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SEPARATED DETERMINANTAL POINT PROCESSES AND GENERALIZED FOCK
SPACES

GIUSEPPE LAMBERTI AND XAVIER MASSANEDA

ABSTRACT. We study conditions so that the determinantal point process Ay associated to a gen-
eralized Fock space defined by a doubling subharmonic weight ¢ is almost surely a separated
sequence in C. Under a natural assumption on ¢, we provide a characterization of such processes.
Additionally, we emphasize the role of intrinsic repulsion in determinantal processes by compar-
ing A4 with the Poisson process of the same first intensity. As an application, we show that the
determinantal process A, associated to the canonical weight ¢, (2) = |2|* « > 0, is almost
surely separated if and only if & < 4/3. In contrast, the Poisson process A% having the same first
intensity as A, is almost surely separated if and only if o < 1.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we provide conditions so that a particular family of determinantal point processes
in the complex plane are almost surely separated. Recall that a sequence A = {A\;}r>; C Cis
separated if

inf Ay — A; .
jlgk‘ k il >0

Separation plays an important role in many numerical and function theoretic problems, such
as the description of interpolating and sampling sequences for various spaces.

Intuitively, a (simple) point process is a random configuration of points, but it is more conve-
nient to think of it as a random measure of the form

TN = E o,
AEA

where A is a finite or countable subset of C. The distribution (or law) of the point process is then
determined by the random variables

N(B)=#(ANB) = / dr, B c C compact.
B

For a background on random measures and point processes we refer the reader to [9]].
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We start by recalling the generalized Fock spaces F4 defined by doubling weights ¢. Let ¢ be
a subharmonic function in C with doubling Laplacian v = A, i.e., for which there exists C' > 0
such that
v(D(z,2r)) < Cv(D(z1)), zeC, r>0.

Then, denote by F, the generalized Fock space of entire functions f such that

/ |f(2)|26_2¢(z)A¢(2) < +o0.
C

This is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space whose associated kernel is the Bergman kernel K.
We refer the reader to the next section for precise definitions.

The focus of this paper is on the determinantal point processes A, associated to the Bergman
kernel K 4. We proceed to explain this in further detail. According to a theorem of Macchi and
Soshnikov ([20, Theorem 3], see also [12, Lemma 4.5.1]) whenever an Hermitian kernel K (z, {)
defines a self-adjoint operator K on L?(C, ), which is locally trace class with all eigenvalues in
0, 1], there exists a unique determinantal point process A associated with K and p. This means
that for any collections of disjoint sets By, ..., B, C C one has

_ /B - / et(K (2 2)) g g l20) i)

The integrand is usually called the n-correlation function of A. For the particular case corre-
sponding to n = 1, this is

E

ﬁ #(Br N A)

BN (B) = [ K(:.2)du(2)
B
and the measure K (z, z) duu(z) is called the first intensity (or average distribution) of the process.

The Bergman kernel K, defines a projection operator from L?(C, u4) onto Fy so it satisfies
the hypothesis of the aforementioned theorem by Macchi and Soshnikov (the definition of y is
provided in the following section). Consequently, the determinantal point process A, associated
to K4 and p 1s well-defined.

These processes can be seen as generalizations of the process studied in [5], where the authors
investigate the Palm measures associated to F;, under the assumption that A¢ is uniformly
bounded both above and below.

We mention that determinantal processes were first considered by Macchi [14] as a model for
fermions, and since then have appeared naturally in in a surprising variety of problems (see e.g.
[12, Chapter 4]).

Our main result, Theorem characterizes the processes A4 which are almost surely sepa-
rated, under a natural restriction on ¢. As a by-product of its proof, we notice that when A, is
a.s. separated, then its upper density is 0. This automatically provides a characterization of the
processes A, which are almost surely interpolating for the classical Fock spaces Fj|.2, 8 > 0
(see Corollary 2.4). Of course, the analogous result holds as well for the L? versions of these
classical Fock spaces.



SEPARATED DETERMINANTAL POINT PROCESSES 3

A distinctive feature of determinantal processes is their built-in repulsion (i.e. a negative cor-
relation of nearby points), which can be quantified by the decay of the kernel. To assess the role
played by this repulsion, we compare A, with the Poisson process Ag of “totally independent”
points having the same first intensity (average distribution) as A4. The existence of such a Pois-
son process is established, for instance, in [[13), Section 3.2]. An adaptation of [[11, Theorem 1.2]
shows that, by the big fluctuations of the Poisson process, much stricter conditions are required
for A(I; to be almost surely separated (Theorem [2.3]).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section [2l we gather the main properties of the Fock
spaces JF, and their associated processes Ay We also state the main results. The proof of the
main result (Theorem [2.1]) and its consequences is given in Section3l The key step in this proof is
the estimate of the probability that two or more points fall in a cell of fixed size (Proposition[3.6]).
Finally, Section4|is devoted to briefly recall the proof of Theorem

A final word about notation: the expression A < B means that there exists a constant C' > 0,
independent of whatever arguments are involved, such that A < CB. Ifboth A < Band B < A
then we write A ~ B.

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Jordi Marzo and Joaquim Ortega-Cerda for their
help on determinantal processes and for the many valuable discussions.

2. DETERMINANTAL PROCESSES INDUCED BY GENERALIZED FOCK SPACES. RESULTS.

Let ¢ be a subharmonic function with doubling Laplacian and let 4 be the associated Fock
space. In order to express the norm in F it is more convenient to work with a suitable regular-
ization of v = A¢.

Following the ideas of M. Christ [7]], for each z € C denote by p(z) (or p,(z) if we want to
stress the dependency on ¢) the positive radius such that

v(D(z,p(2)) = 1.
It is not difficult to see (e.g. [15, p.869]) that
p(2) =p(OI < |z =(],  2(eC.

In particular, p(z) is continuous. The function p~2 can then be seen as a regularized version of
A, as described in [7]]. Then, define

. 2 .__ 2 %2 dm(z)
Fo= {1 e HO): |fI} = c¢/c|f(z)| oo G2 < oo,

The constant ¢, is chosen so that ||1]|4 = 1; hence

(1) dug(z) == cye 2

is a probability measure in C.
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Equipped with the scalar product

fw—/f T dus(z),  frg € Fo

the space F is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space whose kernel K, is also referred to as the
Bergman kernel of F4. Specifically, this means that K, is holomorphic in z, anti-holomorphic
in ¢, and for any f € F,

f(2) = (£, K(2,4))o-

Let now A, be the determinantal point process associated to the Hermitian kernel Ky(z, ()
and the reference measure /4. Its first intensity is, by definition,

Ky(z,2) dpg(2).

According to Lemma 21 in [15]]; there exists C' > 0 such that

(2) C71e?®) < Ky(z,2) < C e z e C.
Therefore, by (1)), the first intensity of A4 is comparable to the regularization of the Laplacian of
o:
dm(z)
(3) Ky(z,2)dpg(z) ~ _
’ 6

In particular, given any Borel set B C C, the expected value of the counting variable Ny(B) =

o) BIVA(B)] = [ Kole2)duoz) = [ dpm{f

Since we are looking for conditions so that A, is a.s. separated, we restrict ourselves to the
cases where the order of E[V,(B)] is asymptotically smaller than the area of B as we move away
from the origin. This is achieved by imposing that

3) lim inf min p(z) = +o0.

r—+oo |z|=r

We are ready to state our main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ be a doubling subharmonic function satisfying (8)), and let A, be its associ-
ated determinantal point process. Then

1
P(Ay is separated) = d
0 if / m -
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Remark 2.2. There is no restriction in assuming that ¢ is regular: according to [[15, Theorem
14], there always exist ¢ € C*°(C) subharmonic and C' > 0 such that At is a doubling measure,
[ —¢| < Cand

so that Fy = Fy and || f||s > || f||, for all f € F.

When ¢ is regular, the first intensity of A is thus comparable to A¢ dm, and the integral above
can be rewritten as

/C (Ad(2))*dm(2).

We keep the form given in the statement, because that is how it appears in the proof.

Canonical examples of the weights considered in Theorem 2.1] are ¢, (2) = |z|%, a € (0, 2).
For a = 2, the distribution of A, := Ay, is invariant by translations (see e.g. [[17]]). In particular,
for any € > 0 the probabilities P[# (A2 N D(z, ))] are strictly positive and independent of z € C.
Then the arguments of Bufetov, Qiu and Shamov for the hyperbolic disk [6, Lemma 3] apply
similarly to C to conclude that A, is a.s. not separated. This explains the restriction o € (0, 2),
which is precisely @), since py, (2) = |2|' 72

Corollary 2.3. Let A, be the determinantal point process associated to the weight ¢, (z) = |z
€ (0,2). Then,

«
’

1 ifa<4/3

P(Aa is separated) = {O o> 4/3
ifa> .

The proof of Theorem [2.1] shows that, in case A is separated, its upper density
#(A N D(z,7))

2

D (Ay) := limsup sup
r—oo zeC wr

is zero. By a well-known theorem by K. Seip and R. Wallstén [18],[19], a sequence A in the
plane is interpolating for the classical Fock space Fg.2, 8 > 0, if and only if it is separated and
D, (A) < B (see e.g [22] Chapter 3]).

Corollary 2.4. Let ¢ be a doubling subharmonic weight for which () holds and let A, be its

associated determinantal process. Then, for any [ > 0,

1
IP)(A(b is Faz)2- mterpolatlng
0 if /

dm

We finish this section by comparing the results above with the analogues for the Poisson pro-
cess with the same first intensity. Consider

dog(z) =
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and denote by Ag the Poisson process with underlying measure o4. Observe that, by (3)), Ag can
be seen as the Poisson point process having the same average distribution as the determinantal
process Ag.

The Poisson process Ag is characterized by two properties:

(i) for any Borel set A C C the counting function N(A) = #(A N AY) has Poisson distri-
bution of parameter o, (A),
(ii) for two disjoint sets A, B C C the variables N(A), N(B) are independent.
A straightforward adaptation of Theorem 1.2 in [[11] provides the following characterization.

Theorem 2.5. Let ¢ be a doubling subharmonic weight satisfying (3) and let A(I; be the Poisson
process with underlying measure 4. Then

1

IP’(A(I; is separated dm

0 i -

For the cases ¢(z) = |2|*% a € (0,2), this means that Ag is almost surely separated if and
only if o < 1.

As in the determinantal case, we have an immediate consequence for (classical) Fock interpo-

lation.

Corollary 2.6. Let ¢ be a doubling subharmonic weight for which () holds, and let Ag be the
Poisson process with underlying measure o4. Then, for any 3 > 0,

1 f/dm

P(Ay is Fp)z2-interpolating) = dm
0 if /

3. DETERMINANTAL PROCESS: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1] AND COROLLARY

3.1. Preliminaries. We start this section with some technical, well-known properties of F.

A first elementary property to be used throughout the paper is the following (see [15, Corollary
3]): for any r > 0 there exists ¢, > 0 such that

©) 'p(2) < p(Q) Serplz), ¢ €D(zrpl2).

There are at least two related distances in C induced by F;;. The first is given by the reproduc-
ing kernel K4 (see [1, p.128]):

[ IKGor
? dK(Z’Q‘\/l KGakGa 0
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while the second is the distance dp associated to the Bergman metric
(8) Alog Ky(z,2)dz ® dz.

According to Proposition 8 (or 9) in [2], the Bergman distance is the so-called inner distance of
dy, that is,

dp(z,¢) = inf{ly, (7) : v curve joining z to (},
where, if v : [0,1] — C,

g, () = sup {Zd;{(v(ti_l),v(ti)) 0=ty <---<t,= 1} .

i=1
In particular,

(9) dK(Zv C) S dB(Za C) ; Z)C € (C

Next, we recall some well-known estimates for the reproducing kernel (see [4, Proposition 14]
and the references therein).

Proposition 3.1. There exist positive constants C, € and 1), depending only on ¢, such that,

() |Ky(2, Q)| < Ce?@+9Qe=d=0) forall 2, ¢ € C,
(b) [K4(2, )] = C e forall ¢ € D(z,np(2)),
(©) C71/p*(2) < Alog Ky(z,2) < C/p*(2).

In [4] the estimate (a) is given in terms of the distance d, associated to the metric p2 (2)dz®dz
which, by (c), is equivalent to dp.

Another property to be used in the proof of Theorem 2.1]is the following.
Lemma 3.2. ([4, Lemma 12]; [16, Lemma 2.7]) Forany ¢ > 0 and k > 0

[ — 2[\* —d5,(2,0) dm(¢)
i‘ég/c< p(z) ) ‘ 20 ST

It is not difficult to see ([[15, Lemma 4]) that for every r > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that

‘Z - C| |z — C‘
p(2) o) ¢ € D(z,rp(2)).

The distance dy satisfies similar estimates, which are important in the proof of Theorem 2.1l

(10) c! <dp(z,¢) <C

Lemma 3.3. (a) For every r > 0 there exists C' > 0 depending only on ¢ such that

ckwxusc%i§ﬁ ¢ € Dz rp(2)).

(b) There exist n > 0 and a positive constant C' such that

2= e DEzmple)).

dK(Z,C) > C p(z)
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Proof. (a) Apply (9) and the upper estimate in (L0).
(b) By [2, p. 30], the distance dx(z, ¢) is the solution to the extremal problem
sup{|F'(¢)[ : F' € Fy, ||[Fllp <1, F(2) =0}

die(2,¢) =
wl=¢) KolG.0)
Take, fixed z € C, the function
C_Z K(j)(C,Z)
F, = .
(C) p(z) Kd)(Z’ Z)
By Proposition[3.1(a) and (2)),
¢ — Z|2 [Ks(¢, 2)[? 26(C) dm(¢) (=2 o (z c)dm(C)
F K L B(&6) A/
e B e K- i e S o

hence, by Lemma[3.2] || F.||, < 1.
Thus, by @) once more,

[FOl 1€ —~4] [ K4(C, 2)|

d 7C r>\: -
=) Ky(C.C)  P2) Ey(2,2)V/Ee(C,C)
o (=) g—0(0)
= L (G 22
Then we conclude with Proposition[3.11 (b). O

3.2. Main Proposition. We begin by considering a standard partition of the plane and studying
the probability that two or more points fall in the same cell.

Let
, 0 k—1 k
ka;:{z:re“ge(c:n—1§r<n,—E[ ,—)}, n>1, k=1,...,n
2m n on
andlet 2, = (n—1/2)e 27552 denote its “center”.

Consider the corresponding counting random variables
Xn,k = #(A(b N Tn,k)
Observe that, by () and (6),

dm(z) 1
11 E|X,, k] ~ ~ .
(an X / ) = Pl

A specific feature of any determinantal process A is that the counting random variable N (B) =
#(A N B) can be expressed as a sum of independent Bernoulli variables &;. Moreover, the
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parameters A; of the variables {; are precisely the eigenvalues of the restriction operator on B
(see e.g. [12, Theorem 4.5.3]). Hence, taking A = A4 and B = T,, 5, we have

Xn,k = Z gj?
j=1

where &; ~ Bernoulli();) and ); is the j™ eigenvalue (arranged in decreasing order) of the
restriction operator

(12) Tf(z) = /T FOFo(2, OdpglC), fEF,

The key result in the proof of Theorem [2.1]is the estimate of the probability that two or more
points fall in the same cell 7, ;,, which, as we shall see soon, is comparable to p‘ﬁ(zn,k). We
begin with the following general representation of this probability.

Lemma 3.4. Let T, ;, and X,, j, as above. Then,
POs22) = [ [ 1Ko Kol 6) = Kale )P dilz) di€) + O ((BLX, ).
Tk v Tnk

Remark 3.5. (a) As we shall see in the proof, this identity is valid in great generality. Given
a determinantal point process A with correlation kernel K (z, () and reference measure p, and
given B C C and its counting variable N(B) = #(A N B), the analogue for P(N(B) > 2)
also holds. Of course, this is only of interest when (E[N(B)])? is much smaller than the double
integral.

(b) The identity in the statement can also be rewritten in terms of the distance dx defined in
() and the first intensity of the process:

POx22) = [ @il QKoo 2) diol) KolC. ) diolO) +O((BLX,]))

(c) The double integral above is exactly E[X,, (X, — 1)] (see [12] (1.2.4)]). Thus, the result
can also be rephrased as

P(Xn 2 2) = BIX2,] - E[Xo4] + O((E[X,4])°).

Proof. By definition,

P(Xpk>2)=1-P(Xup=0)—P(Xpp=1)=1-JJ1=2) =D N1 - )
j=1 =1 J#l
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Observe that all \; are very close to 0, because of condition (@), and the fact that, as seen in (L)),

1
P*(znk)

E[X, k] = trace(T) = Z Aj
j=1

Plugging the power series

e _;(—1) Mo =loat T4
1 Ny 2
log(l_x):z::;:ij——l—

P(X,422) = ]glogg_%j) 32 o))
(520 (- Dm L)) o)
-2 =3 (e ) - ()
(o) (- X 5) oD )
=23t o((XA))

By the trace formula,

trace(T') = Z)\j = / K(C, Q)dpg(Q),
i=1 Tk

and by the spectral theorem for integral Hilbert-Schmidt operators,

0 ) 2
;%?Li%m%mwwmmy
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Thus
(e} | ) - 00 2 _ ) 2
(; A) ;AJ /T /T Koz 2) K50, Q) — 1Ko, Q1] dpol2)dpolC),
as desired. 0

An important consequence of Lemma [3.4]is the following.

Proposition 3.6. There exists ng = no(¢) € N such that foralln > ngand k =1,...,n

where the implicit constants do not depend on n and k.

Proof. We start with the formula of Remark [3.3(b). Observe that, by condition (&), for any 1 > 0
there exists ng such that 7,, . C D(z,np(z)) forall z € T), x, n > ngand k = 1,...,n. Then, by
Lemma

|z — ¢l

dre(7 ) = p(2)

, Z,C - ka.

Therefore
Pz [ [ B 0 dunte) Kol 0 dnat@) + O(ELXP).

By @), (1)) and the fact that p(¢) ~ p(z,) for any ¢ € T,, &, we get finally

~ 2= ¢ dm(z) dm(Q) |
IE”<X’“f22>—/n,,c / o e 7o O Gm)

1 5 N 1
= 5z </Tnk /TM |z = ¢[7dm(2) dm(()+1> = ()

O

Remark 3.7. The lower estimate in Proposition 3.6 can be proved in a more direct way. Since
the expected value of X, ;, = >, &; is close to zero, the probability that two or more points fall
in 7T, ;. is concentrated in the events {{; = 1} and {{; = 1} (since i, & are the two Bernoulli
variables with larger parameter). In any case, by the independence of &; and &,, we have the
estimate

By definition

)\1 = Ssup <Tf7 f>¢>7
f€F¢
lFllg=1
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and, by and the reproducing property of K, (z, (),
(T.5e= [ 1 @Pduatc).

Tn,k

Taking as f the normalized reproducing kernel for the center of 7T}, ,

k‘ k(z) _ Kd)(Z, Zn,k)
" K¢>(Zn,k, Zn,k)

[ Ky (2, 2np)|”
A 2/ " duy(2).
1 T K(b(zn,kyzn,k‘) ,U(z)( )

By Proposition3.1l(b), for z € T}, x,, which by n large enough is contained in the disk D (2, 1, 70(2nk))»

dm(z) 1
13 Az K d ~ ~ )
(13) 18 /Tn,k <Z>(Z, z) dpg(2) /Tnk 02(2) 02 (Znre)

we see that

In order to estimate A\, we use the formula

T
Ay = sup inf< g,g)(ﬁ_

dim(F)=2 9€F HQHi
FC.7:¢

Take [’ C F, to be the subspace generated by
2 — Znk
91(2) = kn (2 and g2(\z) = ’ knk(z)

(2) = hua(2) (@)=
Proposition[3.1] (a), together with ) yield, for some ¢ > 0,

_ 2 K 2 _ 2 . d

Hg2H%¢ _ / ‘Z = Zn,k| ‘ ¢(Zv Zn,k)‘ du¢(2) 5 / |Z = Zn,k| e—dB(Z,zn,k) ?<Z>
c PPenk) Ko(znk, 2nk) c P(znk) P?(z)

By Lemma[3.2] with k = 2, we see that ||ga]|4 < 1.

Also, since g, vanishes on z, ;, the functions g; and g, are orthogonal in F4. Then, for any
function
g=ag, +bg € F a,beC
one has [|g||Z = |al?l|lg1[3 + [b]*[|g21l% = |al* + [b]*.

On the other hand, again by the estimates of Proposition 3.1/ (a) and (b),

. 2
Tgde [ JuroS e s

ok p(Znk) | Ky(2nks 2nk)
¢ — Zng 2 dm(Q)
~ b )
/Tn,k‘” )| 70

~ 1 ¢ — Znk |2
~ 7,02(%,16) /Tnyk}a +b o) ‘ dm(().
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Let D, = D(z,4,1/4) and notice that D,, , C T, ;. Since 1 and { — 2, are orthogonal in
L*(Dn ., dm),

C Zn,k

1
C000% 3 o 1+ Vot T 4m0

N 1 ) |b|2 ;

= g (4 iy 16 saldntc)
1 ) | |2

P2(Zn,k) (|a| + p2(zn’k) )

~

With this

2 4 |b]?
S inf (L9 96 o e e’ + 2e) 1
scF lgllZ

A = .
= ~abec [aP+ B2 ()

This together with (13) yields finally
1 1 1

P(Xnr>2)> M = - .
Kok 22) 2 0% & ot o) — 7o)

3.3. Proof of Theorem A direct consequence of Proposition[3.6/is the following.

Proposition 3.8. Let ¢ and X, ; as above. Then

d
0 if / m(z
IP’(Xn,k > 2 infinitely often =

-1 f/m” i

Proof. Assume first that f(c 6(Z ) < 40. By Proposmon@]

SRtz X =y [ e = [ <o

n,k n,k

and the result follows from the first Borel-Cantelli lemma |3, Theorem 4.3].
Assume now that | C;?—((ZZ)) = +o00. Observe that if
E ={X,,>2 infinitely often},
then
E°={3ngeN:Yn>ng, Vk=1,....n, X,p<1}=|J () (&Xnr <.
no=1n>ng k=1

Thus, in order to see that P(£°) = 0 it will be enough to see that for all ny € N

(14) P(() ﬁ(Xnvk <1)) =0.

n>ng k=1
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According to a general estimate by S. Ghosh [10, Theorem 1.4], for every collection of disjoint
Borel sets { B}, and integers {m;} ),

P(OLANU(B) < m) < TTPN(B,) < m)

where Ny(B) = # (A4 N B) indicates the counting function on B.

Taking any N > n, and applying this estimate to all 7}, ;, with ng < n < N, we see that

B() (V% < 1) < T [TP(r <)

Letting N — oo we get

P(F]ﬁ@&kgn)gfifhwxmélk

n>ng k=1 n=ng k=1

hence we shall have as soon as we prove that for all ng € N

(15) ﬁ ﬁIP’(Xnvk <1)=0.

n=ng k=1

Denoting ¢, = P(X,,, > 2) and recalling that, by Proposition 3.6, ¢, . ~ p~%(z,1), we

have
111

||z:

P(Xoe < 1) = exp(- Zzbg 1—gnk )

n=ng k=1
~ exp - > Zan,k) ~ exp > Z G )
n=ng k=1 n=ng k= 1 n, k
Since the series
i & / dm(z)
== p c P°(2)
diverges, we have (13), as desired. O

Once Proposition[3.8]is settled, we finish the proof of Theorem 2.1 with a standard argument
dating back, at least, to the proof of Theorem 2 in [8].

Z

Assume first that f(c Gy < 00 All the arguments above can be applied analogously to the
shifted regions (n > 1, k: =1,...,n):
To={2€C:|z| <1/2} = D(0,1/2),

. 1 1 6

0
k= =re”eC:n—=<r + -, — €
Tk {z e n 5 <n 5 [

k— 1/27 k:+1/2)}7

n n
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and the corresponding random variables )?n,k = #(Ay N Tnk) In particular, Proposition 3.§]
holds equally if the random variables X, ;, are replaced by the similar random variables X, .
Consider then the events

E = {X,, > 2 infinitely often}, E = {X,,, > 2 infinitely often},
for which P(E°) = P(E°) = 1.

Under the event E¢N E*, for all but finitely many n, k, we have at most one point in the regions
T, k> T . Thus, the points of A4 contained in these regions are separated by a fixed constant

(1/4 will do). Since the finitely many regions where X, . )?nk could be bigger than 1 contain
at most a finite number of points of A, we deduce that A, is almost surely separated.

Notice that we actually prove that A4 is the union of a finite sequence and a sequence which
is separated by a constant comparable to the size of the cells 7;, .

For the case fc C;m(z) oo we can repeat the above arguments to a grid of size 1/, 1 > 1. Let
, -1 n 0 k—1 k

T! ::{: WeC: 2t <r< L —} >1, k=1,....In.

n.k zZ=re’ € ;i sr l’QWE[Zn’ln) , n->1, , ,n

Then, letting an)k = #(AyNT} ), we see, in the same way as in Proposition[3.8] that the events

B = {Xff}g > 2 infinitely often}
have all probability 1.

Under the event E' there are infinitely many couples A, A\; € A, at a distance smaller than
1/1. Therefore, under the event N, £, which still has probability 1, the sequence Ay is not
separated.

3.4. Proof of Corollary 2.4. Assume that fc 5 ( < +o00. As mentioned in Section 2] it will
be enough to see that the upper density of A, is zero almost surely.

For any N € N consider now the cells of size N,

o . if r 0 o
Té\fk.—{z’—re ceC:(n—-1< v < FE[(k—l),k‘)}, n>1,k=1,...,n
and their shifted versions
TN = D(0, N/2)
~ - 1 1 0 1 1
TN::{ = re® : ——<— S _}.
ok z=re” €C:n 5 Sy <" —|—2 QNG[k 2,k+2)

Consider also the associated counting variables

XN =#0,nTY), XU =#0snTY).
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The same arguments above show that the events
E = {Xs\,? > 2 infinitely often}, E = {)Afr(f\,? > 2 infinitely often}

have both probability 0, so that, after removing a finite number of points to A, we obtain a
sequence in which the points are separated by a distance N/4.

This implies, in particular, that
#(Ay N D(z,7)) _ 1

D, (A,) = limsupsu < —.
+( ¢) r—)oop zeg 7TT2 ~ N

Since this is valid for any NV, we deduce that, with probability one, A, is separated and D, (Ay) =
0.

4. POISSON PROCESS: PROOF OF THEOREM

This is a straightforward adaptation of [11, Theorem 1.2], which we briefly recall.

It will be enough to prove the analogue of Proposition [3.8]for the Poisson point process: if
Xn,k = #(Ag N Tn,k)7

. dm(z) -
BEIN R

- . [dm(z)
Olf/ = 400
c p*(2)

Once this is proved, the same arguments applied in the determinantal case to shifted and to
thinner partitions of the plane yield the result.

then

(16) P(Xn,k > 2 infinitely often)

By definition of the Poisson process A%, the parameter pn i of the Poisson variable X, j, is

dm(z) 1
Pnk (Xonk) ar (X ) /Tnk p?(2) P*(2n k)

Thus, we see that
P(Xup>2)=1-P(X,,=0) —P(X,p=1) =1 —ePnr — e Purp,

= @(1 + 0(1)) ~

2 P4(zn,k) .

Hence

X — X — 1 dm(z)
P ka Z 2) ~ ~ / R
R i 2 Yy il v
and (16)) follows from the second Borel-Cantelli lemma ([3, Theorem 4.4]) since, by definition
of Poisson process, the diferent variables X, ;, are independent.



SEPARATED DETERMINANTAL POINT PROCESSES 17

REFERENCES

[1] J. Agler and J.E. McCarthy, Pick interpolation and Hilbert function spaces. Grad. Stud. Math., 44, Amer-
ican Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2002.

[2] N. Arcozzi, R. Rochberg, E. Sawyer, and B.D. Wick, Distance functions for reproducing kernel Hilbert
spaces. Function spaces in modern analysis, 25-53. Contemp. Math., 547, American Mathematical Soci-
ety, Providence, RI, 2011.

[3] P. Billingsley, Probability and Measure. 3rd ed., John Wiley & Sons Ltd., Chichester, 1995.

[4] J. Buckley, X. Massaneda, and J. Ortega-Cerda, Inhomogeneous random zero sets. Indiana Univ. Math. J.
63 (2014), no. 3, 739-781.

[5] A.L Bufetov and Y. Qiu, Determinantal point processes associated with Hilbert spaces of holomorphic
functions. Comm. Math. Phys. 351 (2017), no. 1, 1-44.

[6] A.L Bufetov, Y. Qiu, and A. Shamov, Kernels of conditional determinantal measures and the Lyons-Peres
completeness conjecture. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 23 (2021), 1477-1519.

[7]1 M. Christ, On the O equation in weighted L? norms in C'.J. Geom. Anal. 1 (1991), no. 3, 193-230.

[8] W.G. Cochran, Random Blaschke products. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 322 (1990), no. 2, 731-755.

[9] D.J. Daley and D. Vere-Jones, An Introduction to the Theory of Point Processes. Vol. 1, 2nd ed., Springer-
Verlag, New York, 2003.

[10] S. Ghosh, Determinantal processes and completeness of random exponentials: the critical case. Probab.
Theory Related Fields 163 (2015), no. 3—4, 643-665.

[11] A. Hartmann and X. Massaneda, Inhomogeneous Poisson processes in the disk and interpolation. Proc.
Edinb. Math. Soc. (2) 67 (2024), no. 3, 749-777.

[12] J.B. Hough, M. Krishnapur, Y. Peres, and B. Virdg, Zeros of Gaussian analytic functions and determi-
nantal point processes. University Lecture Series, 51, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI,
2009.

[13] G. Last and M. Penrose, Lectures on the Poisson Process. Institute of Mathematical Statistics Textbooks,
7, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2018.

[14] O.Macchi, The coincidence approach to stochastic point processes. Adv. Appl. Probab. 7 (1975), 83-122.

[15] N.Marco, X. Massaneda, and J. Ortega-Cerda, Interpolating and sampling sequences for entire functions.
Geom. Funct. Anal. 13 (2003), no. 4, 862-914.

[16] J. Marzo and J. Ortega-Cerda, Pointwise estimates for the Bergman kernel of the weighted Fock space. J.
Geom. Anal. 19 (2009), no. 4, 890-910.

[17] B. Rider and B. Virdg, Complex determinantal processes and HI noise. Electron. J. Probab. 12 (2007),
no. 45, 1238-1257.

[18] K. Seip, Density theorems for sampling and interpolation in the Bargmann-Fock space. 1. J. Reine Angew.
Math. 429 (1992), 91-106.

[19] K. Seip and R. Wallstén, Density theorems for sampling and interpolation in the Bargmann-Fock space.
1. J. Reine Angew. Math. 429 (1992), 107-113.

[20] A. Soshnikov, Determinantal random point fields. Russian Math. Surveys 55 (2000), no. 5, 923-975.

[21] P. Walker, The zeros of the partial sums of the exponential series. Amer. Math. Monthly 110 (2003), no.
4, 337-339.

[22] K. Zhu, Analysis on Fock Spaces. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer, Boston, MA, 2012.

UNI1V. BORDEAUX, CNRS, BORDEAUX INP, IMB, UMR 5251, F-33400, TALENCE, FRANCE

DEPARTAMENT DE MATEMATIQUES I INFORMATICA, UNIVERSITAT DE BARCELONA, GRAN VIA 585,
08007-BARCELONA, CATALONIA



	1. Introduction
	2. Determinantal processes induced by generalized Fock spaces. Results.
	3. Determinantal process: proof of Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.4
	3.1. Preliminaries
	3.2. Main Proposition
	3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1
	3.4. Proof of Corollary 2.4

	4. Poisson process: proof of Theorem 2.5
	References

