function exactly, by Kunz [Kun74] who showed the Wigner lattice
(crystallization) exists for all temperatures, by Aizenman and Martin [AMS(], and by Aizenman,
Goldstein, and Lebowitz [AGLOT], among others. In the quantum case, Brascamp and Lieb
represented the partition function exactly and showed crystallization when the inverse temperature
parameter [ is large enough, while the proof of crystallization for all temperatures is obtained in

[1J14) (see also [KCZT16| for thermal effects on crystallization).
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In this work, we consider the classical jellium but we do not assume that the particles are
restricted to live on the region where there is background charge, nor do we assume that the whole
system is charge neutral. The system is well-defined if and only if the total background charge is
greater than the number of particles minus one. We will assume that this condition is satisfied.
The limiting behavior of the particles in the bulk does not change by allowing the particles to
leave the background region, thus we focus our attention on the edge of the system, near where
the background charge ends. One may then view the system as a jellium on a half-space. More
importantly, similar extremal analysis has been carried out for many similar models such as the
one-dimensional log-gas and two-dimensional unconfined jellium. Thus it is natural, in the above
described setting, to analyze the asymptotic location of the particles farthest away from the origin.

The backgrounds we consider below have a finite total charge which is allowed to grow as n — oc.
Edge statistics for a related model one-dimensional jellium, with infinite background charge, were
analyzed in [DKM™17,IDKM™18]|. In the case of a uniform background with support growing “fast
enough” we obtain a system behaving similarly to theirs; however, we will see that in general one
may obtain a range of varying behaviors at the edge.

Let us now describe our model. The Coulomb kernel in dimension d =1 is

x
g(%)=—%, z €R, (1.1)
which is the fundamental solution of the Poisson equation Ag = —dp in the sense of distributions.

More precisely for all smooth and compactly supported ¢ : R — R,

d2
/Rg(w)@so(w)dw = —¢(0).

Let p = p+ — p— be a possibly signed measure on R with finite first absolute moment, namely
g € LY(|p|) where |u| = i1 + p—. The Coulomb potential generated at the point z € R by yu is

Uula) = (g )@ = — [ 52 =91 (ay), (1.2)

which satisfies AU, = —p in the sense that for all smooth and compactly supported ¢ : R — R,

AUu(w)di;w(w)dw = —/wdu, (1.3)

see for instance [Hell4l Lan72]. The Coulomb (self-interaction) energy of p is defined by

=5 [[ st = wutaontan) = 5 [V, @i, (1.4)

The electric field generated at the point « € R by a (possibly signed) measure p on R is

d 1 )
Eu(2) = ——Up(2) = = [ sign(z — y)dp(y). (L5)
dx 2
For all n > 1, we consider n unit negatively charged particles (electrons) at positions z1, ..., z, in

R, lying in a positive background of total charge a > 0. The background is smeared according to
a probability measure p on R with finite Coulomb energy W(p). We could alternatively suppose
that the particles are positively charged (cations) and the background is negatively charged; this
reversed choice would not affect the analysis of the model. The total energy of the system is

——Z|acZ xﬂ—aZU z;) + a? W(p).

1<J

However, the term a?(p) will not be that important for our analysis so we set

Hy,(x1,...,2,) = Z|acZ xﬂ—aZU x;). (1.6)

z<]

The one-dimensional Coulomb model comes with remarkable identities such as, for all x € R,

/ | ; y|dp(y) = g + /(y - 56)1(1,00) dp(y) — / % dp(y). (1.7)
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In the same spirit, Bazter’s combinatorial identity [Bax63] states that for all (x1,...,xz,) € R™,
- Z |1'z - :Cj| = Z(:C(]) - :C(l) Z 2]€ —-—n— 1 :L'(k), (18)
i<j i<j k=1
where z(,) < -+ < x(q) is the reordering of x1,. .., x,; in particular,
T(p) = 1r<nzliln i and x(p) = 1Iilza<Xn x4, (1.9)

which allows to rewrite the energy as

"2k —n—1
Ho(21,...,20) = Z[f%) _anUp(x(k>)] (1.10)
k=1

For simplicity, we assume in the whole text that p is absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure, with a density function still denoted p by a slight abuse of notation. We say
that the system is neutral in charge when a = n, and that the background is uniform when p is
the uniform distribution on an interval [a,b]. For all 8 > 0, we set

Z, = / e AHn @1 T gy L day, € [0, 00]. (1.11)

It can be checked that Z,, < co if and only if « > n — 1, see [?, Lemma 2.1].
When a > n — 1, we can then define the Boltzmann — Gibbs probability measure P, on R™ by

o BHn(z1,.,7n)
Zn

This is called a Coulomb gas with external potential V' = —=U,. We are dealing with electrostatics

in the sense that the charges do not move. In our settlng, thls external potential arises from a

smeared background with distribution p, however, one can define general Coulomb gases for any
confining external potential V' for which >AV may not necessarily be a probability measure. Let

X = (X7, XP) ~ Py, (1.13)

dP,(z1,...,x,) = dzy - - dz,. (1.12)

Example 1.1 (Coulomb gas with quadratic external field). Let us consider the example for which
p is the uniform probability measure on an interval [a,b] with a < b. Then, for all z € R,

_ atb
) , [ = | if = ¢ [a,b]
_ - — = . 1.14
UP(‘T) 2([)7 a) /a |$ y|dy (;E _ a_—i—b)Q + (b—a)2 ( )
22(b ) 4 if x € [a,b]
—a

The potential V' = —2U, then behaves quadratically on [a,b] and is affine outside [a,b]. Condi-
tioned on all the particles lying inside [a, b], it is possible to interpret P, as a conditioned Gaussian
law. Using Baxter’s identity (L&) together with (LI4]), we have that when {x1,...,2,} C [a,b],

"2k —n—1 a = a+b\2 nalb-—a)
Hn(l'l, R ,J,’n) = Z 5 T (k) + 2(b — a) Z(ac(z) - 5 ) + 3 . (1.15)
k=1 i=1

This formula shows then that X(™ ~ P, is conditionally Gaussian in the sense that
Law((X(n),...,X(l)) | {X1,..., X} C [a,b])

:Law((Yn,...,Yl)|a§Yn§-~-§Y1§b) (1.16)

where Y7,...,Y,, are independent real Gaussian random variables with

a+b b—a 9 b—a
5 + 500 (n+1—2k) and E((Yix—EYy)*) = o

This was already noted in [Bax63]. Now if we consider the limit a« — —o0, b — oo with a/(b—a) —

¢ > 0, then P, can be interpreted as a Coulomb gas for which the potential is quadratic everywhere,

namely V' = 5~ ||2 Since the second derivative of V' is a constant, this can also be seen as a jellium

with a background equal to a multiple of Lebesgue measure on the whole of R. Note that this

jellium is not neutral, but rather, has an infinite charge imbalance for every n. Under the scaling

EY; =
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x; = \/ny;, see Remark [[.2] this limiting case matches the model studied by [DKMT18, Equation
(14)] but note that their a plays the role of our ¢ up to a dilation. This Coulomb gas model with
quadratic external field in one dimension is analogous to the complex Ginibre ensemble which is a
Coulomb gas in two dimensions.

Remark 1.2 (Scale invariance). The model (I.I2]) has a scale invariance which comes from the
homogeneity of the one-dimensional Coulomb kernel. More precisely, if we denote by dil,(u) the
law of the random vector 60X when X ~ p, then, for all o > 0, dropping the n subscript on P,

dil, (P™Fr) = P .dils(p)

In other words, if X(™ ~ P%## then ¢X(™ ~ P5dile(p)  This is useful in the asymptotic
analysis of the model as n — 0o, and reveals the special role played by a as a shape parameter.
Here the inverse temperature g is a scale parameter, in contrast with the situation for log-gases.

Structure of the paper.

e Section 2 states our main results: Theorems 2.1] 2.4] and Corollary

e Section [ proves our main results. This is done in two steps. In Section Bl we first discuss
the right-hand sides of equations (Z2]) and (2.1]) contained in our main results. In Section[3]
we complete the proofs by showing that the left-hand sides of these two equations converge
to the right-hand sides, and we also prove the behavior of the single right-most particle as
described in Corollary 2.8

o Appendices [Al and [Bl give results about tail asymptotics and stochastic domination used
in the proofs of our main results.

e Our main results concern point processes with infinitely many particles. If one only needs
conditional results about the right-most particle (or finitely many particles), the proofs
can be greatly simplified. Appendix [(]illustrates this simplification.

2. MAIN RESULTS

As a prerequisite to studying the edge asymptotics, one should first verify that, at the macro-
scopic level, the limiting equilibrium measure is equal to p as one would naturally expect. For
those interested in precise details of such global asymptotics, we refer to [?, Theorem 2.2].

Our main results show that in the limit, as n — o0, one can obtain an infinite point process
at the edge of the jellium. These point processes can be interpreted as infinite-volume Gibbs
measures when the background region is expanded in only one direction (leaving the other end of
the background fixed). It will be apparent in our proofs, that the limits are indeed Gibbsian, in the
sense that the limit does not depend on how one takes these infinite limits, as long as one end is
fixed. Our first Theorem [ZT] does this in the natural setting of a growing uniform background p,,,
with an asymptotically neutral system similar to the original model of [Bax63|. Since our results
concern the edge of the jellium, it is natural to require p, to be supported on (—o0,0]. Under the
conditions of the next theorem, % Yo 0,1 x(m converges to the uniform measure on [-1,0].

Theorem 2.1 (Point process at the edge, asymptotically neutral regime). Suppose
e 3> 0 is fized;
o ap, —(n—1)=2X€ (0,00);
o p, is uniform on [—ay,0].
If X" ~ P, as in (LI3), then
lim Law(X(),...,X(}) = lim Law(Yi,..., Y1 | Yy <--- < Y1) (2.1)

nosoo (k)> n—00
where {Y;}i>1 are independent random variables such that Y; has a density proportional to

exp( = B[~ 14 Ne+ 21 o))

The result should also hold when lim,,_, o (a, — (n — 1)) = 2X € (0, 00), however, for simplicity,
we have only considered the special case «,, — (n — 1) = 2\. It seems that the more general case
amounts to proving the right continuity, with respect to A, of the limiting process.
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Remark 2.2 (Relaxing uniformity of background). Since we are only interested in the edge be-
havior, one should be able to relax the assumption that p,, is uniform at the left of 0 by requiring
that lim,,_,co appp in the vague sense is the Lebesgue measure restricted to (—oo, 0].

Remark 2.3 (Crystallization). The condition on «,, in Theorem 2Ilrequires v, 11—, = 140(1).
Indeed, due to crystallization and translation symmetry breaking of the one-dimensional jellium
[AMSO0, [AJJ10, [JJ14], one is not allowed to continuously increase the background charge when
taking the thermodynamic limit, but rather, the increases must be in (roughly) integer steps.

We next consider a (generalized) model similar to that studied in [DKM™17,[DKM™18,/ADK™19]
for the quadratic Coulomb gas model of Example [Tl In our case, we will use a background with
finite total charge, but we allow the total background charge «, which grows at a rate faster
than n. This has a similar affect to first growing the background to obtain a quadratic external
potential, and then taking the number of particles to infinity. We will see that the special case
where p,, is uniform (with a,, growing faster than n) shares the same features as the Coulomb gas
with external quadratic potential [DKM™18, Equation (14)]; however this sort of behavior is not
seen in general. In order to get such Gaussian behavior it is necessary for the background charge
to extend uniformly beyond the region where the extremal particles live. This is the special case
v = 2, in our next result. For general nonneutral systems, one may interpolate between exponen-
tial and Gaussian tails, and even beyond, by varying the decay of the background at the edge of
its support. Under the conditions of the next theorem, % Yo 0,1 x(m converges to the uniform

measure on [—1,0] as in Theorem 211

Theorem 2.4 (Point process at the edge, nonneutral regime). Suppose that
e >0 is fized;
o «, is such that lim, (o, — (n — 1)) = oo;
o p,, is such that for some fived v > 1,
anpn(x) =1 antn g (x)dz + (v — 1)$’y_21[07(an27n)1/(7,1)](.T)dw.

If X" ~ P, as in (LI3), then &) holds except now {Yi}i>1 are independent random variables
such that'Y; has a density proportional to

oo 4] (- 3) =+ F1cn + Z10]).

When « € (1,2) there is an (integrable) singularity in the background density p, at 0. This
singularity is not important to the edge behavior, but rather serves only to give the density of Y;
a clean form. One could smooth out this density at the cost of complicating the density of Y;.

Remark 2.5 (Gaussian and Tracy-Widom like cases). When v = 2, then Theorem [Z4] is about
the model of Example [T and represents the particle locations as Gaussian variables conditioned
on living on a convex simplex. On the other hand, if v = 3/2 in Corollary 2.8 one obtains the tail
behavior of the Tracy — Widom distribution TWg where we recall from [RRV11l [DV13] [BN12],

P(M > t) = e 587 (tome @) for M ~ TW,.

The final situation we consider is to let p be fixed. Since the total background is o, p, this
amounts to growing the background vertically on the support of p. Under the conditions of the
next theorem, %2?21 d () converges to the measure p.

Theorem 2.6 (Point process at the edge, neutral regime with fixed background). Suppose that
e 3> 0 and fized;
o« is such that lim, . (ay — (n— 1)) = 2X € (0,00);
e p is supported inside (—o0, 0] and the support contains the origin 0.

If X" ~ P, as in (LI3), then for all m > 1 the order statistics satisfy

(n) (n)) Law (z = 4 2 S #)
X X 2.2
( (my =) ) oSk B;i@)\—l—i—i)’ ’ﬁ;i@)\—l—i—i) ’ (22)

where {Z;}i>1 is a sequence of independent exponential random variables of unit mean.
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The shape of p plays no role in the above theorem as long as the support contains the point 0.

Remark 2.7 (Point process between a left-side and right-side background). In the spirit of the
two-dimensional analysis in [BGZ18, BGZNW20], one may also consider the jellium where the
support of p is contained in (—oo,a] U [b, 00) for some real numbers a and b in the support of p
with a < b. Set A, = [, — (n — 1)]/2, and choose 1 € C with |n| = 1. Suppose that «,, satisfies

31 and exp(2mi( Ay, — app(—00,a])) = 1.
n n—oo
Then using similar arguments to those in this work, we could show that {Xl("), . ,X,S")} N [a, b]

converges to a point process depending only on the parameter 7, as in [AMS0]. Here n parametrizes
the possible limit point processes.

We finally consider the single right-most particle of the gas:
— (n) _ ()
M, = max X; = X . (2.3)

1<i<n °
Corollary 2.8 (Tail asymptotics at the right).
e Under the assumptions of Theorem [21] or Theorem [2.6,

lim P(M, > t) = e PMOF) for gl ¢, with tlim ¢t =0. (2.4)
n—roo — 00

o Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.7),

lim P (M, >t)= e 5t (e) for all t, withtlim et = 0. (2.5)
n—oo —0

3. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Infinite Coulomb gases focused at an edge. As a preliminary to the proofs, in this
subsection, we give a description of the limiting objects in Theorems 211 [Z4] as Coulomb gases
with an infinite number of particles. By (L8) and in the spirit of (II6), this will be related to the
notion of conditioning an infinite number of particles to have a specific ordering.

Let u be a locally finite measure on R such that pu(—o0,t] = co for every ¢t € R. The notion of
an infinite Coulomb gas on R associated to p at inverse temperature 3 is as follows. Take V such
that AV = pu. Since p(—o0,t] = oo for every ¢t € R, we know that lim,_,_ V(z)/|z] = co. Since
V' is convex, by possibly adding a linear term to V', we may assume that there exists ¢ty € R such
that V|, o) is non-decreasing. Let A > 0 and {Y%}xr>1 be independent random variables such
that Yy has a density proportional to

exp (f Bllk—14+XNax+ V() )
Take a random vector (§§"), . 7(1")) such that

Law(€(), ..., 60)) = Law(Y,, ..., Y1 [ Y, <o < V1), (3.1)

n)’

We will be interested in the limit, in n, of the point processes

We see this limit as an infinite Coulomb gas at inverse temperature § since if 1 > --- > x,, then
n n n
. 1 22 +n—1

Y16 =14 N+ V)] = 5 3 a) + Y0 (Vi) + 2 ).

=1 1<J =1
Hence the total potential energy contains both a two-body Coulomb interaction portion as well
as a confining potential given by V(z) + 2A+—2”*1x, whose Laplacian is u. By this construction we
obtain a family of infinite Coulomb gases indexed by A > 0.

We will be interested here in the following three cases.

o Case where for some v > 1

x? z
V(z) = ?1m<0 + 71120 (3.2)
o Case
22
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e Infinite half-well case

V(z) = (3.4)

oo, ifz<0
0, ifxz>0"
The infinite half-well (or hard wall) case (4] admits the following simple description.

Proposition 3.1 (Infinite Coulomb gas in an infinite half-well). Let A > 0 and 8 > 0, and take a
sequence {Yy tr>1 of independent random variables such that Yy has a density proportional to

z s exp (— B (k—1+ X z)1ly>o.

If {Z;}i>1 s a sequence of independent exponential random variables of unit mean, then

2 — Z;
lim Law(Y; | Y, <---<Y,) =L — —
A Law(Ye | Yo < - < 1) aw(ﬂ;imui) )
Moreover, we have for all m > 1,
lim Law(Y, Vi | Yo <Yp1<--<Y))=La (Qi Qi Zi )
im Law(Yy,,..., W<Y,1<-- < w(—= ey = _— .
r—00 ! ! v Bzzsz)\—l—i—z) B i(2A—1+4)
(3.5)
As A — 0, we lose a particle to infinity, and we recover then the point process for A = 1.
Proof. Let k be fixed. Let T,En), ces ,T,S") be random variables such that
Law(T{™,..., T\") = Law(Yy, ..., Yi | Y, < --- < V3).
Then (T,S"), . ,Tlg")) have a joint density proportional to
(Tpy ey T »—>eXp[ BZ (G—14+N 2| Lo<p, < <ap-
j=k
We can perform the change of variables
zi=x;— v ified{k,...,n—1} and z,=2x, (3.6)

or equivalently z; = Z?:j z; for any i € {k,...,n} to obtain a density proportional to

(Zny ey 28) H exp [§(2A +i—1) zi] 1.,>0.
i=k

This tells us that, if {Z;};>r is a sequence of independent exponential random variables of unit

mean, we have that the law of (T,(l"), . ,T,E")) is the same as the law of
9 Z, n n
A 3.7
B( (2)\+n—1712122)\+z—1 ’222)\—1—@—1) (3:7)

In particular,
n 2 & Z;
Lot = (330 2 )

so that, by taking n — oo, we obtain that

Finally, if £ =1,
Law (%, ..., &) = Law(T(™, ..., T{")
and we obtain ([B.5]) by taking n — oo in [B.7)). 0
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Remark 3.2 (Gumbel limit). If % = x = 2XA — 1, let us show that the final coordinate of the
right-hand side of (3.5]) has a Gumbel limit as y — oo. Indeed, this coordinate can be written

oo
X
M, = ——7
X ; k(O + k)"
where {Zy}r>1 are independent exponential random variables of unit mean. It turns out that

law " 1
MX*E[M];;;?G v where ’yfnlin;o(zgflogn)

is the Euler — Mascheroni constant and G is a standard Gumbel random variable. Indeed, we could
use characteristic functions or Fourier transform and start by noting that for any v € R,

71uIV[ H( ;uj—( k))—l.

k=1
On the other hand,

,ﬁeXP(k(;uf k:)) (1+ k:()lgu—i)fk )_1 -~ 10:0[ ot (1+ ) — jue™ T (i) = T (i + 1)

where we have used Weierstrass’s formula I'(z) = z=te™7* [[ 72 | e* '#(14-k~'2)~! and the identity
2I'(z) =T'(z + 1). It remains to note that if Z is an exponentlal random variable of unit mean so
that G = —log(Z) is a standard Gumbel random variable, then for all u € R,

E [e*iuG} = / e*’”ei“k’g’“dr/ e "ridr = I'(iu + 1).
0 0

We now state the existence of more general infinite Coulomb gases focused at an edge in the
following proposition where, for simplicity, we take ty = 0.

Proposition 3.3 (Infinite Coulomb gases at the edge). Let V : R — R be a continuous function
such that

\%
Em |(T) =00 and such that Vi ) is non-decreasing.
r——00 |1
For X, 8 > 0 consider {Yy}r>1 and (E;n), ce ﬁln)) as in BIN). Then, for any k > 1, the limit

O = lim Law (Y | Y, <--- <Y}) exists.
n—oo

Moreover, if we take Yi ~ O independent of (Y1,...,Yr_1) we have that
lim Law(«f(k) e ,ggf;) = Law(Yp, Yiee1,.. ., Y1 | Vi < Vi1 < - <)) (3.8)

Proof. Let k be fixed and {?k(n)}kzn be a sequence of random variables such that
Law(Y,™) = Law (Yi | Y, < --- < V).
By Proposition [B.4] the sequence {}7(")}">1 is stochastically increasing, namely
Py <) <P <) (3.9)
for every t € R and n > 1. It is enough to control Yk(") from above to know that it converges in
law. We begin by noticing that, again by Proposition [B.4]
PR <t]0<Y, <o < V) SP(Yp <t [V, <0 <VR).

But Law(Yy | 0 <Y, <--- <Y}%) can be equivalently described by taking independent random
variables W,,, ..., W such that W; has a density proportional to

z—exp(—B[(i—14+XN)z+V(z)])Llexo
and noticing that

Law(Yy |0 <Y, < --- < Yi) = Law(Wy, | Wy, < -+ < Wy).
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Let {B;}i>r be a sequence of independent random variables such that the random variable B; has
a density proportional to

T > exp (fﬂ(z -1+ )\) x) 1,>0.
By Proposition [B.3] we know that
P(Br <t|B, <---<By) <PW, <t|W, <--- <Wp).

Let € > 0. By Proposition Bl Law(By, | B, < --- < By) converges as n — 0o so that there exists
T > 0 such that

1—E<]P(Bk§T|Bn§---§Bk)

for every n. This implies that the sequence {}7,5")}”216 is tight and, since ([B.9) shows it is stochas-

tically increasing, it has a limit that we shall call Y}.
The right-hand side of ([B.8)) is well-defined since we may find open intervals Iy, . .., I} such that

P(?k <Y1 <o §Y1) ZP(Y@ €y, Yy 1€lx1,....11 611) > 0.
To prove the second statement of the proposition we notice that, by Lemma [B.2]

Law (g,ﬁ”’, L §">) — Law (?k("),yk,l, LNV <Y << Yl)
where we are supposing }716(") is independent of (Y1,...,Y;_1). In particular, we have that

lim P(%"’SYHSWSH) :P(fkaquﬁ“'S}ﬁ)

n—roo

since Y1, ...,Y;_1 do not have atoms and thus
P(Y;=Y;)=0 fori#j and IP’(Yi:f/k) =0 forie{l,... k—1}.
Finally, for any closed set A C R,

lim sup ]P’((Yl, . ,Yk,l,f/k(")) €A and ffk(n) <Y1 <---< yl)

n—roo

SP((Yh---aYk—hi}k) €A and Y <V <-- §Y1),

so that
]P)((Yl,...,kal,i}k(n)) cA and }A}k(n) SYk—l < SYI)
lim sup —
n—00 P (Yk(n) <YV, 1<---< Yl)
P((H,---,Yk—hffk) €A and V<V << Y1)
<
P(Ve<Via< <v)
This is one of the equivalent conditions of weak convergence, thus the proof is complete. O

Remark 3.4 (Limiting point process). The convergence ([B.8)) defines a probability measure on the
space of sequences of real numbers R%=1. More precisely, if we let, for any k > 1, m : RZz1 5 Rk
be the projection onto the first k£ coordinates and Y7,...,Yr_1,Y; be as in Proposition 3.3 then
the infinite Coulomb gas is the probability measure I' on R%>* such that, for every k > 1,

(1), T = Law(Yi,, Vo1, ..., Y1 | Vi < Yiy <--- < 1)),

where (m,),I' denotes the image measure of I' by 7. In particular, for any continuous f: R — R
whose support is bounded from below, we have that

n

STAEM) 3T F(Wh) where (Wi)izy ~ T
i=1

i=1

This statement is in fact equivalent to (B.8) for every k > 1.
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3.2. Proofs of Theorems [2.6] 2.7], 2.4, Corollary 2.8 The following proofs share the same
first steps which we explain now. We define

n 2i—1—
For every n > 1, we consider n independent random variables Yl("), ceey Yn(") such that Y;(n) has a

density proportional to z € R e BV (@), By (IO, the Coulomb gas Xl("), X5 satisfies

]ﬁw(XWV“WXh))—LmNO%)w”,K |y <. <Y, )

We fix k£ > 1 and we study (X((g)), . ,X((f))). By Lemma [B.2] there is a simple description of this
vector by considering a random variable ffk(") independent of 1("), e Yk(f)l and such that

Law(V{") = Law (" | v, <. <1},
Namely, we have that

Law (X, X(1)) = Law (T, v,y | 7 <y << ™).

This suggests dividing the argument into two parts: first, understand the limiting law of the random
vector (}716("), Yk(’_”17 ey Yl(")) and next, perform the conditioning. Since }715"),}/,57_1)1, . Yl(") are
independent, we need only understand the limit of each one separately. Our goal is to obtain the
infinite Coulomb gas discussed in Section 3.1l We first take the limits

v Yy (3.11)

where the law of Y; is proportional to
exp (= B[(A+i—1)z+ V(z)])dz,
and V' is one of the potentials in (32), B3) or B.4]). Next, we take the limits
PRI 7 (3.12)

where the law of }7;6 is the limit as m — oo of
LaW(Yk | Ym S S Yk)

which exists due to Proposition and Bl After proving (BII) and I2), a standard condi-
tioning argument such as the one at the end of the proof of Proposition B3] completes the proof.
We proceed now to prove (B11]) and (3I2) for each of the cases. We begin with Theorem
Proof of Theorem [Z4. We begin by noticing that, by (1),

2i—1—n

Vi (@) = =5 — anUp(2)

= (z 1+ W) T+ ap /(z,o](s —x)dp(s) — %/}dep(s).

Since % [, sdp(s) is independent of 2 we may redefine
n . n—(n—1
Vi( )(z): zfler z+an/ (s — z)dp(s).
2 (x,0]
In this case V' will be the one in ([B4]) so that Y; is proportional to
exp (= B(i — 14+ A)z) 1) 00)(x)da,
To get (B.I1) it is enough to notice that
lim V" (2) =

n—o0

(i—1+ XNz ifa>000
ife<0

so that, since for any ¢ € (0,\) and N > ¢

Vi(n)(x) > (i—l—i—)\—e)x—i—N(/
(2,0]

sdp(s) — P(x))
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for n large enough, dominated convergence gives BII). What is left to prove is (812). By
Proposition ([B.J)), the limit of Law (Y | Y, < --- <Yi) as m — oo is

2 — Z;
ﬂjz::kj(%ij)’

where {Z;} ;> is a sequence of independent exponential random variables of unit mean. Now, to
study the sequence {?k(n)}nz %, we shall consider two new random variables. The first one will be
an upper bound for 17,5”) and will be denoted by U™, Tt is defined so that it satisfies

Law(U™) = Law (V" [0 < ¥ < < v{).

For the second one we fix an integer M > k. The random variable will be a lower bound of ?k(")
and will be denoted by Lg\’}). We ask Lg\’}) to satisfy

Law(L{V) = Law (Yk(") |y <. < Y,j’”) .
By Proposition [B.4] we have the stochastic domination

]P’(U(") < t) < ]P’(ffk(”) < t) gp(Lg’p < t) :
To understand U we notice that the density of

Law (Y, v [0 <y <o <y

is proportional to

(v TLeww [ = (0= 1) 4260 )] Toy oz
i=k
As in the proof of Proposition Bl under the change of variables (8.6, we can see that

n

e 2 Zj
@) =53 S )

Since o, — (0 — 1) —— 2A > 0, we can bound each term in the sum by
n—roo

Z;

jlen—(n=1)+5-1)

72 1 f()l n 1a]ge
.7( A J )
en()ugh. Slnce g

converges almost surely and since converges to

Zj
J21 j(Aj5-1)

j(”iﬁ, we can use the dominated convergence theorem to obtain that
B n—1)+]*1 nvoo” B2 2A+]—1)

k‘

To understand Lg\’}) we take the limit of (YI\(}), e Yk(")) which is (Yas,...,Ys) by BII). Since
the random variables involved have no atoms, taking the limit commutes with conditioning so that

L(") Law Las

n—o0
where

Law(Ly) = Law (Y | Yy < --- <Y}).
As before, we can see that

M

Law(Lar) = LaW(j_Zk m),

where {Z;} ;> is a sequence of independent exponential random variables of unit mean. By taking
upper and lower limits in

PU™ <t) <PV <) <PLD <1),
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we get that
2 — w.
]P’(— . J < t)
ﬁJ_ZkJ(XJr(J -1))
<liminf P(Y" < ¢) < limsup P(V," < #)
n—0o0 n—oo
M
2 W,
<P(2 ) —F——— <t).
(ﬂjz_:kj(xﬂj - 1) )
By taking M — oo we obtain (B.12]). O

Proof of Theorem [Z1. We have anpp(x) = 11—, 0)(2). Since a;, — 00, every subsequence has an
increasing (sub)subsequence so that we may assume without loss of generality that «,, is increasing.

Let us define
x
V(z) = —1z<o-
() g <0
We have AV/(z) = 1(_og(x) for 2 # 0. To understand Vi("), which is 22~z — a, U, (x) by
3.10), we notice that —a,U,, () = V(x) + S if 2 € [~ap,00), and for x € (—o0, —ay], it is
affine such that it is differentiable everywhere. One may see this by direct calculation using (L),
or by noticing that the Laplacians of both —a,, U, and V are the same inside [—a,,, 00), and then

by calculating the derivative of —a,U,, at —a;,. Therefore, setting

n - -1 .
Vi(z) :(i71+ %)HV@) —(i—1+Naz+ V()
we have that
Vi (@) = Vi(z)  if & € [~an,00)
and that it is extended in an affine and differentiable way at the left of this interval. We also have
that Y; has a density proportional to e #V:(#) | By dominated convergence, since {Vi(")}nzi is an

increasing sequence of functions that converges to V;, we obtain (B.IT]).
We now prove ([B12). For this, we shall consider two new random variables. The first one will

bound 17,6(”) from above and will be denoted by U™ It is defined so that it satisfies
Law(U™) = Law (Y}, | YV, < -+~ < V).

For the second one we fix an integer M > k. The random variable will be a lower bound of ?k(n)
and will be denoted by LS\Z). We ask LS\Z) to satisfy

Law(Lyy) = Law(V"™ | Vi) < - <¥™),
By Lemma [B.5 we have the stochastic domination
P(U™ <t) <P <t)
while, by Proposition [B.4]
PV <t) <P(LYY < ).
By definition,
un 2y

so that we also have _
lim P(U™ <t) =P(Y <t)

n—oo
when t is a point of continuity of ]P’(f/;c <'t). Since, we also have
LS\Z) law U(M),

n—oo

we obtain that

P(Yi < t) < liminf P(Y,"” < ) < limsup P(Y,"™ < t) < P(UM < 1),

n—roo n—oo

Taking M — oo proves ([B.12) thus completing the proof. a
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Proof of Theorem [2.4] We have that
npn(®) =1,_ antn g () + (v — 1),@7_21(0,(an27n)1/(7,1)] (x).

Since «;,, — 00, every subsequence has an increasing (sub)subsequence so that we may assume a,
is increasing. Let us define

x? z

Vi(z) = ?cho + 7]—m>0
whose Laplacian is
AV(SC) = 1(—00,0] (ZL') + (7 - ]‘):C’Y_Q]‘(O,OO)'

Notice that

n . an+n ra, —n\1/0-1
—oanpn(:c):V(:c)+§z 1fx€[f n2 ,( n2 ) }
and that it is affine at the left and at the right of this interval with the derivatives at the endpoints
coinciding. One may obtain this by a direct calculation using (7)), or by noticing that the
Laplacians of both functions, —a,,U,_ and V', are the same inside that interval and the derivatives

P
of —a, U, should be —a,/2 at the left and a,,/2 at the right of the interval. If we define

Vi(z) = (z - %) x4+ V(x)

we have that

V@) = Vi) it e[ Qo E ()Y

and that it is extended in an affine and differentiable way outside this interval. In this case we
have the law of Y; is proportional to
s o BVi(x)

By dominated convergence, since {Vi(")}nzi is an increasing sequence of functions that converges
to Vi, we obtain (B.I1]), namely
Y(n) law Y,
L —— Y.

n—oo

Now fix k > 1. To prove ([3.12) we consider a random vector (?k(n), o ?n(n)) such that

Law (?,j"l - 57,§">) = Law (Yk("), LYy << Y,j”’) .
Consider the event
an, +n  ~ ~ o, —n\1/ (-1
=<¢ — -n = < (n) (") < -n_ X

An{ S <YM and Yk_(Q) }

We will see that
P(A,) _>—> 1, (3.13)
so that, given a bounded continuous function f : R — R and by writing
E[f(V,")] = BIf (V") | Au] P(An) + BIF(,M) | A5] P(AS),

we see that _ B
lim E[f(Y,™)] = lim E[f(Y") | 4] (3.14)

n—o0
assuming one of these limits exists. To see that the right-side limit exists, we repeat the same

argument except with the sequence {Y;};>1 instead of {}/i(n)}nZiZk- If we show the analogue of
B13)), for {Y;}i>k, then we also have the analogue of (3.I4)). But note that for {Y;};>x, the left-
hand side of [BI4) is known to exist by Proposition B3] and the right-hand side coincides with

the one associated to {Y;™ },si>k since V; = V" in [— (o +n)/2, ((an —n)/2)Y/ D], Thus

we need only show (BI3) with respect to both {Y;(n)}nzizk and {Y;}isk.
By Proposition [B.4] we know that

P <t|o<vm <<y ™) <P <t v <<y,

Let {B;};>r be positive independent random variables such that B; has a density proportional to

x € (0,00) »—)exp[fﬁ(if%)x]
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Since Vi(") (z) — (i — 1/2)x is increasing for z > 0, by Lemma [B] we have that
P(B, <t|Bp<---<Bp) <PY” <t|o<y™ <...<y™).

But, by Proposition B], we know that inf,>, P (By < t| B, < --- < By) converges to 1 as t — 00,
so that the same happens to inf,,>; P (}7,6(") < t) and, in particular,

~ —n\ /(-1
PO (7)) e

n—oo

To prove that
IP’( _mtn < 5775")) | (3.15)
2 n—oo

we consider the system seen from —n. More precisely, we use that
P 2|V << < on) <P 28| Y < <Y
and we focus on the left-hand side of this inequality that can be rewritten

P(-n-Y™<-n-t]0<-n-Y"< . .<—n-vm)

The same argument as before applied to —n — Yk("), ey —N — Yn(n) instead of Yn("), ey Yk(") gives
P(—n—y,@ < O‘”Q_” ’og—n—yk“” < g—n—Y,@) 1
n—oo

which implies (315). The same arguments work for the sequence {Y;};>x instead of {Y;(n)}nzizk
which completes the proof. ]

Proof of Corollary[2Z.8. By Theorems 2.6] 211 and [Z4] we know that M,, converges in law. The
limiting law is ©; from Proposition B3] by choosing V properly, and ©1 can be also described as

@1 = Law(Y1 } }72 S Yl)

where 572 and Y7 are independent random variables such that 572 ~ ©9 and Y7 has a density
proportional to p(z) = e~ P=+V) In particular, ©; has a density proportional to

reER— p(m)P(ffg < :1:)
In fact, by repeating the same kind of procedure with ©y instead of ©; and using induction on &

it can be proved that the regularity of the density coincides with the regularity of V' but this will
not be needed here. Since ©; has no atoms we have that

lim P(M, > t) = ©:(t, o)

n—oo

and we may conclude by Proposition [A.2l O

APPENDIX A. TAIL ASYMPTOTICS

In this appendix, we prove a proposition regarding the tail asymptotics of the right-most particles
of our infinite Coulomb gases at the edge. We first need a short lemma to prove the proposition.

Lemma A.1. If Y7 and Ys are independent random variables, then

P(Y; >tY, <Y) R P(Y; > ¢t).
—00
Proof. By independence of Y7 and Y5,

szungmz/mnzwwwmm
R

P(Y1>tVy)

B(y,>¢) IS Increasing in t we may use the monotone

where Py, denotes the law of Y,. Since
convergence theorem to obtain
P(Y: >t,Ys <Y3) /P(letvm /
= dP — [ dP = 1.
P(Yl Z t) R P(Yl Z t) Yz (y) t—oo Jp Y2 (y)
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Proposition A.2 (Tail asymptotics at the right). Using the notation of Proposition[3.3, if X ~ 0
is the right-most particle of the infinite Coulomb gas, we have that

logP(X >t) = log/ e PRTHV@)qz 4 O(1).
t

In particular, if V is B2) for some v > 1, we have that

)

1
t—,ylogIP’(X >t) —— —

t—o0

B
2

and if V is B3) or B4) we have that
1

Proof. Let Y7 have a density proportional to exp [f B (Ax + V(z))} and let Y3 ~ ©9 from Propo-
sition be independent of ;. By B3), P(X >¢) =P (Y7 >¢| Y2 <Y;). By Lemma[A]]

logP(X >t) =logP(Y; > t) + O(1) = log/ e POV q + 0(1).
t
Suppose that V(z) = Z,y—v, x>0,y > 1. Then, for every € > 0 there is T' > 0 such that for t > T,

log /OO eIV @) 4y < Jog /°° POV @) 4y < log /Oo 0BV (@) 4.
t t ¢
Thus, we only need to show that
llog/ooefﬁ(us)%dx _B(1+s)_
12 t t—o00 y

for every ¢ > 0. This can be obtained by the change of variables s = z/t and by using Laplace’s
method since the minimum of 8(1 + 5)% for s € [1,00) is attained at s = 1. For V chosen as in
B3) or (34) we only need to use that V(x) = 0 for z > 0, and that

[e’e] —BAt
— Bz _ €
e de = ——.
/t BA

APPENDIX B. STOCHASTIC DOMINATION AND CONDITIONING

Note that stochastic domination is also known as stochastic monotonicity. Throughout this
appendix, we use “density” to refer to a Radon—Nikodym derivative.

Lemma B.1 (Domination from non-decreasing density). Let u and v be two probability measures
for which there exists a non-decreasing measurable function p : R — [0,00) such that dv = pdu. If
X ~pandY ~ v then, for everyt € R, P(Y <t) <P(X <t).

Proof. Since p is non-decreasing there exists a € [—00, 00| such that

pla) <1forx € (—o0,a) and p(a) > 1 for z € (a,o00).

If t < a we have that P(Ygt):/ pd,ug/ dp=P(X <t).
(—o0,t] (—o0,t]

If t > a we have that P(Y>t):/ pdp > dp =P(X > t).
(t,00) (t,00

)
Hence P(Y <t) =1 —P(Y >t) <1—P(X > 1) = P(X < 1). 0

Lemma B.2 (Conditioning by steps). Let X1,...,X, be independent random variables such that
P(X, <---<X3)>0. Fiz ke {l,...,n} and consider a random variable Y}, such that, by
possibly enlarging the probability space,

Law(Yk) = Law(Xk | Xn <... < Xk)
and Yy, is independent of (X1,...,Xk—1). Then, P(Y; < Xp—1 <--- < X3) >0 and
Law(Xg, ..., X1 | Xp <--- < Xq) = Law(Vy, Xp—1,..., X1 | Ve < Xjop <0 < XG).
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Proof. Given a probability space (Q, F,P) and some A € F such that P(A) > 0, let us use the
notation P4(C) =P(C N A)/P(A). For any A, B € F such that P(AN B) > 0, we have that
P4(B)>0 and (Pa)p=Pans. (B.1)
In our setting, we consider 2 = R™ with P given by the law of (X,,,...,X1). We have
A={(zp,...,x1) ER": 2, <--- <} and B={(zp,...,21) ER": 2 <--- < a1}.
Let Yy, ..., Y, be random variables such that
Law (Y, ..., Yy) = Law( Xy, ..., Xi | X5, < -+ < Xg).
Then, P4 is the law of (Y,,..., Yk, Xx_1,...,X1) and the left-hand side of (B tells us that
P(Yi < X1 < - < X1) =Pa(B) >0
while the right-hand side of (B.) tells us that
Law(Yy, . Vi, X1+ s X1 | Ve € Xp1 < -+ < X1) = Law(Xn, .., X1 | X < -+ < X)),
In particular, we have that
Law(Yi, Xpo1,.., X1 | Yi € Xpo1 < - < X1) = Law(Xp, ..., X1 | Xn < -+ < X1)
which is the sought property. O

The non-decreasing density condition of Lemma [B.] is preserved under order conditioning as
the following proposition states.

Proposition B.3 (Preservation of non-decreasing densities under ordering). Let Xi,...,X,,
Y1,...,Y, be independent real random variables such that X; ~ p; andY; ~ v; where v; is absolutely
continuous with respect to p; with a non-decreasing density p; = dv;/dp;. If we define

p=Law (X1 | X, <---<X;) and v=Law (Y71 |Y, < ---<Y})
then U is absolutely continuous with respect to [i, with non-decreasing density p = dv/dj.
Proof. By Lemma [B.2] if we take random variables )~(2 and }72 such that
Law(X5) = Law (X3 | X, < -+ < X3) and Law(Y2) = Law (Y3 | Y, < --- < Y2)
and such that )?2 is independent of X7 and 172 is independent of Y7, we have
i =Law(X; | Xo < X;) and 7 =Law(Y; | Yy <Y)).

So, by induction, it is enough to prove the lemma for n = 2. In this case, p has a density
with respect to pj proportional to x € R +— pa(—o00,z] and 7 has a density with respect to uq
proportional to
reR po) (-t =p@) [ padi
(7001:6]

In particular, v is absolutely continuous with respect to  and

p1(x) / p2 dpz
(—o0,z] ~

dv o« dyi.
H2 (—OO, 'T]
The proof is completed once we show that
/ p2 dpz
(—00,z]
Glx) = ——
@) =~ al—cod]

is non-decreasing. Note that G is well-defined since if the denominator is zero then the numerator,
which would be an integral over a measure zero set, is also zero.

We must show that if z <y then G(x) < G(y). We know that pa2(t) < p2(s) for any ¢ € (—o0, z]
and s € (z,y]. By integrating over (¢, s) € (—o0, x] X (x,y], with respect to s ® ua, we obtain

() pam)mste <( |

z,y]

pa(s) dpa(s) ) pa(~o0, .
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Add (f(foo ] P2 dpi2) p2(—00, 7] to both sides of the inequality to obtain

(/ P2 duz)uz(*oo,y] < Mz(*ooaz](/ p2 dM2)7
(—o00,2] (—o0,y]
which, after dividing by pa(—00, 2]us(—00,y], completes the proof. O

We next provide two applications of Proposition [B.3] that are useful our context.

Proposition B.4. Let Xy,...,X,, be independent random variables with P(X, <--- < X;) > 0.
Then, for every 1 <k <m <n andt € R,

PXp<t| X, < <X1) SP(Xp <t X <o <Xy).
Proof. By the same reasoning as in Lemma [B.2]if we take a random variable X such that
Law(X) = Law(Xy, | Xp < --- < X))
and independent of X1,..., Xx_1, then
Law (Xi | Xp < - < X1) :Law(f(k | X < < X gf(k)
and _ -
Law(Xk|Xm§--~§X1):Law(Xk | Xpp < < Xpa gxk).
Thus it suffices to consider the case kK = 1. It is enough to prove that
P(X1<t|Xp < <X0) SP(X <t Xp <o <X))

for every p € {m,...,n — 1}. For this, let ¥, ~ Law(X, | Xp41 < X,) be independent of
X1,...,Xp_1. Then, by Lemma [B.2] we have

LaW(X1 |Xp+1 S S Xl) :Law(X1 | Yp SXp—l S S Xl)
Since Y}, has, with respect to the law of X,,, the non-decreasing density
P(Xp-i-l <y)
P(Xp1 < Xp)’
by Proposition [B.3] Law (X7 | Y, < X,_1 <--- < X;) has a non-decreasing density with respect
to the law Law (X7 | X, < X,_1 <--- < Xj). It remains finally to use Lemma [B.3] O

Y —

Lemma B.5. Let ty € [—00,00) and let X1,...,X,, Y1,...,Y, be independent real random vari-
ables taking values on [tg, 00) such that X; has density e~9 and Y; has density e " and such that
gi — h; is non-decreasing. Then, for every t € R,

PY1<t|Y, < <V)<P(Xyi <t|X, < < Xq).

Proof. Since Y; has the non-decreasing density e% " with respect to the law of X;, we may use
Proposition [B.3] and Lemma [B.I] to complete the proof. O

APPENDIX C. CONDITIONAL LAW OF RIGHT-MOST PARTICLE

The main results in this work concern point processes with infinitely many particles. If one is
concerned only with the right-most particle (or finitely many particles) in a conditional setting,
the proofs can be greatly simplified. We illustrate this in the present appendix.

More specifically, Proposition is non-asymptotic, and gives the location of the k right-most
particles of the gas, under conditioning, for an arbitrary background of compact support. Up to
the conditioning, this can be seen as some sort of one-dimensional analog of a similar phenome-
non for two-dimensional Coulomb gases due to Kostlan [Kos92] and considered, for instance, in
[HKPV09, [CP14, BGZ18, [GZ18|, [CGZJ20]. The proposition is reminiscent of a classical represen-
tation theorem due to Alfred Rényi [RE53], which states that if {Z;}1<;<k are independent and
identically distributed exponential random variables of unit mean, and if {Z;y}1<;j<x are the or-
der statistics (max to min), then the joint distribution of {Z(;)}1<j<# is given by the identity in

distribution

Z Z Z
LaW(Z(k),...,Z(l)) = Law(?l,...,?l +---+ Tk) (Cl)

We write Card S to denote the cardinality of a set S.
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Proposition C.1 (Right-most particles outside the background). Suppose that
e 3>0 is fized;
e a>n—1;
o p is supported inside (—oo,0].
Let us denote X;y instead of X((g), and define N,, = Card{1 <i <n:X; > 0}.
Then, for all1 <k <mn,
Law(X(k),...,X(l) | N, :k/’) :LaW(Yk,...,Yi | Y <o <Y)

2

where (Yi)lgigk are independent exponential random variables with EY; = Aa—noire

Alternatively, for all 1 <k <n,
Law(X(k),...,X(l) | N, :k) :Law(Zl,Zl+Z2,...,Z1+~~~+Zk)
where (Z;)1<i<k are independent exponential random variables EZ; =

Proof. By (LI0) we know that

Law (X(n),...,X(l)) - Law(Yn( )Y

2
Bi(a—n+i) *

y, (™

IN

e < Yl("))

where Y™ ..., Yl(") are independent random variables and Yi(") has a density proportional to
2k—n—1
yER— exp( — ﬂ[fy — ozUp(y)}).
Then, we have that

Law (X(")

(n)
X

(1)
= Law (Y,@, Ly

Nn:k:)

= Ty

Yn(") <. <y(”1 §0<Yk(”) <. Syl(”)).
Then, by the independence of (Y,g"), ceey Yk(:)l) and (Yk(n), ey Yl(")), we have that

Lx™

(n)
Law (X o

(k)
By (1) we can see that

N, = k:) — Law (Y,j’”, Y™

0<y < <),
y 1
Uply) = =5 +3 /RSdP(S)-
for y > 0 so that
Law (Yk(n), . ,Yl(n)

O<Yk(”)§...gyl(n)) =Law (Yg,...,Y1 | Vi <--- <V7)

where Y; follows the law of Y;(n) conditioned to be positive which has a density proportional to

€ (0,00) o = Hlomnmrs20

Then LaW(X(n) ey X((f)) | N, = k) has a joint density proportional to

(k)?
ﬁ k
(ZC]C, .. .,.Tl) — exp{ — 5 Zl (Oé -n+1+ 2]) $ji| 10§Ik§‘“§31'
j=

We can perform the change of variables

zZi=x;— i ifie{l,...;k—1} and zp =z
or equivalently x; = Zf: ;j#iforany i € {1,...,k} to obtain a density proportional to
: 8
(Zhy .-y 21) HeXp [—§(a —n+1)i zl] 1.,>0
i=1

which implies the second assertion of the proposition.
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