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Abstract. In this paper we consider a probability distribution IP’%{ on plane partitions, which arises as a one-parameter gen-

eralization of the standard ¢"°M™M€ measure. This generalization is closely related to the classical multivariate Hall-Littlewood

polynomials, and it was first introduced by Vuleti¢ in (Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 361 (2009) 2789-2804).

We prove that as the plane partitions become large (¢ goes to 1, while the Hall-Littlewood parameter ¢ is fixed), the scaled
bottom slice of the random plane partition converges to a deterministic limit shape, and that one-point fluctuations around the limit
shape are asymptotically given by the GUE Tracy—Widom distribution. On the other hand, if # simultaneously converges to its
own critical value of 1, the fluctuations instead converge to the one-dimensional Kardar—Parisi—Zhang (KPZ) equation with the
so-called narrow wedge initial data.

The algebraic part of our arguments is closely related to the formalism of Macdonald processes (Probab. Theory Relat. Fields
158 (1) (2014) 225-400). The analytic part consists of detailed asymptotic analysis of the arising Fredholm determinants.

. . . iy N N .. . N
Résumé. Dans cet article, nous considérons une distribution de probabilité PI({IL sur les partitions planes, qui apparait comme une

généralisation a un parametre de la mesure standard qVO]ume. Cette généralisation est étroitement reliée aux classiques polynomes
multivariés de Hall-Littlewood, et a été introduite pour la premiere fois par Vuleti¢ dans (Trans. Am. Math. Soc. 361 (2009)
2789-2804).

Nous montrons que lorsque la partition plane devient grande (g tend vers 1, alors que le parametre de Hall-Littlewood ¢ est
fixé), la partie inférieure proprement renormalisée de la partition plane converge vers une forme limite déterministe, et que les
fluctuations a un point autour de la forme limite sont asymptotiquement données par la distribution du GUE Tracy—Widom. Par
contre, si t converge vers sa propre valeur critique 1, les fluctuations convergent cette fois vers 1’équation unidimensionnelle de
Kardar—Parisi—Zhang (KPZ) avec les conditions initiales a courte bande (narrow wedge data).

La partie algébrique de notre argument est étroitement reliée au formalisme des processus de Macdonald (Probab. Theory Relat.
Fields 158 (1) (2014) 225-400). La partie analytique consiste en une analyse asymptotique détaillée des déterminants de Fredholm
associés.
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1. Introduction and main results

The main results of this paper are contained in Section 1.3. The two sections below give background for and define
the main object we study, which is a certain 2-parameter family of probability distributions on plane partitions.

1.1. Preface

Roughly 30 years ago Kardar, Parisi and Zhang [30] studied the time evolution of random growing interfaces and
proposed the following stochastic partial differential equation for the height function H (7, X) € R (T € Ry is time
and X € R is space)

drH(T, X) = %a,%ﬂ(T, X) + %(aXH(T, X))+ W(T, X). (1.1)

The randomness YV models the deposition mechanism and is taken to be space—time Gaussian white noise, so that
formally E[W(T, X)W(S, Y)] =48(T — §)5(X — Y). Drawing upon the work of Forster, Nelson and Stephen [28],
KPZ predicted that for large time 7', the height function (T, X) exhibits fluctuations around its mean of order 7'!/3
and spatial correlation length of order 72/3. The critical exponents 1/3 and 2/3 are believed to be universal for a large
class of growth models, which has become known as the KPZ universality class. A growth model is believed to belong
to the KPZ universality class if it satisfies the following (imprecise) conditions:

1. there is a smoothing mechanism, disallowing deep holes and high peaks (in (1.1) this is reflected by the Laplacian
L2 H(T, X));

2. growth is slope-dependent, ensuring lateral growth of interfaces (captured by %(BX”H(T, X)Zin (1.1));

3. randomness is driven by short space—time correlated noise (the term W(T, X)in (1.1)).

For additional background the reader is referred to [19,38,40].

It took a quarter of a century to prove that the KPZ equation was in the KPZ universality class itself (by demon-
strating the 1/3 and 2/3 exponents) [2,4,10,12,22,41] and it is important to note the contribution of integrable (or
exactly solvable) models for this success. Historically, methods for analyzing exactly solvable discretizations of the
KPZ equation such as the (partially) asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP), the g-deformed totally asymmetric
simple exclusion process (g-TASEP), or the O’Connell-Yor semi-discrete directed random polymers were developed
first (see the review [20] and references therein). Consequently, these stochastic processes were shown to converge
(under special weakly asymmetric or weak noise scaling) to the KPZ equation. The exact formulas available for the
processes allowed one to conclude that they belong to the KPZ universality class and after appropriate scaling the
same could be concluded for the solution to the KPZ equation. We remark that the developed methods allow one to
analyze the KPZ equation only within a certain class of initial conditions.

Since their discovery many of the discrete stochastic processes have become interesting in their own right as
fundamental models for interacting particle systems, directed polymers in random media and parabolic Anderson
models. These processes typically come with some enhanced algebraic structure, which makes them more amenable
to detailed analysis and hence provides the most complete access to various phenomena such as phase transition,
intermittency, scaling exponents, and fluctuation statistics. One particular algebraic framework, which has enjoyed
substantial interest and success in analyzing various probabilistic systems in the last several years, is the theory of
Macdonald processes [10]. Macdonald processes are defined in terms of a remarkable class of symmetric functions,
called Macdonald symmetric functions, which are parametrized by two numbers (q, t) — see [33]. By leveraging some
of their algebraic properties, Macdonald processes have proved useful in solving a number of problems in probability
theory, including computing exact Fredholm determinant formulas and associated asymptotics for one-point marginal
distributions of the O’Connel-Yor semi-discrete directed polymer [10,12]; log-gamma discrete directed polymer [10,
14]; KPZ/stochastic heat equation [12]; g-TASEP [5,10,11,15] and g-PushASEP [16,23].

There exists a natural family of operators, called the Macdonald difference operators, which are diagonalized by the
Macdonald symmetric functions. Using these operators one can express the expectation of a large class of observables
for Macdonald processes in terms of contour-integrals. The approach of studying Macdonald processes through these
observables was initiated in [10], where it was used to analyze the g-Whittaker process (a special case of Macdonald
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processes, corresponding to setting + = 0). This approach has subsequently been generalized and put on much more
abstract footing in [13], where it was suggested that it can be used to study various other special cases of Macdonald
processes, coming from degenerations of Macdonald to other symmetric functions.

The purpose of this paper is to use the approach of Macdonald difference operators to study a different degeneration
of the Macdonald process, called the Hall-Littlewood process, which corresponds to setting g = 0. Our motivation
for studying the Hall-Littlewood process is that it arises naturally in a problem of random plane partitions. The
distribution on plane partitions we consider, called ]P’f_li in the text and defined in the next section, was first considered
by Vuleti¢ in [46], where she discovered a generalization of the famous MacMahon formula and identified an important
geometric structure of the measure. The measure ]P’hlL is a one-parameter generalization of the usual 7*°' measure on
plane partitions, which is recovered if one sets t = 0 (the volume parameter is usually denoted by g in the literature,
and also in the abstract above, but we reserve this letter for the ¢ in the Macdonald polynomials and use r instead for
the remainder of the text).

The algebraic part of our arguments consists of developing a framework for the Macdonald difference operators in
the Hall-Littlewood case. Although our discussion is parallel to the one for the g-Whittaker case in [10], we remark
that there are several technical modifications that need to be made, which require us to redo most of the work there.
In the Hall-Littlewood setting the operators approach gives access to a single observable and we find a Fredholm
determinant formula for its #-Laplace transform. This result is given in Proposition 3.5 and we believe it to be of
separate interest as it can be applied to generic Hall-Littlewood measures and its Fredholm determinant form makes
it suitable for asymptotic analysis. For the particular model we consider, the observable is insufficient to study the
3-dimensional diagram; however, we are able to use it to analyze the one-point marginal distribution of the bottom
part of the diagram.

The main results of the paper (Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 below) describe the asymptotic distribution of the bottom
slice of a plane partition, distributed according to IE”Ir_’[’L, in two limiting regimes: when r — 17, ¢ € (0, 1) — fixed and
when r, ¢ — 1~ in some critical fashion. In both cases one observes the same limit shape, while the fluctuations in the
first limiting regime converge to the Tracy—Widom GUE distribution [44], and to the distribution of the Hopf—Cole
solution to the KPZ equation with narrow wedge initial data [2,6] in the second one. The latter results suggest that
our model belongs to the KPZ universality class, although some care needs to be taken. Typically, models belonging
to the KPZ universality class are characterized by some dynamics (interacting particle systems, growing interfaces,
random polymers etc.), so that the system evolves with time. In sharp contrast, the model we consider is stationary,
i.e. there is no notion of time.

In order to prove our main results we specialize the general formula for the 7-Laplace transform from Proposi-
tion 3.5 to the particular measure we consider. Subsequently, we find two different representations of this formula that
are suitable for the two limiting regimes. When ¢ € (0, 1) is fixed and r — 1~ the ¢-Laplace transform converges to
an indicator function and our Fredholm determinant formula converges to the CDF of the Tracy—Widom GUE dis-
tribution. When both r, ¢ — 17 the 7-Laplace transform converges to the usual Laplace transform and our Fredholm
determinant formula converges to the Laplace transform of the partition function of the continuous directed random
polymer [1,17]. The main difficulties in establishing the above convergence results are finding suitable contours for
our Fredholm determinants and representations for the integrands. We reduce the convergence results to verifying
certain exponential bounds for the integrands, which are obtained through a careful analysis on the (specially) con-
structed contours. This detailed asymptotic analysis of the arising Fredholm determinants forms the analytic part of
our arguments.

Even though our methods do not allow us to verify it directly, we believe that if ¢ € [0, 1) is fixed one still obtains
a 3-dimensional limit shape in the limit r — 17. That limit shape (if it exists) necessarily depends on ¢ as the volume
of the (rescaled) diagram satisfies a law of large numbers and converges to an explicit function of ¢ (see Section 1.4
for details). This function decreases to 0 as ¢ increases from O to 1, which suggests that the measure P{;; concentrates
on diagrams of smaller size as ¢ increases. In sharp contrast, the result of Theorem 1.1 suggests that while the volume
of the plane partition decreases in ¢ the bottom slice asymptotically looks the same. The latter is quite surprising and
we are not aware of this phenomenon occurring in other random tiling/plane partition models. As can be observed in
simulations what happens is that the 3-dimensional limit shape becomes flatter and concentrates on diagrams, which
have a fixed base but are quite thin. We refer to Section 1.4 for further details.

Another interesting feature of our model is that it is rich enough to produce the Tracy—Widom GUE and KPZ
statistics under different scaling limits. The Tracy—Widom GUE distribution and, more generally, the Airy process
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[37] have been shown to arise as universal scaling limits of a wide variety of probabilistic systems including random
matrix theory, stochastic growth processes, interacting particle systems, directed polymers in random media, random
tilings and random plane partitions (see [25] and [39] and references therein). It is believed that the Airy process also
arises as the large time limit of the properly translated and scaled solution to the KPZ equation with narrow wedge
initial data. The latter statement has been verified at the level of one point statistics for example in [2]; however,
there is significant (non-rigorous) evidence supporting the multi-point convergence (see the discussion at the end of
Section 1.2 in [19]).

An important and well-studied link between the KPZ equation and Airy process is established through their mutual
connection to directed random polymers in 14 1 dimension. Specifically, the free energy fluctuations of the continuous
directed random polymer (a universal scaling limit of discrete directed polymer models [1]) are related to the narrow
wedge initial data solution to the KPZ equation, while the fluctuations of certain zero-temperature degenerations of
directed polymer models (like last-passage percolation) are related to the Airy process (see [39] and references therein
for precise statements). The latter link can be understood as both models arising as different scaling limits of the same
underlying stochastic dynamical systems. The situation is very different for stationary stochastic models. Specifically,
while the Airy process has been related to interface fluctuations of random tiling and plane partition models no such
connection has been established for the KPZ equation. In this sense, the appearance of the solution to the KPZ equation
with narrow wedge initial data as a scaling limit of our stationary model IP;_IZL is quite surprising. The distribution ]P’f_,i
is thus the first example of a stationary model exhibiting KPZ statistics, and we view this as one of the main novel
contributions of this work.

We now turn to carefully describing the measure ]P’f{’L and explaining our results in detail.

t
1.2. The measure Py

We recommend Section 2.1 for a brief overview of some concepts related to partitions and Young diagrams. A plane
partition is a Young diagram filled with positive integers that form non-increasing rows and columns. A connected
component of a plane partition is the set of all connected boxes of its Young diagram that are filled with the same
number. The number of connected components in a plane partition 7 is denoted by k(;r). Figure 1 shows an example
of a plane partition and the 3-d Young diagram representing it. The connected components, which are separated in the
Young diagram with bold lines, naturally correspond to the grey terraces in the 3-d diagram.

If a box (i, j) belongs to a connected component C, we define its level h(i, j) as the smallest 4 € N such that
(i+h,j+h)¢C. A border component is a connected subset of a connected component where all boxes have the
same level. We also say that the border component is of this level. For the example above, the border components and
their levels are illustrated in Figure 2.

For each connected component C we define a sequence (11, ny,...) where n; is the number of i-level border

components of C. We set Pc(t) := Hizl(l —tHmi If Cy, Cy, ..., Ci () are the connected components of 7, we
define
k()
Ax() =[] Pc,. 1.2)

i=1

For the example in Figure 2 A, () = (1 — )" (1 — 12)3(1 — £3).

ENE BV,
|

~
w
—_— W W W WA
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—_— W | W
—_— 1w | W

Fig. 1. A plane partition and its 3-d Young diagram. In this example k() = 7.



644 E. Dimitrov

Levels: 1 H2 B 3

Fig. 2. Border components and their levels.

Given two parameters r, ¢ € (0, 1) we define Pf{i to be the probability distribution on plane partitions such that
P, (0) o™ AL (1),

where || denotes the volume of r, i.e. the number of boxes in its 3-d Young diagram. In [46] it was shown that

ZrlﬂAﬂ @) = 1—[<11:t:n”> =:Z(r,1). 1.3)

=1

The above explicitly determines Pjj; as
Py (1) == Z(r, )" 'r™ Az (1), with Z(r, 1) asin (1.3). (1.4)

Remark 1.1. In Section 2.3 it will be shown that P}j] arises as a certain Macdonald process. This process is defined
in terms of Hall-Littlewood symmetric functions, which is reflected by the “HL” in our notation.

Remark 1.2. In the literature, the volume parameter is usually denoted by g, but we reserve this letter for a different
parameter, which appears in the definition of Macdonald polynomials, and instead use the letter r.

The distribution ]P’f{i has been studied in the cases t =0 and t = —1. When ¢ = 0 we have ]P’ﬁoL(n) =Z(r,0)"1rl7l,
where Z(r, 0) is given by the famous MacMahon formula

z, 0)=Zrln|=1‘[(] _1r> (1.5)
T n=1

We summarize a few of the known results when ¢t = 0. In [18] it was shown that under suitable scaling a partition 7,
distributed according to Pﬁg, converges to a particular limit shape as r — 17~ (see also [31]). In [36] it was shown that

IP’ﬁOL is described by a Schur process and has the structure of a determinantal point process with an explicit correlation
kernel, suitable for asymptotic analysis. In [27] it was shown that under suitable scaling the edge of the limit shape
converges to the Airy process.

When ¢t = —1 the measure IP’f_’Hjl concentrates on strict plane partitions (these are plane partitions such that all
border components have level 1) and is described by a shifted Schur process as discussed in [45]. The shifted Schur
process is shown to have the structure of a Pfaffian point process with an explicit correlation kernel, which can be
analyzed as r — 17. A limiting point density can be derived, which suggests a limit-shape phenomenon similar to the
t =0 case. To the author’s knowledge there are no results regarding the edge asymptotics in this case.

The purpose of this paper is to study the distribution Pi{i for t € (0, 1). In particular, we will be interested in
the behavior of a plane partition, distributed according to Pﬁ’L, as the parameter » goes to 17. Part of the difficulty
in dealing with the case ¢ € (0, 1) comes from the fact that a determinantal or Pfaffian point process structure is no



KPZ and Airy limits of Hall-Littlewood random plane partitions 645

longer available. Instead, we will use the formalism of Macdonald difference operators (see [10] and [13]) to obtain
formulas for a certain class of observables for a plane partition m, distributed according to ]P’;Ii These formulas can
be asymptotically analyzed and imply one-point convergence results for the bottom slice of 7.

1.3. Main results

For a partition X, we let A denote its largest column (i.e. the number of non-zero parts). Given a plane partition 7, we
consider its diagonal slices A! (alternatively A(z)) for ¢ € Z, i.e. the sequences

A =rk) = (mii0x) fori >max(0, —k).

Forr € (0,1), T € R we define

1 eltl2 —-1/3 4 -1/3
N(r):= T and x:= [m] = [m} . (1.6)

Below we analyze the large N asymptotics of 1| (7N (r)]) of a random plane partition, distributed according to P;Ii

Theorem 1.1. Consider the measure ]P’f{i on plane partitions, given in (1.4), with t € (0, 1) fixed. Then for all T €
R\ {0} and x € R we have

. (MLTN)]) = 2N () log(1 + 7 1717%)
lim P]—[i( 1 Xle(r)1/3 S)C) = Fgue(x),

r—1-
where Fgug is the GUE Tracy—Widom distribution [44]. The coefficients N (r) and x are as in (1.6).

—logt __
A—n)l3 =

Theorem 1.2. Consider the measure IP’QL on plane partitions, given in (1.4). Suppose T > 0 is fixed and
X(T/2)1/3. Then for all T € R\ {0} and x € R we have

: r.t
lim Py
r—1

(AE(LTN(r)J) 2N log(1 4 717172

X—IN(r)l/3(T/2)—1/3 +10g(N(r)1/3X7] (T/2)71/3) =< x) = FCDRP(X),

where Fcprp(x) = P(F(T,0) + T/24 < x) and F(T, X) is the Hopf-Cole solution to the Kardar—Parisi—Zhang
equation with narrow wedge initial data [2,6]. The coefficients N (r) and x are as in (1.6).

The definitions of Fgyug(x) and Fcprp(x) are provided below in Definition 1.3. In Sections 4 and 5 we will reduce
the proofs of the above results to claims on certain asymptotics of Fredholm determinant formulas. Throughout the
paper, we will, rather informally, refer to the limiting regime in Theorem 1.1 as “the GUE case” and to the one in
Theorem 1.2 as “the CDRP case”.

Remark 1.3. The exclusion of the case T = 0 appears to be a technical assumption, necessary for our proofs to work.
It is possible that the arguments of this paper can be modified to include this case, but we will not pursue this goal.

Before we record the limiting distributions that appear in our results, we briefly discuss the definition of F (X, T).
The continuous directed random polymer (CDRP) is a universal scaling limit for 1 + 1 dimensional directed random
polymers [1,17]. Its partition function with respect to general boundary perturbations is given as follows (this is
Definition 1.7 in [12]).

Definition 1.1. The partition function for the continuous directed random polymer with boundary perturbation

In Zp(X) is given by the solution to the stochastic heat equation (SHE) with multiplicative Gaussian space—time
white noise and Zy(X) initial data:

1 .
E=J0RZ+IW, 20,X) =Zo(X). (1.7)
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The initial data Zy(X) may be random but is assumed to be independent of the Gaussian space-time white noise
W and is assumed to be almost surely a sigma-finite positive measure. Observe that even if Zp(X) is zero in some
regions, the stochastic PDE makes sense and hence the partition function is well-defined.

A detailed description of the SHE and the class of initial data for which it is well-posed can be found in [2,6].
Provided, Z is an almost surely sigma-finite positive measure, it follows from the work of Mueller [34] that, almost
surely, Z(T, X) is positive for all 7 > 0 and X € R and hence its logarithm is a well-defined random space—time
function. The following is Definition 1.8 in [12].

Definition 1.2. For Z; an almost surely sigma-finite positive measure define the free energy for the continuous di-
rected random polymer with boundary perturbation In Zy(X) as

F(T,X)=1nZ(T, X).

The random space—time function F is also the Hopf—Cole solution to the Kardar—Parisi-Zhang equation with initial
data Fo(X) =InZp(X) [2,6]. In this paper, we will focus on the case when Z((X) = 1{x—0}, which is known as the
narrow wedge or O-spiked initial data [2,12]. In Theorem 1.10 of [12] it was shown that when Zy(X) = 1{x—0), one
has the following formula for the Laplace tansform of exp(F (T, 0) + 7 /24)

E[e—ex exp(]-'(T,O)+T/24)] =det(] — KCDRP)LZ(R+), (1.8)

where the right-hand-side (RHS) denotes the Fredholm determinant (see Section 2.4) of the operator Kcprp, given in
terms of its integral kernel

X

/ € . . /
KCDRP(YI, 77) = ,/R dtm Ai(t +n) Al(f +n ) (1.9)

In the above formula o = (2/T)'/3, x € R and Ai(-) is the Airy function.
We now record the definitions of the limiting distributions that appear in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The first part of
the following definition appears in Definition 1.6 in [12].

Definition 1.3. The GUE Tracy—Widom distribution [44] is defined as

Foug(x) :=det({ — KAi)Lz(x,oo)’
where K 4j is the Airy kernel, that has the integral representation
1 2B ™300 1 613/37177/
Kai(n ) = 552 //oo w /efm/aoo PP

where the contours z and w do not intersect.

Suppose F (T, X) is the free energy for the CDRP with boundary perturbation In Zy(X) and Zy(X) = 1{x—o) as in
Definition 1.2. Then we define

Fcprp(x) :=P(F(T,0) + T/24 < x).
1.4. Discussion and extensions

In this section we discuss some of the implications of the results of the paper and some of their possible extensions. We
start by considering possible limit shape phenomena. In [18] it was shown that if each dimension of a plane partition 7,
distributed according to IP’ffL with t = 0, is scaled by 1 — r then as r — 1~ the distribution concentrates on a limit
shape with probability 1. We expect that a similar phenomenon occurs for any value ¢ € (0, 1). The limit shape, if it
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exists, should depend on ¢, which one observes by considering the volume of the plane partition. Specifically, we have
that

d
ro—Z(r,t) 2 d
E[lr|] = ‘ZVT and Var(|7|) = ]E[|7T|2] —E[I=l]" = rEIE[|n|].
Using that Z(r, 1) =[] ( 11:’[: )"* one readily verifies that
0k k 0 k k
r“(1+r") A+
Eflz)]=y " _ )

The latter implies that lim, _, ;- E[(1 — r)3 |7 |]=2¢(3) —2Li3(t), where £ (s) = Z"O L is the Riemann zeta function

n=1 ns
and Li3(z) = Z,fil ]i—’; is the polylogarithm of order 3. In addition, one verifies that lim, _, ;- Var((1 — r)3|7]) = 0and
so the rescaled volume (1 — r)3|71| converges in probability to 2¢(3) — 2Li3(¢). In particular, the volume decreases
from 2¢(3) to 0 as ¢ varies from O to 1. When ¢ = 1 the measure Pﬁi is concentrated on the empty plane partition for
any value of r and so convergence of the volume to 0 is expected.

In sharp contrast, the result of Theorem 1.1 suggests that while the volume of the plane partition decreases in ¢ the
bottom slice asymptotically looks the same. The latter is quite surprising and we are not aware of this phenomenon
occurring in other tiling models. The independence of the bottom slice on ¢ € [0, 1) has been empirically verified
through simulations and is presented in Figures 3—6, where the red line indicates the limit shape 21log(1 4 ¢~*1/2) in
Theorem 1.1. What happens as ¢ increases to 1 is that the mass from the top part of the plane partition 7 decreases (so
;,j decrease), but the base (given by the non-zero m; ;) remains asymptotically the same. Le. the three-dimensional
limit shape becomes flatter and concentrates on diagrams, which have a fixed base but are quite thin. The latter can be
observed in the left parts of Figures 7 and 8 (we will get to the right parts shortly).

The result of Theorem 1.1, in fact, says something stronger. Namely, not only do we obtain the same law of large
numbers for the bottom slice for any ¢ € [0, 1), but we have the same fluctuations as well. Thus at least upto first two
orders (it is possible that the dependence on ¢ does become visible at higher orders that we do not consider) the base

Fig. 3. Bottom slice simulation with = 0.

Fig. 4. Bottom slice simulation with t = 0.2.



648 E. Dimitrov

Fig. 5. Bottom slice simulation with = 0.4.

Fig. 6. Bottom slice simulation with t = 0.6.

Fig. 7. Simulation with t = 0.4.

of our plane partition does not depend on ¢. The only analogue of this result that we know comes from a very recent
work [8], which shows that the asymptotic behavior of the first column of a random partition, distributed according to
a Macdonald measure (of which our measure is a special case), does not depend on the choice of parameters.

We next turn to possible extensions of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The statement of Theorem 1.1 can be understood as
a one-point convergence result about the fluctuations of the bottom slice of a plane partition 7, distributed according
to Pﬁi, to Fgug. FguE is the one point marginal distribution of the Airy process and in [27] it was shown that the
fluctuations in the case of t = 0 converge as a process to the Airy process. Consequently, it is natural to suppose that
the same occurs for any value of ¢ € (0, 1). We will take this idea further, using the fact that the Airy process appears as
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Fig. 8. Simulation with r = 0.8.

the distribution of the bottom line of the Airy line ensemble [21], and conjecture that the fluctuations of all horizontal
slices of w converge (in the sense of line ensembles — see the discussion at the beginning of Section 2.1 in [21]) to the
Airy line ensemble. The formulation is presented in Conjecture 1.1.

In a similar fashion, a natural extension of Theorem 1.2 is to show that the fluctuations of the bottom slice con-
verge as a process to F (7', X). The (shifted) Hopf—Cole solution to the KPZ equation with narrow wedge initial data
F(T, X) + T/24 is also the distribution of the top line of the KPZ line ensemble [22], and so we will conjecture
that the fluctuations of all horizontal slices of 7 (upon appropriate shifts and scaling) converge (in the sense of line
ensembles) to the KPZ line ensemble. The formulation is presented in Conjecture 1.2.

For v > 0 let f(r) = 2log(1 + e~ 7/2), f'(z) = —H‘—fz,z and f”(t) = %ﬁ Also set N(r) = 7. With
this notation we have the following conjectures.

Conjecture 1.1. Consider the measure IP’;_Ii on plane partitions, given in (1.4), with ¢ € (0, 1) fixed. For t € R define
the random N x R-indexed line ensemble AT as

M(LTN +sN?B ) = Nf([t]) —sN?3 f'(J]) — (1/2)s> N3 /(7))

V2f"(thN

Then as r — 1~ we have A® — A" (weak convergence in the sense of line ensembles), where A" is defined as

AL(s) = Ac(sy/2f"(IT])/2) and (Aj)ren is the Airy line ensemble.

AL(s) =

(1.10)

Conjecture 1.2. Consider the measure Pﬁi on plane partitions, given in (1.4). Suppose T > 0 is fixed and (l__lf)gl’;S =
/L For t € R define the random N x R-indexed line ensemble E? as
/270D
o o MATN 4N = Nf(|z)) = sN>3 f'(Jz]) — (1/2)s* N7 £ ()
Ep(s) = —T/24
(T/2)~13J2f"(thN
- NT'Qf"(z) /2
+1og((T/2)~ 32 7"(1t|)N) + (k — D) lo (
e((T/ V21" (It)N) g NG
21/3 09 ¢1r 2/3
TY°(2
_ ST an

8
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Then as  — 1~ we have 7 == H"7 (weak convergence in the sense of line ensembles), where H% ! is defined as
HET () = HT (sT3Y277([7])/2) and (H] )yen is the KPZ line ensemble.

Motivation about the choice of scaling as well as partial evidence supporting the validity of these conjectures
is given in Section 7 of [24]. Here we will only make the observation that in the statement of Conjecture 1.1, the
separation between consecutive horizontal slices of 7, distributed according to ]P’;Ii‘ is suggested to be of order N1/3,
which is the order of the fluctuations. On the other hand, in Conjecture 1.2 there is a deterministic shift of order
N'31og N, while fluctuations remain of order N'/3. The latter phenomenon can be observed in simulations, as is
shown in Figures 7 and 8. Namely, the conjectures suggest that as ¢ goes to 1, one should observe a larger spacing
between the bottom slices of 7, which is clearly visible.

1.5. Outline

The introductory section above formulated the problem statement and gave the main results of the paper. In Section 2
we present some background on partitions, symmetric functions, Hall-Littlewood processes and Fredholm determi-
nants. In Section 3 we derive a formula for the #-Laplace transform of a certain random variable in terms of a Fredholm
determinant using the approach of Macdonald difference operators. In Sections 4 and 5 we establish Theorems 1.1
and 1.2 respectively, using various technical lemmas, which are proved in Section 6.

2. General definitions

In this section we summarize some facts about partitions and symmetric functions, using [33] as a main reference. We
explain how the measure ]P’;Ii arises as a generalization of the Schur process from [36] and end with some background
on Fredholm determinants, used in the text.

2.1. Partitions and Young diagrams

We start by fixing terminology and notation. A partition is a sequence A = (A1, A2, ...) of non-negative integers such
that A1 > Ap > --- and all but finitely many elements are zero. We denote the set of all partitions by Y. The length
£()) is the number of non-zero X; and the weight is given by |A| = A1 + X2 +---. If |A| = n we say that A partitions n,
also denoted by A = n. There is a single partition of 0, which we denote by &. An alternative representation is given
by A =1"12"2... wherem (L) = [{i € N:X; = j}| is called the multiplicity of j in the partition A. There is a natural
ordering on the space of partitions, called the reverse lexicographic order, which is given by

A>u <<= JkeN suchthat A; = u;, wheneveri <k and Ay > .

A Young diagram is a graphical representation of a partition A, with A; left justified boxes in the top row, A, in the
second row and so on. In general, we do not distinguish between a partition A and the Young diagram representing it.
The conjugate of a partition A is the partition A" whose Young diagram is the transpose of the diagram A. In particular,
we have the formula 1} = [{j e N:1; > i}|.

Given two diagrams XA and p such that u C A (as a collection of boxes), we call the difference 6 = X — u a skew
Young diagram. A skew Young diagram 0 is a horizontal m-strip if 0 contains m boxes and no two lie in the same
column. If A — p is a horizontal strip we write A > . Some of these concepts are illustrated in Figure 9.

A plane partition is a two-dimensional array of nonnegative integers

T=(mj), i,j=012...,

such that 7r; ; > max(m; j 1, m;41,;) forall i, j > 0 and the volume |7 | = > =070 j is finite. Alternatively, a plane
partition is a Young diagram filled with positive integers that form non-increasing rows and columns. A graphical
representation of a plane partition 7 is given by a 3-dimensional Young diagram, which can be viewed as the plot of
the function

(x,y)—)JTLxJ,LyJ, x,y>0.
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A M A—p

Fig. 9. The Young diagram A = (5,3, 3,2,2) and its transpose (not shown) A’ = (5, 5,3, 1, 1). The length £(1) = 5 and weight [A| = 15. The
Young diagram u = (3, 3,2, 2, 1) is such that u C A. The skew Young diagram A — p is shown in black bold lines and is a horizontal 4-strip.

41413|3

—_— = WD
N
[e—

Fig. 10. The plane partition 7t =@ < (1) < (1) < (3) < (4,2) < (5,3,1) > (4,3) > (4,3) > (3, 1) > (3) > @ . The volume || =41.

Given a plane partition 77 we consider its diagonal slices A’ for 7 € Z, i.e. the sequences
M = (miiqe) fori>max(0, —1).

One readily observes that A’ are partitions and satisfy the following interlacing property
DS N0 LIPS LN | N C S

Conversely, any (terminating) sequence of partitions A, satisfying the interlacing property, defines a partition 7 in the
obvious way. Concepts related to plane partitions are illustrated in Figure 10.

2.2. Macdonald symmetric functions

We let Ax denote the Z>( graded algebra over C of symmetric functions in variables X = (x1, x2, ...), which can be
viewed as the algebra of symmetric polynomials in infinitely many variables with bounded degree, see e.g. Chapter I
of [33] for general information on Ax. One way to view Ay is as an algebra of polynomials in Newton power sums

[o/e]
Pr(X) =lek, fork > 1.

i=1
For any partition A we define

200

() =[] pr (X,

i=1

and note that p, (X), A € Y form a linear basis in Ay.
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In what follows we fix two parameters ¢, t and assume that they are real numbers with g, ¢ € (0, 1). Unless the
dependence on g, f is important we will suppress them from our notation, similarly for the variable set X .
The Macdonald scalar product (-, -) on A is defined via

() | 7 A
(Prs Pu) = (]_[ ﬁ) (]‘[i’”immi(x)!). (2.1)
i=1

i=1

The following definition can be found in Chapter VI of [33].

Definition 2.1. Macdonald symmetric functions P,, A € Y, are the unique linear basis of A such that
1. (Py, Py) =0unless A = pu.
2. The leading (with respect to reverse lexicographic order) monomial in Py is ]_[f(:AI) xi)‘ i

Remark 2.1. The Macdonald symmetric function P, is homogeneous of degree |1|.

Remark 2.2. If we set xy+1 = xny42 =---=0in P, (X), then we obtain the symmetric polynomials P (x1,...,xXN)
in N variables, which are called the Macdonald polynomials.

There is a second family of Macdonald symmetric functions Q;, A € Y, which are dual to P, with respect to the
Macdonald scalar product:

0, = (P, PPy, (P, Qu) =81, A pel.

For two sets of variables X = (x1, x2,...) and Y = (y1, y2, ...) define
M(X:Y) =Y Pu(X)0x(Y).
reY

Then from Chapter VI (2.5) in [33] we have

]

(X:Y)= ]_[

i,j=1

(1Xiyj3 q)oo ’ (2.2)
(xiyj3 oo
where (a; ¢)oo = (1 —a)(1 —aq)(1 —agq?) --- is the g-Pochhammer symbol. The above equality holds when both
sides are viewed as formal power series in the variables X, Y and it is known as the Cauchy identity.

We next proceed to define the skew Macdonald symmetric functions (see Chapter VI in [33] for details). Take two
sets of variables X = (x1, x2,...) and Y = (y1, y2, ...) and a symmetric function f € A. Let (X, Y) denote the union
of sets of variables X and Y. Then we can view f(X,Y) € A(x,y) as a symmetric function in x; and y; together. More
precisely, let

€0
f= ZCAPA ZZCAHPA[,
r€Y reY i=1

be the expansion of f into the basis p, of power symmetric functions (in the above sum C, = 0 for all but finitely
many A). Then we have

2(0)
S =Y G (pn (0 + pa (1)
reY i=1

In particular, we see that f (X, Y) is the sum of products of symmetric functions of x; and symmetric functions of y;.
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Skew Macdonald symmetric functions Py /., Q5 /. are defined as the coefficients in the expansion

Pu(X,Y) =Y Pu(X)Pyy(Y) and Qu(X,¥) =) Qu(X)Qs/u(Y). 23)

pney pney

Remark 2.3. The skew Macdonald symmetric function Py, is O unless u C A, in which case it is homogeneous of
degree |A| — |u].

Remark 2.4. When A =, P/, =1 and if u = @ (the unique partition of 0), then Py, = P;.
2.3. The measure IP’?{L as a Hall-Littlewood process

The main object of interest in this paper is a distribution P;Ii on plane partitions, depending on two parameters
r,.t € (0, 1), which satisfies Py (r) oc r™1 A, (¢) for a certain explicit polynomial A, depending on the geometry
of m (see Section 1.2 for the details). We explain how this measure can be realized as a process on sequences of
partitions.

We begin by first considering the special case t = 0. Suppose (A, M) is a pair of sequences of partitions A =
{(*}rez and M = {¥}xez. Define the weight of such a pair as

WA, M) = [ ] Sun 1 Cen) S purn (). (2.4)

nez

where x;, y; € [0, 1) forall i € Z and Sy, is the skew Schur symmetric function (a degeneration of the skew Mac-
donald function Py, with ¢ = 1). Using that Sy, (x) = 1., x*I=I#! (see (1.5.8) in [33]) we have that W(A, M) is
non-negative and finite. Provided Z := ", ,, W(A, M), is finite we have that P(A, M) := Z="W(A, M) defines
probability measure on (A, M). The latter construction is a special case of the Schur process from [36], where it was
considered with the variable specialization

=12,

Xn ya=0 ifn<-—1; yp =12, x, =0 if0<n; re(,1). (2.5)

For the above variables it was shown that

1. Z=T1;2,(1 —r")™" < 00 so that the measure is well defined;
2. u"=A"forn < 0and u" = A" forn > 0;
3. <A 2 <At <0 A - A2 o and M =@ forall |k > 1;

where the last two statements hold with probability 1. The last statement shows that A defines a plane partition 7 (see
Section 2.1) and so the projection of the Schur process on A induces a measure on plane partitions. One can readily
calculate (see Section 2.2.12 in [36]) that P(A) = Z —1, X 12 and so the induced measure on plane partitions satisfies
P(r) = Z~Lrl7l,

Suppose now that 7 € (0,1). We modify the weight W(A, M) in (2.4) by replacing Sy ,,-1(xn) with
Pin Jun=1 (xn; 1) and Synjpun (yn) with Qjnyyn (yn; t). Here Pyyy and Oy, are skew Hall-Littlewood symmetric func-
tions (they are degenerations of the skew Macdonald functions of the same letters with ¢ = 0). From (5.8) and (5.8)
in Chapter III of [33] we have

Piu(x; 1) = Yoy @Ox*T and Q5 (x5 1) = g (XML where

Yasu(® =Ly [ (1 =£"9) and ¢y () = Loy [ [ (1 = 1)
jelJ iel
I={ieN:A =pjand ;> p;} and J={jeN:}; >p)and ) =pu}}.
Observe that the new weights are still non-negative (as ¢ € (0, 1)) and provided their sum is finite we again obtain a

measure on sequences (A, M), which we call a Hall-Littlewood process. In [46] the same specialization of x;, y; as
in (2.5) was considered and it was shown that the normalizing constant equals Z(r, t) from (1.3), while the measure
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is supported on sequences (A, M) satisfying conditions 2 and 3 above. Hence the projection on A again induces a
measure on plane partitions and substituting Py, (x; 1) and Q; /., (x; t) with the above expressions one arrives at

0 00
]P)(A)ZZ(I",I)?]TZkl)LleA(l), where BA(I)Z 1_[ wkn/kllfl(t) X Hqskllfl/kn(t).

n=—oo n=1

What is remarkable is that if 7 is the plane partition associated to A, then By (f) = A (¢) from (1.2), i.e. By admits
the geometric interpretation from Section 1.2. The latter is very far from obvious from the definition of By, since
the functions ¢ and Y are somewhat involved, and we refer the reader to [46] where this identification was first
discovered.

Remark 2.5. One can generalize the approach we described above by considering the Macdonald symmetric func-
tions, instead of the Schur or Hall-Littlewood ones, and by considering more general (than single variable) special-
izations. The resulting object is called the Macdonald process and was defined and studied in [10].

Our discussion shows how ]P’;Ii arises as the Hall-Littlewood process with parameters as in (2.5). Our study of ]P’;Ii
goes through understanding the distribution of the diagonal slices A¥ for which we have

IP’%’[L()»" =1)=Z(r, n~! Px(rl/z, 2 t) QA(rl/ZHk', P32 1),

where P, O, are Hall-Littlewood symmetric functions with parameter ¢. The above formula was obtained using
(2.3) and the proportionality of P; and Q; to combine the cases k > 0 and k < 0. Using the homogeneity of P, and
0,., we see that

]P’;’IL()J‘ = k) = Z(r, t)_lPA(a, ar, arz, ol t) Q,\(a, ar, arz, o t),

where a (k) = r(1T1kD/2 We call the above measure on partitions the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, r, t €
O, 1).
In subsequent sections we will analyze measures Py y with X = (x1,...,xn), Y = (y1, ..., yn) such that

Pxy() o Py(x1, ..., xn: ) Q5. (01, .-, yns ) and  x;,y; €0, 1).

2] =1 ]I:C—Xl’)yj’ (this is the Cauchy identity (2.2) with ¢ = 0) and we

refer to the latter measure as the finite length Hall-Littlewood measure. The Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters
a, r, t will then be recovered by setting x; = ar’ ~! = y; and letting N — oo.

The normalizing constant is given by TT1(X; Y) =[]

2.4. Background on Fredholm determinants

We present a brief background on Fredholm determinants. For a general overview of the theory of Fredholm determi-
nants, the reader is referred to [32] and [42]. For our purposes the definition below is sufficient and we will not require
additional properties.

Definition 2.2. Fix a Hilbert space Lz(X , ), where X is a measure space and w is a measure on X. When X =T, a

simple (anticlockwise oriented) smooth contour in C we write L%(T') where forz € T, d 1 (2) is understood to be 2‘1;

Let K be an integral operator acting on f(-) € L*(X, w) by Kf(x)= fx Kx,y)f(y)du(y). K(x,y) is called
the kernel of K and we assume throughout K (x, y) is continuous in both x and y. If K is a trace-class operator then
one defines the Fredholm determinant of 7 4+ K, where I is the identity operator, via

o0 n
1
det(/ + K)paxy =1+ ) E/X~-~/Xdet[K(xi,xj)]zj:1l_[du(xi), (2.6)
n=1 i=1

where the latter sum can be shown to be absolutely convergent (see [42]).
A sufficient condition for the operator K (x, y) to be trace-class is the following (see [32] page 345).
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Lemma 2.1. An operator K acting on L*(T') for a simple smooth contour T in C with integral kernel K (x, y) is
trace-class if K(x,y) : I'2 = R is continuous as well as Ko (x, y) is continuous in y. Here K>(x, y) is the derivative
of K(x,y) along the contour T in the second entry.

The expression appearing on the RHS of (2.6) can be absolutely convergent even if K is not trace-class. In partic-
ular, this is so if X =T is a piecewise smooth, oriented compact contour and K (x, y) is continuous on X x X. Let us
check the latter briefly.

Since K (x,y) is continuous on X x X, which is compact, we have |K(x, y)| < A for some constant A > 0,
independent of x, y € X. Then by Hadamard’s inequality' we have

|det| K (i, xp]} | <n™2AM
This implies that

nn/ZBn

1 e
mfx”-/xdet[K(Xi’Xj)]i’j:]gdﬂ(xj) < pYRE

where B = A|u|(X). The latter is clearly absolutely summable because of the n! in the denominator.

Whenever X and K are such that the RHS in (2.6) is absolutely convergent, we will still call it det(/ + K) L2(X)-
The latter is no longer a Fredholm determinant, but some numeric quantity we attach to the kernel K. Of course, if K
is the kernel of a trace-class operator on L*(X) this numeric quantity agrees with the Fredholm determinant. Doing
this allows us to work on the level of numbers throughout most of the paper, and avoid constantly checking if the
kernels we use represent a trace-class operator.

The following lemmas provide a framework for proving convergence of Fredholm determinants, based on pointwise
convergence of their defining kernels and estimates on those kernels.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that T is a piecewise smooth contour in C and KN (x,y), N € N or N = oo, are measurable
kernels on T' x T such that limy_, oo KN (x, y) = K®(x, y) for all x, y € T'. In addition, suppose that there exists a
non-negative, measurable function F (x) on I such that

sup sup| KN (x, y)| < F(x) and / F(x)|dux)| =M < co.
NeNyell r

Then for each n > 1 and N one has that det[KN(x,-,xj)]l’.’qj:1 is integrable on T, so that in particular

fl“ e fl‘ det[KN (x;, xj)]ﬁjzl ]_[:.':1 du(x;) is well defined. Moreover, for each N

o0 1 n
det(I+KN)L2(F)=1+Z;/F--~/rdet[KN(xi,xj)]Zj:1l—[du(xi)
n=1 "

i=1
is absolutely convergent and limy_, o det({ + KN)Lz(r) =det(] + KOO)LZ(F).

Proof. The following is similar to Lemma B.3 in [12]; however, it allows for infinite contours I" and assumes a weaker
pointwise convergence of the kernels, while requiring a dominating function F. The idea is to use the Dominated
Convergence Theorem multiple times.

Since limy_ o0 KV (x, y) = K®(x, y) we know that supyep |[K(x, y)| < F(x) and also

forall xq,...,x, €T.

. N n "
Nll_I)Iloodet[K (xi’xj)]i,jzl = det[KOO(xi,Xj)],-,j:I

'Hadamard’s inequality: the absolute value of the determinant of an n x n matrix is at most the product of the lengths of the column vectors.
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By Hadamard’s inequality we have
n
|det[ KN (x;, xj)]:/.:l | <n" 2T F).
i=1

which is integrable by assumption. It follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem with dominating function
n"2T1'_, F(x;) that for each n > 1 one has

n n
. N n n
ngnoov/l;\/rdet[l( (xi’xj)]i»j—lqdﬂ(xi)Z/l_‘...Adet[Km(xi’xj)]i,j—l.l_!du(xi).
1= 1=

Next observe that

N n
/l:-ufrdet[l( (xi’xj)]i,jzlgd“(xi)

The latter shows the absolute convergence of the series, defining det(/ + K™) 12(r for each N. A second application

: . . . . n/2 pgn
of the Dominated Convergence Theorem with dominating series 1+ ), -, % now shows the last statement of

the lemma. u

n
5/.../|det[KN(x,-,xj)];?j:1|]_[|du(x,-)| <n"*M".
r r ’ i=1

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that 'y, I'> are piecewise smooth contours and gfcv y(2) are measurable on F12 x Iy for N e Nor

N = oo and satisfy limy_, o g)lxy () = g)‘??y (z) forall x,y € T'y, z € I'>. In addition, suppose that there exist bounded
non-negative measurable functions F1 and F> on T'1 and Ty respectively such that

sup sup ¢, @) < AR, and [ Fitwldpio] = i, < ox.
NeNyel T

Then for each N one has sz |g)1xy @)|ldu(z)| < oo and in particular KN (x, y) := fl"z gi\fy (z) du(z) are well-defined.
Moreover, KN (x, y) satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.2 with T =T'| and F = M>F}.

Proof. Since limy_ o g,lxy(z) = gﬁf’y(z) for all x,y € I', z € ', we know that Igff’y(z)l < F1(x)F2(z) as well.
Observe that for each x, y € 'y and N one has that

/F 6, @||dn@)]| < fr FIO)R(2)|dp(@)| < MaFi (x) < oo.
2 2

Setting KN (x,y) = frz gfxy(z) du(z), we see that |K" (x, y)| < MaFi(x) for each x,y € I'; and N. As an easy

consequence of Fubini’s theorem one has that KV (x, y) is measurable on Flz (the case of real functions and measures
w can be found in Corollary 3.4.6 of [7], from which the complex extension is immediate). Using the Dominated
Convergence Theorem with dominating function F|(x) F>(z) we see that limy_ oo KV (x, y) = K®(x, y). O

3. Finite length formulas

In this section, we derive formulas for the #-Laplace transform of the random variable (1 — t)t_}‘/l, where A is dis-
tributed according to the finite length Hall-Littlewood measure Py y (see Section 2.3). The main result in this section
is Proposition 3.5, which expresses the ¢-Laplace transform as a Fredholm determinant. We believe that such a formula
is of separate interest as it can be applied to generic Hall-Littlewood measures and its Fredholm determinant form
makes it suitable for asymptotic analysis. The derivation of Proposition 3.5 goes through a sequence of steps that is
very similar to the work in Sections 2.2.3, 3.1 and 3.2 of [10]. There are, however, several technical modifications that
need to be made, which require us to redo most of the work there. In particular, the statements below do not follow
from some simple limit transition from those in [10] and additional work is required.
In all statements in the remainder of this paper we will be working with the principal branch of the logarithm.
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3.1. Observables of Hall-Littlewood measures

In what follows fix a natural number N and ¢ € (0, 1) and consider the space of functions in N variables X =
(x1,...,xy). Inside this space lies the space of symmetric polynomials Ax in N variables. It will be convenient
to assume that x; € [0, 1). The following discussion will be very much in the spirit of Section 2.2.3 in [10]; however,
the results we need do not directly follow from that work and so we derive them explicitly.

Suppose we have a linear operator D, which acts on the space of functions of N variables, whose restriction to
A is diagonalized by the Hall-Littlewood polynomials P, (X; t): DP,(X;t) = d) P(X; t) for any partition A with
£(A) < N. Then we may apply D k times to both sides of the Cauchy identity for Hall-Littlewood polynomials
(obtained from (2.2) by setting ¢ = 0)

N
1 —txiy;
Yo PN DOy D =T V) = [ [ —,

ALOY<N Q=1 I—xiy;
to obtain

Y AP, XN DOy 1) = DFIIX; Y),
AL(M)<N

In the above we assume that Y = (y1, ..., yy) satisfy y; € [0, 1). Dividing both sides by I1(X; Y) we obtain

DTI(X; Y)
Exy|d —_. 3.1
x.r[ )\] oY) 3.D
Equation (3.1) gives a recipe of how to calculate expectations of certain observables of a partition A, distributed
according to Py y. It requires an appropriate linear operator D, to which we now turn.
Let D 11\, be defined as follows

IxXj —Xxj
Dy —Zl'[ I Tox.  where (To, F)(x1. ..o x0n) = F@1 oo Ximt, 0, X XN)-
i=1 j#i RUNY

Remark 3.1. D }V is the ¢ — O limit of the first Macdonald difference operator, of the same letter (see Chapter VI of

A
[33]). In particular, the g — O limit of (4.15) in Chapter VI of [33] shows that D}V P(X;t)= lflt_t 1 P, (X;t) and so
D}, is diagonalized by Py (X; 7).

(t— 1)DN+1

Set Dy :=| ] and observe that Dy satisfies the following properties:

—

Dy is linear;

2. If F, converge pointwise to a function F in N variables, then Dy F;,, converge pointwise to Dy F away from the
set {(x1,...,xy) : x; = x; for some i # j};

3. DyPy(x1,...,xN51) = = Py (x1,...,xn; 1) (see Remark 3.1).

Remark 3.2. Since ultimately we will let N — oo, it is desirable to work with operators, whose eigenvalues do not
depend on N. This explains our preference to work with Dy and not Dzlv-

The following proposition formalizes the approach described above with D =Dy and dj, =1+

Proposition 3.1. Fix positive integers k and N and a parameter t € (0,1). Let X = (x1,...,xy) and Y =
Vs ---5YN)s withx;, y; €[0,1) fori =1, ..., N. In addition, suppose y; < ¢ for all i. Then we have

o 1 “— 2 M@ a2y | dz
E kx — / / J 2= 2
xr[17] Qrok Je,, Co, —zbt—l 1_[|:l_[1 (zi —x;)(1 —1z;y}) :| Zi G2

k 1<a<b<k j=
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where Cy 4 are positively oriented simple contours encircling x1, ..., xy and 0 and contained in a disk of radius g !
around 0. In addition, Cy , contains t_ICo,h for a < b. Such contours will exist provided & < k.

Proof. The following proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 2.11 in [10]. First observe that from our
assumptions contours Cp ; will always exist. Indeed, we can set Cq x to be the positively oriented circle around the
origin of radius 1 and let Co , be positively oriented circles of radius slightly bigger than 1%, so that Co,, contains
t_lco,b for all @ < b and Cp,; has radius less than Tk <el Clearly such contours exist and satisfy the conditions
of the proposition. In addition, we notice that Py y is supported on partitions of length < N, which implies 1| < N.
This means that ~%*1 is bounded by N and hence Zkt_k)‘/l P (X;1)Q,(Y; 1) is absolutely convergent, using
Xi, yi €0, 1). The latter implies that the both sides of (3.2) are continuous in X € [0, DY and thus we may assume

that x; are pairwise distinct and also distinct from 0.

k . .
Next we show that the LHS of (3.2) equals Dyl ’li[k((;’;))Qk(Y’t)] in accordance with (3.1). The latter is equivalent

to
Y TP(X: 0 0u(Y; ) =D, [Z Pu(X; 1) Q1(Y; r)] 3.3)
A A

We prove the latter by induction on k, with base case k = 0 being true by the Cauchy identity (2.2). Suppose that (3.3)
holds for k and apply Dy to both sides to obtain

Dy [Zr—“ﬁ Pu(X; ) Q4(Y; t)] =D} [Z Pu(X; ) Qu(Y; r)}.
A A

We observe that as 1 ~%*1 <KV the sum on the LHS is absolutely converging (as 0 < x;, y; < 1). This together with
Properties 1 and 2 of Dy implies we can switch the order of Dy and the sum, to get

> MDY PUX ) 04(Yi 1) = DY [Z XD t)}'
3 A

Using Property 3 we have Dy P, (X; t) = = P,.(X; t) and putting this above we arrive at (3.3) for k + 1. The general
result now follows by induction.
Using the Cauchy identity and (3.3) we see that (3.2) reduces to showing that for kK > 1 one has

k N 1
I(x;v) Za — b (zi —xjt7 )1 —z;y)) |dz;
DEI(x;y f / [TIT] ! = 4
NI )= @k Co1 o Za —zpt~ ! Pl [ (zi —x;)(A —1tziy;) } i 4

1Lj=1
We prove the latter by induction on k. Suppose k = 1. Then we have that the integrand on the RHS of (3.4) has simple
poles at z; = x; (we use our assumption that x; are pairwise distinct and non-zero), z; =0 and z; = t_lyi_ 1, and
the latter by our choice of contours do not lie in Co 1. Applying the Residue theorem we have that the RHS of (3.4)
equals

0.k l<a<b<k

_1 N
Xj—X 1 —xiyj _
(1—1~ § nx:nJ[[= _’ [[——+"ne ),
ki Xi — Xj .=11 IXiyj

which we recognize as DyI1(X; Y). This proves the base case.
Suppose we know (3.4) for k and wish to show it for k + 1. The RHS equals

k+1[ N -1
(i —xjt7 ) =ziyj) |dzi
(271[)’“rl /;01 /c Zq — bt~ 1H(X Y)H[H (zi —xj)(A —1z;y;) ] Zi

0.k+1 l<a<b<k+l j=1
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We view the integrand as a function of zx4; and notice that by assumption on the contours the only poles of the
integral inside Cp x4 are simple and located at x; and 0. Applying the residue theorem to the z;4; variable we see
that the above is exactly

m(x: Y)/' / «— 2 1—[ lﬁ[(z,-—xjfl)(l—zz‘yj) dzi
Qrok e, Co. o — 2t~ 1,: L@ —xpA—tziyy) | T |

k 1<a<b<k j=1

Applying the induction hypothesis, the expression inside the brackets is just D’]‘VH(X ; Y). This proves the case k + 1
and the general result now follows by induction. (]

Proposition 3.1 is an important milestone in our discussion as it provides an integral representation for a class of
observables for Py y. In subsequent sections, we will combine the above formulas for different values of &, similarly
to the moment problem for random variables, in order to better understand the distribution Py y.

3.2. An alternative formula for Ex,y[t*k)‘/l]

There are two difficulties in using Proposition 3.1. The first is that the contours that we use are all different and
depend implicitly on the value k. The second issue is that the formula for Ex y[# ~%%1] that we obtain holds only when
y; are sufficiently small (again depending on k). We would like to get rid of this restriction by finding an alternative
formula for EX,Y[l_k)‘/l]. This is achieved in Proposition 3.2, whose proof relies on the following technical lemma.
The following result is very similar to Proposition 7.2 in [9].

Lemma 3.1. Fix k > 1 and q € (1, 00). Assume that we are given a set of positively oriented closed contours
Y1, ..., Yk, containing 0, and a function F(z1, ..., 2r), satisfying the following properties:

L F(ziy..oozi) =T, £z

2. Forall 1 < A < B <k, the interior of y4 contains the image of yp multiplied by q;

3. Forall 1 < j <k there exists a deformation D of y; to yx so that forall zy, ...,2j-1,2j, ..., 2k with z; € y; for
1<i<jandz €y for j <i <k, the function z; — F(z1,...,2j,...,2k) is analytic in a neighborhood of the
area swept out by the deformation D.

Then we have the following residue expansion identity:

—k(k—1)
" yk1<A<B<kZA—IZZB I 172 mi(W)my(W)!---

ey Q) dw,
det ; a)--- g L
/yk /yk e[wlql—w ] I:IIf(w,)f(w,q) f(wjq )Zm

(3.5)

A=n(=r?)-(1=rtt)

| —
where k;! = L

Proof. The proof of the lemma closely follows the proof of Proposition 7.2 in [9], and we will thus only sketch
the main idea. We remark that in [9] the considered contours do not contain 0 and g € (0, 1). Nevertheless, all the
arguments remain the same and the result of that proposition hold in the setting of the lemma.

The strategy is to sequentially deform each of the contours yx_1, ¥k—2, ..., ¥1 to Y through the deformations D;
afforded from the hypothesis of the lemma. During the deformations one passes through simple poles, coming from
Z4 — qzp in the denominator of (3.5), which by the Residue theorem produce additional integrals of possibly fewer
variables. Once all the contours are contracted to y, one obtains a big sum of multivariate integrals over various
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residue subspaces, which can be recombined into the following form (see equation (38) in [9]):

(1= @k (—Dkg™ o
Z / / det —
miWma ) L, Lwig = wy

Ak
) A0 dw
q r—1 )‘(’,(A)_l A] % w.]
x E (wl,qwl,...,q Wi, een, WG, qUWER)s -5 G wl(k))l_[lw] q CE
Jj=
where
Zo(A) — 920 (B) F o), - 20 k)
Eq(Zl,...,Zk)ZZ l_[ o(4) — 92o(B) G(Z 7®)’
seSy 1<B<A<k <o) T Z2o(B) [Tizi206)
By assumption M is a symmetric function of zy, ..., zx and thus can be taken out of the sum, while the

i=1%t

remaining expression evaluates to k,! as is shown in equation (1.4) in Chapter III of [33]. Substituting this back and

performing some cancellation we arrive at (3.5). ]
Proposition 3.2. Fix positive integers k and N and a parameter t € (0,1). Let X = (x1,...,xy) and Y =
1y ..., yN) With xi,y; €[0,1) fori =1,..., N. Let Cy be a simple positively oriented contour, which is contained
in the closed disk of radius t~! around the origin, such that Cg encircles x1, ..., xy and 0. Then we have
—1 k ()
/ t7 — 1)%,!
Ex,y[t_kkl] = Z ( ) kit / / det|: :|
= mW)ma )Y Jey Jeg wit™ —w; |; 5
L) N -1 A 2 k
1 —xi(w;t 1 —yi(w;it)t ™ dw; 11— —¢t7)--- (1 —t¢
XHI—[ XI(wj) — yl(w]) w]’ wherektlz( )( )k ( )
L—xi(win=teh 1—yi(w;t) 2w (1—1)

j=li=1
(3.6)
Proof. Let Cox = Cp and let Co , be such that Co , contains t_lCo,b foralla <b,a,be{l,...,k}. Suppose 0 <

e < t* is sufficiently small so that Co,1 is contained in the disk of radius e~ ! and suppose y; < e fori=1,...,N.
Then we may apply Proposition 3.1 to get

N

kk’ a— 2b (Zl_xjt 1)(]_Zlyj) &
Bl (2m)k /c /c a—t™ 11—[[1_[ i —x) (= 12;y)) ]zﬁ

Okl<a<b<k i=1Lj

We may now apply Lemma 3.1 (with ¢ =¢~!) to the RHS of the above and get

— 1Nk kk— ()
P (1=t~ H(—=1)*t = k1!
Exy[t*]=>" TS i det| ————
Mk : : 0.k Co.k i i,j=1
o —xjt7 M 1 —yw

dw;j Now
-1 -y
X | |G(wj)G(wjt ) G(wjt' ™M)=, WhereG(w)zl | w—x;, 1=tyw

" 271 1
Jj=1 Jj=1

(3.7)

Observe that (—1 (1 — k= ¢t=1 = 1)*k,! and also

14091 N £

_ L—xiGwp)™" 1= yiqwne™
[[ewnG(wjr™")---G(w;i' ) HHl_xl_(twj)ﬁlﬂ, ’ :

j=1 i=1j=1 l_yi(wjt)
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Substituting these expressions into (3.7) and recalling that Co x = Co we arrive at (3.6). What remains is to extend
the result to arbitrary yi, ..., yy € [0, 1) by analyticity. In particular, if we can show that both sides of (3.6) define
analytic functions on DV (ID is the unit complex disk), then because they are equal on [0, &)V it would follow they are
equal on DV . This would imply the full statement of the proposition.

We start with the RHS of (3.6). Observe that it is a finite sum of integrals over compact contours. Thus it suffices to
show analyticity of the integrands in y; € D. The integrand’s dependence on y; is through Huk) I—[l 1 %,
which is clearly analytic on DV as |w il =<t 1

For the LHS of (3.6) we have:

Eey[r ] =0X: Y)Y PLOOQLGN. - yw).
reY

where IT(X;Y) = l_[l]V[ 1 11 L V’ . Clearly TI(X; Y) is analytic and non-zero on DV (as x; € [0, 1)) and then so is

I1(X; Y)~!. In addition, the sum is absolutely convergent on DV, since by the Cauchy identity

N
1—txily;
D IP)00ns W) 2D PXO) Qi lywl) = T Lol o

AY A€y ij=1 I =xilyjl

As the absolutely converging sum of analytic functions is analytic and the product of two analytic functions is analytic
we conclude that the LHS of (3.6) is analytic on DV O

3.3. Fredholm determinant formula for IEX’y[%_A/
(A=tut "1
In this section we will combine Proposition 3.2 with different values of k to obtain a formula for the #-Laplace

transform of (1 — t)t_)‘l which is defined by Ex, Y[ﬁ] We recall that (a;1)oe = (1 —a)(1 —at)(1 —
(I=tut "1t)00
at?)--- is the -Pochhammer symbol.

The arguments we use to prove the following results are very similar to those in Section 3.2 in [10].

Proposition 3.3. Fix N e Nandt € (0,1). Let X = (x1,...,xny) and Y = (y1,...,yn) with x;, y; € [0, 1) fori =

1,...,N. Suppose |u| <tV is a complex number. Then we have
Mk —Mk
Ex ylt ™ 1
lim ) W Byl ] :EX,Y[ : ] (3.8)
M—o0f~ ky! (1 =ut™1; 1) 0o

Proof. We have that

Mk Mk N M
> B S e (=) )

k=0 c=0 k=0

Mktfck
k!

By our assumption on u and Corollary 10.2.2a in [3] we have that the inner sum over k converges to
M — oo. Thus

M ut —ck
hm ZPXY Z

k=0 c=0

1
RS

XN: Px,y(A] =0)
(I —=Dut=“ oo

1
) : .
X’Y[((l — Dut™™; z)oo] O
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Proposition 3.4. Fix N e N, t € (0,1) and x;,y; € [0,1) fori =1,..., N. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for
lu| <& and u ¢ R* we have

M k 1409}
1+ lim ¢! uk / / det[ ]
dim Y =0 Y L el )
L(A) N

S BN (R
X]_[]_[ 1 x,(wlt) 1 yl(wjt)t jdﬁ:det([—{—K,iv)

3.9
l—xi(wjt)—lt)“j I —yi(w;t) 2me (3.9

L2(Co)"
j=li=l

In the above Cy is the positively oriented circle of radius t ' around 0. K;V is defined in terms of its integral kernel

1 1/2+100 s
K (w;w') = 27”/ dsT (=)D (1 + ) (—u(t™" = 1)) gl . ().

1/2—100
where
N —1 —s
N s\ 1 (I =xj(wn)™ )1 —yj(wn)r™)
8w,w’(l )_ wt™ —w’ ljl (1 —xj(wt)_lts)(l —yj(wt)) '

The proof of Proposition 3.4 depends on two lemmas: Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3. Their statement is given below
but we postpone their proof to Section 3.4.

Lemma 3.2. Fix NeN, t € (0,1) and x;, y; €[0,1) fori =1,...,N. Let w,w’ € C be such that |w| = |w'| =¢~!
and let

1 & A =xjwn ™A —yj i)
N s\ J J
guJ,w/(t ) wt—S —w 1_[ (I —xj(wr)~ lts)(l—y/(U)l))

Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that if ¢ € {¢ : |¢]| <&, ¢ RT}, we have

o0 1 1/2+w00
Zgz,w/(f") Py T(=)T(+5)(=0) gl (°) ds. (3.10)

C 21 i jpmise

Lemma 3.3. Fix NeNor N=o00,1€(0,1) and x;, y; €[0,1) fori =1,..., N such that )_; x; <00, ) ; yi < 00.
Suppose u € C\ R*. Consider the operator K,ﬁv on LZ(CO) (here Cy is the positive circle of radius t=1), which is
defined in terms of its integral kernel

N / 1 1/2e0 -1 s N K}
K (w,w') = — dsT(=)T(L+9)(—u(t™" = 1)) g3y (1°).
2L J1 /2100 ’

where

s — ﬁ(l—xj(wt)*‘xl—y,-(wz)m

Sww )= s i (1 —xj(wn)~ ') (1 —yj(wn))

Then K,ﬁv is trace-class. Moreover, as a function of u we have that det(I + K,ﬁv ) is an analytic function on C\ RT.
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Proof of Proposition 3.4. From Lemma 3.3 we know that K} is trace-class for u ¢ R*. Consequently we have that

L%(Co)
_l—i-il / det[KN(w' w.)]n ﬁ@
- e e e i’jzll,:l 2m1
1 " 1/24100 1 )
=1+ — / sign(o) [—/ C(—s)L'(1+s)(—u(t™ —1 o tsd]
r;n! Co Coggszn s E 27t J1 /2100 s $)(—u( )" Guiweq (t°) ds
n
dw,-
XHZm

i=1

Using Lemma 3.2 and the above formula we can find an & > 0 such that for |u| < & and u ¢ RT one has

det(]—}-KliV):l—i-Z%/ / Zsign(a)]_[[zuf(;‘—1)fgwi,wam(;j)}1‘[dw". (3.11)
n=1 Co ¢

! ‘ L 12m
OO'ESn i=1Lj=1 i=1

Let us introduce the following short-hand notation

1 o N )T =y (e dw;
B(ci,...,cp) ::/ / det[%] 1_[1_[ XZ(U}] 31 _ yl(w] ) w;
Co Co wit ™% —wj I —xi(w;r)= 1%

ij=1j_1iz 1 —yi(w;t) 2m

Notice that B(cy, ..., c,) is invariant under permutation of its arguments and that % is the number of
distinct permutations of the parts of A. The latter suggests that

' = Dkuk (' = Dkuk
ZWB()\I”AZ(A))ZZ Z —B(C],...,Cn).

!
A=k n>1cy,c2,...,cp>1 n:
Ci=
Observe that for some positive constant C we have
N _ e N
11[1_[ 1—xi(w;n™" 1=y (wt)e=ci < VN 1
L % 1= yiwn) |~ (I —x)" (1 =y

j=li=1 i=1

The above together with Hadamard’s inequality and the compactness of Cq implies that for some positive constants

P, QO (independent of k and n) we have |B(cy,...,cy)| < n"/2P" Q. The latter implies that for |u| < & and ¢ suffi-
ciently small the sum

o —1 k, k

(= —D"u
§ § § n' B(Cl,...,Cn)
k=1n>1cy,c2,...,cn>1 ’

> ci=k

is absolutely convergent. In particular, the limit on the LHS of equation (3.9) exists and equals

oo
1
L4y = > [ = Du]T B e
n=1

€1,62,.esCp>1
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Expanding the determinant inside the integral in the definition of B(cy,...,c,) we see that the integrand equals
Y oes, Sign(o) [ T2 gu; w,q, (). Consequently the LHS of equation (3.9) equals

1+ Z Z [(t—l _ 1)u]61+-.»+cn /C / Z mgn(g)l—[gwt wa(z) % (3.12)
! 0

€1,€2,...,cp>1 OGES

What remains is to check that the two expressions in (3.12) and (3.11) agree. Since both are absolutely converging
sums over n, it suffices to show equality of the corresponding summands. I.e. we wish to show that

_ 4dcp dw
[ ] /C /C ngnm)]'[gw, e (1) S

€1,€2,..Cp>1 OOES

: dw,-
:‘LO/ Z Slgn(a)l_[[zu] gwl wd(t)(t])] 2w (3.13)

Coges, i=1Lj=1

By Fubini’s theorem (provided |u| is sufficiently small) we may interchange the order of the sum and the integrals and
the LHS of equation (3.13) becomes

dw

—1 cl+ ~+cp i
t - sign(o

/Co L E g ( )l |gw, wa(,) 2 .

U | 0ESy
‘ dw;
:f / Z sign(o) H[Z[(ll - 1)”]C1gwi»wv(i) (tci)] 27.[: :
Co 05es, i=1t¢;>1
From the above equation (3.13) is obvious. This concludes the proof. (]

Proposition 3.5. Fix N € N and a parameter t € (0,1). Let X = (x1,...,xy) and Y = (y1, ..., YN) With x;, yi €
[0, 1) fori=1,...,N.Then for u ¢ R" one has that

1
EX,Y[ . ]:det I+kY . (3.14)
(1= Dut ™1 1) UKD

The contour Cy is the positively oriented circle of radius t~", centered at 0, and the operator K ,ﬁv is defined in terms
of its integral kernel

v , 1 1/2+4100 _ s N s
K )= [ T eora (e =) el (),
where
N —1 —s
N s\ 1 (I =xj(w)™ )1 —yj(wn)r™)
8w,w’(t )_ wt—S —w l_[l (1 —xj(wt)_lts)(l —yj(wt)) '

Proof. Using Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 we have the statement of the proposition for |u| < & and u ¢ R* for some
sufficiently small ¢ > 0. To conclude the proof it suffices to show that both sides of (3.14) are analytic functions of u
in C\R™*.
. . . N 1
The RHS is analytic by Lemma 3.3, while the LHS of (3.14) equals )_,_ P, (1| = n)m,
finite sum of analytic functions and so also analytic on C \ R™. ]

and is thus a
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3.4. Proof of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3

In this section we give the proofs of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. Versions of these lemmas appear in Section 3.2 of [10] and
the proofs we present are related.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. For simplicity we suppress N from our notation. Let Ryy = M + 1/2 (M € N) and set A} =
1/2— 1Ry, A%,I =1/24+ Ry, Ai,, = Ry + Ry and Aj‘w = Ry — tRy;. Denote by 7’/3/1 the contour, which goes from
A}W vertically up to A%, by yﬁz,[ the contour, which goes from A%,[ horizontally to A3, by yﬁ,l the contour, which
goes from A%,I vertically down to A%, and by )/1;4,1 the contour, which goes from Aﬁ,l horizontally to Azlw- Also let
ym =U; y,{,, traversed in order (see Figure 11).

We make the following observations:

1. yas is negatively oriented.

2. The function gy, v (t*) is well-defined and analytic in a neighborhood of the closure of the region enclosed by y.
This follows from [#*| < 1 for Re(s) > 0, which prevents any of the poles of g, ,(¢*) from entering the region
Re(s) > 0.

3. If dist(s, Z) > ¢ for some fixed constant ¢ > 0, then |Sin?—m)| < e TImOI for some fixed constant ¢/, depending
on c. In particular, this estimate holds for all s € y,, since dist(y, Z) = 1/2 for all M by construction.

4. If —¢ =re' with |0] < 7 and s = x 4 1y then

(—=¢) = exp((log(r) + LG)(x + Ly)) = exp(log(r)x —y0 + L(log(r)y + x9)),

since we took the principal branch. In particular, |(—¢)*| = r¥e ™.

We also recall Euler’s Gamma reflection formula

2

A Al
Tt
1 .
M M = UiYy
07
Tt

1 4

AM AM

Fig. 11. The contours y/{,l fori =1,2,3,4.
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We observe for s = x + ¢y, with x > 1/2 that

1 XA —xjwn ) =y o) T 11— yiwnr) X 2
|gw’w/(ts)|: —s /1_[( xj.(w ) —1)(s yj(u.) )t ) = ’ 1—32 . -1 1_[ , N
wt w (I —xj(wt)="t5)(1 — y;(wt)) 132 —¢ 1=y —xp)

j=1 i=1

In addition, we have ]_[j»vz1 [1 —yj(wt)t™*| < Ce for some positive constants C, ¢ > 0, depending on N, ¢ and y;.
Consequently, we see that if ¢ is chosen sufficiently small and ¢ = re'? with r < & then

|gw,w’ (ts)(_é.)s| < Cecxaxe|y0| < Ce—cxe|y(9|’

with some new constant C > 0. In particular, the LHS in (3.10) is absolutely convergent, and we have

o) M
> sl = Jim 3 s ()"

From the Residue theorem we have

M
1 . .
> guww ()" == | T(=)TU+5)(=0)" guuw () ds.
27 ),
n=1 M
The last formula used Ress—xI'(—s)['(1 + s) = (—1)**! and observations 1 and 2 above. What remains to be shown
is that

1 1/24t00

. 1 N s —_ _ _ N , s
A/[h—r>no<>2_7u/yM T(=)T( + $)(—¢) guw (°) ds = ol T(=)T (1 +$)(=0) guow (*) ds.  (3.16)

Observe that on Re(s) = 1/2 we have that |g,, ,(¢*)| is bounded, while from (3.15) and observations 3 and 4 we
have

IT(=)T A +9)(=0)°| =

(=)' = exp((10] — 7)|Im(s) |)r'/2, (3.17)

sin(—ms)

which decays exponentially in |Im(s)| since |#| < m. Thus the integrand on the RHS of (3.16) is exponentially
decaying near oo and so the integral is well-defined. Moreover, from the Dominated Convergence Theorem we
have that

1 1/2+4100

. l Ky S _ _ _ S S
A}gnooz—m/y& LT +5)(=8) gu,w (1) ds = 270 Sy L (=)T 1 +5)(=5) gu,w (1) ds.

We now consider the integrals

1

ey (=T (1 +5)(—2)* gu,w (t*),

Y

when i # 1 and show they go to 0 in the limit. If true, (3.16) will follow.
Suppose that i =2 ori =4. Let s =x + 1y € y;,, so |y| = Ry and we get

|F(_S)F(1 +S)(_é.)sgw,w/(ts‘)| < Ce—CXe‘lec/e—T[ly‘ < Ce(‘m_ﬂ)RM,

for some new constant C > 0. Since |0| — & < 0 we see that

1 , ‘
2—/ (=T + ) (=) guw (t*)| < CRye =R 0 as M — .
L )/1;'4
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Finally,leti =3. Lets=x + 1ty € V/?w so x = Ry and we get
|F(—S)F(l + S)(_é‘)sgw,w’(tsﬂ < Ce—cxe\Gylc/e—nly\ < Cc/e—cRM .

Consequently, we obtain

1
3o /‘g T(=)T A+ $)(=0) guw,w (°)| < 2Ry Cce M 50 as M — oo.
T ),
Ym

This concludes the proof of (3.16) and hence the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We begin with the first statement of the lemma and suppress the dependence on N and u from
the notation. From Lemma 2.1 it suffices to show that K (w, w’) is continuous on Cy x Cg and that K»(w, w’) is
continuous as well, where we recall that K»(w, w’) is the derivative of K (x, y) along the contour Cy in the second
entry.

In equation (3.17) we showed that if —u(r~! — 1) = re? with |0| <7 and s = 1/2 + vy, then

IT(=)T (1 +5)(—=0)°| < Cexp((10] — 7)Iyl)r'/?

We observe that g, , (t*) is continuous in w, w’” and moreover on Re(s) = 1/2 we have

N —1/2

1 A4+x)(1+y;t )
’ tS <M= J J
|gw,w ( )| = —=3/2 _ -1 jli[l (1—x;12)(1 —y)) <0

independently of w, w’. So if (wy, w;) — (w, w') we have that gy, y (#*) = gy 4 (t*) and by the Dominated Con-
vergence Theorem, we conclude that K (w,, w),) — K (w, w’) so that K (w, w’) is continuous on Cp x Co.
We next observe that

1 1/24+100 d

N I _ _ -1 _ s_ v (45
K(w,w)_tw 270 e dsT'( s)F(1+s)( u(t 1)) du/gw’w (t ),

Kg(w, w’) = [w/dw’

where the change of the order of integration and differentiation is allowed by the exponential decay of the integrand.
We have that ﬁgw,w/(ts) = mgw,uﬂ (%) so a similar argument as above now shows that K»(w, w’) is continu-

ous on Cy x Cp. We conclude that K thv is indeed trace-class.
Since K is trace-class we know that

1 " dw:
det(I+K)) =1+ s /C . /C det[K,Y (wi,wp! T E
n>1 0 0 i=l1
We wish to show that the above sum is analytic in u € C \ R™.
We begin by showing that K;V (w, w') is analytic in u for each (w, w’) € Cy x Cp. Observe that on (C\ R™) x
(1/24+R), T(=s)I'(1 +5)(—u(t~' — 1))Sgu1\)"w,(t") is jointly continuous in (i, s) and analytic in u for each s. From
Theorem 5.4 in Chapter 2 of [43] we know that for any A > 0

1/2+1A
ha(u) = / P(=)T(1+s)(—u(t™" = 1))"g (t)ds
1/2—1A ’

is an analytic function of # € C \ R™. In addition, using our earlier estimates we see that

_2u|'?McC

|hA(u)—K,iV(w,w/)|§2|u|1/2MC./A exp((10] — 7)y)dy = =] exp((10] — ) A).
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The latter shows that &4 (1) converges uniformly on compact subsets of C \ R to KZ,V (w, w’) as A — oo, which
implies that K,f’ (w, w’) is analytic in u. Notice that when A = 0 the above shows that if K’ is a compact subset of
C\R* and u € K’, we have |K N (w, w’)| < C(K") for some contant C > 0 independent of w, w’.

We next observe that K Lf' (w, w’) is jointly continuous in u and (w, w’) and analytic in u for each w, w’ from our
proof above. The latter implies that det[ K ,ﬁv (w;, w j)]l'.” j=1 is continuous on C(’)‘ x C\ R* and analytic in u for each
(w1, ..., wy) € Cy. It follows from Theorem 5.4 in Chapter 2 of [43] that

1 N n “ dwi
Hn(u)za/;b.../;odet[l(u (wi,wj)]i’jzln%,

i=1

is analytic in u.
Finally, suppose K’ C C \ R* is compact and u € K'. Then from Hadamard’s inequality and our earlier estimate
on |KY (w, w’)| we know that

1. nn/2
= 'n"2C(K')" = B" -

dw;
v | det KN (wi, wp) | —
/;O /;() e[ “ (wi wj)]l’le 2

The latter is absolutely summable, and since the absolutely convergent sum of analytic functions is analytic and K’
was arbitrary, we conclude that 1 + >0 | Hy,(u) = det(] + KL}lV)LZ(CO) is analytic in # on C \ R™. This suffices for
the proof. ]

1
|Hn(u)| = -
n.

4. GUE asymptotics

In this section, we use the results from Section 3 to get formulas for the ¢-Laplace transform of 1741, with A distributed
according to the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, r, ¢ € (0, 1) (see Section 2.3). Subsequently, we analyze
the formulas that we get in the limiting regime r — 17, ¢ € (0, 1) — fixed and obtain convergence to the Tracy—Widom
GUE distribution. In what follows, we will denote by P, , ; and E, ,; the probability distribution and expectation with
respect to the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, r, ¢ € (0, 1).

1

4.1. Fredholm determinant formula for E, . il
((A=Dut™"1;1)0g

In the following results, unless otherwise specified, det(/ + K);2(¢) dentotes the absolutely convergent sum on the
RHS of (2.6) — see the discussion in Section 2.4.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose a,r,t € (0, 1) and let § > 0 be such that a < (1 — 8). Then for u € C\ R* one has that

|
E,, : — det(I + K,) 200 “.1)
“”[((1 —z)uzh;z)oj o

The contour Cy is a positively oriented piecewise smooth simple curve, contained in the closed annulus As ; between
the O-centered circles of radius t~! and max(r ! (1-46/2), 173/, The kernel K, (w, w') is defined as

1/24100
K, (w, w/) = L/ dsT'(—s)I'(1 +s)(—u(t_1 — 1))Sgw,w/(ts), “4.2)
21 J12—100

where

1 o
gw’w/(ls) = wt—S _ w/ 1_[
=0

(1 —arf(wt)"H(1 — ard (wt)t =)
(1 —ari(w)=15)(1 — ari (wt))
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Remark 4.1. Proposition 4.1 will be the starting point for our asymptotic analysis in both the GUE and CDRP
cases. In the different limiting regimes, we will encounter different contours, which will be suitably picked contours
contained in As ;.

Proof. We first prove the proposition when Cy is the positively oriented circle of radius r~!. The starting point is
Proposition 3.5, from which we see that whenever u ¢ R one has for every N € N

1
EY [ .
L = Dur M

} =det(I + KY) 2 ¢y

Here Eé\' »; stands for the expectation with respect to the finite length Hall-Littlewood measure on partitions, corre-
sponding to x; = y; =ari~! fori =1, ..., N. The result would thus follow once we show that

: N 1 1
1. th%oo Ea,r,t[ix] =Ea,r, 2V

- l——1
(I=t)ut "151) ((I=t)ut "131)

2. limy oo det(d + KN) p2¢cy) = detU + Ku) 12(cp)-

Before we prove the above two statements let us remark that the two limiting quantities are indeed well-defined. The
fact that K, is a trace-class operator on L2(Co) follows from Lemma 3.3. Next, we observe that if u ¢ R™ then for

any n we have that W is well defined and moreover there exists a constant M (1) such that |WI <M, for
) oo ) [o¢]

all n. Consequently, we can define unambiguously the expectation E, . ;[ ] and it is a finite quantity.

I T
((=tyut ™131)

We start with 1. Denote by P}fv and in the N-length specialization of the Hall-Littlewood symmetric functions
with x; = y; = ari~Vfori=1,...,N and x; = yi =0fori > N (here N is a positive integer or co). Also let ZN be
the normalization constant, which in the above case equals

N . .
1 —tari~lgri-1

N _ s . ..
V4 _.H T ari i T this is the Cauchy identity in (2.2).

i,j=1

We obtain
1 1 1

S PR T S
L = Dur M e ZN% (1= Dut™171)

One readily verifies that ZNV 7 Z°, P)fv /' P> and in /" 0%° as N — oo. Thus from the Dominated Convergence
Theorem (with dominating function M P>° Q%°) we get
N AN 1 _ Poo o) 1

lim Y PNQ : = o
v A (R O N (L L

The latter implies that

1 1 1 1

lim —o PYON ———— = PO,

N—oo ZN £~ (A =tut™51) o 2% )\EZY (A =tut™151) o
which concludes the proof of 1.

Next we turn to 2. Firstly, one readily observes that
gllt\)],w’(ts) - gw,w’(fs), as N — oo

and moreover we have

Py pm——  (ER A (R
w,w 732 -1 i (1 —aritV2)(1 —ar))

M < o0,
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independently of N, w, w’. Recall from (3.17) that
ID(=)T A+ ) (=" = )u)’| < Cexp((16] — 7)Iyl)r'/?,

where —(t~! — Du =re'? and s = 1/2 + 1y. It follows by the Dominated Convergence Theorem (with dominating
function M C exp((|0] — 7)|y|)r'/?) that

N /
Nh_r)nooK (w w) Ku(w,w),

and moreover there exists a finite constant M> (depending on u) such that |K ,ﬁv (w, w)| < M for all N, w, w’. Next
we have from the Bounded Convergence Theorem that for every n

dw; dw;
detK wi, W = detK w;, w
Jim [ [ el n,,lnzm L aalkn />,,1H2m

n/2 n
By Hadamard’s inequality we have that for each n the above is bounded (in absolute value) by u Conse-

quently, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem we have that

dw; dw;
ngnmzn'/co /CodetK (wl,w/)” 11_[27” Z”'/;o /CodetK(w“wj)” 11_[27”

This concludes the proof of 2.

We next wish to extend the result to a more general class of contours. Let C be a positively oriented piecewise
smooth simple contour contained in the annulus, described in the statement of the proposition. What we have proved
so far is that

dw;
=1+ det[ K, (w;, 4.3
[((1—t)ut_*1 t)oo:| Zn’/;o ~/;‘0 © (i /) ij= 11_[27” “.3)

where the latter sum is absolutely convergent. One readily verifies that g,, ,,v (+*) is analytic in w, w’ on a neighborhood
of As; x As; and by the exponential decay of I'(—s)I"(1 + $)(—(~' = Du)* near 1/2 £ 100 the same is true for
K, (w, w"). It follows that det[ K, (w;, wJ~)]l'."].:1 is analytic on a neighborhood of A:sl,z and by Cauchy’s theorem we
may deform the contours Cy in (4.3) to C, without changing the value of the integrals. This is the result we wanted. []

4.2. A formula suitable for asymptotics: GUE case
In this section we use Proposition 4.1 to derive an alternative ¢-Laplace transform, which is more suitable for asymp-
totic analysis in the GUE case. The following result makes references to two contours yw (A) and yz(A), which
depend on a real parameter A > 0, as well as a function S, - (-), which we define below.
Definition 4.1. For a parameter A > 0 define
yw(A) ={—Alyl+wy:yel} and yz(A)={Alyl+w:yel}, wherel=[-m 7]
The orientation is determined from y increasing in /.
Definition 4.2. For a,r € (0, 1) define

o0 o
Sar(z) = Zlog(l +arle?) — Zlog(l +arie™?).

j=0
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The function S, , plays a central role in our arguments and the properties that we will need are summarized in
Section 6. We isolate the most basic facts about S, , in a lemma below. The lemma appears again in Section 6 as
Lemma 6.1, where it is proved.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that § € (0, 1). Consider r € (0, 1) and a € (0,1 — 8]. Then there exists A’ (8) > 0 such that
Sa.r(2) is well-defined and analytic on Ds = {z € C : |Re(z)| < A’} and satisfies

1 +arfe?
l4+ariez

exp(Sar @) =]

j=0

4.4)

Proposition 4.2. Suppose a,r,t € (0, 1) and let § > 0 be such that a < (1 —§). If A > 0 is sufficiently small (depend-
ing on § and t) and yw (A) and yz(A) are as in Definition 4.1, then for ¢ € C\ R™ one has

I i
Eo [%}:det(l—K )2
"L e s

The kernel K(W, W') has the integral representation

eV / dZ(—¢)fZW)
yz(A)

IE;(W, W/) ~2m eV —eZ

G (W, Z) exp(Sa,r(Z) = Sar (W)). (4.5)

In the above formula, S, , is as in Definition 4.2 and we have

—logt —1/_ +#\2mkt/(—logt) 7Z—-W
G (W, 2) Z=Zn(. ogt) _(=¢) and fi(Z, W) := .
Py sin(—m f; (Z + 2mke, W)) —logt

(4.6)

Proof. We consider the contour Cp := {—t~'e'?=41°1 1 9 € [—x, 7]}, which is a positively oriented piecewise smooth

contour. For A > 0 sufficiently small we know that C4 is contained in the annulus As; in the statement of Proposi-
tion 4.1. Consequently, from (4.1) we know that

1 1 " dw;
Ea.r, 7 =1+ —/ / det[ K, (w;, w)|’ ._ —
a”[((l—t)ut‘xl;t)oo} ;n! cn Jey [Kutwi,w; ]W—IH 27

i=1

where K, (w, w’) is as in (4.2) and the above sum is absolutely convergent. The nth summand equals

no =1 6i—Alil A G , ,
L Y det[ K, (=171 _p=1eti=Aly) T —1~ e — Asign(6;)) d6;
n!J_; —n “ ' ij=1 2t '

i=1
Setting y; = t6; — Al6;| the above becomes
— n n .
=D [ e ek~ e — e T
' u ’ l,/:l 2
o Jw@y Jyw@ T AT

To conclude the proof it suffices to show that for W, W’ € yy (A) and ¢ = (t~' = 1)u one has

VK (e 1Y) = Ko (W, W). @.7)

z-W
—logt?

Setting Z = (—logt)s + W, using the Euler Gamma reflection formula from (3.15) and recalling f;(Z, W) =
we see that the LHS of (4.7) equals

o]

eV —lo8! LW ti00 (- logt)_ln VA (_{)f,(Z,W) 1 l_[ (I+arie Y1 + arie?)

21 J ety oo sin(=mf(Z, W)) W —eZ /,_0(1+arf'e—2)(1+arfeW)'
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— w(A)

|
|
|
|
—logt
o8 + W +.R - !
2 / I
|
|
|
|
|
|

/

--- Am+:(R '/J

* W+ (—logt)z

Fig. 12. If A is very small, no points of W + (—log¢)Z fall between Am + (R and % + W +R, when W € yy (A).

If W e yw(A) we know that Re[% + W]e [% —TA, —1§g t]. In addition, the only poles of the integrand
for Re(Z) > 0 come from m and are located at W + (—log#)Z. This implies that if A is sufficiently small
we may shift the Z-contour so that it passes through the point Aw, without crossing any poles of the integrand (see
Figure 12). The shift does not change the value of the integral by Cauchy’s theorem and the exponential decay of the

integrand near £t0o. Thus we get that the LHS of (4.7) equals

eV [ATH (_logt)T'wdZ (o)W 1 lo—ol (A +arieVYA + arle?)
27t Jpn—roo SIN(=TTf(Z, W)) ¢ eV —eZ j=0 (I4+arie=2)(1 +arieV)’

The next observation is that A"+ is periodic in y with period T = 2. Using this we see that the LHS of (4.7)
equals

2t

eV ATHT 24T (_Nog)'ndZ w1 = (I +arie )1 +arie?)
— o (O H
A e —e =0

= an—rprar sin(=wfi(Z, W) (I+arie=%)(1 +arieV)

€W /AT[-HT/Z (—{)LkT/(_logt)(—IOgI)_IJT (_é-)f,(Z,W) 0 (l—i—arje_W)(l—i—arjeZ)
A

2 AT SIn(—mfi(Z + kT W) eV —eZ L4 (I rarie D)1 arie)’

keZ

Let (—¢) = re'? with |#| < 7. Then, using a similar argument as in (3.17), we have for |k| > 1

(_é.)LkT/(—logt)
sin(—w f;(Z + kT, W)) -

o—0KT /(= log1)

i < CeMT(01=m)/(=log1) (4.8)
sin(—x f; (Z + kT, W))

where C is some positive constant, independent of Z and W, provided W € yw (A), |Im(Z)| <7 and Re(Z) = Ax.
We observe the latter is summable over k. Additionally, we have

—eAT — ]

(=) =W lO—O[ (I+arie")(1 +arle?)
eV —eZ iy (1 4+arie=2)(1 +arieV)

() 2w ﬁ (1+arie”")(1 +arie?)
iy (I4+arie=2)Y1 +arieV)|
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— 7z(A)

- w(A)

--- Am +-m,7)

« W+ (-logt)Z

Fig. 13. If A is very small, no points of W + (—log¢)Z fall between Amw + ([—m, ] and yz(A), when W € yy (A).

and the latter is bounded by some constant M (¢, B), provided Re(Z) = Aw and W € yw(A). By Fubini’s theorem,
we may change the order of the sum and the integral and get that LHS of (4.7) equals

eW An+.T)/2 dZ(—C)f'(Z’W) I:Z 7.[(_ logt)l(_é-)tkT/(logt)jI o0 (1 +arje*W)(l +arjeZ)

20 Jan—rpy €V —e? sin(—7 f,(Z + kT, W)) j_0(1+arie—z)(1+ar1ew)'

kel

From (4.8) we see that G ,(W, Z), which is given by

w(—logr)~! Z (= log)~! (=g )KT/(~logn)

sin(—m f; (Z, W)) ki1 sin(—w f; (Z + kT, W)) ’

is the sum of % and an analytic function in Z in the region D = {Z € C: |Im(Z)| <7 and Re(Z) > 0}. In
particular, the poles of G, ;(W, Z) in D are exactly at W + (—log t)N. If we now deform the contour [Amr — 7w, A +

tr] to yz(A) (see Figure 13) we will not cross any poles and from Cauchy’s theorem we will obtain that the LHS of
(4.7) equals

eV / dZ(—¢)ZW)
vz (A)

~ . .
(I +arie "Y1 +arie?)

o G WD
j=0

(I+arie=2)(1 +arieV)’

From Lemma 4.1 (provided A is sufficiently small so that yz(A), yw(A) C Ds), we have that

e¢]

1—[ (I +arie")(1 + arie?) _
(I +arie=Z)y(1+arieV)

exp(Sa,r (Z) - Sa,r(W))~
Jj=0

Substituting this above we recognize the RHS of (4.7). ]

4.3. Convergence of the t-Laplace transform (GUE case) and proof of Theorem 1.1

Y
{tl )\Iﬁ)oo

Here we state the regime, in which we scale parameters and obtain an asymptotic formula for E, ,, [————1. The
(
formula is analyzed below and used to prove Theorem 1.1. One key reason we are considering the ¢-Laplace transform
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is that it asymptotically behaves like the expectation of an indicator function. The latter (as will be shown carefully
below) allows one to obtain the limiting CDF of the properly scaled first column of a partition distributed according
to the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, r, t and match it with Fgug (see Definition 1.3).

We summarize the limiting regime and some relevant expressions.

1. We willletr — 1~ and keep ¢ € (0, 1) fixed.
2. We assume that a depends on r and for some § > 0 we have lim,_, ;- a(r) =a(1) € (0,1 —§].

_ 1 oo k (=D _ D __1-1/3
3. We denote by N (r) = 1=, M(r) =23 72 a(n) ‘52 andoz_[(lfa(l))z] 3.

For a given x € R set £, = M) FxaINDTE (4.9

The following result is the key fact for the Tracy—Widom limit of the fluctuations of the first column of a partition
distributed according to P, ,; in the GUE case. It shows that under the scaling regime described above the Fredholm
determinant (and hence the ¢-Laplace transform) appearing in Proposition 4.2 converges to FGUE.

Theorem 4.1. Let x € R be given and let {x be given as in (4.9). If A > 0 is sufficiently small (depending on § and t)
then

im det(Z — K¢,) 12, (a)) = FGUE(Y), (4.10)

r—1-

where FguE is the GUE Tracy—Widom distribution (see Definition 1.3), yw (A) is defined in Definition 4.1 and K ¢ s
as in (4.5).

In what follows we prove Theorem 1.1, assuming the validity of Theorem 4.1, whose proof is postponed until the
next section.

We begin by summarizing the key results from our previous work as well as recalling a couple of lemmas from
the literature. From Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.1 we have that under the scaling described in the beginning of the
section and any x € R

. 1
rl—l>nllf Bars [ (_tM(r)+oF1xN(r)1/3tl—A’l ; t)oo] = FGue(®). 4.11)

Set & :=aN(r)~'/3(1] — M(r)) and observe that (4.11) is equivalent to

1
lim ]Ea,r,t

r—1- |:((—t) S INO P 6l z)oj = Foue(o). (4.12)

The function that appears on the LHS under the expectation in (4.12) has the following asymptotic property, which
was essentially proved in Lemma 5.1 of [26], and hence we skip the proof.

Lemma 4.2. Fix a parametert € (0, 1). Then

L | 4.13
(=) - 199 1) oo _E 1 + 19tk (4.13)

fq()’) =

—_

is increasing for all ¢ > 0 and decreasing for all g < 0. For each § > 0 one has f,(y) — l{y>0; uniformly on
R\ [-6,8] as g — oo.

We will also use the following elementary probability lemma (see e.g. Lemma 4.39 of [10]).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that f, is a sequence of functions f, : R — [0, 1], such that for each n, f,(y) is strictly
decreasing in y with a limit of 1 at y = —o00 and 0 at y = 0o. Assume that for each 6 > 0 one has on R \ [-34, §],
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Jfn — L{y<oy uniformly. Let X, be a sequence of random variables such that for each x € R

E[fu(Xn —0)] = p(x),

and assume that p(x) is a continuous probability distribution function. Then X, converges in distribution to a random
variable X, such that P(X < x) = p(x).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let r,, be a sequence converging to 1~ and set

1
((—=t) -t~ N Batyle gy

fn(y) = and X, =§&,.

Lemma 4.2 shows that f,, satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.3 and from (4.12) we have that &, converges weakly
to the Tracy—Widom distribution. In particular, for each x € R we have

]in{l_ ]P)a,r,t(%_r <x) = FGug(x). (4.14)
Consider a(r) = r(HILENEID/2 - Since lim,_, - rV®) = e~!, we see that lim,_, - a(r) = a(l) = 717112 < 1

1 —It/2 _ .
(1&(3))2]1/3 = [(1er—lrl/2)2]l/3 =: x~!. From Section 2.3 we conclude

(whenever t # 0). This means that o=
that

- (M(LrN(r)J) M) _ ) e ( M= M)

HL X IN(n)/3 NI §X) =Pari(& < x). (4.15)

Combining (4.14) and (4.15) shows that if T # 0 one has

. 7.t
hmi Py
r—>1

(M(LfN(V)J)—M(r)

TN §x> = FGUE(X).

In (6.8) we will show that M (r) = 2N (r)log(1 4+ a(1)) + O(1) = 2N (r)log(1 + ¢~ !*1/2) 4 O(1). Substituting this
above concludes the proof of the theorem. O

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.1

We split the proof of Theorem 4.1 into four steps. In the first step we rewrite the LHS of (4.10) in a suitable form for
the application of Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3. In the second step we verify the pointwise convergence and in the third step
we provide dominating functions, which are necessary to apply the lemmas. In the fourth step we obtain a limit for
the LHS of (4.10), subsequently we use a result from [12], to show that the limit we obtained is in fact FgyuE.

In Steps 2 and 3 we will require some estimates, which we summarize in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 below. The proofs
are postponed until Section 6.

Lemma 4.4. Let A > 0 be sufficiently small. Then for all large N we have
Re(Sa,,(z) — M(r)z) < —cNIzI3 forall z € yz(A) and (4.16)
Re(Sa,r(2) — M(r)z) > cN|z> forall z € yw(A). 4.17)
In the above ¢ > 0 depends on A and §. In addition, we have
Re(Syr(2) —M(r)z) = 0(1) iflzl=0(N"'?) and (4.18)
Jim Sar(N"VPu) = MNPu=uw?a3/3 foralluecC. (4.19)
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Lemma 4.5. Let t,u, U € (0, 1) be given such that 0 <u < U < min(1, —logt/10). Suppose that z, w € C are such
that Re(w) € [—U, 0], Re(z) € [u, U]. Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending on t such that the following hold

1

ez_ew

1 —1 —w
<Cu ", where fi(z,w)= . (4.20)

sin(—x f; (z + 2wk, w)) —log?

§Cu_l and Z
keZ

Step 1. For A > 0 define yy,(A) = {=Aly| + 1y : y € R} and y,(A) = {A|y| 4+ 1y : y € R}. Suppose A > 0 is
sufficiently small, so that Proposition 4.2 holds. We consider the change of variables z; = N 137, and w; = N3w;
and observe that the LHS of (4.10) can be rewritten as det(/ — K ;V ) L2(v}, (A))> where

- dz
KN (w,w :f Nox (22 and
X ( ) o gw,w( )27.”

Nox N u N2 “13,, 173
a5 @ = Limax(Imo) . 1 1m(u) ] Im@D <N} —3 =i~ o=ty Ot (N7 0, N2 4.21)

exp(Sa,r(N_lﬂz) —MN~'Bz —xa 1)
exp(Sa.r (N1Bw) — MN—13w — xa~lw)

We deform the contour y,,(A) inside the disc of radius A1 so that it is still piecewise smooth and contained in
{z € C:Re(z) > 1/2}. Observe that the poles of gg ”3}, (2) in the right complex half-plane come from G, ; and are thus
located at least a distance of order N'/3 from the imaginary axis. The later implies that if we perform, a deformation
inside a disc of radius O (1) we will not cross any poles provided N is sufficiently large. In particular, our deformation
does not change the value of gﬁ’i, for all large N by Cauchy’s theorem. We will continue to call the new contour by
vy (A). Deforming the contour has the advantage of shifting integration away from the singularity point 0.

Step 2. Let us now fix w, w’ € yy,(A) and z € y,(A) and show that

_ exp(a‘3z3/3 —a w33 —xalz+xalw)

. N, _ oo, 00, .
Jim gl @) =g (@), where g3 (2) = o (4.22)
One readily observes that
lim N w Lmax(im@)l @)L m@p <Ny 1 (4.23)
N— 00 N1/3(6N—1/3w/ _eN_l/3Z) - u)/—Z. .
Using (4.19) we get
exp(Sy,(N7132) = MN~137 — xa~lz) _ 3,3 3 -1 _1
Neoo exp(Sy.r (N~1Bw) — MN~13w — xa—1w) _exp((x (Z 3w /3) Tre e w). (4.24)
From (4.6) we have
—loot —1/_» \2mke/(—logt)
m(—logt)™ (—{x) 4.25)

N3¢ Ny, N3y = N—1/3 .
gt v 2 kX% sin(—m fy (N~13z + 2wk, N=13w))

Using a similar argument as in (3.17) we see that for |k| > 1 and all large N one has

7 (—logt) "1 (=g, )2mki/ (= log)

.  Co-2Mim/(~log)
sin(—w fi (N~V3z 4+ 2wkt, N—13w))
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The latter is summable over |k| > 1 and killed by N —1/3 in (4.25). We see that the only non-trivial contribution in
(4.25) comes from k = 0 and so

—logs)~! 1
lim N~13G, (NP, N137) = 1im N~/3 7( e ) = . (4.26)
N—o0 N—oo Sln(ﬂl\qogz (U) —Z)) w—2z

Equations (4.23), (4.24) and (4.26) imply (4.22).
Step 3. We now proceed to find estimates of the type necessary in Lemma 2.3 for the functions gg ’l’;, (). If zis

outside of the disc of radius A~! (so lies on the undeformed portion of yé(A)) and |Im(z)| <N 1/3 the estimates of
(4.16) are applicable (provided A is small enough) and so we obtain

lexp(Sa,r(N"132) = MN7'3z — xa™'2)| < Cexp(—clzl® + |xa™ 'z

), 4.27)

where C, ¢ are positive constants. Next suppose z is contained the disc of radius A~! around the origin (i.e. lies on
the portion of y,(A) we deformed). From (4.19) we know that Sa,,(N_1/3z) — MN~'3zis O(1). This implies that
lexp(Sa.r(N"1/32) = MN~137 — xa~!7)| is bounded and the estimate (4.27) continues to hold with possibly a bigger
C.

If w e v, (A) and [Im(w)| < 7 N'/3 the estimates of (4.17) are applicable (provided A is small enough) and we
obtain

lexp(—Sur (N"Pw) + MN7'Pw + xa™ w)| < Cexp(—clw|®

), (4.28)

for some C, ¢ > 0.

If A is sufficiently small so that Aw < min(1, —logz/10), then the estimates in Lemma 4.5 hold (with u =
(1/2)N~'3 and U = An), provided max(|Im(w)|, |Im(w")|, |Im(z)]) < N'/37, z € y,(A) and w', w € y},(A).
Consequently, for some positive constant C we have

N-1/3

N_1/3G§ ;

—-1/3 -1/3
N NI (NTBw, NTIBZ)| < C. (4.29)

Observe that ¢V~ = O (1) when | Im(w)| < 7 N'/3 and w € y}, (A). Combining the latter with (4.27), (4.28)
and (4.29) we see that whenever max (| Im(w)|, | Im(w’)|, | Im(z)|) < N'3x, z € vy (A) and w’, w € yy, (A) we have

), (4.30)

|80 (@] = Cexp(—clwl + [xa ™ w|) exp(—clzl’ + [xa 'z

where C, ¢ are positive constants. Since ng”ff), (z) = 0 when max(|Im(w)|, | Im(w")|, | Im(z)|) > N33 we see that
(4.30) holds for all z € y(A) and w', w € yy, (A).

Step 4. We may now apply Lemma 2.3 to the functions gg”lf),(z) with Fi(w) =C exp(—c|w|3 +lxa " w)) = F>(w)
and I'y =y, (A), I'; = ¥, (A). Notice that the functions F; are integrable on I'; by the cube in the exponential. As
a consequence we see that if we set K°°(w w') = fy A) gw w, (z) 7. » then I%;V and I?;’o satisfy the conditions of
Lemma 2.2, from which we conclude that

Hm det(I — K¢,) 12, (a)) = det(l — K°) 4.31)

R L2(yy (A)

What remains to be seen is that det(/ — I%OO)Lz(y (A)) = FGug(x).
We have that det(/ — K“)Lz(y y=1+>72

Hn) = Z sign(o’)

o€es,

/‘ /‘ / / exp(a‘3Z3/3 — a‘3W3/3 xa ' Zi +xa” W) dW; d Z;
Yw Y7y ¥ Wi —=Z))Woiy — Z)) 2me 2w’

Zi=1
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Consider the change of variables z; = a~1Z;, wi = a~'W;. Then we have

n

3 3
Hoy= Y sienie) [ [ f [ TR ME S
Y Yiy Y, Y. 2L 27
w w z

o] i (wi — zi)(We ) — 2i)

Consequently, we see that det( — I%fo)Lz(y‘;V) =det(l + I%Ai)Lz(yv/V), where

32 _ 32
I?Ai(w,w/)z'/ exp(z’/3 —w’/3 xz—i—xw)ﬁ 4.32)

v, (w—2)(z—w) 2y

The proof of Lemma C.1 in [12] can now be repeated verbatim to show that det(/ + K Ai) L2y = det(l —
KAi)12(x.00) = FGUE(X).

5. CDRP asymptotics

In this section, we obtain alternative formulas for the 7-Laplace transform of 1M , with A distributed according to the
Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a,r,t € (0, 1) (see Section 2.3), which are more suitable for asymptotics
in the CDRP case. Subsequently, we analyze the formulas that we get in the limiting regime r,# — 17, and prove
Theorem 1.2. In what follows, we will denote by P, ,; and E, ,; the probability distribution and expectation with
respect to the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, r, t € (0, 1).

5.1. A formula suitable for asymptotics: CDRP case

In this section we use Proposition 4.1 to derive an alternative representation for E, , ; [1+]. In what follows we
(¢t ")

oo

will make reference to the following contours.

Definition 5.1. For ¢t € (0, 1) define

yL={-1/4+w:ye[-n(—log) ", m(~log) ']},
yi={1/4+ty:ye[—n(—logt)_l,n(—logt)_l]},
y_={-1/4+wy:yeR} and yy={1/4+1y:yeR}.

All contours are oriented upward.

The following proposition is very similar to Proposition 4.2 and will be the starting point of our proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 the same way Proposition 4.2 was the starting point of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose a,r,t € (0, 1) and let § > 0 be such that a < (1 — ). If t is sufficiently close to 1~ then for
¢ € C\R™ one has

1 o
Eyys| ———— | =det(I — Ko) 200 .
art[(g‘tl)‘lgt)oo:| CIL2(yh)

The kernel 12{ (W, W’) has the integral representation

A tiW _1 ) (— A4 dZ Sa . _1 N7
kwowy="— [ G2 Ogi)w(,_f)iz exp(Sa, ((_ 0gNZ))
2 Jy, 1 t exp(Sa., (—logHW))

5.1

ﬂ(_c)—ZﬂkL/logt p ¢ . L.
where Gc(W,Z) =) 1z ST (W—ZT2rkiTogD) and the contours y. and y) are as in Definition 5.1.
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Proof. We consider the contour C := {—t‘3/ 49 .0 € [—m, w]}, which is a positively oriented smooth contour, con-

tained in the annulus A5, in the statement of Proposition 4.1 for ¢ sufficiently close to 1~. Consequently, from (4.1)
we know that

1 dw;
Ea,r, 7 / / det Ky(wi, w; ) !
'[(u—t)ufkl;r)oo] Zn' Dij= 11_[ T

where K, (w, w’) is as in (4.2) and the above sum is absolutely convergent. The nth summand equals

1 T T _ . _ ‘ n _t—3/4LeL9,‘ do;
;/ / det[ Ky (=13 e, —1=3 R L [ ————
T - i=1

Setting y; = (—1/4) 4+ 16; /(—logt), the above becomes

=n" —3/d,—yi—1/4 _—3/4 —yi—1/4\]" Lo (—logr) dy;
R P L RS ] | 27 ’
i=1

which can be rewritten as

D" 1, -y S dyi
n! /V’“'/V’det[(_logt)t tyK”(_t 1, = VJ lj 11_[271'!

and the latter is still absolutely summable over n.
To conclude the proof it suffices to show that for W, W’ € ¥’ and ¢ = (+~! — 1)u one has

(—log)t VK, (=t =7 V) = R (W, W). (5.2)

We observe that the LHS of (5.2) equals

(—logni~!1=" / e g LEOPA+00r F (1t ar/thyd +ari Vi
e — S T * .
2 2-00 07TV Tl W (b ar TtV (Lt arJi= W)

We set Z =s + W, and use that Re(W) = —% for W € y! together with Euler’s Gamma reflection formula (3.15) to
see that the above equals

=W ndZ (=logr)(=¢)2~W 1"_"[ A +ar’t"Y1 +arit=%)
210 J,, sin(m(W—=2)) W —1=2 o, +aritZ)y (1 4+arit=W)’

This allows us to rewrite the above formula as

We observe that ¢ is periodic in s with period T = log -

Z f m(—)*T (—logt)(—0)*Wdz lo—o[ (A +ar/tWY( +arit=%)
20 [, sin(m(W — kT — Z)) =W =z L a +aritZY(1 +arit=W)’

Let (—¢) =re'? with |#| < 7. Then, using a similar argument as in (3.17), we have for |k| > 1
Te—0kT

sin(m(W + kT — Z))

7 (=)

— < Celle(lel—ﬂ) (5.3)
sin(w (W + kT — Z)) - ’

where C is some positive constant, independent of Z and W, provided Z € y! and W € y’. The latter is clearly
summable over k, which allows us to change the order of the sum and the integrals above and conclude that the LHS
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of (5.2) equals

= [Z m (=" }(—bgt)(—{)zwdz o1 (LtaritVy(1 +arii™%)

2re Jyt = sin(m (W + kT — Z)) =W -2 . (I4+aritZy A +arit=V)"

From Lemma 4.1 we have that if ¢ is sufficiently close to 1 (so that (—log?)z € Ds when |Re(z)| = 1/4) we have

ﬁ (I +arlt™)(I +arit™%)  exp(Sa,,(—log1)Z))
o (L arit?) (L +arit=) = exp(Sar((—logHW)’

Substituting this above we see that the LHS of (5.2) equals

= 3 (=) (=log))(=0)*~" dZ exp(Sa,r((—log1)Z))
2re Jyr sin(m(W + T — Z) =W =2 exp(Sa.r ((—loghyW))’

keZ

which equals the RHS of (5.2) once we identify the sum in the square brackets with G, (W, Z). O

5.2. Convergence of the t-Laplace transform (CDRP case) and proof of Theorem 1.2

1
(¢t 17% HIIN
CDRP case. The formula is analyzed below and used to prove Theorem 1.2. In the CDRP case the #-Laplace transform
asymptotically behaves like the usual Laplace transform. The latter (as will be shown carefully below) allows one to
obtain the limiting CDF of the properly scaled first column of a partition distributed according to the Hall-Littlewood
measure with parameters a, r, t and match it with Fcprp (see Definition 1.3).

We summarize the limiting regime and some relevant expressions.

Here we state the regime, in which we scale parameters and obtain an asymptotic formula for [E, , ;[ ]in the

1. We fix a positive parameter x and letr — 1~ and #+ — 1~ so that k = (17_1+)glt/3.

2. We assume that a depends on r and for some § > 0 we have lim,_, ;- a(r) =a(1) € (0, 1 —§].

1 k_1 n -
3. We denote by N(r) = 1=, M(r) = 2% (—D¥la(r) rande = [(1;1(5({))2] /3

For a given x € R set {;, = —MO=xTINOT (5.4)

The following result is the key fact for the limiting fluctuations of the first column of a partition distributed ac-
cording to the Hall-Littlewood measure with parameters a, 7, t in the CDRP case. It shows that under the scaling
regime described above the Fredholm determinant (and hence the 7-Laplace transform) appearing in Proposition 5.1
converges to the Laplace transform of F (7', 0) + 7 /24 (see Definition 1.3 and equation (1.8)). The latter, as demon-
strated below, implies convergence of the usual Laplace transforms and leads to a weak convergence necessary for the
proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 5.1. Let x € R be given and let ¢, be given as in (5.4). Then we have

lim det(] — K¢,) 2,0y =det(] — Kcprp) 2 (g+)- (5.5)

r—1-

where Kcprp is given in (1.9) with T = 23073, y! is as in Definition 5.1, and IQQ isasin (5.1).

In what follows we prove Theorem 1.2, assuming the validity of Theorem 5.1, whose proof is postponed until the
next section.

We begin by summarizing the key results from our previous work that we will use as well as stating a couple of
lemmas. From Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.1 we have that under the scaling described in the beginning of this
section and any x € R

. 1
rl—l>nll* Ea’”[((_t) M) =N =2 l)oo] = det(/ — KcpRrp) L2(r)- (5.6)
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Set &, := (— log#)(A] — M (r)) —log(1 — t) and observe that (5.6) is equivalent to

1
Iim E ~ =det(] — K, . 5.7
gt “’”[((—t)(l — 1) ébrtx t)oo:| ( R LR G0

The function that appears on the LHS under the expectation in (5.7) has the following asymptotic property.
Lemma 5.1. Fort € (0,1) and x > 0 let

1 - 1
8 (x) = (=) (1 = )X: Doo 2,1:[1 I+ (1= nxet

(5.8)

Then g;(x) — e~ uniformly on R>g ast — 17.

Proof. From the monotonicity of g;(x) and e™* it suffices to show the result only for compact subsets of R>o. Using

(10.2.7) in [3] one has that m — e~ uniformly on compact subsets of R>¢ as # — 17. Consequently,

1+ —1)x 1 (1—1t)x
gi(x) = - = - + -
(A =Dxi)ee (0 =Dx;Dc (=1 =Dx; )0
also converges uniformly to e on compact subsets R>p ast — 1. (]

We will use the following elementary probability lemma.

X

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that f, is a sequence of functions, f, : R=o — [0, 11, such that f,(x) — e~ uniformly on

R>o. Let X, be a sequence of non-negagive random variables such that for each ¢ > 0 one has
lim E[ f,(cXn)] = p(e),
n—o0

and assume that p(c) = E[e~X] for some non-negative random variable X . Then we have

lim E[e“’x”] = E[e_cx].

n—oo

In particular, X, converges in distribution to X as n — o0.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be given. We observe that

|E[e=*"] —E[ fucX)]| <E[|e™*" — fu(cXw)|] < sup |[e™ — fu(x)| >0 asn— oo.

xERzo

In the second inequality we used that X, are non-negative and the last statement holds by assumption. It follows
that for every ¢ > 0 lim,_, oo E[e~¢X"] = E[¢~¥], which implies X,, converges to X in distribution by Theorem 4.3
in [29]. (]

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let r,, be a sequence converging to 1~ and set t,, so that (—logt,) = k(1 — r,)'/3. Define

1 ~
- — ¢fm
IO = i =t w4 KT

Lemma 5.1 shows that f, satisfy the conditions of Lemma 5.2. In addition, recall that by (1.8) we have

det(I — KCDRP)L2(]R+) = ]E[e‘_ex CXP(‘F(T’O)+T/24)],
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where F is as in Definition 1.3 and T = 2«3« 3. Consequently, Lemma 5.2 and (5.7) show that for x € R one has

lim B, , [e7¢ o] = E[e~¢ S FTO+T/20] (5.9)

n—00

In particular, exp(é,) converges weakly to exp(F(T,0)+T/24) = eT/24 Z(T,0). In [35] it was shown that Z(T’, 0)
is a.s. positive and has a smooth density, thus we conclude that for each x € R4 we have

linl{ Pa,,,,(exp(ér) < x) = ]P’(exp(}'(T, 0) + T/24) < x).

Taking logarithms we see that for each x € R we have

linll Py i (6 < x) =P(F(T,0) + T/24 < x). (5.10)
r—>1-
Consider a(r) = rdFITNOID/2 Since, lim,_, ;- rN®) = ¢!, we see that lim,_, ;- a(r) = a(l) = ¢ "/2 < 1

a) 173 _r_e V2 13 . -1 :
(1+a(1))z] = [(1+eflf\/2)2] =: x'. From Section 2.3 we conclude

(whenever t # 0). This means that a =1
that

( M(LENO]) = M)
AXTINGB(T/2)=1

M —M(r)
‘””(a-1N<r>1/3<T/2>—1/3

+log(N('Px~1(1/2)717P) < x)

+log(N() ol (T/2)71) < x).

The latter implies (as k = (T/2)1/ 3w) that
ot ( M((LTN)]) — M(r)

+1log(N()'Px =N (1/2)713) < x> =Py (& +1log((1 — "N ()'3) <x).

A XTING BT /)=1
One observes that (1 — )k !N ()13 = _11;0;[ — 1 asr — 1~ and so from (5.10) we conclude that
M (LTN(r)]) — M(r)
e 13,1 1/3 _
rl_l)nl{ PHL(x‘N(r)1/3(T/2)]/3 +10g(N(r) x (T/2) ) < x) = IP’(]-'(T, 0)+7/24 < x).

From (6.8) we have ¢; = M (r) = 2N (r)log(1 +a(1)) + O(1) = 2N (r)log(1 + e~ I*1/2) 4- O(1). Substituting this
above concludes the proof of the theorem. ]

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1

We split the proof of Theorem 5.1 into three steps. In the first step we rewrite the LHS of (5.5) in a suitable form for
the application of Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 and identify the pointwise limit of the integrands. In the second step we provide
dominating functions, which are necessary to apply the lemmas. In the third step we obtain a limit for the LHS of
(5.5), subsequently we use a result from [12], to show that the limit we obtained is in fact det(/ — Kcprp) L2(RH)-

In Steps 1 and 2 we will require some estimates, which we summarize in Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4 below. The proofs
are postponed until Section 6.

Lemma 5.3. Let t be sufficiently close to 1~. Then for all large N we have
Re(Sq,((—logn)z) — M(r)(=logt)z) < C —clz|* forallzey! and (5.11)
Re(Sa,, ((—logn)z) — M(r)(—logt)z) > clz|> = C forallz€y’. (5.12)
In the above C, ¢ > 0 depends on §. In addition, we have

Jim Sa.r((—log)u) — M(r)(—logtyu = ui*a™3/3  forallu e C. (5.13)
—00
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Lemma 5.4. Lett € (1/2, 1). Then we can find a universal constant C such that

<C and Z

<C whenRe(z) =1/4 and Re(w) = —1/4. (5.14)

e — 2kt _ Z))

sm(n(w ogr

Step 1. Observe that the LHS of (5.5) can be rewritten as det(/ — K )ICV )L2(y_) where

Ieg(w,w’):/‘ Nx/( )— and

v+ 2w

N,

8w @ = Lmax(| 1m(w) 1. Im(w)]. | Im@)) < (~ logn~ ) (.15

(—logr) exp(Sq,r((—logt)z) + M(logt)z + xz)
—w =2 exp(Sy.r ((—logHw) + M(logH)w + xw)

xt "G (w, Z)t

Let us now fix w, w’ € y_ and z € y4 and show that

. 1 explak3z3/3 4 x2)
1 N’X/ == OO,X/ ) h oo,x/ = T . 5.16
N Swaw (@) =8, (@), Where g, (2) sin(r (z — w)) z — w’ expla—3k3w3/3 + xw) (5.16)
One readily observes that
. _ (—logrt) 1
1 ), )l D=~ log )~ ) a7 — =7 = o =2 (3.17)
Using (5.13) we get
exp(Sq.-((—logn)z) + M(logt)z +x2)  explak3z3/3 + xz) (5.18)

NS exp(Sa.((—logt)yw) + M(logt) w +xw)  exp(a=3k3w3/3 + xw)’
From the definition of G, we have

T (_g—x)ZTrkz/(f logt)

G (w.2) = é sin(r(w — z + 27ke/ log1))” (5.19)

Using a similar argument as in (3.17) we see that for |k| > 1 and all large N one has

7 (—gy)2mke/ (oD < Co—2KIm?/(~logn)

sin(m(w — z 4+ 2wke/logt)) | —

The latter is summable over |k| > 1 and since 1/(—log?) goes to infinity the sum goes to 0. We see that the only
non-trivial contribution in (5.19) comes from k = 0 and so
T

T
ym Ge(w,2) = M @ —2) ~ smrw—2)) (5-20)

Equations (5.17), (5.18) and (5.20) imply (5.16).
Step 2. We now proceed to find estimates of the type necessary in Lemma 2.3 for the functions g ul\)/ ’l’f), (). Ifz eyt
and | Im(2)| <7 (— logz‘)_l the estimates of (5.11) are applicable and so we obtain

|exp(Sa,r((— logt)z) + M(logt)z +xz)| < Cexp(—clzI2 + |xz|), (5.21)

where C, ¢ are positive constants.
If wey_ and |Im(w)| <7 (—log 1)1 the estimates of (5.12) are applicable and we obtain

|exp(—Sa,r ((—logtHw) — M(logt)w — xw)| < Cexp(—clw|* + [xw]), (5.22)
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for some C, ¢ > 0.
From Lemma 5.4 we have for some C > 0 that

(—logr)
G{x(w»Z)W <C. (5.23)
Observe that t =% = O (1) when |Im(w)| < 7 (— logt)_1 and w € y_. Combining the latter with (5.21), (5.22) and
(5.23) we see that whenever max (| Im(w)|, | Im(w")|, | Im(z)|) < (— logt)_ln, z€y+ and w', w € y— we have

|g,f”ff), (Z)| < Cexp(—c|w|2 + |xw|) exp(—c|z|2 + |xz|), (5.24)

where C, ¢ are positive constants. Since g;\)]”;‘),(z) = 0 when max (] Im(w)|, | Im(w")|, | Im(z)|) > (—log#)~'7 we see
that (5.24) holds for all z € y4 and w’, w € y4.

Step 3. We may now apply Lemma 2.3 to the functions g ,(z) with F1(w) = C exp(— c|w|2 + |xw]|) = F>(w) and
I't = y—, I' = y4. Notice that the functlons F are 1ntegrable on I'; by the square in the exponential. As a consence
we see that if we set K P(w,w') = f gw w/ X () 4z 7=, then K )va and K * satisfy the conditions of Lemma 2.2, from
which we conclude that

lim det(I — Kg,) 2,0, = det(I — K°) Loy (5.25)

r—1-

What remains to be seen is that det(/ — I%oo)Lz(y ) =det(/ — KcprP) 12(R+)-
We have that det(/ — K2, = 1+ 302 S0°H (n), where

P B2 3P TWE 343 Zi—x W, dwW: dZ;
=Y signip) [ o [ f e
: _Jy, yii s1n(7r(Z —WN(Zi —Wyiy) 2m 2w

PES,

Put o = ax ! and consider the change of variables z; = o~ 1Z;, w; = o~ W;. Then we have

ome 1/3 w; 33 +oxzi—oxw; dw, le
H(n) = E s1gn(,o)/ / / / l_[ .
—HR 2R —H]R +R; sin(om(z; — wi))(zi — wp(t)) 27” 27”

PES,

Consequently, we see that det(/ — K ) L2y = det(I + I%CDRp) L2(5 +iR) where

. , -1 O,n.eax(z w) e 3/3 w?/
K , =— d . 5.26
CDRP(w v ) 2t f +R Zsin(crzr(z —w)) z—w ( )

Finally, det(/ + I%CDRP)LQ(_T]+LR) =det(l — KCDRP)LZ(R+) from Lemma C.3 in [12].

6. The function S, ,

In this section we isolate some of the more technical results that were implicitly used in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and
1.2. We start by summarizing some of the analytic properties of the function S, . (see Definition 4.2). Subsequently,
we identify different ascent/descent contours and analyze the real part of the function along them. We finish with
several estimates that played a central role in the proofs of Theorems 4.1 and 5.1.

6.1. Analytic properties

We summarize some of the properties of S, in a sequence of lemmas. For the reader’s convenience we recall the
definition of S, ,.

o o0
Sar(2) = Zlog(l —i—arjez) — Zlog(l —l—arje_z), where a, r € (0, 1).
Jj=0 j=
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Lemma 6.1. Suppose that § € (0, 1). Consider r € (0,1) and a € (0,1 — 8. Then there exists A'(8) > 0 such that
Sa.r(2) is well-defined and analytic on Ds = {z € C : |Re(z)| < A’} and satisfies

1 +arfe?

exp(Sar@) =[] 7= 6.1)
j=

1+arie 2
0 +

Proof. We let A’ > 0 be such that (1 — §)e®’ < 1. Since r € (0, 1), we have that |ar/e*%| < 1 for z € Ds and j > 0.
Consequently, log(1 + ar/e*?) is a well-defined analytic function on Ds for each j > 0. Since ar/e®? is absolutely
summable over j > 0 a standard argument in complex analysis shows S, ,(z) is analytic on Ds and satisfies (6.1) —
see e.g. Proposition 3.1 in Chapter 5 of [43]. (]

Lemma 6.2. Assume the notation in Lemma 6.1. Then S, ,(z) is an odd function on Ds and the power series expansion
of Su.r(2) near zero has the form

o]

2 1—
§ = 34 wh :—E K=kt gk eR. 6.2
ar =C1Z2+ 327 + where €)1 A—r@+ 1) £ (=D 1— rk 6.2)

Moreover, for each | > 1 one has that

1

= T 6.3)

oyl =

Proof. The fact that S, , is odd follows from its definition and Lemma 6.1. Next we consider G(z) = Z;‘;O log(1 +
ar’e?). On Dy we have that |ar/e%| < 1 so we can use the power-series expansion for log(1 + x) to get

.- : (- 1)k+ X
Stox(-+ar'e) = -5 S o) e
j=0 Jj=0k=1

Power-expanding the exponential, the above becomes
1)k+1

220 ﬁ—(_ o (ar/) e, (6.4)

j=0k= =0

_
3

We will show that the above sum is absolutely convergent (provided |z| is sufficiently small), which would allow us
to freely rearrange the sum. ‘
Consider f(x) = ﬁ = Z;‘zo x/ for |x| < 1. We know that for |x| < 1 and m > 0 we have

m!

S =G EmGEm =D G, and [0 =

Jj=0

Putting x = a we see that

3

o0
> dkm Tt <Y d ke <Y e m) - (k+ Da* < (6.5)
= 1

— +1°
k k>1 d=ay”

The latter shows that

oo o0 X oo 0

(ar,) k’"|z| 1 km=tzpm ISz
ZZZ l—rZZ m! ak<1_r2(1_a)m+l’

m=0k=1 j=0 m=0k=1 ’ m=0

and the leftmost expression is finite for small enough |z|.
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Rearranging (6.4) we see that the coefficient in front of z”* in G(z) is % Z,foz] Z?io %(ari Y*k™ . Since
Sa.r(2) = G(z) — G(—z) we see that the even coefficients of S, ,(z) are zero, while the odd ones equal

(— 1)’”r 241 _ 2 2 k+1 kl
= (21+1)'ZZ )k (1—r)(21+1)'zk =1 1—rk‘

For the second part of the lemma observe that

1— (21)'
21 k+1 k 21 k
>R <Zk Ao

k=1

where in the last inequaity we used (6.5). If / > 1 and a € (0, 1 — 6] we conclude that

2 @ 1
— QL+ D! (1 —a)2+ = (1 — )82+ O

C+1] =
[c2i41] a

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢y and c3 be as in Lemma 6.2. Also suppose that a, depends on r and lim,_, - a(r) =a(l) €
0,1 —46]. Then

lim (1 —r)cy =210g(1 +a(1)) and lim (1 —r)c3 a(l)

1
r—>1- r—>1- 3T §(1+a(1))2 6.6

Proof. From Lemma 6.2 we know that ¢; = é 3 (= DFFla(r)k L;rﬂ Consequently,

_ o0 k
hm (1—r)c; =2 hm Z( l)k'Ha(r)k— :22(—1)"“% =2log(1 +a(1)),
k=1

k=1

where the middle equality follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem with dominating function (1 — §/2).
Similarly, we have c3 = 3(1—1_r) S KA(=D gk ﬁ Consequently,

; _ _l : - 2, 1\k+1 kl_ k+1 X 1 a(l)
lim (1 r)c3—3r1_1)r{17;k( e — Zk( D *a =34

where the middle equality follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem with dominating function k*(1 —
§/2)k. O

Lemma 6.4. Let c; and c3 be as in Lemma 6.2. Let T € R\ {0} and suppose a(r) = exp(logr(1/2+ 5 |LIT 1)), then

1 e ltl/2
; _ — —lzl/2 ; _ i
i 1=y =201+ ) and By (1= = 37 €
Moreover, one has
2log(1 + e I71/2
c| — w = 0(1), where the constant depends on . (6.8)

1—r

-1

Proof. Using that r = — e lasr — 1~ wesee that a(1) =lim,_, ;- a(r) = e~ !"1/2. (6.7) now follows from Lemma

6.3. We can rewrite

2log(1 4 a(1)) 2 & 2 &
— =+ D, here [y = —— » byand h = —— )
= 1+ 1, where I l—rZ « and I l_rZCk
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with by := (=D a(n* =5 —a(m¥ 1] and ¢ = (=D M [a(r)* £ — a(1)* 1. We will show that I} = O(1) = L.

We begin with /1. One observes that

1—r 1 1 1 k—1—r—.—pkl a )Vk_2+2rk_3+--~+(k—l)r0
—r
k(1474 +rk=h

T—rk &k T+ drk 1k k(tr+--+rk1)

Consequently,

lbe] < (1 —r)a(,)kl+2+~-];+(k— 1)

It follows that

1] < % E 1- r)ka(r)k < =0(),
—r
k=1

2 <
S A=)’ T (A= e T3

where in the second inequality we used (6.5) and the last inequality holds for all 7 close to 1.

Next we turn to I, = 12T,[10g(1 + a(r)) — log(l + a(1))]. Since log(1 + x) is C! on RT, we see that || <
% |a(r) —a(1)| for some constant C, independent of » (provided it is sufficiently close to 17, so that |a(1) —a(r)| <
1/2). Hence it suffices to show that a(1) — a(r) = O(1 — r). We know that

—|t]/2 1 T
al)—a(r)=e! I/ —exp(logr<1/2+§ {E )) € [A(r),B(r)],

where A(r) = e~ 17112 — exp(logr/2 + lzo(%r_l:)l) and B(r) = e~ "V/2 —exp(logr + lzczglr_‘f)l ). Thus it suffices to show that
A(r) = O(1 —r) = B(r). We know that r1/2¢=171/2 _ o=1T1/2 = 0 (1 — r) = rle~171/2 — ¢=I71/2  thus it remains to

show that e~I71/2 — exp(— _Zl((ﬁrr‘)rl) = O(1 —r). Using that e~ I"1*/2 is C! in u, we see that

T2 _ exp — 2187y |y Zloer
2(1 —=r) 1—r

’

and the latter is clearly O(1 — r) by power expanding the logarithm near 1. (]

Lemma 6.5. Assume the notation in Lemma 6.1. On Dg one has

, >, arle > arle™? > i et e *
S = - - = - - . 6.9
a.r) Zl—i—arlez_'_Zl—}—arJe*Z Zar |:1+ar1ez+1+arfezi| 69)
j=0 j=0 j=0
Proof. The formula is obtained by termwise differentiation of the series defining S, ;. (]

6.2. Descent contours

In the following lemmas we demonstrate contours, along which the real part of S, ,(z) — ZSc/l,r(O) varies monotoni-
cally. This monotonicity plays an important role in obtaining the estimates of Lemmas 4.4 and 5.3.

Lemma 6.6. Assume the notation in Lemma 6.1. Set ¢ = +1 and ¢ = S, ,(0). Then there exists an Ao > 0 such that
if0 < A < Ag, one has

d
- Re(Sa,r(Ay +ety) —c1(Ay + 8Ly)) <0 forallyel0,n],
y

d
- Re(Sa’r(—Ay +ey) —c1(—Ay + Ely)) >0 forallyel0,m].
y
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Proof. Pick Ag > O sufficiently small so that {£Ay +y : y € [-m, w]} C Ds, whenever 0 < A < Ag. Set b; = ar’
and focus on the first statement of the lemma. We have (using Lemma 6.5) that

eAytey e—(Ay+ewy)
1+ bjeAY-i-sty + 1+ bje*(Ay+é‘ty) 1 + bj](A + 8‘)]-

d o
p Re(Sq,r (Ay + e1y) — c1(Ay +1y)) = ZRe[bj [
j=0

We will show that each summand is < 0, provided A is small enough. The latter would follow provided we know that
for every b € (0, 1 — §] one has

eAy—t—ety e—(Ay+8Ly)
Re

1 + beAytew + 1 + be—(Ay+ey) 1+b:|(A +8L)i| <0.

Multiplying denominators by their complex conjugates and extracting the real part, we see that the above is equivalent
to I1 + I <0, where

P be?AY + eA cos(y)  be A 4 e~V cos(y) 2 ond
T T T ey 1+be-A—02 145

Lo —eMesin(ey) e Mesin(ey)

2= 1+ beAy+ety|2 1+ befAyfezy|2'

We show that I1 <0 and I, <0, provided A is small enough.
We start with I, which can be rewritten as

—eMsin(y) e~ sin(y)

I = .
2T 1 F ey 1 2cos(y)bedY 14 bZe=2AY 4 2cos(y)be=AY

Since y € [0, ], we have that sin(y) > 0. Hence it suffices to show that

Ay —Ay

—e e
0> +
T 14 b2e2AY 4 2cos(y)bedY 1+ b2e—24Y 4 2cos(y)beAY

— u'+bu+2b cos(y) >u—+ bru~'+2b cos(y),

where u = e=4Y € (0, 1]. The above now is equivalent to w ' =u)d = b?) >0, which clearly holds if # € (0, 1] and
b € (0, 1], as is the case. Hence I < 0 without any restrictions on A except that it is positive.
Next we analyze 11, which can be rewritten as

I — A|: be*A + e cos(y) be 4 4 ¢4 cos(y) 2 i|
1 4 b2e2AY 4 2bcos(y)edY 14 b2e=24Y 4 2bcos(y)e=d 1+b
We see that (since A > 0)
<0 <= (14+b% 2 +2bcos(y)e ) (be*? + e cos(y)) (1 + b)
+ (1+b%e*Y +2bcos(y)e™) (be 4 + e~ cos(y)) (1 + b)
—2(1 + 5% +2bcos(y)e V) (1 + b2e*™ + 2bcos(y)e™’) <0
= (1+ b2e A 4 2b cos(y)e*Ay)(beZAy + e cos(y) — 1 — be™ cos(y))
+ (1 + b2 + 2bcos(y)eA~")(be_2Ay +e A cos(y) — 1 — be™ A cos(y)) <0
=[O =u)(b—=b*)+u()cos()(l —b)’
+ [=2b — 2+ 2b% + 2% + 4b cos(y)? — 4b? cos(y)?]
<0,
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where u(y) = ¢4 4+ ¢~4Y. We want to show that f(y) <0 on [0, 7], provided A is small enough.
First consider y € [0, 7/2]. We have

') =2uu'(b - bz) +u' cos(y)(1 — b)> —usin(y)(1 —b)> + [—8bcos(y) sin(y) + 8b% cos(y) sin(y)].
The last summand equals 85 sin(y) cos(y)(b — 1) and is clearly non-positive, when y € [0, r/2]. Thus
£ < 2uu (b — b*) +u cos(y)(1 — b)* — usin(y)(1 — b)>.

For A sufficiently small we have u’ <4Ay, u < 3 and sin(y) > y/5 on [0, 7/2]. Thus we see
’ 2 3 2 3
F'() <24A(b—b°)y +4(1 —b) Ay — 5(1 —b)y.

For A sufficiently small f/(y) < 0on (0,7 /2) so f is decreasing on (0, 7/2). But f(0) =0 so we see f(y) <0 when
y€e[0,m/2].

Next we consider the case when y € [7/2, 7]. In that case cos(y) < 0 and we see f(y) < u(y)?b(1 —b) —2(1 —
b)(1 4+ b)? + 4bcos(y)%(1 — b). The latter expression is non-positive exactly when

bu(y)? —2(1 + b)*> +4bcos(y)* <0.

For A sufficiently small we have u? €[4,4 + &) for all y € [ /2, w]. Thus it suffices to show that we can find g9 > 0
such that

4b+beg —2(14+b)>+4b<0 < bey<2(1—b)>,

which is clearly possible as b € [0, 1 — §]. Thus we conclude that there exists A > 0 small enough so that the first
statement of the lemma holds. Using that S, ,(z) is an odd function, the second statement of the lemma follows from
the first and the same A may be chosen. (]

Lemma 6.7. Assume the notation in Lemma 6.1. If 8 > 0 and 7 = (—logt)(B + ts) then provided t is sufficiently
close to 1~ we have

d _1 d 1
gRe(Sa,r(z)) <0 whens € [O, m(—logt) ] and 75 Re(Sa,,(z)) >0 whens € [—71(— log?t) ,0].

If B <0and z=(—logt)(B + ts) then provided t is sufficiently close to 1~ we have
d -1 d —1
- Re(S4,r(2)) =0 whense[0,n(—log)™'] and - Re(S4,r(2)) <0 whens € [—m(—logt)™",0].
s s

Proof. The dependence on ¢ comes from our desire to make |8|(—logr) < A’ in the statement of Lemma 6.1. We
assume this for the remainder of the proof.
Setting z = (—log?)(B + ts) we see from Lemma 6.5

d o0 e(—log)(B+1s) e(—logH)(=p—1s)
—Sur(@)= th;(—logt — ,
s a,r(2) ;} j(—log )[1 + bje-oen(FHis) 1+bje(10gt)(ﬂzs)i|

where b; = ard. Thus we see that

o0

i Re(S (Z)) — Z[_ bj(—logt) Sin(@)l_ﬂ bj(—logt) sjn(g)[ﬂ ]
a,r - 14+ 2005(9)bjl‘_ﬁ +b?t—2f3 1+ 2005(9)b]‘1‘ﬂ + b?tzﬂ s

7 with 6 = s(—log?).
s =0
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We now check that each summand has the right sign for the ranges of s and § in the statement in the lemma. We
focuson 8 >0 and s € [0, 7 (— log 1)1, all other cases can be handled similarly. We want to show that

_ bi= logt) sin(0)t—# b;(—logt)sin(®)t?
1+2cos(0)bjt=F +b3t=28 1+ 2cos(6)b,1F +b2t2ﬂ -

<0 foreach j.

Putu =7 # and bj =b. Observe that for s € [0, 7 (— logt)_l], 6 € [0, ] so the above would follow from
u n ul <0
14 2cos(@)bu +b%u?2  142cos(@)bu=! +b2u=2 ~

— u! (14 2cos(6)bu + bzuz) <u(l+ 2cos(@)bu"! + bzufz)

— ul'+ 2cos(0)b + bu <u+ 2cos(0)b + bru!
= (u'-u)(1-5%=0.

The latter is true since u > 1 and b € (0, 1). J
6.3. Proof of Lemmas 4.4 and 5.3

Suppose that § > ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small so that S, . has an analytic expansion in the disc of radius ¢ for r € (0, 1)
and a € (0, 1 — §]. From (6.3) we know that when |z| < & one has

|Sa,r (@) —c1z = e32°| < 1_r2 SRR (6.10)
1>2
1

w where N = ="

and the latter sum is finite by comparison with the geometric series. Suppose that z = N~1/3

Clearly, the RHS of (6.10) is O(N~'/3) and so
lim |Sa,,(N71/3w) — c1N71/3w — C3N71w3| =0.
N—oo

1 a(l)
3 (1+a(1))?

Using that limy oo c3N ™~ = (this is (6.6)) and the above we conclude that

Sar(N"VPw)—eN"Pw=0() ifw=0(1) and

lim S, (N_l/3 ) ci1N~ 13y ELI)Z 3
N—>00 3(+a(l))
This proves (4.18), (4.19) and once we set (—log?) = kN~1/3 also (5.13).
Suppose A sufficiently small so that the statement of Proposition 6.6 holds and so that ¢ = arctan(A) is less than
10°. By choosing a smaller ¢ than the one we had before we may assume that Zl g2 35241 < % =c . In
view of (6.10) and (6.6) we know that for all large N and |z| < ¢

a(1)sin(3¢)

— " INIzP =Nz ifzeyw.
6dra)? ¢ lz[" = Nzl ifz eyw

Re(Sq.(2) — c12) = c3Re(2®) — ¢ Nlz|* = Nz

This proves (4.17) when |z| < ¢. Put K = % and observe that if z € yw then Kz € yw and K|z| < ¢. The latter

suggests that if z € yy we have
Re(Sa,r(2) — c12) = Re(Sa, (K2) — M(r)Kz) > ¢ NK3|z]%,

where in the first inequality we used the first statement of Lemma 6.6, and in the second one we used that K |z| < ¢ and
our earlier estimate. This proves (4.17) and using that S, ,(—z) = —S4,-(z), while yw = —yz it also proves (4.16).
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Let z = 1/4+s and set (—logr) = x N~'/3 for some positive k. Suppose |(—log)z| < € with ¢ as in the beginning
of the section. We have the following equality

1
21 +1 1
Re(621+1(—IOgI)ZIHZZI“)=62z+1(—10gt)21+1 E ( 2% )SZk(—l)km'
k=0

In particular, we see that

IRe(car1(—log )21 224 | < eypp (—log )2+ ((1s] + 1/4) ! — s241)

21
1 _
< capr (= logn) 123 s C(1/4)?

k=0
< 2+ Dz (=log )z, (6.11)
Using (6.11) and (6.3) we have for |(—log?)z| < ¢ that
Re(Z cog1(— logt)21+]z2l+1> <K 2Py @+ s R (6.12)
1>2 1>2
On the other hand, we have that
Re(c3(—logt)*z®) = —(3c3/4) (—log1)® |z + (—log)? /64 + (3c3/64)(— log1)*. (6.13)

Combining equations (6.12) and (6.13) we see that if |(—log?)z| < ¢ then
Re(Sa,, ((—logz) — c1(—logt)z) < —(3c3/4)(—logt)*|z|* + (—logt)? /64 + (3c3/64) (—logt)?

+K3|Z|ZZ(21 + 1) 2122,
1>2

Notice that (3¢3/4)(— logz‘)3 — K3% =:p as N — oo from (6.6). Moreover if we pick ¢ small enough we

can make x3 2122(2l +1)872=1g2=2 < (p/4). It follows that for all large N we have

Re(Sa,, ((—log)z) — c1(=logt)z) < —(o/2)zI* + (0/8).

This proves (5.11) whenever |(—log?)z| < €.

Suppose now that z = 1/4 4 ts and s € [-(—logt) ™!, m(—logs)~']. Put K = 5 and notice that for all large N
we have 7 := 1/4 4 (K s satisfies |Z(—logt)| < ¢. It follows from the first result of Lemma 6.7 and our estimate above
that

Re(Sq, ((—logn)z) — ci(—logt)z) < Re(Sa,r((—logt)Z) — c1(—logn)Z) < —(p/2)ZI* + (p/8).

Observing that 1Z|> > K~2|z|? we conclude (5.11) for all z € yjr. The result of (5.12) now follows from (5.11) once
we use that S, ,(—z) = —Sq,(z) and that y’ = —y1.

6.4. Proof of Lemmas 4.5 and 5.4

Letz=x+4pand w=y+ g sothat x > 0 and y <0 . Then we have
1

et — eV

1
er — eV e‘(qu)

1

et —eY

1 -1
< <x
eX —1

= <

’

where in the last inequality we used ¢ > ¢ + 1 for ¢ > 0. This proves the first parts of (4.20) and (5.14).
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Let o = (—log )~ 1. Then we have

1
sin(—wro(x —y+i(p—q))|

2
e~ o (x—y)emo(p—q) _ piwo(x—y)emo(qg—p) |’

If g = p we see

|eftn0(xfy)em(pfq) — etm(xfy)ena(q*p)| = |eM(pfq) — e2tﬂ0(xfy)ena(q*p)| > "0 (q=Pp) |sin(2no(x — y)) |
Conversely, if ¢ < p we see

|efmcr(xfy)eﬂﬂ(p*q) _etm(xfy)eﬂd(q*p)| = |e72m0(xfy)em(pfq) _em(qu)| > "0 (P=q) |sin(2na(x — y))|.

We thus conclude that

1
sin(—wo(x —y+t(p—q)))

2

< e_”0|l7—‘]| .
|sin(2ro (x — y))|

(6.14)

In the assumption of Lemma 4.5 we have x — y € [u, 2U] and 2U < 0‘1/5. Thus 270 (x — y) € [2nou, 2w /5]. This
implies that

1
[sin2rwo (x — y))|

< efm\p*q\i, (6.15)

- ou

where we used that sin x is increasing on [0, 77 /2] and satisfies 7 sinx > x there. In addition, we have from the above

2

1
sin(—ro(x —y+i(p+27k —q))

< Ze—n0|p+2ﬂk—q|o_—lu—1 < 26~ 1y1 Ze—ZkﬂZ(r.

keZ keZ k>0
This proves the second part of (4.20).
Finally, suppose that x = 1/4 and y = —1/4. Notice that if dist(s, Z) > ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 then |+| <

sin(7s)
/e ImO) for some ¢/, depending on ¢. Using this we get

: I : ‘
gzz sin(r(w — 25— | G lsin(r/2 — 228 4 70 — p))
272k 272k
§C’Zexp(—‘— 7 +n(q—p)‘)§2c’2exp(— il )
= —logt = —log?

The latter is uniformly bounded for ¢ € (1/2, 1), by % with v = exp(—%ém). This concludes the proof of the
second part of (5.14).
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