
ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

22
80

1v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 2
8 

M
ar

 2
02

5

LAST-PASSAGE PERCOLATION AND PRODUCT-MATRIX ENSEMBLES

SERGEY BEREZIN AND EUGENE STRAHOV

Abstract. We introduce and study a model of directed last-passage percolation in planar
layered environment. This environment is represented by an array of random exponential
clocks arranged in blocks, for each block the average waiting times depend only on the local
coordinates within the block. The last-passage time, the total time needed to travel from the
source to the sink located in a given block, maximized over all the admissible paths, becomes
a stochastic process indexed by the number of blocks in the array. We show that this model is
integrable, particularly the probability law of the last-passage time process can be determined
via a Fredholm determinant of the kernel that also appears in the study of products of random
matrices. Further, we identify the scaling limit of the last-passage time process, as the sizes
of the blocks become infinitely large and the average waiting times become infinitely small.
Finite-dimensional convergence to the continuous-time critical stochastic process of random
matrix theory is established.
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1. Introduction

Within the last several decades, random matrix theory has become a universal tool for ex-
plaining a broad and ever-growing range of phenomena in combinatorics, statistical mechanics,
and other areas of research. The Airy stochastic process, introduced by Prähofer and Spohn [21],
serves as a canonical example of such universality. While this process can be thought of as the

Key words and phrases. Last-passage percolation, products of random matrices, determinantal processes,
critical kernel.
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top curve in a particular scaling limit of the Dyson Brownian motion—which is ultimately re-
lated to the Gaussian unitary ensemble—its importance extends far beyond. Indeed, the same
process also emerges in the asymptotic study of seemingly unrelated models such as tandem
queues in queuing theory, last-passage percolation and polynuclear growth in integrable prob-
ability, and others. We refer the reader to Quastel and Remenik [22] for a review about the
Airy stochastic process, to Johansson [13] for various results on convergence of the discrete
polynuclear growth processes to the Airy stochastic process, and to the book by Baik, Deift,
and Suidan [7], where several problems in combinatorics and statistical mechanics are analyzed
with the tools of random matrix theory.

One of the recent achievements in studying randommatrices is the discovery that the product-
matrix ensembles are integrable, see Akemann and Burda [3], Akemann, Kieburg, and Wei [4],
and Akemann, Ipsen, and Kieburg [5]. For example, recall that a Ginibre matrix has standard
i.i.d. complex Gaussian variables as its entries, and consider a sequence of independent copies of
such matrices {Gk}k∈N, the size of Gk being (n+νk−1)×(n+νk−1−1), where ν0 = 1 and νk ≥ 1
for k ∈ N. Then, the squared singular values of the partial product Yk = Gk × · · · × G1

form a determinantal point process on R>0. In particular, if k = 1, one finds the classical
Laguerre unitary ensemble. The discovery of integrability motivated one of the present paper’s
authors to introduce a class of processes called (multi-time) product-matrix point processes,

see Strahov [23]. To give an example of such a process, we denote by y
(k)
j , j = 1, . . . , n,

the squared singular values of Yk defined above. Then, the random set of all pairs (k, λ
(k)
j ),

where j = 1, . . . , n and k ∈ N, forms a determinantal point process on N × R>0 called the
Ginibre product-matrix point process. We note that product-matrix point processes on N×R>0

can be viewed as time-dependent or dynamical point processes on R>0, with time represented
by natural numbers.

Borodin, Gorin, and Strahov [8] found that certain product-matrix point processes can be
understood as scaling limits of Schur (and even more general) point processes of combinatorics.
In particular, it was shown that the product-matrix point process related to truncated Haar-
distributed unitary matrices appears naturally in the study of the Young diagrams associated
to random skew plane partitions. We will call this process the truncated-unitary product-matrix
point process. This find introduced a new angle in understanding why processes originating
outside random matrix theory manifest as scaling limits of random matrix models. In the
present paper, we will leverage the very same combinatorial connection to study a novel model
of directed last-passage percolation, which we named the directed last-passage percolation in
layered environment.

A general simple directed last-passage percolation model can be described as follows. Con-
sider a lattice featuring two distinguished points, the source and the sink, and a set of indepen-
dent random clocks, each clock attached to its own vertex. A particle is placed at the source
and moves in a prescribed direction towards the sink, being halted at each vertex until the
attached random clock expires. The total (random) time to travel from the source to the sink,
maximized over all the admissible paths, is called the last-passage (percolation) time. We note
in passing that the first-passage percolation model, while similar in name, instead operates with
the minimum over all the admissible paths and requires very different tools for its analysis.

In our particular version of the general model, we describe the layered environment as an
array A(k) of size n×Lk comprised of blocks

(
B(1), . . . , B(k)

)
of independent exponential random

variables such that each entry B
(ℓ)
i,j has intensity νℓ+i+j−2, where νℓ ≥ 1 and ℓ = 1, . . . , k, and

represents random clocks attached to the vertex (i, j) of the lattice Z×Z. The source and the
sink are (1, 1) and (n, Lk), respectively, and the particle is only allowed to make steps increasing
only one of its coordinates and exactly by one. Such steps are often depicted as down/right,
having in mind that the y-axis of the lattice is flipped to follow the standard indexing of rows
and columns in arrays. Note that within each block B(ℓ) the parameter νℓ is constant, which
corresponds to a particular layer of the environment and gives the name to the model. Since the
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sink is placed in the kth block, the last-passage time T(k) becomes a discrete-time stochastic
process (T(k), k ∈ N) called the last-passage time process.

The first main results of the present paper is Theorem 2.1, which provides a formula for the
distribution of the last-passage time process T(k) in terms of a Fredholm determinant with
respect to the kernel of the truncated-unitary product-matrix point process.

Our second main result is Theorem 2.2, which establishes convergence of the appropriately
rescaled last-passage time process to what we call the (continuous-time) critical stochastic pro-
cess. Finite-dimensional distributions of this process are governed by a Fredholm determinant
with respect to the extended critical kernel, which can be understood as a multi-time analogue
of the critical kernel defined in Liu, Wang, and Wang [18, Equation (1.15)]. The critical ker-
nel arises in the study of the soft edge of the singular spectrum of a product of i.i.d Ginibre
matrices under the assumption that the size of the matrices and the number of factors both
grow to infinity in such a way that their ratio is a finite strictly-positive constant. Recalling
that the Airy stochastic process is connected to the top curve of the Dyson Brownian motion
and that the last-passage time is related to the maximum over all the admissible paths, we can
view the critical stochastic process as an analog of the Airy stochastic process. We note that
the critical stochastic process and the extended critical kernel are also related to the Brownian
motion on GL(N,C), as shown in Ahn [1, 2]. Additionally, it is worth mentioning that Borodin
and Péché [10] relate the Airy stochastic process with a scaling limit of a directed percolation
model in a quadrant. The book by Baik, Deift, and Suidan [7, Section 10.3] describes spe-
cial cases of the directed last-passage percolation model in terms of the ensemble related to
Wishart random matrices and in terms of the Meixner ensemble. More recent papers on inte-
grable models of last-passage percolation are devoted to the two-time distribution in directed
last-passage percolation with geometric weights, see Johansson [15], and to the multi-time joint
distribution, see Johansson and Rahman [16] and references therein. Despite of the fact that
last-passage percolation models are fundamental examples of integrable models, to the best of
our knowledge, the relation with product-matrix processes has not been observed before.

Our third main result is a series of theorems, Theorem 2.3, Theorem 2.4, and Theorem 2.5.
The first theorem is a multi-time generalization of a theorem in Kuijlaars, Zhang [17, The-
orem 5.3]. We establish convergence of the extended kernel corresponding to the Ginibre
product-matrix point process towards the extended hard-edge kernel, which generalizes that
in [17]. The second theorem shows that the same extended kernel can be obtained from the
extended kernel of the truncated-unitary product-matrix point process. The last theorem shows
that the extended critical kernel can be viewed as a scaling limit of the extended hard-edge
kernel. This result can be interpreted as a hard-to-soft edge transition. A similar effect is well
known for the Bessel kernel as its parameter is sent to infinity, see Borodin and Forrester [9,
Section 4]. This completes the circle by tying together the percolation in the layered environ-
ment and the product-matrix point processes. It is worth pointing out that for a particular
set of parameters, the hard-edge (extended) kernel becomes the celebrated Bessel kernel, which
governs the Bessel point process. This kernel is also intimately related to directed last-passage
percolation, as was first observed by Forrester, and is discussed in Johansson [14].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the necessary basics
about directed last-passage percolation and state two of our main results, Theorem 2.1 and The-
orem 2.2, in Subsection 2.1 and Subsection 2.2, respectively. Further, in Paragraph 2.3.1 and
Paragraph 2.3.2, we introduce basic matrix-product point processes, the Ginibre and truncated-
unitary product-matrix point process, respectively. We formulate two more of our results, The-
orem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 for the hard-edge scaling limit. In Paragraph 2.3.3, we give the
statement of our last main result, Theorem 2.5 about a hard-to-soft edge transition to the
extended critical kernel. In Section 3, we provide background information on the general
last-passage percolation problem and introduce last-passage percolation in layered environ-
ment. Subsection 3.1 covers combinatorial (non-stochastic) aspects of last-passage percolation,
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Subsection 3.2 focuses on geometrically distributed random clocks, and Subsection 3.3 on ex-
ponentially distributed random clocks. One of the main theorems, Theorem 2.1, is proven in
Subsection 3.4. In Section 4, we prove Theorems 2.2–2.5. The essential asymptotic tools,
such as Lemmas 4.4 – 4.9 and Proposition 4.10, are introduced in Subsection 4.1. The proofs
of Theorem 2.2 – 2.5 are given in Subsections 4.2 – 4.5, respectively.

2. Main results

2.1. Directed last passage percolation in layered environment

For k ∈ N, introduce an array of random clocks

B(k) =
(
B

(k)
i,j

)
i=1,...,n
j=1,...,ℓk

(2.1)

of size n× ℓk, where n, ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . ∈ N are natural numbers such that ℓ1 ≥ n. Take the entries of
the B(k) to be independent random variables distributed according to the exponential law

B
(k)
i,j ∼ Exp(νk + i+ j − 2), (2.2)

that is,

P

{
B

(k)
i,j ≤ x

}
= 1− e−(νk+i+j−2)x, x > 0,

with νk ∈ N. Consider a sequence of random arrays

A(k) =
(
B(1) . . . B(k)

)
, k ∈ N, (2.3)

made up of blocks B(1), B(2), . . ., which are assumed to be independent. Clearly, A(k) is of
size n× Lk, where Lk = ℓ1 + . . .+ ℓk. Note that, even though A(k) and B(k) may alternatively
be called random matrices, we reserve this term for use in a different context.

We are going to treat the A
(k)
i,j as the weights associated with points of Z×Z. Let Πn,k be the

collection of all directed paths from (1, 1) to (n, Lk), going down and to the right (South/East
or down/right paths). As it is customary, we flip the y-axis to be consistent with the usual
indexing of arrays. Each path p ∈ Πn,k is a sequence,

p = {(is, js)}Lk+n−2
s=1 ,

where (i1, j1) = (1, 1), (iLk+n−2, jLk+n−2) = (n, Lk), and (is+1, js+1) − (is, js) ∈ {(0, 1), (1, 0)}.
An illustration is given in Fig. 1. The last-passage time T(k) corresponding to the random

j

i

ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓk

n
B(1) B(2) B(k)

Figure 1. An illustration of directed last-passage percolation in layered envi-
ronment.

array A(k) is defined by

T(k)
def
= max

p∈Πn,k

∑

(i,j)∈p

A
(k)
i,j , k ∈ N. (2.4)

One can interpret the quantity (2.4) as the time, maximized over all admissible paths, that it
takes for a particle following South/East paths to reach (n, Lk) from (1, 1), provided that after
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jumping to the site (i, j) this particle experiences a delay of A
(k)
i,j . The intensity parameter νm

is constant within each block B(m), m = 1, . . . , k, thus we have a layered type of environment,
layers corresponding to the blocks B(m), see Fig. 1.

Our next result gives an explicit formula for the distribution of the last-passage time pro-
cess (T(k), k ∈ N). Recall that the Meijer G-function is defined by

Gm,n
p,q

(
a1, . . . , ap
b1, . . . , bq

∣∣∣∣z
)

=
1

2πi

∫

γ

m∏
j=1

Γ(bj + η)
n∏

j=1

Γ(1− aj − η)
q∏

j=m+1

Γ(1− bj − η)
p∏

j=n+1

Γ(aj + η)

z−η dη; (2.5)

the choice of the contour γ depends on the parameters m,n, p, q and can be made in several
ways. In particular, all poles of Γ(bj + s), j = 1, . . . , m, should be to the left of γ while those
of Γ(1− ak − s), k = 1, . . . , n, to the right. Further details can be found in Luke [19]. We have
the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let r1, . . . , rq ∈ N be pairwise distinct. Then, the finite-dimensional distribu-
tions of the stochastic process (T(k), k ∈ N) associated with the arrays (2.3) of the exponential
random variables (2.2) are given by

P{T(rk) ≤ sk, k = 1, . . . , N} = det
(
I − χfKn,~ν,~ℓχf

)
L2({r1,...,rN}×R>0)

, N ∈ N, (2.6)

where sk ∈ R>0 and the kernel is given by

Kn,~ν,~ℓ(q, x; r, y) = −G
r−q,0
r−q,r−q

(
νq+1 + ℓq+1 − 1, . . . , νr + ℓr − 1
νq+1 − 1 , . . . , νr − 1

∣∣∣∣e
x−y

)
1r>q

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

dζ

2πi

r∏
j=0

Γ(νj + σ)

q∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ζ)

q∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ℓj + ζ)

r∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

e−xζ+yσ

σ − ζ , x, y ∈ (0,+∞),

(2.7)

where by definition ν0 = 1 and ℓ0 = −n, the contours of integration are specified in Fig. 2,
and χf is a multiplication by f(q, x) defined as follows,

f(q, x) =

N∑

j=1

δq,rj1(sj ,+∞)(x) (2.8)

with δq,rj being the Kronecker delta.

· · ·
nn− 110−1−2−3

S
(n)
ζSσ

Figure 2. The contour Sσ and S
(n)
ζ .

Remark 1. More explicitly, the Fredholm determinant in (2.6) can be written as

P{T(k) ≤ sk, k = 1, . . . , N}

= 1 +

∞∑

m=1

(−1)m
m!

∑

θj∈{r1,...,rN}
j=1,...,m

+∞∫

sr1

dx1 · · ·
+∞∫

srm

dxm det
(
Kn,~ν,~ℓ(θu, xu; θv, xv)

)m
u,v=1

, (2.9)



6 SERGEY BEREZIN AND EUGENE STRAHOV

which reduces to a finite sum because the corresponding determinantal point process almost
surely has a finite number of particles, that is to say, the kernel is that of a finite-rank operator.

Remark 2. It is a remarkable fact that since the left-hand side vanishes if at least one of the sk
is zero, so does the expression on the right-hand side, which is not easy to see directly.

The kernel (2.7) is a transformed version of the kernel that describes squared singular values
of a product of truncated unitary matrices, as it will be explained at the end of Section 3.3.
Therefore, Theorem 2.1 links the last-passage time process (T(k), k ∈ N) with truncated-unitary
product-matrix point processes studied in Borodin, Gorin, and Strahov [8].

2.2. Convergence to critical stochastic process

The goal of this section is to define the critical stochastic process and to establish finite-
dimensional convergence of the scaled (T(k), k ∈ N) to this critical stochastic process.

By definition, the critical stochastic process (C(t), t > 0) is the unique a.s. continuous sto-
chastic process whose finite-dimensional distributions are given by

P{C(tk) ≤ sk, k = 1, . . . , N} = det(I − χfKCχf)L2({t1,...,tN}×R+) ,

where sk ∈ R, the operator χf is a multiplication by f(q, x) defined in (2.8), and KC is the
extended critical kernel

KC(τ, x; t, y) =−
1t>τ√

2π(t− τ)
e−

1
2

(x−y)2

t−τ

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

Sζ

dζ

2πi

e
tσ2

2 Γ(−ζ)
e

τζ2

2 Γ(−σ)
e−xζ+yσ

σ − ζ , x, y ∈ R,
(2.10)

with the contours of integration shown in Fig. 3. Note that unlike in the previous section,
the rj are positive real numbers and not necessarily integers, and x and y can be both positive
or negative.

Sζ

210

Sσ

Figure 3. The integration contours Sσ and Sζ. The contour Sσ crosses the real
axis at −c, where c > 0, and does not intersect Sζ .

The existence and uniqueness of this process follows from the fact that it can be interpreted
as the top curve of a scaling limit of the Dyson Brownian motion with drift. For details, see [1,
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 3.2]. Also, note that up to the sign, the first term in (2.10) is the
transition density of the standard Wiener process. This is a manifestation of the fact that the
process C(t) is related to the Brownian motion on GL(N,C) (see Ahn [1]). While our kernel
looks different from that of [1, Formula (3.2)], they are gauge equivalent after a simple change
of variables, as it is not difficult to check.

Suppose n
def
= n(α), ~ν

def
= (ν(α), ν(α), . . .), and ~ℓ

def
= (ℓ(α), ℓ(α), . . .), where n(α), ν(α),

and ℓ(α) are sequences of positive integers indexed by α ∈ N. To signify the dependence

of the last-passage percolation time in (2.4) on n, ~ν, and ~ℓ, which now depend on α, we will
write Tα(k) instead of T(k).

Below we need the following notion. Given two sequences {u(α)}α∈N and {v(α)}α∈N of
positive numbers, we will write u(α) ≪ v(α) if for sufficiently large α there exists δ ∈ (0, 1)
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such that (u(α))1+δ ≤ v(α) (and thus for all smaller δ the inequality holds as well). Note that
if u(α)→∞ as α→∞ and u(α)≪ v(α), then u(α) = o(v(α)).

Theorem 2.2. Let α→∞ in such a way that n(α), ν(α), ℓ(α)→∞ and n(α)≪ ν(α)≪ ℓ(α).
Introduce a scaled version of the last-passage time process,

Cα(t) =Tα([tν(α)])− log n(α)

− [tν(α)]

(
log

ν(α) + ℓ(α)

ν(α)
+

ℓ(α)

2ν(α)(ν(α) + ℓ(α))

)
+

1

2n(α)
, t > 0.

(2.11)

Then, the convergence of stochastic processes in finite-dimensional distributions takes place,

(Cα(t), t > 0)
fd−→

α→∞
(C(t), t > 0),

that is,

P{Cα(tk) ≤ sk, k = 1, . . . , N} −→
α→∞

det(I − χfKCχf )L2({t1,...,tN}×R>0)
, (2.12)

where tk ∈ R>0 are pairwise distinct, sk ∈ R, and f is given by

f(q, x) =

N∑

j=1

δq,tj1(sj ,+∞)(x)

with δq,tj being the Kronecker delta.

Remark 3. The condition n(α) ≪ ν(α) ≪ ℓ(α) can be relaxed, this however will complicate
the proof considerably.

2.3. Critical stochastic process and hard-edge limits of product-matrix ensembles

The main purpose of this section is to relate the critical stochastic process (C(t), t > 0) with
product-matrix ensembles. It turns out that the critical kernel (2.10) arises in a particular
scaling limit of the singular spectrum of a product of i.i.d Ginibre and of truncated unitary ma-
trices. We will present two theorems describing the hard-edge scaling limit in the Ginibre and
truncated-unitary case, together with a theorem that shows a hard-to-soft edge transition. The-
orem 2.3 establishes converges of the extended Ginibre product-matrix kernel to the extended
hard-edge kernel, a multi-time generalization of the kernel from Theorem 5.3 in Kuijlaars and
Zhang [17]. Theorem 2.4 shows that the very same extended hard-edge kernel emerges in the
hard-edge scaling limit for the truncated-unitary product-matrix process. Finally, Theorem 2.5
states that the extended critical kernel (2.10) is a scaling limit of the extended hard-edge kernel
of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4.

2.3.1. Product of Ginibre matrices and its hard-edge scaling limit. We start by recalling the
definition of the Ginibre product-matrix point process and its kernel. Let {Gk}k∈N be a sequence
of independent Ginibre random matrices of size (n + νk − 1) × (n + νk−1 − 1), where νk ∈ N

and ν0 = 1. Once again, the entries of a Ginibre matrix are i.i.d standard complex Gaussian
random variables. Consider matrices Y ∗

k Yk of size n × n, where Yk = Gk × · · · × G1. Their

eigenvalues λ
(k)
j , the squared singular values of Yk, are almost surely distinct and form a set

{(k, λ(k)j )| j = 1, . . . , n, k ∈ N}.

This random set induces a determinantal probability measure on configurations Conf (N× R>0),
called the Ginibre product-matrix point process Gn,~ν. It is proven in Strahov [23] that the
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corresponding extended kernel reads

K G
n,~ν(q, x; r, y) = −

1r>q

x
Gr−q,0

0,r−q

(
−

νq+1 − 1, . . . , νr − 1

∣∣∣∣
y

x

)

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

dζ

2πi

r∏
j=0

Γ(σ + νj)

q∏
j=0

Γ(ζ + νj)

Γ(ζ − n+ 1)

Γ(σ − n + 1)

xζy−σ−1

σ − ζ , x, y > 0, q, r ∈ N,

(2.13)

where the integration contours are shown in Fig. 2. The double integral in (2.13) is well defined
due to the asymptotic behavior of the gamma function that ensures fast convergence. The
latter also allows for deforming Sσ into a vertical straight line, if necessary.

Theorem 2.3. For every q, r ∈ N,

1

n
K G

n,~ν

(
q,
x

n
; r,

y

n

)
−→
n→∞

KH
~ν (q, x; r, y)

uniformly for x, y in compact subsets of R>0, where

KH
~ν (q, x; r, y) = −1r>q

x
Gr−q,0

0,r−q

(
−

νq+1 − 1, . . . , νr − 1

∣∣∣∣
y

x

)

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

Sζ

dζ

2πi

r∏
j=1

Γ(σ + νj)

q∏
j=1

Γ(ζ + νj)

Γ(−ζ)
Γ(−σ)

xζy−σ−1

σ − ζ , x, y > 0, q, r ∈ N,

(2.14)

and the contours Sσ, Sζ are specified in Fig. 4.

The extended hard-edge kernel (2.14) defines a determinantal point process H~ν on N× R>0

that we call the hard-edge point process. The theorem generalizes [17, Theorem 5.3] to the multi-
time kernels and can be interpreted as the convergence of the corresponding determinantal point
processes. It is worth pointing out that in [17] the contour Sσ is chosen differently. However,
we need the contour as in Fig. 4 to ensure convergence for r = 1.

Sζ

210−1−2−3

Sσ

Figure 4. The integration contours Sσ and Sζ in (2.14).The contour Sσ

crosses the real axis at −c, where c > 0, and does not intersect Sζ . All the
poles {−ν0,−ν0 − 1, . . . ;−ν1,−ν1 − 1, . . .} in the σ-plane lie inside the domain
bounded by Sσ.

2.3.2. Product of truncated unitary matrices and its hard-edge scaling limit. Let {Uk}k∈N be
random independent matrices, each Uk is of size mk × mk, uniformly distributed over the
unitary group U(mk). Denote by Tk the (n+ νk − 1)× (n + νk − 1)-truncation of Uk,

Tk =




(Uk)1,1 · · · (Uk)1,n+νk−1
...

...
(Uk)n+νk−1,1 · · · (Uk)n+νk−1,n+νk−1


 ,
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where n, νk ∈ N and we set ν0 = 1. To stay in the realm of absolutely continuous distributions,
further we assume that

m0
def
= 0, ℓ0

def
= −n,

ℓ1
def
= m1 − (n+ ν1 − 1) ≥ n,

and

ℓk
def
= mk − (n+ νk − 1) ≥ 1, k = 2, 3, . . . .

see [11, Theorem 4.2.1] for more details.
The product Yk = Tk × · · · × T1 is a random matrix of size (n + νk − 1) × n. The random

set {(k, λ̃(k)j ), j = 1, . . . , n, k ∈ N}, where the λ̃(k)j are squared singular values of Yk (eigenvalues
of Y ∗

k Yk), posses a determinantal structure and gives rise to a determinantal point process Tn,~ν,~ℓ

on N × (0, 1). This fact was established by Borodin, Gorin, and Strahov in [8], and explicit
formulas were given for the corresponding multi-time kernel KT

n,~ν,~ℓ
(q, x; r, y),

KT

n,~ν,~ℓ
(q, x; r, y) = −1r>q

x
Gr−q,0

r−q,r−q

(
νq+1 + ℓq+1 − 1, . . . , νr + ℓr − 1
νq+1 − 1 , . . . , νr − 1

∣∣∣∣
y

x

)

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

dζ

2πi

r∏
j=0

Γ(νj + σ)

q∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ζ)

q∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ℓj + ζ)

r∏
j=0

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

xζy−σ−1

σ − ζ , x, y ∈ (0, 1),

(2.15)

where the integration contours Sσ and S
(n)
ζ are specified in Fig. 2. Again, it is worth pointing

out that this kernel is a transformed version of the kernel (2.7). For more details, see the end
of Section 3.3.

In comparison to (2.13), the kernel (2.15) contains an extra factor,

q∏
j=1

Γ(νj + ℓj + ζ)

r∏
j=1

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)
,

which will affect our further analysis in a significant way.

Theorem 2.4. Let n(α) and ℓj(α), j ∈ N, be sequences that go to infinity as α→∞, in such
a way that for each j ∈ N one has n(α)≪ ℓj(α). Set

fα(q, x) =


q,

x

n(α)
q∏

j=1

(ℓj(α) + νj(α))


 .

Then, for every q, r ∈ N,

(n(α))−1
r∏

j=1

Γ(νj(α) + ℓj(α))

r∏
j=1

(ℓj(α) + νj(α))
q∏

j=1

Γ(νj(α) + ℓj(α))

KT

n(α),~ν,~ℓ(α)
(fα(q, x); fα(r, y)) −→

α→∞
KH

~ν (q, x; r, y), (2.16)

uniformly for x, y in compact subsets of R>0, where K
H
~ν (q, x; r, y) is the kernel (2.14).

Ultimately, since the gauge factor on the left-hand side of (2.16) does not change the law
ofTn,~ν,~ℓ, this theorem states the convergence of the corresponding determinantal point processes.
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2.3.3. Transition to extended critical kernel. Our final result illustrates the phenomenon known
as the hard-to-soft edge transition. In a simple case of the Bessel and Airy point processes, e.g.,
see Borodin and Forrester [9, Section 4].

Suppose ~ν = (ν, ν, . . .), and set

KH
ν (q, x; r, y)

def
= KH

~ν (q, x; r, y).

We have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Fix τ, t > 0, and introduce a scaled version of the extended hard-edge kernel,

K̂ν(τ, x; t, y) =
e[tν](log ν−

1
2ν )−y

(Γ(ν))[tν]−[τν]
KH

ν

(
[τν], e[τν](log ν−

1
2ν )−x; [tν], e[tν](log ν−

1
2ν )−y

)
. (2.17)

Then, the following convergence takes place

K̂ν(τ, x; t, y) −→
ν→∞

KC(τ, x; t, y), (2.18)

uniformly for x and y in compact subsets of R>0. The kernel on the right-hand side of (2.18)
is the extended critical kernel (2.10).

It is worth noticing that this convergence can be interpreted as the convergence of certain
line ensembles. For details, we refer the reader to the paper by Corwin and Hammond [12].

3. Last passage percolation

3.1. Young diagrams, tableaux, and integer arrays

We recall three main objects that we will extensively use further. The first is the set Y of
partitions, which is a collection of all weakly decreasing sequences of non-negative integers,

λ = (λ1, λ2, . . .), λj ∈ N ∪ {0}, λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ,

of finite weight |λ|,

|λ| =
∞∑

j=1

λj.

The number of non-zero elements of λ is denoted by ℓ(λ) and called the length of λ.
Partitions are in one-to-one correspondence with Young diagrams, where each partition λ is

identified with the Young diagram via

λ 7→ {(i, j) ∈ N× N|1 ≤ j ≤ λi, i = 1, . . . , ℓ(λ)}.
Because of this identification, we are going to use the term partitions and the term Young
diagrams interchangeably.

The second object is the set T of semi-standard Young tableaux. Given a partition λ, a
corresponding tableau T is an array on positive integers,

T = (Ti,j)i=1,...,ℓ(λ)
j=1,...,λi

, Ti,j ∈ N,

such that Ti,j increases strictly with respect to i and increases weakly with respect to j. It is
said that the shape of T is λ,

Sh (T) = λ.

Let λ and µ be two partitions such that λ � µ (i.e., λi ≥ µi, i ∈ N). A semi-standard skew
tableau T of shape λ/µ is an array of positive integers

T = (Ti,j) i=1,...,ℓ(λ)
j=µi+1,...,λi

, Ti,j ∈ N,

that are called labels and that increases strictly in i and weakly in j. We use the notation

Sh (T) = λ/µ.
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Note that any semi-standard tableau is a skew tableau of shape λ/∅, where ∅ = (0, 0, . . .) is
the empty Young diagram.

A tableau T of shape λ/µ can be identified with the sequence of partitions

µ = υ(0) � υ(1) . . . � υ(q) = λ (3.1)

such that each skew diagram υ(i)/υ(i−1) is a horizontal strip, i.e., has at most one square in each
column. Every strip υ(i)/υ(i−1), i = 1, . . . , q, is identified with the entries of T that contain the
number i. This gives an alternative definition of a tableau. For more details, see Macdonald [20].

The type of a skew tableau T is defined by

Type (T) = (#{(i, j)|Ti,j = 1},#{(i, j)|Ti,j = 2}, . . .),

where #{(i, j)|Ti,j = a}, a ∈ N, is the number of elements of T equal to a. The corresponding
Schur function is defined as

sλ/µ(x) =
∑

Sh(T)=λ/µ

xType(T), (3.2)

where x = (x1, x2, . . .), the sum is taken over all semi-standard skew Young tableaux T of the
specified size, and

xType(T) = (x
Type(T1)
1 , x

Type(T2)
2 , . . .).

If µ = ∅, we simply write sλ(x).
The last but not least object is the set A of infinite arrays with non-negative integer entries

A = (Ai,j)i,j∈N , Ai,j ∈ N ∪ {0},

such that the weight |A| is finite,

|A| =
∞∑

i,j=1

Ai,j < +∞.

The row type of A is defined by

Row (A) =

(
∞∑

j=1

A1,j ,

∞∑

j=1

A2,j , . . .

)
,

and the column type of A is defined by

Col (A) =

(
∞∑

i=1

Ai,1,

∞∑

i=1

Ai,2 . . .

)
.

Since finite arrays with non-negative entries are embedded in A in a natural way (extension
by zeros), we always think of finite arrays as being elements of A.

The following theorem is a well-known version of the Robinson–Schensted–Knuth (RSK)
correspondence, see Beik, Deift, and Suidan [7].

Theorem 3.1. There exist a bijective map RSK: A→ T× T,

A
RSK7→ (P(A),Q(A)),

given constructively by the RSK algorithm, such that

Sh (P(A)) = Sh (Q(A))

and

Col (A) = Type (P(A)) , Row (A) = Type (Q(A)) .
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The RSK algorithm produces P(A) by carrying out sequential RSK insertions row by row,
going along each row from left to right. Each time the j-coordinate of the corresponding element
of the array A is inserted in P(A) as many times as prescribed by Ai,j,

P(A) = (. . . (∅← g1)← g2 . . .)← gN , gs ∈ N,

where

N = |A|,
and the i coordinate is inserted at the same position but into Q(A) instead.

Introduce the operator dk(·) : T→ T that erases all the elements of a tableau that are greater
than k. By using the alternative definition of a tableau via (3.1) and by erasing the elements
one by one starting from the maximal, we see that for every T ∈ T and k ∈ N, the object dk(T)
is also a semi-standard tableau. We are going to need the following simple lemma, which is not
obvious due to the “non-commutative” nature of the RSK insertions. Nevertheless, the proof
is quite simple and is given below for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.2.

dk((. . . (∅← j1)← j2 . . .)← jN ) = (. . . (∅
≤k←− j1)

≤k←− j2 . . .)
≤k←− jN ,

where the operation
≤k←− j RSK-inserts j into the tableau if j ≤ k and does nothing otherwise.

Proof. We prove the lemma by using induction with respect to the number of insertions. The
base case,

dk(∅← j1) = ∅
≤k←− j1

is trivial. It remains to carry out the inductive step. Suppose that

dk(Ts) = T̃s, (3.3)

where

Ts
def
= (. . . (∅← j1)← j2 . . .)← js

and

T̃s
def
= (. . . (∅

≤k←− j1)
≤k←− j2 . . .)

≤k←− js.

Consider the insertion path I(Ts ← js+1) of the element js+1 into the tableau Ts. Namely, this
path marks the positions of the elements in Ts, together with their labels, that have changed as
a result of the RSK insertion of js+1. Note that the labels of the marked elements form a strictly

increasing sequence as we go along the path. Define the “stopped” RSK insertion
≤k⇐=, which

only takes into account the elements of I(Ts ← js+1) with the labels less or equal to k. This
is to say, the RSK insertion stops right before it encounters the first element strictly greater
than k that otherwise would have been bumped into the next row. In particular, if js+1 > k

then
≤k⇐= js+1 does nothing. Note that this operation preserve the structure of a semi-standard

Young tableaux.
Clearly,

dk(Ts ← js+1) = dk(Ts
≤k⇐= js+1) = (dk(Ts)

≤k←− js+1),

and by invoking the inductive hypothesis (3.3), we arrive at

dk((. . . (∅← j1)← j2 . . .)← js+1) = (. . . (∅
≤k←− j1)

≤k←− j2 . . .)
≤k←− js+1.

This concludes the induction and finishes the proof. �

Before we proceed, note that the erasing operator dk(·), defined earlier on T, can be also
defined on the space of arrays A. For a given array, this operator replaces all the columns after
the kth with zeros. Having in mind the previous lemma, we can now establish that the RSK
operator commutes with the erasing operator.
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Proposition 3.3. Let A(k) be given by (2.1)–(2.3), and set RSK(A(k)) = (P(A(k)),Q(A(k))),
where

Sh
(
P(A(k))

)
= Sh

(
Q(A(k))

)
.

Then,

P(A(k)) = dLk
(P(A(k+1))).

Proof. Fix k and write P(A(k+1)) as a sequence of RSK insertions,

P(A(k+1)) = (. . . (∅← g1)← g2 . . .)← g|A(k+1)|.

Then, the proof follows by applying Lemma 3.2 and noticing that

P(A(k)) = (. . . (∅
≤Lk←− g1)

≤Lk←− g2 . . .)
≤Lk←− g|A(k+1)|.

�

3.2. Arrays of geometric random variables and Schur point processes

In this section we assume that elements of

A(k) = (B(1) · · ·B(k)) (3.4)

in (2.3) are independent random variables distributed according to the geometric law,

B
(k)
i,j ∼ Geom(1− xiy(k)j ), (3.5)

that is,

P
{
(B(k))i,j = s

}
= (1− xiy(k)j )(xiy

(k)
j )s, s ∈ N ∪ {0}, (3.6)

where xi, y
(k)
j ∈ (0, 1), i = 1, . . . , n, and j = 1, . . . , ℓk. Note that the xi are the same for different

blocks B(k).
Theorem 3.1 allows one to define a family of random elements

Λ(k) = Sh
(
P(A(k))

)
, k ∈ N, (3.7)

which take on values in the space of Young diagrams Y and form a discrete-time stochastic
process (Λ(k), k ∈ N). The next proposition provides explicit formulas for finite-dimensional
distributions of this process.

Proposition 3.4. Let elements of A(k) be independent geometric random variables as in (3.4)
and (3.5). Then, finite dimensional distributions of (Λ(k), k ∈ N) are given by

P
{
Λ(k) = λ(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
=

1

ZS

sλ(q)(x)

q∏

k=1

sλ(k)/λ(k−1)(y(k)), (3.8)

where x = (x1, . . . , xn), y
(k) = (y

(k)
1 , . . . , y

(k)
Lk

), by definition λ(0) = ∅, and ss
λ(k)/λ(k−1)

= 0

if λ(k−1) � λ(k) is not satisfied. The normalization factor is given by

1

ZS

=
∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

(
1− xiy(k)j

)
. (3.9)

Remark 4. Clearly, the process
(
Λ(k), k ∈ N

)
is Markov.

For a fixed k ∈ N, the law of Λ(k) is a measure on Y known as the Schur measure, e.g.,
see Baik, Deift, and Suidan [7]. Likewise, the process (Λ(k), k ∈ N) is often called the Schur
stochastic process.
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Proof. If λ(1) � . . . � λ(q) is not satisfied, immediately

P
{
Λ(k) = λ(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
= 0.

Now, suppose λ(1) � . . . � λ(q) holds, and write

P = P
{
Λ(k) = λ(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
= P

{
Sh
(
P(A(k))

)
= λ(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}

=
∑

Sh(P(b(1)...b(k)))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

P
{
B(k) = b(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
.

By using the independence of the weights, we see that

P =
∑

Sh(P(b(1)...b(k)))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

P

{
B

(k)
i,j = b

(k)
i,j

}

=
∑

Sh(P(b(1)...b(k)))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

(1− xiy(k)j )(xiy
(k)
j )b

(k)
i,j .

Collecting the factors we find that

P =
1

ZS

∑

Sh(P(b(1)...b(k)))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

x

q∑
k=1

Row(b(k))
q∏

k=1

(y(k))Col(b(k))

=
1

ZS

∑

Sh(P(a(k)))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

xRow(a(q))yCol(a(q)).

Using Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.1, we can write

P =
1

ZS

∑

Sh(dLk(P(a
(q))))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

xType(Q(a
(q)))yType(P(a

(q)))

=
1

ZS

∑

Sh(dLk
(P))=λ(k)

Sh(Q)=λ(q)

k=1,...,q

xType(Q)yType(P).

The latter sum is over all semi-standard tableaux P and Q of the specified shape. The sum
factorizes and, due to (3.2), we arrive at

P =
1

ZS

sλ(q)(x)
∑

Sh(dLk
(P))=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

yType(P).

Using the alternative definition of the tableaux P via (3.1), we can write

P =
1

ZS

sλ(q)(x)
∑

λ(k−1)=υ(Lk−1)�...�υ(Lk)=λ(k)

k=1,...,q

y
|υ(1)|−|υ(0)|
1 · . . . · y|υ

(Lq)|−|υ(Lq−1)|
Lq

,

where we set L0 = 0 and λ(0) = ∅, and υ(j) ∈ Y are the corresponding Young diagrams such
that υ(j)/υ(j−1) is a horizontal strip.
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Rearranging the sum of products, we find

P =
1

ZS

sλ(q)(x)

q∏

k=1

∑

Sh(P )=λ(k)/λ(k−1)

(y(k))Type(P ) =
1

ZS

sλ(q)(x)

q∏

k=1

sλ(k)/λ(k−1)(y(k)).

This concludes the proof. �

3.3. Arrays of exponential random variables and limits of Schur point processes

In this section, we will show an analog of Proposition 3.4 for the case of exponential weights.
In order to do so, we approximate the exponential law by a sequence of geometric laws. Indeed,
let XN be a random variable distributed geometrically,

XN ∼ Geom
(
e

a
N − 1

)
, a > 0, N ∈ N,

that is,

P{XN = k} =
(
e

a
N − 1

) (
2− e a

N

)k
, k ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Then, as it is easy to check, convergence in distribution takes palace,

XN

N
d−→

N→∞
Exp(a),

that is,

P

{
XN

N
≤ x

}
−→
N→∞

x∫

0

ae−as ds, x > 0.

We consider the model (3.4)–(3.6) and choose the xi and yj in the following way

xi(N) = e−
i−1
N , y

(k)
j (N) = e−

νk+j−1

N , N ∈ N, (3.10)

where νk ∈ N. To emphasize dependence on N of all objects, we are going to use N as an extra
argument. The formula (3.10) implies

B
(k)
i,j (N)

N

d−→
N→∞

Exp(νk + i+ j − 2).

The following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.5. Let (Λ(k)(N), k ∈ N) be a N-indexed family of stochastic processes, where
Λ(k)(N) = Sh

(
P(A(k)(N))

)
and P(·) is defined as in Theorem 3.1. Assume that elements of

the arrays A(k)(N) =
(
B(1)(N) . . . B(k)(N)

)
are independent geometric random variables,

B
(k)
i,j (N) ∼ Geom(1− xi(N)y

(k)
j (N)), i = 1, . . . , n; j = 1, . . . , ℓk; k ∈ N;

where xi(N) and y
(k)
j (N) are defined in (3.10) for some νk ≥ 1.

Then, the convergence of finite-dimensional distributions takes place
(
Λ(k)(N)

N
, k ∈ N

)
fd−→

N→∞

(
Λ̃(k), k ∈ N

)
.

The distribution of
(
Λ̃(1), . . . , Λ̃(q)

)
, q ∈ N, is given by

Mq

(
dλ(1), . . . , dλ(q)

)
=

1

Zn,q
det
(
e−(j−1)λ

(q)
k

)n
j,k=1

×
q∏

s=1

det

(
e(νs+(n−1)δs,1)λ

(s−1)
k

e(νs+ℓs−1−(n−k)δs,1)λ
(s)
j

(
eλ

(s)
j − eλ

(s−1)
k

)ℓs−1−(n−1)δs,1

+

)n

j,k=1

dλ(1) · · · dλ(q)
(3.11)
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where

Zn,q =

n∏

j=1

Γ(j)×
∏

1≤j≤n
1≤k≤q

Γ(νk + j − 1) Γ(ℓk − (n− j)δk,1)
Γ(νk + ℓk + j − 1)

, (3.12)

x+ = max{x, 0}, λ(k) = (λ
(k)
1 , . . . , λ

(k)
n ) ∈ (R>0)

n for k ∈ N, and δk,1 is the Kronecker’s delta.
It is understood that λ(0) = (0, 0, . . .).

Remark 5. Recall that A(k) is of size n×Lk. Thus, by noticing that Q(A(k)) can have at most n

rows, we see that Λ(k) takes values in {λ ∈ Y| ℓ(λ) ≤ n} ⊂ Y, that is, Λ
(k)
j = 0 for j > n.

Therefore, we can regard Λ(k) and Λ̃(k) as random vectors in Rn.

Proof. We use the following notation,

f (N)
q

(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

) def
=

1

ZS(N)
sλ(q)(x(N))

q∏

k=1

sλ(k)/λ(k−1)(y(k)(N)), (3.13)

where the normalizing factor ZS(N) is given by (3.9) with xi and yj from (3.10), and

fq
(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

) def
=

1

Zn,q
det
(
e−(i−1)λ

(q)
j

)n
i,j=1

×
q∏

k=1

det

(
e(νk+(n−1)δk,1)λ

(k−1)
j

e(νk+ℓk−1−(n−j)δk,1)λ
(k)
i

(
eλ

(k)
i − eλ

(k−1)
j

)ℓk−1−(n−1)δk,1

+

)n

i,j=1

,

(3.14)

with Zn,q given by (3.12).
Set

λ̂(k)(N) = [Nλ(k)], k = 1, . . . , q, (3.15)

where [·] is the integer part applied component-wise.

We will find the asymptotics of f
(N)
q

(
λ̂(1)(N), . . . , λ̂(q)(N)

)
as N →∞. First, by the deter-

minantal representation of Schur polynomials, e.g., see Macdonald [20], one has

sλ̂(q)(N)(x(N))

N
n(n−1)

2

=
det
(
(1− i−1

N
)[Nλ

(q)
j ]−j+n

)n
i,j=1

n∏
i<j

(j − i)
−→
N→∞

det
(
e−(i−1)λ

(q)
j

)n
i,j=1

n∏
i=1

Γ(i)
. (3.16)

Due to Hadamard’s inequality, (3.16) holds uniformly for λ
(k)
i , k = 1, . . . , q, i = 1, . . . , n in

compact subsets of R>0.
The following asymptotics can be found in Borodin, Gorin, and Strahov [8],

sλ̂(k)(N)/λ̂(k−1)(N)(y
(k)(N))

Nn(ℓk−1)
−→
N→∞

1

(Γ(ℓk))n

n∏

i=1

e−νkλ
(k)
i

e−(νk+ℓk−1)λ
(k−1)
i

det

((
e−λ

(k−1)
j − e−λ

(k)
i

)ℓk−1

+

)n

i,j=1

,

(3.17)

sλ̂(1)(N)(y
(1)(N))

Nnℓ1−
n(n+1)

2

−→
N→∞

n∏
i=1

e−ν1λ
(1)
i

(
1− e−λ

(1)
i

)ℓ1−n

n∏
j=1

Γ(ℓ1 − n + j)

∏

1≤i<j≤n

(
e−λ

(1)
j − e−λ

(1)
i

)
,

where the limit is also uniform for λ
(k)
i , k = 1, . . . , q, i = 1, . . . , n, in compact subsets of R>0.

Note that cruder estimates for the left-hand side of (3.17), as in (3.16), are not sufficient.
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The asymptotics of the normalizing factor follows from (3.9) and (3.10),

NnLq

ZS(N)
=NnLq

∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

(
1− xiy(k)j

)
= NnLq

∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

(
1− e−

νk+i+j−2

N

)

−→
N→∞

∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q
1≤j≤ℓk

(i+ j + νk − 2) =
∏

1≤i≤n
1≤k≤q

Γ(i+ ℓk + νk − 1)

Γ(i+ νk − 1)
.

(3.18)

Plugging (3.16)–(3.18) into (3.13) and recalling (3.15), we see that after simple algebraic

manipulations, for all the λ
(j)
i ≥ 0, one has

N qn f (N)
q

(
λ̂(1)(N), . . . , λ̂(q)(N)

)
−→
N→∞

fq
(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

)
. (3.19)

Since the limits in (3.16)–(3.18) are uniform and the limiting expressions are continuous in

the λ(k), (3.19) also holds uniformly for the λ
(k)
i in compact subsets of R>0.

Now, from (3.8) in Proposition 3.4, we have

P

{
Λ(k)(N)

N
� v(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
=

∑

λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�Nv(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

f (N)
q

(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

)
.

Simple estimates show that

S :=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�Nv(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

(
f (N)
q

(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

)
− 1

Nnq
fq

(
λ(1)

N
, . . . ,

λ(q)

N

))

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

Nnq

∑

λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�Nv(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

sup
λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�Nv(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

∣∣∣∣N
nq f (N)

q

(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

)
− fq

(
λ(1)

N
, . . . ,

λ(q)

N

)∣∣∣∣ .

The formula (3.19) implies

S ≤ C(s(1), . . . , s(q)) sup
λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�v(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

∣∣∣Nnq f (N)
q

(
λ̂(1)(N), . . . , λ̂(q)(N)

)
− fq

(
λ(1), . . . , λ(q)

)∣∣∣ −→
N→∞

0,

where the last supremum is over all vectors λ(ℓ), not necessarily over those with integer com-
ponents, and as before, the relation � is understood component-wise.

Therefore, we arrive at

lim
N→∞

P

{
Λ(k)(N)

N
� v(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
= lim

N→∞

∑

λ(1)�...�λ(q)

λ(ℓ)�Nv(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

1

Nnq
fq

(
λ(1)

N
, . . . ,

λ(q)

N

)

=

∫

r(1)�...�r(q)

r(ℓ)�v(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

fq
(
r(1), . . . , r(q)

)
dr(1) · · ·dr(q),

(3.20)

where dr(k) = dr
(k)
1 · · · dr

(k)
n for k = 1, . . . , q. The last identity in (3.20) follows since the sum is

the Riemann sum approximation for the integral.
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Notice that
fq
(
r(1), . . . , r(q)

)
= 0 (3.21)

if r(1) � . . . � r(q) is not satisfied, because in this case the product of determinants (3.14)
vanishes. Indeed, introduce the matrix Q = {Qi,j}, where

Qi,j =
e(νk+(n−1)δk,1)r

(k−1)
j

e(νk+ℓk−1−(n−j)δk,1)r
(k)
i

(
er

(k)
i − er

(k−1)
j

)ℓk−1−(n−1)δk,1

+
, i, j = 1, . . . , n,

and suppose that r
(k)
j0

< r
(k−1)
j0

for some j0 ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Consequently, the left lower-corner
block of size (n− j0 + 1)× j0 of Q is zero. That is,

Qi,j = 0, i = j0, j0 + 1, . . . , n; j = 1, . . . , j0.

Recalling the classical definition of the determinant as a signed sum of products of matrix
elements, exactly one chosen from each row and column, one sees due to the pigeonhole principle
that at least one of the factors in each product has to be zero (the block of zeros is “too large”).
Thus,

detQ = 0,

and (3.21) follows.
Consequently, the formula (3.20) turns into

lim
N→∞

P

{
Λ(k)(N)

N
� s(k), k = 1, . . . , q

}
=

∫

r(ℓ)�v(ℓ)

ℓ=1,...,q

fq
(
r(1), . . . , r(q)

)
dr(1) · · · dr(q),

for arbitrary q. This is exactly the distribution function corresponding to (3.11). �

As it is shown in Borodin, Gorin, and Strahov [8], the distribution (3.11) is tightly related
to the truncated-unitary product-matrix point process. Considers a logarithmic version of the
process Tn,~ν,~ℓ on N× (0, 1) from Section 2.3.2, that is,

T
log

n,~ν,~ℓ
= − logTn,~ν,~ℓ,

where the logarithm is applied pointwise to the second coordinate of the process only. Then, this
new point process can be thought of as induced by the distribution (3.11), and the corresponding
kernel is exactly (2.7). This is the link between Schur processes and product-matrix processes
that we alluded to in the introduction.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

The main goal of this section is to tie together the directed last-passage percolation problem
and Schur processes. The following fact is well-known, e.g., see Baik, Deift, and Suidan [7].

Theorem 3.6. Let A be an array of size n×L. Consider the last-passage percolation time TA

associated with this array. Let (P(A),Q(A)) be semi-standard Young tableaux of shape λ pro-
duced by the RSK algorithm. Then,

T
A = λ1.

First, we are going to apply this theorem to the family of arrays A(k), k ∈ N, of geometric
random variables from Section 3.2. In light of Proposition 3.4, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. Let (TGeom(k), k ∈ N) be the last-passage time stochastic process corresponding
to the array of geometric random variables from Section 3.2. Then,

P
{
T

Geom(k) ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q
}
= P

{
Λ

(k)
1 ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q

}

=
1

ZS

∑

λ
(ℓ)
1 ≤vℓ

ℓ=1,...,q

sλ(q)(x)

q∏

k=1

sλ(k)/λ(k−1)(y(k)),
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where Λ(k) is defined in (3.7). By definition, it is understood that ss
λ(k)/λ(k−1)

= 0 when-

ever λ(k−1) � λ(k) is not satisfied.

Passing to the limit, yields an analogous result for exponential arrays.

Proposition 3.8. Let (T(k), k ∈ N) be the last-passage time stochastic process corresponding
to the exponential array from Section 3.3. Then,

P{T(k) ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q} = P

{
Λ̃

(k)
1 ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q

}
, (3.22)

where the process (Λ̃(k), k ∈ N) is the same as in Proposition 3.5.

Proof. Clearly, the last-passage time T(k) is a continuous function of the elements of the array.
Because of the continuous mapping theorem, we find

P{T(k) ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q} = lim
N→∞

P

{
TGeom

N (k)

N
≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q

}
.

Corollary 3.7 together with Proposition 3.5 yield

P{T(k) ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q} = lim
N→∞

P

{
Λ

(k)
1

N
≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q

}

= P

{
Λ̃

(k)
1 ≤ vk, k = 1, . . . , q

}
.

�

We have all the ingredients to prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. At the end of the previous section, we already noticed that the distri-
bution (3.11) induces the point process T

log

n,~ν,~ℓ
, whose kernel is (2.7). Thus, the probability on

the right-hand side of (3.22) can be regarded as the gap probability for T
log

n,~ν,~ℓ
. Then, the formu-

las (2.6) and (2.9) are nothing but well-known representations for the gap probability in terms
of the kernel, e.g., see Baik, Deift, and Suidan [7]. This concludes the proof. �

4. Proofs of Theorems 2.2 – 2.5

4.1. Auxiliary formulas and asymptotics

We start off by recalling the following basic facts about the gamma function, for which we
refer the reader to [24].

Proposition 4.1. The following inequalities take place,

|Γ(x+ iy)| ≤ Γ(x), x > 0, (4.1)
√
2πxx−1/2e−x < Γ(x) <

√
2πxx−1/2e−xe1/(12x), x > 0, (4.2)

∣∣∣∣
Γ(x)

Γ(x+ iy)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ e
π|y|
2 , x ≥ 1

2
. (4.3)

Proposition 4.2. The following asymptotic formulas take place,

|Γ(x+ iy) | =
√
2π|y|x− 1

2 e−
π|y|
2 (1 + o(1))

uniformly for bounded x ∈ R,

log Γ(z) =

(
z − 1

2

)
log z − z + log

√
2π +

1

12z
+O

(
1

z3

)
(4.4)

as z →∞, uniformly for | arg z| ≤ π − ε, where ε > 0.
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Our next goal is to state certain asymptotic properties of the gamma function in the form
convenient for our further use. Set

Fa(z) = log Γ(z + a)− log Γ(a)− z log a+ z

2a
. (4.5)

Lemma 4.3. For every δ ∈ (0, 1) one has

lim
a→∞

sup
|z|≤a1−δ

∣∣∣∣
2aFa(z)

z2
− 1

∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.6)

and

lim
a→∞

sup
z∈Ω

|z|≥a1+δ

1

a

∣∣∣∣Fa(z)−
(
z + a− 1

2

)
log

z

a
+ z

(
1− 1

2a

)
− a
∣∣∣∣ = 0, (4.7)

where Ω = C \ {z ∈ C| | Im z| ≤ α|Re z|, Re z ≤ 0}, α > 0, is the complex plane with a conic
neighborhood of (−∞, 0) removed.

Remark 6. The ratio in (4.6) is extended by continuity, i.e., by definition 2aFa(z)
z2

∣∣∣
z=0

= 1.

Proof. Note that in the premise of the lemma a, z + a → ∞ and for sufficiently large a one
has max{arg a, arg (z + a)} ≤ π − ε for some small ε > 0. Hence, we can use the known
asymptotics for log Γ(z) from (4.4).

Then,

Fa(z) =

(
z + a− 1

2

)
log

z + a

a
− z

(
1− 1

2a

)
− 1

12a
+

1

12(a+ z)

+O

(
1

a3

)
+O

(
1

(a+ z)3

)
.

(4.8)

To prove (4.6), we need to expand the right-hand side of (4.8) in a series about the point z/a,
which is justified since |z/a| → 0. Collecting the terms yields

Fa(z) =
z2

2a

(
1 + oa(1)

)
, a→∞,

where oa(1) is uniform for |z| ≤ a1−δ, and thus (4.6) holds.
In the second case, |a/z| → 0, and we need to expand about a/z. This yields

Fa(z) =

(
z + a− 1

2

)
log

z

a
− z

(
1− 1

2a

)
+ a(1 + oa(1)), a→∞,

where oa(1) is uniform for |z| ≥ a1+δ, and thus (4.7) also holds. �

Throughout the rest of this section, we fix the contours Sσ and Sζ as in Fig. 3, unless indicated

otherwise. We also allow for shifting Sσ to the left and deforming S
(n)
ζ , as long as we do not

cross any poles. The next lemma will be used extensively in the sections to come.

Lemma 4.4. Let δ ∈ (0, 1) and a, ν, ℓ be sufficiently large. Then,

(a) For every z ∈ C

aFa(z) −→
a→∞

z2

2
; (4.9)

(b) For sufficiently large a there exist constants C1, C2 > 0 and β1, β2 > 0 such that for
all σ ∈ Sσ satisfying | Im σ| ≤ a1−δ one has

C1e
−β1| Im σ|2 ≤ eaReFa(σ) ≤ C2e

−β2| Im σ|2 ; (4.10)

(c) For sufficiently large a there exist constants C1, C2 > 0 and β1, β2 > 0 such that for

all ζ ∈ S(a)
ζ satisfying |Re ζ | ≤ a1−δ one has

C1e
−β1|Re ζ|2 ≤ e−aReFa(ζ) ≤ C2e

−β2|Re ζ|2; (4.11)
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(d) For sufficiently large a there exist constants β1, β2 > 0 such that for all σ ∈ Sσ satisfy-
ing | Im σ| ≥ a1+δ one has

−β1| Im σ| ≤ ReFa(σ) ≤ −β2| Im σ|; (4.12)

(e) If ν = o(ℓ), then for sufficiently large ν and for all σ ∈ Sσ satisfying | Im σ| ≥ (ν+ ℓ)1+δ

one has

Re (Fν(σ)− Fν+ℓ(σ)) ≤ −ℓ log | Imσ|+ (ν + ℓ) log (ν + ℓ); (4.13)

(f) For sufficiently large a and for all σ ∈ Sσ satisfying | Imσ| ≥ a1+δ one has

Re (Fa(−σ)− log Γ(−σ)) ≤ a log | Imσ|. (4.14)

Proof. The formula (4.9) follows directly from (4.6). To prove (4.10) and (4.11), fix δ1 ∈ (0, δ),
and note that because of (4.6), one can choose a small ε > 0 such that for sufficiently large a
and for all z such that |z| ≤ a1−δ1 one has

∣∣∣∣aFa(z)−
z2

2

∣∣∣∣ < ε

∣∣∣∣
z2

2

∣∣∣∣ .

Thus, passing to the real part on the left-hand side of the inequality above, one has
∣∣∣∣aReFa(z)−

|Re z|2 − | Im z|2
2

∣∣∣∣ < ε
|Re z|2 + | Im z|2

2
,

and consequently

(1− ε)|Re z|2 − (1 + ε)| Im z|2 < 2aReFa(z) < (1 + ε)|Re z|2 − (1− ε)| Im z|2.
Now, for z ∈ Sσ, the real part Re z is constant and, for a large enough, | Im z| ≤ a1−δ im-

plies |z| ≤ a1−δ1 , so we arrive at (4.10). On the other hand, for z ∈ S
(a)
ζ , the imaginary

part Im z is bounded uniformly in a and, for a large enough, |Re z| ≤ a1−δ implies |z| ≤ a1−δ1 ,
so we arrive at (4.11).

To establish (4.12), notice that

Re (Fa(σ)− Fa+Re σ(i Im σ)) = Fa(Reσ). (4.15)

Since Re σ is constant, the latter expression converges to zero as a→∞ by (4.9). Consequently,
and since | Imσ| ≥ a1+δ implies | Imσ| ≥ (a+ Re σ)1+δ, it is sufficient to prove

−β1|w| ≤ ReFa(iw) ≤ −β2|w|, |w| ≥ a1+δ,

for sufficiently large a.
To that end, use (4.7) to choose a small ε > 0 such that for sufficiently large a and for all w

such that |w| ≥ a1+δ one has
∣∣∣∣Fa(iw)−

(
iw + a− 1

2

)
log

iw

a
+ iw

(
1− 1

2a

)
− a
∣∣∣∣ < εa.

Hence, passing to the real part, one obtains
∣∣∣∣ReFa(iw)−

(
a− 1

2

)
log
|w|
a

+
π|w|
2
− a
∣∣∣∣ < εa,

and(
a− 1

2

)
log
|w|
a
− π|w|

2
+ a(1− ε) < ReFa(iw) <

(
a− 1

2

)
log
|w|
a
− π|w|

2
+ a(1 + ε).

Rewrite the left- and the right-hand side of the expression as
(
a− 1

2

)
log
|w|
a
− π|w|

2
+ a(1± ε) = −π|w|

2

(
1− 2a− 1

π|w| log
|w|
a
− 2a(1± ε)

π|w|

)
.

Since |w| ≥ a1+δ, the expression in the parentheses converges to one, and the claim follows.
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To prove (4.13), we first consider z = iw with |w| ≥ (ν + ℓ)1+δ > ν1+δ and use (4.7) to write

ReFν(iw) <

(
ν − 1

2

)
log
|w|
ν
− π|w|

2
+ ν(1 + ε),

−ReFν+ℓ(iw) < −
(
ν + ℓ− 1

2

)
log
|w|
ν + ℓ

+
π|w|
2
− (ν + ℓ)(1− ε),

This implies

Re (Fν(iw)− Fν+ℓ(iw)) <

(
ν − 1

2

)
log
|w|
ν
−
(
ν + ℓ− 1

2

)
log
|w|
ν + ℓ

+ 2εν − ℓ(1− ε)

< −ℓ log |w|+
(
ν + ℓ− 1

2

)
log (ν + ℓ)−

(
ν − 1

2

)
log ν + 2εν − ℓ(1− ε)

< −ℓ log |w|+ (ν + ℓ) log (ν + ℓ)− Cℓ

for some constant C > 0 and ν large enough. Now, observe that both Fν(Reσ) and Fν+ℓ(Reσ)
converge to zero and are certainly dominated by Cℓ. Finally, using (4.15) implies the claim.

To prove (4.14), fix δ1 ∈ (0, δ). Again, use (4.7) and write

ReFa(iw) <

(
a− 1

2

)
log
|w|
a
− π|w|

2
+ a(1 + ε), (4.16)

for some ε > 0 and a large enough, uniformly for |w| ≥ a1+δ1 . By choosing a even larger, if
necessary, and by expanding the log-gamma function in a series by using (4.4), we find

log Γ(iw) =

(
iw − 1

2

)
log (iw)− iw +O(1).

Passing to the real part gives

Re (log Γ(iw)) = −1
2
log |w| − π|w|

2
+O(1),

and thus there exists C > 0 such that for sufficiently large |w| one has

−Re (log Γ(iw)) ≤ 1

2
log |w|+ π|w|

2
+ C. (4.17)

Adding together (4.16) and (4.17) yields

Re (Fa(iw)− log Γ(iw)) ≤ a log |w| −
(
a− 1

2

)
log a+ a(1 + ε) + C. (4.18)

By using (4.4) and expanding in a series around Re σ/ Im σ, one can find, after passing to
the real parts, that

Re (log Γ(−σ)− log Γ(−i Im σ)) = −Re σ log | Im σ|+O(1). (4.19)

Further, it is readily verified that (4.18), (4.19), and (4.15) yield

Re (Fa(−σ)− log Γ(−σ)) ≤ a log | Im σ| −
(
a− Re σ − 1

2

)
log a+ a(1 + ε) + C̃

for some constant C̃ > 0 and a large enough. Further, we see that the negative term with a log a
dominates two last terms, and we arrive at the desired bound. Since | Im σ| ≥ a1+δ im-
plies | Im σ| ≥ (a− Re σ)1+δ1 for large enough a, the proof is concluded. �

The following lemma is more subtle.
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Lemma 4.5. If ν = o(ℓ), for every ε > 0 one can choose the parameter ν sufficiently large so
that for all σ ∈ Sσ one has

2ν Re (Fν(σ)− Fν+ℓ(σ)) ≤(1 + ε)|Reσ|2 − ν| Im σ|

ν+ℓ+Re σ
| Im σ|∫

ν+Re σ
| Imσ|

dθ

1 + θ2

= (1 + ε)|Reσ|2 − ν| Im σ|

| Im σ|
ν+Re σ∫

| Im σ|
ν+ℓ+Re σ

dθ

1 + θ2
.

Remark 7. Even though both integrals can be easily evaluated explicitly via arctan, we keep
them as is for further convenience.

Proof. First, similarly to (4.15),

2ν Re (Fν(σ)− Fν+ℓ(σ)− Fν+Reσ(i Im σ) + Fν+ℓ+Reσ(i Im σ))

= 2ν (Fν(Re σ)− Fν+ℓ(Reσ))→ |Reσ|2

as ν →∞ with ν = o(ℓ). In the last identity, we used (4.9).
Therefore, we need only prove

2ν Re (Fν(iw)− Fν+ℓ(iw)) ≤ −ν|w|

ν+ℓ
|w|∫

ν
|w|

dθ

1 + θ2
= −ν|w|

|w|
ν∫

|w|
ν+ℓ

dθ

1 + θ2
, w ∈ R. (4.20)

To that end, write

2Re (Fν(iw)− Fν+ℓ(iw)) = −
ν+ℓ−1∑

k=ν

log

(
1 +

(w
k

)2)
.

The inequality

log
b

a
≥ 1− a

b
yields

I :=

ν+ℓ−1∑

k=ν

log

(
1 +

(w
k

)2)
≥ w2

ν+ℓ−1∑

k=ν

1

w2 + k2
.

Bounding each term from below by the integral,

I ≥ w2

ν+ℓ−1∑

k=ν

k+1∫

k

dx

w2 + x2
= w2

ν+ℓ∫

ν

dx

w2 + x2
,

and changing the variable in the integral, we arrive at the first inequality in (4.20); the second
bound follows by changing variables θ → 1

θ
. �

We will also need the following straightforward lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. Let σ ∈ Sσ. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∣∣eFn(−σ)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
e−

σ
2nΓ(n− σ)
Γ(n)n−σ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C.

Proof. Using (4.1) gives
∣∣∣∣
e−

σ
2nΓ(n− σ)
n−σΓ(n)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
e−

Re σ
2n Γ(n− Re σ)

n−ReσΓ(n)
= eFn(−Reσ).

Since Fn(−Re σ)→ 0 as n→∞ by (4.9), the claim follows. �
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Lemma 4.7. Let ζ ∈ S
(n)
ζ , where the contour is specified in Fig. 2. Then, there exists a

constant C > 0 independent of n such that

∣∣e−Fn(−ζ)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣
Γ(n) e

ζ
2n

nζΓ(n− ζ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C. (4.21)

Proof. Applying (4.1) and (4.3) from Proposition 4.1, we have
∣∣∣∣∣

Γ(n) e
ζ
2n

nζΓ(n− ζ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e
π| Im ζ|

2
Γ(n) e

Re ζ
2n

nRe ζΓ(n− Re ζ)
.

Using (4.2) then yields

Γ(n) e
Re ζ
2n

nRe ζΓ(n− Re ζ)
≤ C̃

(
1 +

Re ξ

n− Re ξ

)n−Re ξ−1/2

e−Re ξ+ 1
12n ≤ C̃e

− Re ζ
2(n−Re ζ)

+ 1
12n ,

which implies the claim. �

Lemma 4.8. Let Sσ be defined as in Fig. 2. Then, there exists C > 0 such that for all σ ∈ Sσ,
Re σ ≤ −1, one has ∣∣∣∣

Γ(n− σ)nσ

Γ(n) Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C.

Proof. By using (4.1) and (4.3), we can write
∣∣∣∣
Γ(n− σ)nσ

Γ(n) Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
Γ(n− Re σ)nRe σ

Γ(n) Γ(−Re σ)
e

π| Im σ|
2 .

Now, set

ψn(x) =
Γ(n+ x)n−x

Γ(n) Γ(x)
,

and notice that due to Bernoulli’s inequality one can write

ψn+1(x)

ψn(x)
=
(
1 +

x

n

)(
1 +

1

n

)−x

≤ 1

for x ≥ 1. The rest is to observe that

ψ2(x) =
x(x+ 1)

2x

is bounded for x ≥ 1. �

Lemma 4.9. Let ℓ, ν ∈ N. Set σ = −x+ iδ, where x > 0, and δ 6= 0. Then, for large enough ℓ
there exist absolute constants M > 0 and α > 0 that only depend on δ such that

∣∣∣∣
Γ(ν + ℓ)Γ(ν + σ)

Γ(ν + ℓ+ σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Meαℓ. (4.22)

Proof. Note that

Γ(ν + σ)

Γ(ν + ℓ+ σ)
=

1

(ν + ℓ− 1 + σ)(ν + ℓ− 2 + σ)× · · · × (ν + σ)

It is not difficult to see that if x /∈ (ν, ν + ℓ− 1), then
∣∣∣∣

Γ(ν + σ)

Γ(ν + ℓ+ σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
M(δ)

(ℓ− 1)!
=
M(δ)

Γ(ℓ)
,

and if x ∈ (ν, ν + ℓ− 1), then
∣∣∣∣

Γ(ν + σ)

Γ(ν + ℓ+ σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
M(δ)

([x]− ν)!(ν + ℓ− [x]− 2)!
=
C

[x]−ν
ℓ−2 M(δ)

Γ(ℓ− 1)
.
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Now, observe a simple inequality for binomial coefficients

Ck
n ≤ C

[n
2
]

n =
Γ(n+ 1)

(Γ([n/2] + 1))2
≤ eαn.

The latter bound follows from (4.2) for n large enough. Likewise, one has

Γ(ν + ℓ)

Γ(ℓ)
≤ eαℓ

for ℓ large enough. Altogether, we see that (4.22) holds and we are done. �

The following proposition is the key to analyzing uniform convergence of the kernels we will
encounter further.

Proposition 4.10. Let Aj , Bj ⊂ R, j = 1, 2, and I ⊂ R be compacts, and suppose that

Aj = g(I ×Bj), j = 1, 2,

where g(·, ·) is a continuous function. Let {ϕn}n∈N and {ψn}n∈N be two sequences of functions
continuous on A1 and A2 and converging uniformly to ϕ and ψ, respectively. Then,

Kn(x, y)
def
=

∫

I

ϕn(g(u, x))ψn(g(u, y))m(du) −→
n→∞

K(x, y)
def
=

∫

I

ϕ(g(u, x))ψ(g(u, y))m(du),

uniformly for (x, y) ∈ B1 × B2, where m(du) is a finite measure on I.

Proof. Write
sup
x∈B1
y∈B2

|Kn(x, y)−K(x, y)| ≤sup
s∈A2

|ψn(s)− ψ(s)| sup
s∈A1

|ϕn(s)|

+ sup
s∈A2

|ψ(s)| sup
s∈A1

|ϕn(s)− ϕ(s)| .
(4.23)

Because of the uniform convergence, the limiting functions are continuous and the sequences
are uniformly bounded. Hence, the right-hand side of (4.23) converges to zero as n→∞. �

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Further, we will often omit the argument α in n(α), ν(α), and ℓ(α). Fix T > 0 such that
t1, . . . , tN ∈ [0, T ], and define

gα(t) = log n+ [tν]

(
log

ν + ℓ

ν
+

ℓ

2ν(ν + ℓ)

)
− 1

2n
.

Set

Kα(q, x; r, y)
def
= Kn,~ν,~ℓ(q, x; r, y)

for the kernel (2.7), where n, ~ν and ~ℓ are as described in Section 2.2.
One can plug in (2.11) to rewrite the left-hand side of (2.12) in the form

P
def
= P{Cα(tk) ≤ sk, k = 1, . . . , N} = P{Tα([tkν]) ≤ sk + gα(tk), k = 1, . . . , N} .

The latter probability becomes a Fredholm determinant due to Theorem 2.1,

P = det(I − χfKαχf)L2({[t1ν],...,[tNν]}×R>0)
,

where

f(q, x) =

N∑

j=1

δq,[tjν]1(sj+gα(tj ),+∞)(x).

By changing variables in the Fredholm determinant, one obtains

P = det
(
I − χf̂K̂αχf̂

)
L2({t1,...,tN}×R,c⊗m)

,
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where c is the counting measure on {t1, . . . , tN}, m(dx) = e−κx dx,

K̂α(τ, x; t, y)
def
=e−x(T−κ−τ)+y(T+κ−t)

(
Γ(ν + ℓ)

Γ(ν)

)[tν]−[τν]

×Kα([τν], x+ gα(τ); [tν], y + gα(t)), κ > 0,

(4.24)

and

f̂(q, x) =
N∑

j=1

δq,tj1(sj ,+∞)(x).

Several commentaries are in order. Firstly, as easy to see, gα(t)→∞ as α→∞. Hence, above

we assumed that α is large enough so that sj + gα(tj) > 0 for all j = 1, . . . , N . Since f̂ restricts
the spacial coordinates in the kernel to (sj ,+∞), our choice of α justifies extending R>0 to R

in the L2 space. Secondly, note that the kernel is conjugated by a gauge factor, which does
not change the corresponding determinant. Lastly, we changed the measure in the Fredholm
determinant, so the extra factor eκ(x+y) appears in the kernel, and we choose κ to be

κ =
1

3
min{|t− τ | ∈ R| t, τ ∈ {0, t1, . . . , tN , T}, t 6= τ} > 0. (4.25)

This form of the kernel is more convenient for our analysis as we can rely on Lemma 3.4.5
from Anderson, Guionnet, and Zeituni [6]. From which it follows that we need only prove the
convergence of the kernel for fixed τ and t, uniformly for x ∈ [a1,+∞) and y ∈ [a2,+∞),
where a1, a2 ∈ R are arbitrary but fixed.

We note that, instead of kernels, our further argument can be given in terms of trace-class op-
erators and the L2 norms of the corresponding Hilbert–Schmidt factors in their decomposition.
This, however, would have only complicated the matter without much of added value.

Set

hα(η; p) =

(
Γ(η + ν)

Γ(ν) νη
Γ(ν + ℓ) (ν + ℓ)η

Γ(η + ν + ℓ)

)p

e
pℓη

2ν(ν+ℓ) = ep(Fν(η)−Fν+ℓ(η)). (4.26)

Then, after straightforward manipulations and by using (2.5), the kernel (4.24) becomes

K̂α(τ, x; t, y) = −
1t>τ

2πi

− 1
2
+i∞∫

− 1
2
−i∞

hα(η; [tν]− [τν])e−x(η+T−κ−τ)+y(η+T+κ−t) dη

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

dζ

2πi

hα(σ; [tν])

hα(ζ ; [τν])

eFn(−σ)Γ(−ζ)
eFn(−ζ)Γ(−σ)

e−x(ζ+T−κ−τ)+y(σ+T+κ−t)

σ − ζ ,

(4.27)

where we write 1t>τ instead of 1[tν]>[τν], which is justified for α large enough, and the contours Sσ

and S
(n)
ζ are as in Fig. 2.

Observe that, when all the arguments except for σ and ζ are fixed, one can write
∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])

eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ) e
yσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

|σ|ℓ[tν]−n
.

For α large enough, ℓ[tν] − n > 1, so we can deform the contour Sσ in the double integral
in (4.27) into a vertical straight line. For convenience, the new integration contour, together

with the old S
(n)
ζ , is presented in Fig. 5. Additionally, note that, both in the single and the

double integral, the vertical line can be shifted arbitrarily, as long as (in the latter case) it does

not intersect S
(n)
ζ and the deformation does not cross the poles of the integrand. For the single

integral this follows from the estimate

|hα(η; [tν]− [τν])| ≤ C

|η|ℓ([tν]−[τν])

and the fact that ℓ([tν]− [τν]) > 1 for α large enough. We will use this in our analysis below.
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· · ·
nn− 110−1

S
(n)
ζ

Sσ

Figure 5. The contour Sσ and S
(n)
ζ .

Observe

1

σ − ζ = −
+∞∫

0

eu(σ−ζ) du, ζ ∈ S(n)
ζ , σ ∈ Sσ,

and rewrite (4.27) in the following form,

K̂α(τ, x; t, y) = K̂(0)
α (τ, x; t, y)−

+∞∫

0

ϕα(x+ u)ψα(y + u) du,

where

K̂(0)
α (τ, x; t, y) = −1t>τ

2πi

∫

Sσ

hα(σ; [tν]− [τν])e−x(σ+T−κ−τ)+y(σ+T+κ−t) dσ,

ϕα(x) =
e−x(T−κ−τ)

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

(hα(ζ, [τν]))
−1 Γ(−ζ)
eFn(−ζ)

e−xζ dζ,

ψα(y) =
ey(T+κ−t)

2πi

∫

Sσ

hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ) e
yσ dσ.

Also, introduce

K̂(0)(τ, x; t, y) = −1t>τ

2πi

∫

Sσ

e
(t−τ)σ2

2
−x(σ+T−κ−τ)+y(σ+T+κ−t) dσ

= −1t>τe
−x(T−κ−τ)+y(T+κ−t)

√
2π(t− τ)

e−
1
2

(x−y)2

t−τ

ϕ(x) =
e−x(T−κ−τ)

2πi

∫

Sζ

Γ(−ζ)
e

τζ2

2

e−xζ dζ, ψ(y) =
ey(T+κ−t)

2πi

∫

Sσ

e
tσ2

2

Γ(−σ)e
yσ dσ,

where the contours Sσ and Sζ are given in Fig. 3.
Observe that

e−x(T−κ−τ)+y(T+κ−t)KC(τ, x; t, y) = K̂(0)(τ, x; t, y)−
+∞∫

0

ϕ(x+ u)ψ(y + u) du,

where KC(τ, x; t, y) is the extended critical kernel from (2.10) and the exponential gauge factor
does not change the corresponding Fredholm determinant.

Näıvely, in view of (4.9), we expect that

K̂(0)
α (τ, x; t, y)→ K̂(0)(τ, x; t, y),

ϕα(x)→ ϕ(x), ψα(y)→ ψ(y),
(4.28)
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as α→∞. Thus, by Proposition 4.10 with I = [0,+∞] and g(u, x) = x+ u, we have

K̂α(τ, x; t, y) −→
α→∞

e−x(T−κ−τ)+y(T+κ−t)KC(τ, x; t, y). (4.29)

Moreover, if the convergence in (4.28) is uniform for x ∈ [a1,+∞) and y ∈ [a2,+∞), a1, a2 ∈ R,
Proposition 4.10 will guarantee the uniform convergence in (4.29), which is what we seek.

a) We start by proving ψα(y)→ ψ(y) uniformly for y ∈ [a2,+∞). First, deform the contour Sσ

into −T + iR. The choice of κ in (4.25) and simple bounds for the integral imply

sup
y∈[a2,+∞)

|ψα(y)− ψ(y)| ≤ C

∫

Sσ

∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])eFn(−σ) − e tσ2

2

∣∣∣ |dσ|
|Γ(−σ) | , (4.30)

where C > 0 is a constant. We will show that the right-hand side converges to zero by
splitting Sσ into several pieces and analyzing them separately. Our analysis will heavily rely
on Lemma 4.4.

(1) Suppose | Im σ| ≤ ν1−δ, σ ∈ Sσ. We already know that due to (4.9) the integrand
in (4.30) converges to zero pointwise. Thus, it is enough to establish an integrable
bound and leverage the dominated convergence theorem.

Recall (4.26), and then use (4.10) from Lemma 4.4 for Fν(σ) and Fν+ℓ(σ), Lemma 4.6
for Fn(−σ), and (4.3) from Proposition 4.1 for Γ(−σ) to find that

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−(β1−
β2ν
ν+ℓ)| Im σ|2+π

2
| Im σ| ≤ C̃e−β| Im σ|2+π

2
| Im σ|. (4.31)

The triangle inequality, the fact that the term with σ2 in (4.30) is integrable, together
with (4.31), supply the needed integrable bound and conclude this case.

(2) Suppose that ν1+δ ≤ | Im σ| ≤ (ν + ℓ)1−δ, σ ∈ Sσ. Since ν ≪ ℓ, we can always
choose δ > 0 small enough so that ν1+δ < (ν + ℓ)1−δ. Thus the inequality above does
not collapse.

In this case, unlike that above, we will use (4.12) for Fν(σ). For sufficiently large α,
we find that

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−βν| Im σ|(1− | Imσ|
ν+ℓ )e

π| Im σ|
2 ≤ e−| Im σ|,

which is again enough to apply the dominated convergence theorem.
(3) Suppose that | Im σ| ≥ (ν + ℓ)1+δ, σ ∈ Sσ. Now, we cannot use (4.10) for either Fν+ℓ(σ)

or Fν(σ). Moreover, (4.11), together with Lemma 4.6, turns out to be insufficient.
Nonetheless, we can still analyze this case by using a more direct calculation, instead
of relying on the dominated convergence theorem. The goal is to show that

Iα
def
=

∫

| Im σ|≥(ν+ℓ)1+δ

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ |dσ|

vanishes in the limit α→∞. Use (4.13) and (4.14) from Lemma 4.4 to write
∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])

eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp

(
−νℓ

((
β − n

νℓ

)
log | Im σ| − βν + ℓ

ℓ
log (ν + ℓ)

))
,

for some β > 0.
Evaluating the integral, we have

Iα = 2(ν + ℓ)βν(ν+ℓ)

+∞∫

(ν+ℓ)1+δ

dw

wβνℓ−n
=

2(ν + ℓ)βν(ν+ℓ)

(βνℓ− n− 1)(ν + ℓ)(1+δ)(βνℓ−n−1)
.
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The behavior of this expression depends on

−(1 + δ)(βνℓ− n− 1) + βν(ν + ℓ) = −(βνℓ− n− 1)

(
1 + δ − βν(ν + ℓ)

βνℓ− n− 1

)
,

which becomes negative as α→∞ since n≪ ν ≪ ℓ. This implies Iα −→
α→∞

0.

(4) Suppose that ν1−δ ≤ | Im σ| ≤ ν1+δ, σ ∈ Sσ. We will show that
∫

ν1−δ≤| Im σ|≤ν1+δ

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ |dσ| −→α→∞
0. (4.32)

Use Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 to find that

A(σ)
def
=

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C exp



π| Imσ|

2
− βν| Imσ|

| Imσ|
ν+Reσ∫

| Imσ|
ν+ℓ+Reσ

dθ

1 + θ2


.

Bounding 1
1+θ2

from below, one obtains

A(σ) ≤ C exp

(
π| Im σ|

2
− βνℓ| Imσ|2

(ν + ℓ+ Reσ)(ν + Re σ)

1

1 + | Im σ|2

(ν+Re σ)2

)
.

Recalling that ν1−δ ≤ | Imσ| ≤ ν1+δ, we arrive at

A(σ) ≤ C exp
(
−β̃ν1−3δ| Imσ|

)
≤ e−| Im σ|,

where we chose δ < 1
3
and α sufficiently large. This implies (4.32).

(5) Suppose that (ν + ℓ)1−δ ≤ | Im σ| ≤ (ν + ℓ)1+δ, σ ∈ Sσ. Now, we will show that

Iα
def
=

∫

(ν+ℓ)1−δ≤| Im σ|≤(ν+ℓ)1+δ

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ |dσ| −→α→∞
0.

To estimate Fν(σ) − Fν+ℓ(σ) we again apply Lemma 4.5. Since n ≪ ν, we can choose
δ > 0 small enough so that n1+δ ≤ ν1−δ ≤ (ν+ ℓ)1−δ. This enables us to use (4.14) from
Lemma 4.4 for Fn(−σ). Proceed by writing

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp


(n+ Re σ) log | Im σ| − βν| Im σ|

ν+ℓ+Reσ
| Imσ|∫

ν+Re σ
| Im σ|

dθ

1 + θ2


.

Bounding 1
1+θ2

from below, we get

∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])
eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp

(
(n+ Re σ) log | Imσ| − βνℓ

1 + (ν+ℓ+Reσ)2

| Im σ|2

)
.

Then, (ν + ℓ)1−δ ≤ | Imσ| ≤ (ν + ℓ)1+δ gives us
∣∣∣∣hα(σ, [tν])

eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ eβ1n log (ν+ℓ)−β2νℓ1−2δ

,

if we choose δ < 1
2
and α sufficiently large. By integrating this bound, we find that

Iα ≤ e(1+δ+β1n) log (ν+ℓ)−β2νℓ1−2δ −→
α→∞

0

since νℓ1−2δ dominates.
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This finishes the proof of the claim for ψα.

b) Next step is to prove that ϕα(x)→ ϕ(x) uniformly for x ∈ [a1,+∞). Deform the contour S
(n)
ζ

in such a way that Re ζ ≥ −ε, for some small ε ∈ (0,κ). For convenience, set

ϕ̃α(x) =
e−x(T−κ−τ)

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

Γ(−ζ)
e

τζ2

2

e−xζ dζ.

Then, we can write

sup
x∈[a1,+∞)

|ϕα(x)− ϕ(x)| ≤ sup
x∈[a1,+∞)

|ϕα(x)− ϕ̃α(x)|+ sup
x∈[a1,+∞)

|ϕ̃α(x)− ϕ(x)|.

Because of the choice of κ and ε, and due to the fast decay of e−
τζ2

2 Γ(−ζ), we see that

sup
x∈[a1,+∞)

|ϕα(x)− ϕ̃α(x)| −→
α→∞

0.

Hence, it is left to study the other term,

sup
x∈[a1,+∞)

|ϕ̃α(x)− ϕ(x)| ≤ C

∫

C
(n)
ζ

∣∣∣∣(hα(ζ, [τν]))
−1e−Fn(−ζ) − e− τζ2

2

∣∣∣∣ · |Γ(−ζ) | · |dζ |.

We already know that, by (4.9), the integrand converges to zero pointwise. Again, we will rely
on the dominant convergence theorem, for which it suffices to study

A(ζ)
def
=

∣∣∣∣(hα(ζ, [τν]))
−1 Γ(−ζ)
eFn(−ζ)

∣∣∣∣ = e−[τν] Re (Fν(ζ)−Fν+ℓ(ζ))
|Γ(−ζ) |
eReFn(−ζ)

.

Since n ≪ ν, we can choose δ > 0 small enough so that n ≤ ν1−δ ≤ (ν + ℓ)1−δ. Therefore,
since |Re ζ | ≤ n, we can use (4.11) from Lemma 4.4, together with Lemma 4.7, to obtain

A(ζ) ≤ Ce−β(1− ν
ν+ℓ)|Re ζ|2Γ(−ζ) ≤ Ce−β|Re ζ|2Γ(−ζ) ,

which holds for α large enough. This supplies the sought integrable majorant and finishes the
proof the claim.

c) The final goal is to establish the convergence

sup
x∈[a1,+∞)
y∈[a2,+∞)

|K̂(0)
α (τ, x; t, y)− K̂(0)(τ, x; t, y)| −→

α→∞
0.

Set

µ =
t + τ

2
.

and deform the contour Sσ into −T + µ+ iR. This enables us to derive the following estimate,

sup
x∈[a1,+∞)
y∈[a2,+∞)

|K̂(0)
α (τ, x; t, y)− K̂(0)(τ, x; t, y)| ≤ C

∫

Sσ

∣∣∣∣hα(σ; [tν]− [τν])− e
(t−τ)σ2

2

∣∣∣∣ |dσ| (4.33)

because

|e−x(σ+T−κ−τ)+y(σ+T+κ−t)|
∣∣∣
σ∈Sσ

= e−x(µ−κ−τ)+y(µ+κ−t) = e−(x+y)( t−τ
2

−κ) ≤ 1.

The pointwise convergence of the integrand follows from (4.9), and we can again take advantage
of the dominated convergence theorem. The existence of the integrable majorant follows from
the observation that the right-hand side of (4.33) is similar to that of (4.30). In fact, the latter

expression is more complicated because of the presence of Fn(−σ)
Γ(−σ)

. This means that all the

estimates in a) are going to apply to the present situation simply by erasing Fn(−σ)
Γ(−σ)

, which only
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makes the bounds stronger. This finishes the proof of the claim and concludes the proof of
Theorem 2.2.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3

The proof follows the line of argument in Kuijlaars and Zhang [17, Proposition 5.3]. We will
only give a short reminder, emphasizing important details.

After applying the scaling, the first term in (2.13) becomes independent of n. Hence, we will
only analyze the second term. The complement formula for the gamma function implies

Γ(σ + 1)Γ(ζ − n+ 1)

Γ(ζ + 1)Γ(σ − n+ 1)
nσ−ζ = nσ−ζ Γ(n− σ) Γ(−ζ)

Γ(n− ζ) Γ(−σ) = eFn(−σ)−Fn(−ζ)+σ−ζ
2n

Γ(−ζ)
Γ(−σ) . (4.34)

The known asymptotics (4.9) of the gamma function yields

eFn(−σ)−Fn(−ζ)+σ−ζ
2n → 1,

as n → ∞, pointwise. Hence, the claim will follow as soon as we establish that the limit can
be exchanged with the double integral.

To do so, we will use the dominated convergence theorem, and find an integrable bound.

We recall that the ζ integral in (2.13) is over the contour S
(n)
ζ in Fig. 2. Thus, we can apply

Lemma 4.7 to bound e−Fn(−ζ).

0−1−2−3

Sσ

γ0γ1

Figure 6. The contours Sσ = γ0 ∪ γ1 and S
(n)
ζ .

Next, split the contour Sσ in two subcontours γ0 and γ1 as indicated in Fig. 6. Due to
Lemma 4.3, we find that Fn(−σ) converges to zero uniformly on γ0 and thus is uniformly

bounded. Then, certainly eFn(−σ)

Γ(−σ)
is uniformly bounded on γ0, and the same holds on γ1 due

to Lemma 4.8. The last piece of the argument is to observe that |xζy−σ−1| ≤ eα(|Re ζ|+|Reσ|)

uniformly for x and y in compact subsets of R>0, where α > 0 is independent of either ζ or σ.
The integrability of the majorant then follows from the fast convergence to zero of

r∏
j=1

Γ(σ + νj)

q∏
j=1

Γ(ζ + νj)

as σ →∞ or ζ →∞ along the corresponding contours, Sσ or Sζ. This concludes the proof.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.4

For the sake of readability, further we are going to omit the argument α in n(α) and ℓj(α).

Set K̂α(q, x; r, y) to be the left-hand side of (2.16). Recalling (2.5) and (4.34) together with
a simple identity

1

σ − ζ = −
1∫

0

uζ−σ−1 du
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allows us to write

K̂α(q, x; r, y) = K̂(0)
α (q, x; r, y)−

1∫

0

ϕα(ux)ψα(uy) du,

where

K̂(0)
α (q, x; r, y) = − 1r>q

2πiy

∫

Sσ

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + ℓj) (νj + ℓj)
σ

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + σ)

(
x

y

)σ

dσ, (4.35)

ϕα(x) =
1

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

q∏

j=1

Γ(νj + ℓj + ζ)

Γ(νj + ℓj) (νj + ℓj)ζ
Γ(−ζ) Γ(n)
Γ(n− ζ)nζ

xζdζ
q∏

j=1

Γ(νj + ζ)

, (4.36)

ψα(y) =
1

2πi

∫

Sσ

r∏

j=1

Γ(νj + ℓj) (νj + ℓj)
σ

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

Γ(n− σ)nσ

Γ(n) Γ(−σ)

r∏

j=1

Γ(νj + σ) y−σ−1dσ, (4.37)

and the contours Sσ and S
(n)
ζ are given in Fig. 2. Introduce

K̂(0)(q, x; r, y) = − 1r>q

2πiy

∫

Sσ

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + σ)

(
x

y

)σ

dσ,

ϕ(x) =
1

2πi

∫

Sζ

Γ(−ζ)xζdζ
q∏

j=1

Γ(νj + ζ)

, ψ(y) =
1

2πi

∫

Sσ

r∏

j=1

Γ(νj + σ)
y−σ−1dσ

Γ(−σ) ,

where the integration contours are defined in Fig. 4, and observe that

KH
~ν (q, x; r, y) = K̂(0)(q, x; r, y) +

1∫

0

ϕ(ux)ψ(uy) du.

Näıvely, in view of (4.9), we expect that

K̂(0)
α (q, x; r, y)→ K̂(0)(q, x; r, y),

ϕα(x)→ ϕ(x), ψα(y)→ ψ(y),
(4.38)

as α → ∞, uniformly for x, y in compact subsets of R>0. Thus, by Proposition 4.10 with I =
[0, 1] and g(u, x) = ux,

K̂α(q, x; r, y) −→
α→∞

KH
~ν (q, x; r, y)

uniformly on compacts.
Again, we need only show that it is permissible to exchange the limits and the integrals

for (4.35) – (4.37) and that the convergence is uniform.

a) We start with K̂
(0)
α (q, x; r, y).

Since q and r are fixed, we can assume without loss of generality that

N1
def
= νq+1 + ℓq+1 ≤ . . . ≤ Nk

def
= νr + ℓr, k = r − q.

Let S0 be the part of the contour Sσ with −1 ≤ Re σ ≤ 0. On S0, the integrand converges
uniformly, and thus it suffices to take care of the horizontal pieces of the contour Sσ. Decompose
the negative half-axis in the following manner

(−∞, 0) = (−N1, 0] ∪ (−N2,−N1] ∪ . . . ∪ (−Nk,−Nk−1] ∪ (−∞,−Nk],
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and let S1, S2, . . . , Sk, and Sk+1 be the corresponding pieces of Sσ. For convenience, set

Ij =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Sj

r∏

p=q+1

Γ(νp + ℓp) (νp + ℓp)
σ

Γ(νp + ℓp + σ)

r∏

p=q+1

Γ(νp + σ)

(
x

y

)σ

dσ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
, j = 1, . . . , k + 1.

Consider S1. A simple change of variables shows that Lemma 4.7 can be applied, so one gets∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + ℓj) (νj + ℓj)
σ

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C.

The dominated convergence theorem then shows that

− 1r>q

2πiy

∫

S0∪S1

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + ℓj) (νj + ℓj)
σ

Γ(νj + ℓj + σ)

r∏

j=q+1

Γ(νj + σ)

(
x

y

)σ

dσ

converges to K̂(0)(q, x; r, y), uniformly for x and y in compact subsets of R>0.
We need to show that the remaining integrals vanish. Consider Sj, 2 ≤ j ≤ k. We will use

Lemma 4.9 and Lemma 4.7, after a simple change of variables, to obtain∣∣∣∣
Γ(νp + ℓp) Γ(νp + σ)

Γ(νp + ℓp + σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ceαℓp , q + 1 ≤ p ≤ q + j − 1,

∣∣∣∣
Γ(νp + ℓp) (νp + ℓp)

σ

Γ(νp + ℓp + σ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C, q + j ≤ p ≤ r.

Thus,

Ij ≤ C1e
α

q+j−1∑
p=q+1

ℓp

Nj∫

Nj−1

(
j−1∏

p=1

Np

)−s r∏

p=q+j

|Γ(νp − s+ iδ)|
(y
x

)s
ds.

For s ∈ [Nj−1, Nj] = [νq+j−1+ ℓq+j−1, νq+j+ ℓq+j] and p ≥ q+ j, due to the Euler complement
formula, elementary estimates from Proposition 4.1, and monotonicity of the gamma-function
with the large arguments, we have

|Γ (νp − s + iδ)| ≤ C2

Γ(s− νp + 1)
≤ C2

Γ(νq+j−1 + ℓq+j−1 − νp)
.

Hence,

Ij ≤ C
e
α

q+j−1∑
p=q+1

ℓp

r∏
p=q+j

Γ(Nj−1 − νp)

e−Nj−1(log(N1···Nj−1x)−log y)

log(N1 · · ·Nj−1x)− log y
.

Since there is at least one gamma-function in the denominator, it dominates the exponent in
the enumerator, and the latter expression goes to zero as N1 →∞, . . ., Nj−1 →∞.

The last step is to study Ik+1. Use Lemma 4.9 to find that

Ik+1 ≤ Ce
α

r∑
p=q+1

ℓp
× e−Nk(log(N1...Nkx)−log y)

log (N1 · · ·Nkx)− log y
.

This time the latter expression goes to zero as N1 →∞, . . ., Nk →∞ because the exponent in
the fraction dominates the other exponent.

Note that in all cases the converges is uniform in x and y, as long as they are positive and
separated from zero or infinity. The first line in (4.38) is established.

b) The proof of ψα(y) → ψ(y) copies that of a) almost word for word. Indeed, observe the
similarity between (4.35) and (4.37), and we need only provide an extra bound for

Γ(n− σ)nσ

Γ(n) Γ(−σ) ,
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which follows from Lemma 4.8 if Reσ ≤ −1 and from the uniform convergence for the rest of
the contour.

The last step is to prove ϕα(x)→ ϕ(x), with ϕα from (4.36). Note that we can write

ϕα(x) =
1

2πi

∫

S
(n)
ζ

e
−Fn(−ζ)+

q∑
j=1

Fνj+ℓj
(ζ)+ ζ

2

(
1
n
−

q∑
j=1

1
νj+ℓj

)

Γ(−ζ)xζdζ
q∏

j=1

Γ(νj + ζ)

,

where we recall Fa(z) is defined in (4.5).

Since n≪ ℓj for all j ∈ N, we can choose δ ∈ (0, 1) so that n ≤ (ν + ℓj)
1−δ. For ζ ∈ S(n)

ζ one
has |Re ζ | ≤ n, and we can use (4.11). This together with (4.21) yields

∣∣∣∣∣∣
e
−Fn(−ζ)+

q∑
j=1

Fνj+ℓj
(ζ)+ ζ

2

(
1
n
−

q∑
j=1

1
νj+ℓj

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C̃e

|Re ζ|2
q∑

j=1

α
νj+ℓj ≤ Ce|Re ζ|,

where and n and the ℓj are large enough. The dominated convergence theorem can be applied,
and the proof is concluded.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.5

First, recall (4.26), and introduce a similar (but simpler) expression

h̃ν(η; p) =

(
Γ(η + ν)

Γ(ν) νη

)p

e
pη
2ν = epFν(η),

which obtained from (4.26) by erasing the dependence on ℓ and n. The kernel K̂ν(τ, x; t, y)
in (2.17) takes the form

K̂ν(τ, x; t, y) = −
1t>τ

2πi

∫

Sσ

hν(η; [tν]− [τν])e−(x−y)η dη

+

∫

Sσ

dσ

2πi

∫

Sζ

dζ

2πi

hν(σ; [tν])

hν(ζ ; [τν])

Γ(−ζ)
Γ(−σ)

e−xζ+yσ

σ − ζ ,

(4.39)

where Sσ and Sζ are as in Fig. 4. For large ν, which is the case, Sσ can be deformed into that
in Fig. 3. Now, compare (4.39) with (4.27). We see that overall, the former is a simplified
version of the latter, with all the dependence on ℓ or n erased. Then, the proof of Theorem 2.2
in Section 4.2 goes through in the present case as well and is even simpler. In particular, we no
longer need the condition n≪ ν ≪ ℓ. The artificial exponential gauge factors we used in (4.27)
do not matter since x and y are in compacts of R. In fact, it is easy to extend the statement
of the theorem to that of convergence of the corresponding gap probabilities. However, we do
not pursue this here. The rest of the details is left to the reader.
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