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Local density for two-dimensional one-component plasma

Roland Bauerschmidt*  Paul Bourgade!  Miika Nikula? ~ Horng-Tzer Yau®

Abstract

We study the classical two-dimensional one-component plasma of N positively charged
point particles, interacting via the Coulomb potential and confined by an external poten-
tial. For the specific inverse temperature § = 1 (in our normalization), the charges are the
eigenvalues of random normal matrices, and the model is exactly solvable as a determinantal
point process. For any positive temperature, using a multiscale scheme of iterated mean-field
bounds, we prove that the equilibrium measure provides the local particle density down to
the optimal scale of N°(Y) particles. Using this result and the loop equation, we further prove
that the particle configurations are rigid, in the sense that the fluctuations of smooth linear
statistics on any scale are N°(1),

1 Introduction and results

1.1. One-component plasma. Given a potential V' : C — RU {+oc0}, the energy of a configura-
tion of N charges z = (21,...,2x) € CV is defined by

1

Hyy(z) = E log— + N E V(zj). (1.1)

; |zj — 2| -
J#k J

The two-dimensional one-component plasma (OCP) of N charges at inverse temperature 8 > 0

is the Gibbs measure on CV defined by

1

e PNV () ®N (42, (1.2)
ZNv,

PN’Vﬂ(dZ) =

where m denotes the Lebesgue measure on C and Zy v g a normalization constant (assuming that
V has sufficient growth at infinity, so that the latter is well-defined). For notational convenience,
we use ( rather than /2 in (L2). In particular, in our normalization, the exactly solvable case
is f = 1 rather than g = 2, differently from the usual normalization in random matrix theory.
The OCP describes a plasma of positive charges confined by the potential V. In an alternative
interpretation, the effect of the potential is to provide a negative background charge given by
the associated equilibrium measure (described below). The OCP is also known as Jellium, as
Dyson gas, and as (one component) Coulomb gas. The two-dimensional OCP has fundamental
relations to several models in statistical mechanics and probability theory. For the specific

*Harvard University, Department of Mathematics. E-mail: brt@math.harvard.edu.

fNew York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences. E-mail: bourgade@cims.nyu.edu.

tHarvard  University, Center of  Mathematical Sciences and  Applications. E-mail:
minikula@cmsa.fas.harvard.edu.

$Harvard University, Department of Mathematics. E-mail: htyau@math.harvard.edu.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.02074v4

inverse temperature f = 1 (in our units), the OCP is exactly the joint law of the eigenvalues
of a random normal matrix [I7], and more specifically, for 3 = 1 and potential V(z) = |z|? it
is the Ginibre ensemble of eigenvalues of a complex Gaussian random matrix [24125]. For more
general values of 3, the OCP also plays a role in the theory of the Anomalous Quantum Hall
Effect, where it arises in the Laughlin wave function [31].

1.2. Results. For potentials V' that are lower semicontinuous and satisfy the growth condition

liminf (V(z) — (2+¢)log|z|) = +o0 (1.3)

|z]—00

for some € > 0, it is well known that there exists a compactly supported equilibrium measure
wy that is the unique minimizer of the convex functional

Ty () = / / log ——pu(dz) p(dw) + / V() pldz) (1.4)

|2 = w|

over the set of probability measures on C; see Theorem 2.1 below for details. For z € CV, the
empirical measure is defined by
. 1
=7 Z 0z
J

For arbitrary § € (0, 00), it is well-known that fi — py vaguely in probability as N — oo, with [
distributed under Py v ; in fact, a full Large Deviation Principle has been proved [636]. Vague
convergence concerns the macroscopic behaviour of the systems, resolving scales of order 1. The
microscopic scale of the system, by which individual particles are separated, is given by N—1/2.

Our first result shows that i — py also holds on all mesoscopic scales N~* for any s € (0, %)
In the random matrix situation, this corresponds to the local circular law [12144], but here the
support of uy is not necessarily a disk.

In the statement of our results below, C* denotes the space of (real-valued) k-times contin-
uously differentiable functions, C* the space of functions in C* which have compact support,
Ch! is the space of differentiable functions whose derivative is Lipschitz continuous, and || f||,, is
the standard LP norm of f : C — R with respect to the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure on C.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz g > 0. Assume that V : C — RU {+oc} obeys [I3), is CY on a neighbour-
hood of supp py, and satisfies g < AV (z) < ozgl for all z € supp py. Then for any s € (0, %),
any zop in the interior of the support of py (which we assume to be nonempty), and for any
f € C%(C) with support in the disk of radius %N‘s centered at zg, we have

. éﬂzj) - @@ =o( (1+ 5 ) s ) (N1 a s+ NI A)

with probability at least 1 — e~ (LHB)NI =2 for sufficiently large N. The implicit constant depends
only on ag, s, and SUPgpp .y, [VV|

Theorem [[Tlestablishes a local density on all scales N=*, s € (0, %) Indeed, by choosing f to
be an approximate J-function, the theorem implies that, for any s € (0, %) and any z € supp py,
with very high probability,

Bz, N7*)) = v (B(z, N7)) (14 O(N=5H20 ) ) = iy (B(z, N7))(1 + 0(1)),

!Simultaneously with the first version of this paper, a result closely related to Theorem [[I] appeared in [32].



FIGURE 1.1. Our strategy involves conditioning on the particle positions outside of increasingly small
nested balls.

where B(z,r) is the disk of radius r centered at z. Thus the number of particles in B(z, N~*%) is
concentrated around Npuy (B(z, N=%)) &~ £ AV(2)N'~2. Here the scale s € (0, 5) is optimal.

On the other hand, Theorem [[.1] only shows that the fluctuations are at most as as large as
those of a Poisson process (up to a logarithmic correction). The following theorem improves this
bound on the fluctuations significantly, providing the optimal order of fluctuations for smooth
linear statistics. This shows the particle configurations are rigid.

Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I1], and assuming in addition that V and f
are both in C*, for any sufficiently small € > 0, we have

N 4
S fz) - N / F(2) py(dz) = O(N?) (Z N‘“HV’flloo> , (1.5)
j=1 =1

—BN¢

with probability at least 1 — e for sufficiently large N. The implicit constant depends on e,

ag, s, and V.

Note that the left-hand side of (I3 is not normalized by N. Thus Theorem [[.2] shows that
the fluctuations of Smoolth linear statistics of the OCP are N°() which is much smaller than the
fluctuations of order N27° for a Poisson process.

1.3. Strategy. Our strategy to prove Theorem [[T] relies on potential theory and a multiscale
iteration of bounds from mean-field theory, as follows. Using a straightforward mean-field esti-
mate, the density can be bounded on scales larger than N~1/4. In the first iteration, we then fix
a small disk B of radius a little bit larger than N~/4 inside the support of the equilibrium mea-
sure. By the initial estimates, B typically contains slightly more than M = N x (N -1/ H2 =N 1/2
particles. We then prove that for most of the particle configurations outside B, we can apply a
robust version of the mean-field estimate to the conditional particle distribution inside B. This
then yields a density on a smaller scale, namely the new estimate is accurate up to slightly more
than M2 = NV particles. Iterating this procedure, we control scales containing only N¢
particles, for arbitrary € > 0. A somewhat delicate aspect in this procedure is controlling the
properties of effective equilibrium measures at smaller scales in a sufficiently robust way.

To prove Theorem [[2] we use the loop equation (which is also known as Schwinger-Dyson
equation and can also be seen as a Ward identity), with Theorem [[.T] as the key input to control
the arising error terms. This is more subtle than in similar applications in one dimension because
the resulting equation is singular in two dimensions. To control the singularity, our proof makes
use of the estimates on local scales provided by Theorem [T} see, in particular, Lemma [7.4]
Previous uses of the loop equation in related contexts are discussed in Section [[.4] below.



1.4. Related results. The potential theory associated to (IL4]) has been the subject of consider-
able study, and in fact the comprehensive monograph [39] is entirely devoted to it. The closely
related obstacle problem is also well studied; see in particular [I5L27].

For the positive temperature two-dimensional OCP, a Large Deviation Principle (LDP) with
speed N2 for the empirical measure has been proved [6,)36]. As was discussed in Section [L2} this
LDP concerns the macroscopic scale 1 of the system. Recently, an LDP with speed N has been
proved for a tagged point process [33,140]. Correspondingly, it is shown that for two potentials
V, W (satisfying reasonable technical assumptions),

log Zy v, —log Znws = —BN*(Iy (uv) — Iw (uw))

N <% - %) ( [ g (2 dm [ () log (2 dm) T o((1+ B)N).
Related results have also been established in higher dimensions [33,38]. From such estimates,
one can obtain a density for the empirical measure down to scale N~/ (in two dimensions).
To obtain a local density at scale N~1/2+°(1) near any fixed point from bounds on the parti-
tion function, a cancellation with error N°1) instead of o(N) would be required. Our approach
does not attempt to directly compute the partition function so precisely. Instead, as sketched
in Section [[3] to establish a local density (Theorem [[T]), we use an inductive scheme to im-
prove a weaker estimate with error roughly O(Nlog N) and effectively replace the error by
O(N'~%%log N) on scale N~*. This allows us to reach the optimal scale s = 3 —o(1). In parallel
to the first version of this paper, a result closely related to Theorem [Tl has appeared in [32].

To improve these estimates and obtain the optimal bound on the fluctuations in Theorem [I.2]
we rely on the loop equation. The loop equation has been used previously to study linear statistics
of the OCP and log gases, in [29] for any £ > 0 in one dimension, and in [23] for 8 =1 in two
dimensions. Moreover, the loop equation was used to prove rigidity in one dimension in [9HIT],
and to derive an asymptotic expansion for the partition function in [7L[].

For inverse temperature 8 = 1, the model is a determinantal point process with explicit
correlation kernel, and using this structure very detailed properties are known; see e.g. [24]. In
particular, convergence of the fluctuations at macroscopic scale to a Gaussian free field has been
established [2lBlB3746]. Charge fluctuations have been studied [28], and heuristic arguments for
very detailed behaviour are given in [47,[50H52].

On the microscopic scale, for § # 1, simulations suggest the existence of a phase transition
(the critical value 23 = 140 is mentioned [16]), with the system crystallizing at low temperatures
to a so-called Wigner crystal [16,[48]. The nature of this conjectural phase transition does not
appear to be understood well. Even in the zero temperature case it is not understood whether
the system crystallizes. Other heuristic predictions are discussed in [I].

As mentioned previously, a special instance of the two-dimensional one-component plasma
is the Ginibre ensemble of random Gaussian matrices. The natural generalization from the
point of view of random matrix theory are random matrices with i.i.d. but non-Gaussian entries
(without symmetry constraint). In this case, Girko’s hermitization trick [26] essentially allows
to reduce the problem to that of a symmetric random matrices, and very precise results have
been obtained using this method [12}[13120143]441[49].

The [-ensemble is a one-dimensional version of (L2) (with logarithmic interaction also in
one dimension), which is understood extremely well. In particular, bounds on partition function
and global statistics have been proved in [14.29], a large deviation principle in [5], a complete
1/N expansion for the partition function was derived in [7}]], and universality of local statis-



tics (i.e. that these are independent of the potential V') has been proved using the method of
orthogonal polynomials for § = 1,2,4 (see e.g. [I8,135]), and more recently for all 3 > 0 by
direct comparison, first in [9HIT,21], and then also in [4,[30L[41]. Moreover, it has been found
that, for general temperature, the S-ensemble with quadratic potential can be realized as the
joint law of the eigenvalues of a tridiagonal random matrix ensemble [I9]. Using this repre-
sentation, the correlation functions have been characterized explicitly in terms of stochastic
differential equations [45], and a local version of the semicircle law [42] has also been proved via
this representation.

1.5. Outline of the paper. In Section 2] we state the essential potential theoretic results that
underlie our analysis. In Section[3] we prove several estimates on the behaviour of the equilibrium
measure under classes of perturbations of the potential that are important for our analysis. In
Section M|, we prove a general estimate that will ultimately be iterated to prove Theorem [I.1l
In Section Bl we set-up the conditioning used for the multiscale analysis. In Section [6 we prove
Theorem [Tl by inductively applying the previously proved results. Finally, in Section [1, we use
Theorem [I.1] as the input for the loop equation to prove Theorem

1.6. Notation. We write A = 92 + (95 = %58 for the Laplacian on C identified as R?, where
0 = (9, —i9y) and 0 = 1(0, +19,), D = {z € C : |z| < 1} for the open unit disk, dm for
the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure on C, and ds for the arclength measure on the boundary
of an open subset of C. There should be no confusion between the measure ds and the scale
parameter s as appearing in Theorem [[.JT] The space of (Borel) probability measures on a set
¥ C C is denoted by P(X). We write (f,u) = [ fdu if p is a measure and f € L'(u), and
similarly (u,v) = [wvdm if u,v € L*(C). We use C and ¢ to denote constants which may
change from instance to instance, and also use the usual Landau notation, o(z) and O(z). All
error estimates are under the tacit assumption that N is sufficiently large.

2 Characterizations of equilibrium measure

In this short section we describe some standard fundamental results on the equilibrium measure:
its characterization as an energy minimizing measure and as the solution of an obstable problem.
Good references for this material are the monograph [39] and, especially with our application in
mind, the article [27].

2.1. Energy minimizing measure. Let P(X) denote the set of probability measures supported
on the closed set ¥ C C. For ¥ C C, we say that 3 has positive (logarithmic) capacity if

1
|2 = w|

inf D(p,p) < oo,  where D(p, u) = Io(p, 1) = //log (dz) p(dw).

peP (L)

Generally, if some property holds everywhere on C except on a set of zero (nonpositive) ca-
pacity, we say that it holds quasi-everywhere (q.e.). We remark that a property holding quasi-
everywhere implies it almost everywhere (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure) but not vice versa.
Throughout this paper, we consider potentials that are in the space Cllo’cl (C) of differentiable
functions whose derivative is locally Lipschitz continuous, and which satisfy the growth condition
([C3). Our strategy of proof requires us to treat modifications of such potentials where we set the
potential to oo outside some disk. We will always assume that the set ¥y = {z € C: V(z) < 0o}




has positive capacity. In general the regularity theory of equilibrium measures and their poten-
tials is rather subtle. However, the assumption V' & C’llo’c1 (which we need for other reasons as
well) considerably simplifies the theory.

For any measure 1 € P(C), we denote the (weighted logarithmic) energy of p by (L)), and
the (logarithmic) potential of y by

m p(dw).

Ub(z) = / log

Since Alog |-| = 2mdp in the sense of distributions, a measure may always be uniquely recovered
from its potential. Conversely, for any superharmonic function U that is harmonic near co and
satisfies U(z) ~ log |—i| as |z| — oo there exists a constant ¢ € R for which U + ¢ is the potential
of some compactly supported p € P(C).

The following existence and characterization theorem is fundamental.

Theorem 2.1 (Frostman). Suppose V' is lower semicontinuous and satisfies (L3)), and that Xy
has positive capacity. Then there exists a unique py € P(Xy) such that

Iv(uy) = inf{Ty () : p € P(Sy)}

The support Sy = supp py is compact and of positive capacity, and Iy (py) < 00.
The energy-minimizing measure jy may be characterized as the unique element of P(Xy)
for which there exists a constant ¢ € R such that Fuler-Lagrange equation

U +1V=c gqe inSy and (2.1)
U“V—F%V}c g.e. in C

holds. Also, necessarily ¢ = Fy, with the definition Fy = Iy (uy) — %(V, ).
Proof. See [39, Theorem 1.3.3]. O

2.2. Obstacle problem. Based on the characterization (2.1]), to determine the equilibrium mea-
sure py it is essentially enough to determine its support Sy. However, changing a measure p
locally generally changes its potential U* everywhere, making the determination of Sy through
([21) difficult. The characterization of py as the energy-minimizing measure is likewise non-local
and thus difficult to apply to the problem of actually determining Sy. To get hold of Sy in
a local, effective way we will instead apply the characterization of UV as the solution of an
obstacle problem associated to V. This connection is discussed for example in [27], to which we
will refer in this section.
Denote the class of subharmonic functions on C by subh(C) and, given V', define

uy (z) = sup {v(z) :v € subh(C), v < 3V q.e. on C, limsup (v(z) — log|z|) < oo} . (2.2)

|z]—o00

Note that the conditions v € subh(C) and limsup,,|_,., (v(z) —log|z|) < oo imply that v is
of the form ¢ — U" for some ¢ € R and positive measure v with ||v| < 1. Further observe
that Fyy — UMV with Fy and py as in (2] satisfies all the three requirements for v and thus
Fy — UMV < uy quasi-everywhere. The converse inequality is given in Theorem 22] giving the
promised characterization of the equilibrium potential.



Denote
Sy ={z€C:uy(z) > 3V(2)}

Up to a set of capacity zero, S} is the same as the set {uy (z) = 1V (2)} and so it is called the
coincidence set. The precise relation of the obstacle problem to the energy minimizing problem
is given in the following theorem, summarizing several results from [27].

Theorem 2.2. Let V' be as in Theorem 21l and define uy by 2.2). Then
(i) For g.e. z € C,

uy(z) = Fy — U" (2).

Especially uy (z) = 3V (2) g.e. in Sy, which in turn implies Sy C Sy

(ii) The measure py is given by
nyv = %AUV7 (23)

where the Laplacian is understood in the distributional sense.

(iii) Suppose V is C11 in a neighbourhood of z € Sy,. Then also uy is CY in a neighbourhood
of z. Also if z & S}, then uy is harmonic in a neighbourhood of z.

Proof. Proofs of (i) and (ii) can for example be found in [27] Proposition 3.2 and Corollary 3.4].
For (iii), see [15, Theorem 2]. O

measure py is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

3 Perturbations of equilibrium measure

Using the characterizations of the equilibrium measure of Theorems 2. IH2Z.2] we prove estimates
on its dependence under certain classes of perturbations of the potential. These estimates will
play an important role in the proof of Theorem [Tl Throughout this section, V' : C — RU{+o0}
is a potential that is locally in C'! and satisfies the assumptions of Theorem .1, and py is the
associated equilibrium measure according to Theorem 211

3.1. Local perturbation. Given a potential V', the next result concerns the change of its equilib-
rium measure and its energy under a change V' — V — f, where f is a small local perturbation.

Proposition 3.1. Let f € C?(C) be bounded and satisfy the conditions supp Af C Sy and AV >
Af in Sy. Then py_y = py — ﬁAf. In particular, Sy_y C Sy,

U“V*f—k%(V—f)—Fv_f:U”V+%V—Fv, (3.1)
and 1
Iy _(py—f) = Iv(pv) — (f, mv) — g(f, —Af). (3.2)

In preparation of the proof of the proposition we note that, for f bounded, twice differentiable
and with compact supp Af, as in the statement of the proposition, it follows that

F(z) = U D () 4 o= /1ogL (-iAf(w)> dm + ¢ (3.3)

|z — wl 27



for some ¢ € R, i.e. that f can be writterll as a constant plus the logarithmic potential of its
Laplacian. Namely, the difference f — U~ 2=/ satisfies

A = U 30 (6) = A1) - [ (~5-A7(w)) d(-2m8.(w) =0

for all z € C, implying that it is a harmonic function. Clearly also |(f — U_%Af)(z)\ = O(log |2|)
as |z| — oo. By (a strong version of) Liouville’s theorem for harmonic functions the difference
is thus constant. In particular, by the representation (3.3]), we have

/ Afdm =0, Vf(z)=00/]z72) as|d =00, (f,—Af)=[VfE  (34)

Proof. Let u= puy — %Af. By the assumption AV > Af in Sy and since puy = ﬁAV on Sy,
i is a positive measure. By ([B.4]), we have

/d,uzl—i/Afdmzl,
47

which means that pu € P(C). Moreover, (3.3]) implies

Uﬂ+1(v—f):Uw—i/1og#Af(w)m(dw)+1V—1f:UW+1v—
2 47 2 2 2

1
¢, (35

2

where ¢ is the same constant as in ([B3]). By Theorem [ZT] applied with potential V', the right-
hand side of the above equality is equal to Fy — %c in Sy and at least Fy — %c outside Sy .
The uniqueness statement of Theorem 2] applied with the potential V' — f now implies that
pv—f = p, as claimed. It also follows that Fy,_y = Fyy — 3¢, and therefore (B3] implies (B:I).

It remains to show B2)). Since py_5 = py — ﬁA f, we indeed have

Iy_p(pv—y) = Iv(pv) + (f,mv) = D(GAS, =AF) + (f, &=Af) = 2D(uv, 1=AF) — (V, &=Af)
= 5 (£ =Af) = (£, -Af) = — 5= (£, -Af),

where we have used that the last two terms on the first line cancel, by integration by parts and
since dpy = %AV dm in the interior of its support. Thus ([B.2]) holds as claimed. O

3.2. Restriction. The following proposition shows the important property that, given a poten-
tial V' with equilibrium measure py/, the potential W defined by adding the logarithmic potential
of the charge of uy contained in some region B¢ to V', has equilibrium measure pyy given simply
by the rescaled restriction of uy to B.

Proposition 3.2. Let B C Sy a compact subset and set

W(z) = ﬁ (V(z) + Q/SV\B log ﬁuﬂdw)) .

Then Sy = B and .

mﬂv‘& (3.6)

Hrw =

where py|p is the restriction of py to B.



FIGURE 3.1. For a class of perturbations W of V as above (), the support of py contains the bulk of
the support of py, and the density on the boundary remains bounded.

Proof. Define p by the right-hand side of (8.6]). Then

UH(z) + 1W(z) 1 (/B log #uv(dw) + %V(z) +/ log ;,uv(dw)>

2 v (B) |z — wl s\B |1z — |
= H\ZE/B) for qe. z€ B
> uv—é/m for qe. z € C

by the Euler-Lagrange equation associated to V. Since, by definition, u is a probability measure,
Theorem 2.1] implies that p = pyw . O

3.3. Harmonic perturbation. In the following, we consider a class of perturbations of the po-
tential V' that are harmonic inside the support of the equilibrium measure.

For convenience, we assume here that Sy = pD for some p > 0, where D is the open unit disk.
(This will be sufficient for our application in the proof of Theorem [Tl with general potential; see
Section [6l) Furthermore, we assume that %AV > « in pD for some parameter o > 0. The class
of perturbations W is as follows. Let v be a positive measure with supprv N pD =0, R € C(pD)
be harmonic in pD, and ¢ > 0. Then W is given by

Wiz) {tV(z) +20%(2) + 2R(2), z€ pD 57

00, z € pD*.
Both perturbations U” and R are harmonic inside pID. We will later assume that R is small, in
a certain sense, while U” is allowed to be more singular but generated by a positive measure v.

We write D* = C \ D for the open complement of the unit disk. Moreover, for z € dpD, we
write . = 7(z) = z/|z| for the outer unit normal, and

o 1) — tim FE) =G o)

el0 IS

for the derivative in the direction n taken from inside pD.

The next two propositions show that the bulk of the equilibrium measure py is stable under
suitable pertubations W of the form (B.7)), and that the density of py on the boundary remains
bounded. Both properties are illustrated in Figure B.11

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that V and W are as above B1). Then we have

max (|||, 2p|0n Rl|oo,0pp + (t — 1))

~ (3.8)

Sw D {z € pD : dist(z, pD*) > Kk}, where k = 4\/



Proposition 3.4. Suppose that V. and W are as above [B1) and assume in addition that py is
absolutely continuous with respect to the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Then pw = u+ 1,
where 1 is absolutely continuous with respect to uy, and n absolutely continuous with respect to
the arclength measure s on 0pD with the Radon—Nikodym derivative bounded by
dn 1 _ _
o| 2| < o= (Il + 11l + 200107 Rll,pn + 11 = 1161105 V lloo,am ) (3.9)
dsllec = 27

Remark 3.5. The bounds B.8) and BA) are effective for small v and R, and t close to 1. For
larger perturbations, th_e bounds still remain valid (but sometimes vacuously). For example, for
p =1 note that Sy = D implies that « < 1/7. Ast — 0o, we have k — 4/\/a > 4/\/m > 1, so

Sw =0 as expected. Suppose v =0 and R =0. Then r = 4\/max(0,t — 1)/(at). This is O for
t < 1 and increasing for t > 1, also as expected.

3.3.1. Proof of Proposition [3.3. As preparation for the proof of Proposition B3] we first recall
the behaviour of the distributional Laplacian for functions with a discontinuous gradient on a
curve and then prove a technical lemma.

Let v be a smooth Jordan curve with interior domain D' and exterior domain D~. Suppose
f € C*D*uD7)NC(C) and further that |V f||o < oo in a neighbourhood of the curve 7.
Then the distributional Laplacian of f coincides with the usual pointwise Laplacian off the curve
v and on 7 it is the measure (07 — 07)f ds, where O+ and 9~ denote the normal derivatives
from the outside and inside, respectively, taken at a point of v and ds is the arclength measure
on 7. Concisely we may write

Af=Afdm+ (0T f -0 f)ds, (3.10)

where the left-hand side denotes the Laplacian understood in the distributional sense and on
the right-hand side dm is the area measure and ds the arclength measure on «. This formula
can be deduced from Green’s identity as follows.

Let ¢ € C°(C) be a test function whose support intersects both DT and D~. To determine
the distribution Af, first write

/Af¢=/fA¢dm=/D+fA¢dm+/DfAédm,

where the first equality is by definition of the distributional derivative and the second holds
by the continuity of f and ¢ and the smoothness of 7. Again by the smoothness assumptions,
Green’s identity may be applied twice to both terms separately to obtain

/£>ifA¢dm:/apifan¢ds_/ggpi8"f¢ds+/[)iAf¢dm

where 0,, denotes the outer normal derivative in the corresponding domain. Finally, note that
V¢ is 0 on Osupp ¢ and that on v the outer normals of D™ and D~ are negatives of each other,
by the continuity of f implying that faD+ fOnd+ fan f O0nd = 0. Summing up,

/Af¢:—/8D+8nf¢ds+/D+Af¢dm—/aD8nf¢ds+/DAf¢dm
:/ Af¢dm+/ Af¢dm+/(a+f—a—f)¢ds.
D+ D~ 'y

10



FIGURE 3.2. The figure illustrates (a one-dimensional projection of) the construction of the test function
BI8) for a single external charge located at w ¢ D, in the case R = 0 and ¢ = 1. The density of the
equilibrium measure imposes a lower bound on r. Then if zj is sufficiently far from w, we can find z and

k such that log ﬁ and [.(z — Z) + k match at zp and log ﬁ dominates [,.(z — Z) + k everywhere.

Lemma [3.6] shows that the dotted graph lies below the solid graph.

Since the test function ¢ is arbitrary, this is equivalent to (B10]).

The following lemma contains the central idea of the proof of Proposition While checking
the calculus of the lemma is slightly tedious, the idea is clearly illustrated in Figure the
lemma shows that the dotted graph lies below the solid graph.

To state the lemma, for any » > 0, define the function [, : C — R by

2
L blogd— 5 |2 <7
I(z) = (—log|-| ¥+ —51g0n)(2) =< 2 roo2re 3.11
() = (~log | |+ —5 102 {log% oo (311)
For later use, we note that
—z 2
VZT(Z) == m, AZT(Z) = _7"_21BT(0)‘ (312)

Lemma 3.6. Let 2o € C,w e C, 0 > % and r € (0,1) be given so that |zg — w| = 2r. Then there
exist z € C and k € R such that

and o (l,(z—2)+k) < %log ——— forall z€ C. (3.13)

1
r -z = _l
J(l (20 z)—l—k:) 5 108 Iz —w|

|20 — wl
Moreover, the point Z lies on the line passing through zy and w at distance at most v from zg
between zo and w.

Proof. First, we choose z € C and k € R so that

1
|20 —wl|’
(3.14)

1 1 1 — 1
UVlr(ZO—Z):§V10gm =2 and o(l(20 — 2) + k) = 5 log

ey 2120 —wl?
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To see that this is possible, first note that % ‘%‘ < ﬁ by the assumption |zg — w| > 2r. By
([3.12), the map z — o' Vli,.(20 — 2) takes the disk B, (zo) bijectively onto B, ,.(0) D By/wy(0). Tt
follows there exists a unique choice of Z € B,(zp) so that the gradients of ol,(-—Z) and 5 log ﬁ
match at zy. The second equality can then be arranged by the choice of k.

It remains to be shown that with the choice ([8I4]) it is in fact true that

1 1
o(lr(z—2)+k) < 3 log T wl for all z € C. (3.15)
Clearly, the point Z lies between the points zy and w on the line £ connecting these two points.
We will first prove that the inequality in (3I5]) holds for z € £. For the proof, it is helpful to
keep Figure in mind. Without loss of generality assume w = 0 and z5 > 0,2 > 0 so that £
coincides with R. Thus it needs to be shown that

f(z) = %logé >o(l(x—2)+ k) =g(x), z€R,
where Z is chosen as in ([3.14]). Denote by h the common tangent of the graphs of f and g drawn
at x = zp. Since f is convex and g is concave on [Z —r, Z+ ], the graph of f lies above h and the
graph of g lies below h on this interval. Especially g(z) < f(z) on [Z —r, Z 4 r]. Moreover, since
f'(z) < 0and ¢'(z) > 0 for z € (0, 2), the inequality g(z) < f(z) holds by these observations for
z € (0,% 4 r]. To prove the inequality for = € [+ r,00) note that ¢'(t) = —7% < —& = f/(t)
for t € [Z+1,00). It follows that

g(2) — g(i +7) = / + J()dt < / + F(tydt = f(z) — GG +7),

which by g(24+r) < f(Z+r) implies the desired inequality g(x) < f(z), now proven for z € (0, c0).
For x € (—00,0) it also holds that ¢'(z) < f'(x) and it is clear that f(z) > g(x) as x — 07, so
it remains to check the inequality as x — —oo. For |z| large we write the difference f — g as

1 1 1 1 z
—log——a(logi—l—k‘) <§10g< —m> — ok,

27 Jxl |z — 2]

and from this form it is clear that g(z) < f(x) on the whole negative real axis if and only if
k < 0. This can be verified by the calculation

ok = % log %—alr(zo—i) < % log %—O’lr(r) < % log %—alog % = <% — a) log %—% log2 < 0.

It remains to extend the inequality (B.I5]) from the line £ passing through w and zy to the
whole plane. This is easiest done by inspection of the level sets of the left- and right-hand sides
of B.15) as in Figure The level sets of the left-hand side are the circles centered at Z and
the level sets of the right-hand side are the circles centered at w. Let z € C be arbitrary and
consider the circles 'y and Cy that pass through z and have centres Z and w respectively. Let a
denote the point of intersection of C'y and £ for which Z lies between a and w, and let b denote
the point of intersection of Cy and £ for which b and Z are in the same direction as seen from w.
The left-hand side of (B3] a decreasing function of the distance |z — Z|, so it suffices to show
that the point b lies within the circle Cy. If Z lies between b and w, then we have

b—wl=lz—wl <|Z-wl+]|z -2 =2 —w[+]a—2[ = |a—w],

12



FIGURE 3.3. The circle centered at Z is the level set of the left-hand side of ([BI5]), while the circle
centered at w is the level set of the right-hand side. Therefore is suffices to verify LHS(a) < RHS(b).

which implies |b — Z| < |a — Z] since Z lies between b and w and also between a and w. Thus if 2
lies between b and w we have proven (3.15]). In the remaining case b lies between Z and w. Then

b—w|+ 2 —af =]z —w[+]z = 2] > [2 - w],

which implies that a does not lie strictly between b and Z, again implying that b lies inside C1.
The inequality ([B.15) has now been proven for all z € C, completing the proof of the lemma. [

Proof of Proposition[3.3. As a preliminary step we show that we can assume p = 1 without loss
of generality. Indeed, assume that Sy = pD), and set V,(z) = V(pz) and W,(z) = W(pz). From
Theorem R.I]it then follows that uy,(dz) = py(pdz) and pw,(dz) = pw(pdz), so in particular

Sy, = D. Then the claim with p = 1 implies that Sw, D {z € D : dist(z,D*) > £, }, with

2p||On R t—1
P 4\/max<uuu, A Rl + (¢ ~1) 0
and the original claim then follows by rescaling.
From now on, we therefore assume that p = 1. Let

D = {z e D:dist(z,D*) > k}.

We will show that D C Sy, by exhibiting, for every zp € D, a function v = v, that satisfies
v(z0) = W () and the requirements in (Z2) with V replaced by W. Thus we have uy = W
in D, and (23] and the fact that W — ¢V is harmonic in I D D imply that uy = %tAV in D.
In particular D C supp puy as claimed.

We may without loss of generality assume that v # 0. Namely, if v = 0 it follows from the
statement of the proposition applied with v replaced by v = edys (with € > 0 small and M > 1
large) and R replaced by R — U” " that the estimate holds also for v = 0.

The main difficulty of the proof is in giving v = v, for every zp € D and checking that the
requirements are satisfied. Fix zg € D. Let uy be the solution to the obstacle problem (2.2))
with the original potential V. Define the functions [, for » > 0 as in (811 and define

- JR(z), z2€D
R(z) = {3(1/5), 2 e D~ (3.17)

13



Observe that R is bounded and continuous on C and harmonic in D UD*. (Though we will not
need the fact, it is the unique such function.) We will choose v = v, as a function of the form

v(z) = tuy (2) + 0L(z) + R(z) +vG(z), L(z) = / (Lr(z = 2(w)) + k(w)) v(dw),  (3.18)

where G(z) = max(0,log |z|) is the Green’s function of D* with pole at oo, and o > 0, r > 0,
a >0, k:suppr — R and Z : supprv — D are parameters. Set

] Ly o) e 1
Y= 2”8” RHOO,@]D? 0 = Inax <§7 W) , and 7r=2 o = 5/{‘

The functions Z and k will be determined through Lemma later; see also Figure
We first verify the conditions on v required in ([2.2): that limsup,, . (v(z) —log|z]) < oo,

that v is subharmonic on C, and that v < %W on C. The asymptotics as |z| — oo of the different
terms in BIF) are uy(z) ~ tlog|z|, oL(z) ~ —al|lv|log|z|, R(z) ~ 1 and yG(z) ~ vlog|z|.
Thus the growth condition at oo in (2.2)) is satisfied, as v+t — o||v|| < 1 by the definitions of the
parameters. Next, we show that v is subharmonic. By the symmetry of the definition ([BI7]), the
jump of the gradient of R at ¢ € 9D is 20;, R(¢). Thus by @I and BI0) the (distributional)
Laplacian of v is given by

Av = tAuy + AL+ AR +yAG = %AVlD — a/ %1Br(g(w)) v(dw) + 20, Rds + v ds,
r

where ds is the arclength measure on 0. The points Z(w) will be chosen so that B,(Z(w)) C D
for all w € suppv, so the subharmonicity of v in the interior of ID follows from

2 20||v
U/r_QlBT(Z(w)) I/(d’w) H H

by the definition of r. On the other hand, on 0D the positivity of Av follows from 20, R+~ > 0
by our choice of ~.
By Theorem (i) and the assumption Sy = D, we have Sy 2 Sy = D, and therefore

N

=

S}

N
|

t t
1p < -AV1p.
D S 5 D

uy(z) = %V(z) for all z € D.

By definition we also have .
R(z) = R(z) for all z € D.
Moreover, we have G(z) = 0 for all z € D. To have v(z) < $W(2) for all z € D and v(z9) =

%W(zo) as required, it thus suffices to show that we can choose the parameters z : suppr — D
and k : suppr — R in the definition of L(z) such that

1 1 —
< = .
oL(z) < 5 /log P w‘y(dw) for all z € D, (3.19)
1
oL(zy) = 5 /log ——v(dw). (3.20)

To achieve this, for every w € supp v we apply Lemma to obtain Z(w) and k(w) for which

and o (l,(z—Z(w))+k(w)) < %log 1 for z € C.

o (Ir(20—2(w))+k(w)) = %10%“ |z — w

|20 — wl
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The assumptions of the lemma are in force, as o > % and |zg — w| > 2r = k by our definitions
and assumptions, and further if » > 1, Kk = 2r > 2 and there is nothing to prove. (It is also
obvious from the proof of Lemma that the maps w — Z(w) and w — k(w) are measurable.)
The requirements ([3.19)-(B.20) are now satisfied, finishing the proof. O

3.3.2. Proof of Proposition[3.4 In the proof of Proposition [3.4] we will use the following general
formula for logarithmic potentials. Let ¥ C C be a C! curve and 7 a measure supported on ~y
for which the potential U is continuous on C. Then for z € + we have

() =l PG [ 2w L
R U"=) = rl—>0+ s(Br(2)) /v |z — wl? n(dw), (3:21)

where 0, denotes a one-sided derivative in the normal direction 7 = n(z) and s denotes the
arclength measure of +, if the limit on the right-hand side exists. In addition we will use the
closely related fact that that for every z € suppn it holds that

lim sup (B (2)) =oo if and only if limsup — (U”( ) — UMz —en)) = oo. (3.22)

r—0t S(BT(Z)) e—0t €
For completeness, we provide a proof of [B.21]) and ([B.22]) below the proof of the proposition.

Proof of Proposition [3.4 As in the proof of Proposition B.3] without loss of generality, we can
assume p = 1.

Let 1 be the absolutely continuous part of puy and set n = uyw — p. Write dn = Zl—z ds + dns,
where 7, is singular with respect to the arclength measure. Given Theorem 2.2] it is to be shown
that ns = 0 and that Z—Z obeys (3.9).

First, by [39, Theorems 1.4.8 and 1.5.1], the potential U*" is continuous on the full plane.
(Indeed, by Theorem 1.4.8, continuity is clear inside I as well as outside Sy . For zy € 9Sy NID,
condition (iv)’ of Theorem I.5.1 is satisfied since C \ ¥ = D* and any point on its boundary 9D
is thus a regular point for the Dirichlet problem.) Therefore, by ([B.21]), for every z € suppn for
which the measure 7 is differentiable with respect to s, we have

20 Rp— W e
Tlig1+w 0, UM @)+ [ o A (dw). (3.23)

We will show that the right-hand side of ([B:23)) is bounded by the right-hand side of ([B3]). In

fact the same argument shows that lim sup,_,q+ E r(z )); < oo at every z € supp7n. From this

B, (z
it follows that n, = 0, and then, since lim, _,q+ SEgT§Z;; = ds( z) for ds-almost every z € suppn
by [23] Theorem 3.22], we see that the bound (39 holds.

By the continuity of the potential U*W equality in the Euler-Lagrange equation (Z.I]) holds
at every (rather than quasi-every) z € suppn, i.e., UW(2) = ¢ — $W(2), and we also have
UMW (2) = ¢ — £W(2) everywhere. Thus

UM (2) 4 LW (z) — (UM (2 — en) + 5TV (= — en)) <0,

and therefore, assuming that the derivative exists at z,

UM (2) < —%a;vv(z) - —%8;1/(2) + / ﬁ - fv(dw) — 7 R(2). (3.24)
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Combining ([3.23) and ([3.24) gives
n(Br(2))
z))

for those z € suppn for which the limit exists.

t Z—w zZ—w
1 < ——0~ _  _.n —0- EE———D) .
7TT11161+ SBr() S 28n \/(z)_|_/ Pp— nv(dw)—ao, R(z)_|_/ p—— 7 (pu+n)(dw) (3.25)

HT

FIGURE 3.4. For w in the halfplane H~ we have (2 —w) -7 < 0 and (2 —w) -7 > 0 for w € H'. The
bound Z=% - < § holds for all z € C\ D.

[z—w]?

Given z € 9D, denote HY = {w : (z —w)-n > 0} and H~ = {w : (z —w)-n < 0}. These sets
are the half-planes into which the tangent of 9D at z divides the plane, H* being the one that
contains D; see Figure B4l Observe the inequality Z=%5 - 71 < % in H+\ D. Indeed, supposing

lz—wl?

z = (1,0) for notational convenience, H+ \ D = {(z,y) : # < 1,%> > 1 — 22} and thus

zZ—w 1—=z 11—z 1 —
‘= < =— f = (z,y) € HT \ D.
|z — wl|? " (x—12+y%2 " 2-2z 2 or w = (z,y) \

By the definition of H~ thus also ﬁ - < % in C\ . Since suppr C C\ D and suppn C
oD C HT \ D it follows that

Z—w 1 Z—w 1
[ i avtan) < 5lvl and [ i) < 3l

|z — w|?

To bound the integral with respect to p in (.25 we note that, since Syy = D and V € C’llo’cl, and
since py is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, we have u = 1g,, 1ty
(recall the perturbation in harmonic in D, so can only change the support but not the density

of the equilibrium measure) and thus

[ e < [ ZE0 wpv(an) = —0,0 () = 50,V ()

|z — w]?
With these estimates ([B.20) gives

. n(Br(Z)) 11—t
m i B S 2

_ 1 _ 1
07V (2) + 5wl - 87 R(2) + 5

as needed.
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Finally, by replacing the one-sided derivative with the corresponding upper limit of difference

quotients, the bound ([324]) holds for all z € suppn. The claim that limsup,_, g+ Zgg:g;)) < 00

at every z € suppn then follows from (3.22)).

Proof of B2I]). Suppose 7 is such that v : [a,b] — C is an arclength parametrization, vy(c) = z
and let n* be the pullback of n on [a,b]. We may suppose ¢ € (a,b), z = 0 and 7 = (0,—1).
Thus v(c+¢) = (¢ + 01(¢),02(¢)). Let ¢(e) be a function for which ¢(g)/e — oo, ¢p(e) — 0 as
¢ = 0. Then

1 _ 1 1 1
B (UMNz) —U"z —en)) ZE/V <10g Tl log Tz —en) = w\) n(dw)

! / <log LI log %) n(dw)
€ J\(le—d(e).co(e)]) |z — wl| (2 —en) —wl

1 #(e) 1 o (3+01(3)2)+(€+02(s)2)2 s
' /—¢<a)21 B ot o) Foa(s)? " (0

Noting that the integrand is not singular since n is the normal of v at z, the first term tends
fy -nn(dw) as e — 0F. In the latter term we make the change of variables s — es,
note that the terms involving 07 and o9 may be dropped and get

#(e)/e * *(T_
! / log <1+i2> W(eds) emor (=) L n(Bi(2)
e S

2 —(e)/ € r—0+ 2r r—0t S(BT(Z))
if the last limits exist, by the evaluation [~ log(1 )ds = 2m. The claim (322 follows by
estimating the integrand from below by an mdlcator functlon O

4 Large deviation estimate for one step

The result of this section is the following estimate. It follows from elementary estimates from
mean-field theory: Newton’s electrostatic theorem and Jensen’s inequality; see e.g. [34].

The statement of our assumptions below is somewhat involved due to the required generality
that the equilibrium measure may have charge on the boundary of a domain. In the special case
that there is no boundary charge, the assumptions can be significantly simplified. Moreover,
our conditions on the boundary are not the most general possible, but convenient to verify in
our application of interest (in which the domain will be a small disk). For example, we only use
assumption (ii) to control the logarithmic potential of v, and the exponent 1/2 could be replaced
by any exponent greater than 0 or directly by an estimate on the logarithmic potential.

Proposition 4.1. Let ¥ = Xy be a smooth domain. Given a potential W &€ Cllo’cl(ZW) possibly
depending on the number of particles M, assume that there exist u : Xy — Ry and v : 0%y —
R4 such that duyw = uwdm + vds, where dm is the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure and ds is
the arclength measure on 0Xy . We further make the following assumptions.

(i) AW = « on Sw for some a > 0 (which is allowed to depend on M );
(ii) there exist Ay, A, such that || 1g, AW [|eo < CMA%, ||v]|oo < CMA* and

sup v(z) s(dz) < OMA; (4.1)

weC \/|z—w|

17



(iii) there exist Av, A, and an exceptional set F C Sy such that |1s,,nre VIV oo < CMAY
and such that we have sup;c(g pr—4n) anaEW W (z —tn) — W(2)|v(z) s(dz) < CM~1;

() there exist A¢, A, such that
/ e MBE) m(dz) < CMA¢, where ¢ =20 + W — Fyy, (4.2)
C

and that for any w € suppv C O%w it holds that w — ef,, € Sy for all e < M~4» where
N denotes the outward normal of OXyy .

Then for any bounded f € C?(C) with supp Af C Sw, and for any € >1+1/8,

1 Mlog M Mlog M\ '/
a2 - [ fduwzo<s><%\mfum+(%) HVsz), (4.3)
J

—¢BM log M

with probability at least 1 — e under Pyrw.g. The implicit constant depends only on

the numbers A and C' assumed above.
In fact, if there is no boundary charge (v =0), the condition that Af has support in Sy can
be extended to the condition that Af has compact support in 3.

Remark 4.2. Proposition [{.1] gives an estimate at scales M™%, s < 1/4. Indeed, let fo > 0 be a
smooth function supported in the unit ball with [ fodm =1, and set fs(z) = M?* f(M*z). Then

1A filloo = O(M™), [V fillz = (fo, =Afs) = O(M™),
and thus the error bounds in ([A3) are
M~ (log M)M*, M~'/*(log M)'/2M*,
which go to 0 if s < 1/4.

4.1. Bounds on partition function. For 5 > 0 and f: C — R, we define the perturbed partition
function

Z(f) = /(CM e BHMw (2)+22; f(25) m®M(dZ).

This is simply the partition function associated to the potential W — BLM f- In the following two
lemmas, upper and lower bounds are shown, from which Proposition [4.] then follows easily.

Lemma 4.3. Let f € C?(C) be bounded with supp Af C Sy and |Af| < BMAW in suppAf,
and assume that the conditions in Proposition [4.1] hold. Then

1
8m/32

— 108 Z(0) > MPHw (o) — M [ iy = o (f~Af) - CMlog M — S AcMlog M

for a constant C > 0 only depending on A,, Ay and A,.
In fact, if there is no boundary charge (v =0), the condition that Af has support in Sy can
be extended to the condition that Af has compact support in 3.
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Proof. Let p= %ID. Since p is a radially symmetric probability distribution, Newton’s electro-
static theorem states that

1 1
log’ 2 /log el p(w) m(dw). (4.4)

-2

In particular, if &) = p. * p where p.(2) = e~ 2p(e~12) for p as above,

&) 5

sz)‘

D(6,,00) = D(6
It follows that
1 R . N
Huaw () = 5 3 (25) 2 M?D(R®, ) - MD(E 657) + MW — Z: £, o).
J

Let pw, s be the equilibrium measure for the potential W — BLM f, and write

D, () + (W = 35z £, ) = Dpw. g, powg) + (W = 587 £+ o)
+ D(l = g, i) = ) + 2005 1) — i)
+ 20U 4 F(W = 537 ), o — pw )

to get

1 € €
Hyw(2) — Bzf(zj) > M? <D(NW,fnUW,f) + (W = gi 1, Mw,f)) ~ MD(5,65))
J

+ M2 (DG = g i) = pawg) + 20700 7O~ )

M2 (20" + J(W = gk )it — pwey)) -

The first term on the second line is nonnegative since D is positive definite for signed measures
with total measure 0. By Proposition Bl the first term on the third line equals f C(2)a(dz)
(recall the definition of ¢ in ([@.2])), which by the Euler-Lagrange equation is identically 0 on Sy
and positive elsewhere. Therefore

Hywl(z Zfz] > M2h—MD(5\) 5 +M2/§ 1(dz)+2M2(UPWr (S — ), (4.6)

where we abbreviate h = I, . L (pyy . 7)-

The asymptotics of the second term in (0] are given by M D((S(()a), 585)) = M(log1+0(1)).
To estimate the term 2M?(U#w.f, (1(¢) — i) in ([@G)), we use the equality UHW.f = UFW 4 ﬁf—l—c
by Proposition Bl From the explicit formula for p. * (—log) = . in (BT it follows that

(UF)E) () — UMW (2)| = ‘/< log| 1w|>MW(dw)‘ </logmuw(dw)
Be(z) V|2 —w
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where we used logt < v/t for t > 1. Write uy = udm + vds. Then by assumption (i) we have

u(w) m(dw) < CMA?, JE v(w) s(dw)

B.(z) |z —wl Be(z) |z —wl

For f € C%(C) with |Af] < BMAW < fM'*4u using the radial symmetry of p, we also have

NG < CMAv e

s | (F© = )] < 357 C° A flloo < CE*M A

By the associative property of convolution, for any two measures p and v, we have (U, I/(E)) =
(U™, ), from which we conclude that

[(Urws 5© — )| < Ce>MA 4+ C\eMA,

We may thus take e = M~ ™ax(Au/2240) g6 that for M large (@8] reads

Haiw(2) — % S f() > M2+ M2 / C(2)ii(dz) — CMlog M, (47)
J

By assumption (iv) of Proposition 1] and (7)),
Z(f) = / o BHMw (2)+2; f(25) m®M(dZ)
(CM

</ o B(M2h+2M? [ ((2)(dz)—~CM log M) m@M(dZ)
cM

M
_ e—B(M2h—CMlogM) </ o BM((2) m(dz)>
C

e—ﬁ(M%—CM log M)MMAC‘

N

Finally, by Proposition Bl A > Iy (pw)— ﬁLM (f, pw)— W (f, —Af), which gives the desired
estimate.

In the case that v = 0 the estimates can be extended to f with A f compactly supported in X
as follows. We replace ¢ by pw in all estimates and instead of D(j®) — LWt e —pw,f) =0
we use integration by parts, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and —|ab| + |b|? > —|a|?/4 to get

~ ~ ~ (e — n(e) —
— i (f, 119) + DS — i, @) = ) = =gz (f, 1iw) + 5 (g V. + VU700 yuis—sw)

The integration by parts is justified if v = 0. This leads to the same bound as previously without
using that supp Af C Sy. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume the conditions in Proposition [{.1] hold. Then
1 ) 1
~3 log Z(0) < M Iy (pw) + CBMlogM (4.8)

for a constant C > 0 that depends only on the constants A.
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Proof. For w € suppv, we set E.(w) = {w — tn,, : t € [0,¢]}. As in assumption (iv), we choose
¢ > 0 small enough such that for any w € suppv C 90Xy it holds that E.(w) C Xy, and define

the measure ,u(;,) by

du%,f,) = udm+dv®, v (dz) = / U(w)isEs(w) (dz) s(dw),

supp v

where sp_ () denotes the arclength measure on the segment F.(w) and s the arclength measure

on dX. For e < M~4» observe that v©) is absolutely continuous with respect to dm and that its

density (which by a slight abuse of notation we also denote by v(¥), so that v(®)(dz) = v®) (2) dm)

is bounded by O(e7!{|v||so) by assumption (iv). Denote the density of ,u%,) at z by u(v;)(z) and

apply Jensen’s inequality to see that
Z(0) = / o~ BHM w (2) m®M(dz)
cM

> —BHyw (2)—5; log iy (25) &) (o @M
> /e [T m" a2

2 exp </<CM ( BH M w (2 ZIOgNW Zj ) HNW zj)m ®M dz))
= exp (—ﬁM(M— D) I (1)) M/loguw 2) (V?(dz)>

Thus
~1og 2(0) < BM L (uf) + M [ log ) (2) i) (a2, (4.9)

By the assumptions of Proposition .1l and the definition of ,u(;,) , the density u(v‘;) () is bounded

by CMA + C %M Ao and therefore
M/log ,ug,f,)( ) (6)(dz) <CM + Mlogé + max(A,, A,) M log M. (4.10)

The energy may be estimated as follows. For the interaction energy we write

(¢) (e)
D(N%%N%/)) D(pw, pw) = (U, (E))—(U“W w) = (Urw — UMW7M§/~;)+MW)

v(s)
= (U7~ U i)+ ).

From

") = o#v(e) = [ v(w) s(dw 60 ! dt
0 (e) = [ o8 =0 (de) = [ v(w)sta) [ 1og i

we then get

UU(E)(Z)—UU(z) :/U(w)s(dw) /Elog#dt :O(\/E)/M :O(\/EMAU)’

1+ 2l e |2 — wl
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where in the second inequality we used [ log |1 + & % < C/el¢], and in the last inequality we
used assumption (4I]). The potential energy is estimated using assumption (iii) by

(W) = W)l < [ o) s(a) 1w —tn) = Wil 2

< e VW llo.swrope + Sup / W (= — tns) — W(2)| v(z) s(dz)
tel0,e] J FNoXw

<eMAY + CM™,
where in the last step we also used ¢ < M~4». To sum up, we have
I () = Ty ()| < CVEMAY + CeMAY + M, (4.11)
and from (@I0) and @II) it is then clear that taking ¢ < M~ max240,Av.4n) gives @), O

4.2. Proof of Proposition .1}

Proof of Proposition [{-1} By Lemmas @3HAA for any f € C?(C) that satisfies the assumptions
of Lemma [4.3] we have

(e f(Zj)—Mffduw) — Z(f)e—MffduW < owp (= AN+CBM log M+A¢ M log M

E
s Z(0)

< e (F=ANFCA+BMlog M (4.12)

where Ejr 1w g is the expectation associated to Ppsw . Given f as in the assumption of Propo-
sition FLI] we apply the above estimate with f replaced by g = s~ f, where

1 1
s = g8l + (82Mlog M) |V £l

Clearly, |Ag| < afM < SMAW in Sy, so g satisfies the assumption of Lemma L3l Moreover,

%(g, —Ag) = %8‘2(f,—Af) = %s‘QWfH% < BMlog M,

where in the second equality we used ([B.4). By Markov’s inequality, for any £ > 1+ 1/, this
gives

Py Zf(zj) - M/fdltw > 3C¢BsM log M
J

1
< em(f,—Af)JrC(lJrﬁ)MlogM—3C£BMlogM < o—EBMlog M

Together with the definition of s, we obtain that with probability at least 1 — e=¢8Mlog M

1 M log M M log M\
37 2 £ = [ Fduw| < sce (a"—ﬂjﬂmm + <ng> HWHz) :
J

as claimed. This completes the proof of Proposition A1l O
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F1GURE 5.1. We condition on the particles outside B.

5 Conditional measure

5.1. Conditional measure. Let B C Sy be compact. For z € CV, we denote by M = M (z) the

number of particles in z inside B, by Z = (Z1,..., Z)s) the particles contained in B (ordered in an
arbitrary way), and by 2 = (21,...,2y_n) the particles outside B (again ordered arbitrarily).
Then

Hyyv(z ZlOg

Jj#k
Zlog o Zlog +NZV(2)
Jj#k J
Thus F(Z2) is the contribution to the energy of the particles outside B and V,, the interaction
energy between the inside and the outside particles. Moreover, for 2 € (C\ B)N =M and z € C,
we set

+NZ< ~Vo(512)) + B(2),

- Zk|
with

Zk‘ —Zk‘

N ~
=V (w) -1V, B),
W (w|2) = wr(V(w) = Vo(wl|2)) (w € B) (5.1)
+00 (w & B),
PN Vﬁ(dw]z) M(2),W(-|2),8 (dw) (52)
Definition 5.1. We say that a function F : CV — R is symmetric if it is invariant under any
permutation of its arguments. For 2 = (31,...,%2y) € CM and 2 = (31,...,2nv_n) € CV™M e

write Z o 2 for the vector 20 2 = (31,..., 20, 21,...,2n_n) € CN.

Proposition 5.2. For any symmetric F : CV — R,

/F(Z)PN’Vﬁ(dZ) = /F(woé) PN7V’5(dw‘ZA’) PN’Vﬁ(dZ).

Thus Py y,g(dZ|2) is the conditional probability of the particles inside B given those outside B.

Proof. By inclusion-exclusion, for any symmetric function F': CV — R,

_ f: <Aj\; > /(BC)NM /B P50 2)e NG Y (g5) m® NI (3z). - (5.3)
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Define

N—M
+00 (z € B).
For z € BM and 2 € (B )N we write H(2[2) = Hppw(.5)(Z) and H(2) = Hy_prp(2). Then
Hy(302) = H(3|2) + H(2),
and therefore (5.3)) equals
i N
M

/ </ F(z)e PHER) m®M(d,§)> o BH(2) m@WN=M)(qz).
M=0 Bc)Nfl\/I BM

(

Now define F: CN — R by
F(Z) = /F(w (e} 2) PN’Vﬂ(dw‘fj),

where as previously 2 are the particles in z outside B. Note that F' is again symmetric and that
F(z) = F(Co2) for any ¢ € CM®). Hence

Flwo é)e—ﬁH(w\é) m®M(dw) _ F(z)/ o BH(wl2) m®M(dw)

BM BM

= / F(w o 2)e PHWIE) ;&M (qy).
BM
By (E.3) with F instead of F, it follows that

F(2)e PENG) m®N () = / F(2)e PANG) p®N (47

CN CcN

as claimed. O
Proposition BTl implies the following estimate for the conditional measure.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that AV > «g on supp uy for an absolute constant ag > 0. Fiz B C Sy
compact and 2 € (BS)N~M such that W = W (-|2) as defined by (51)) satisfies assumptions (ii—
i) of Proposition [{1. Then, for any bounded f € C?*(C) with supp Af C int(supp puw), for
E>141/8, we have

M log M M log M\ '/?
N ) - [ =o<s><ﬁumm+(%) kuz>, (5.4)
J

with probability at least 1 — e=$AMIs M ypder Py v, 5(-[2).

Proof. Since W = 400 outside B, we have Sy C B. Since V, is harmonic in B, it follows that
AW = (N/M)AV on Sy . In particular, AV > «ag on supp puy implies that assumption (i) of
Proposition 1] holds with aw = (N/M ), and in the interior of the support of uy, we have

pw (dw) = %,uv(dw).
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Since the left-hand side of (5.4)) is normalized by N instead of M, and since
M MlogM _ Mlog M M <MlogM>1/2_ (MlogM>1/2

N aM? N2’ N\ M2 N2
the claim follows from Proposition [£.11 O

Remark 5.4. Assume M = N'=% for some 0 < t < % Then Proposition 1s an estimate at
scales N7%, s < % + %t. Indeed, with f = fs as in Remark[{.3, the error bounds are

N1-2t prds (N—l—th45)%
which go to 0 if s < %—i— %t.

5.2. Approximate potential. As a preliminary step to the inductive verification of the assump-
tions of Proposition [5.3] we now write the potential W defined in (5.1]) in a suitable form.

Fix any ¢ € C° with ¢ = 0 on B. (In Section [6] ¢ will be chosen as a bump function
increasing from 0 to 1 in a small annulus outside B.) Then

:__Z1Bc )(1 — 1 (k))logz_z| Zq,z) Z_1Z|
Define
v(dz|2) = Z1Bc (1 — (%))05, (d2), (5.5)

@H-%ZM)M%—Z M/w log v () (5.6)

qu/ch )1 — <>>bg| () (5.7)

Thus, with v chosen as in Section[6I] U (+|2) is essentially the potential of the charges Z near B,
R(-) is the potential of the equilibrium measure py near B, and R(-|Z) is the potential generated
by the charges and the equilibrium measure far away from B. Then

1
Vo(z]2) = —2/C log =l py (dw) —
and therefore, with the definition (&),

W(al2) = {% (V(z) +2 [z log Fluq uv(dw)) +2U%(z|2) + 2R(z|2) — 2R'(2) (z € B)

% (207 (e12) +2R(212) - 2R (), (58)

+0o0 (z € B).
(5.9)
Finally, we set

N

r=7(2) = 2 uv(B). (5.10)
The main contribution to W (z|%) will be given by

1 1
W@:W@W@HMMWMMM(WE 1)
+o0 (z ¢ B).

By Proposition 3.2} the equilibrium measure of the potential W is explicitly given by a rescaling
of the restriction of py to B. Our final goal is to show that the contribution of W (z|2) — 7W (z)
can be controlled, for most Z distributed under the original measure.
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6 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Fix 0 € (0, %) We will show that Theorem [l holds for s € (0,% — §], with the implicit
constant depending on s only through the choice of 4. Our strategy is to apply Proposition
inductively, with M approximately given by M; = N 1=25j for a deterministic sequence of scales
0=s50 <51 < - < 8p = % — J. More precisely, our goal is to show that if the conclusions of

Proposition 53] hold for B = B(zo, %N‘SJ’) for some j, then we can verify them for j + 1 with

1 1
Sjt1 = 1 + §Sj —e. (6.1)
The solution to this recursion is
1 i1
k=0

We may choose n < oo and € > 0 so that s, = % — 6. Throughout the following, we assume that
n and ¢ > 0 have been fixed this way.

From now on, without loss of generality, we assume zy = 0 in the statement of Theorem [T.1],
by replacing V(z) by V(z — zp). In particular, then 0 € int(supp uy ). Moreover, we write Bg
for the disk centered at 0 with radius N™% and By C B; for the disk centered at 0 with radius
TN,

The following proposition is the core of the proof of Theorem [Tl In this statement and
throughout the remainder of this section, we say that an event holds with t-high probability,
abbreviated ¢-HP, if it holds with probability at least 1 — e~ (AN "*+0(og N) " and we will use
tacitly that intersections of NY() many events that each hold with ¢-HP also hold with ¢-HP.

Assumption (A). For any bounded f € C?(C) with supp Af C By N Sy, with t-HP, we have

%Ej:f(zj) —/fd,uv = O<<1—|—%> logN> (N_l_%HAfHoo+N—é_t\|VfH2>, (6.3)

Proposition 6.1. For arbitrary ¢ > 0, (A) implies (As) for any 0<t < s < % + %t — &, with the
implicit constant in (63]) depending only on «.

The proof of the Proposition is given in Section Assuming the proposition, the proof
of Theorem [[.Tlis completed easily, as follows.

Proof of Theorem [I 1. As discussed previously, without loss of generality we assume that zg = 0.
As discussed around (6.1)-(6.2]), given § > 0 as above, we choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small that
there exists n < co such that s, = % — 0, with the sequence (s;) defined by sp = 0 and (G.1I).

We will apply Proposition[G.Ilinductively. For this, we first verify (A;) for t = s¢. This follows
from Proposition 1] applied to W =V and M = N, for which we verify the assumptions now.
Assumptions (i)-(iii) of Proposition A1 follow directly from the assumptions of the theorem,
with A, = A, = Ay = A,, = 0 and F = (), using that v = 0 since V is C"! on a neighbourhood
of Sy. Therefore it suffices to verify that (iv) holds. By Theorem 2] or more precisely by the
Euler-Lagrange equations (Z1]) and since py has compact support, we have

1
¢ >0, C(z)~2logm+V(2), |z] = oc.
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By assumption (L3)), we thus have ((z) > elog |z| for sufficiently large |z|, and therefore with
N large enough (depending on § and ¢ in (L3))) assumption (iv) of Proposition 1] follows with
A¢ = 0. Thus the assumptions of Proposition .1 are verified. It follows that (A,,) holds.

By induction, Proposition E.Ilimplies that (A;) holds for all ¢t = s; for all j < n, in particular
for 7 = n, and the claim follows immediately. O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition

6.1. Proof of Proposition[6.1l To prove Proposition 6.1l we first establish a sequence of lemmas.
We abbreviate a = N~ for a small constant ¢ > 0 chosen in the proofs of the lemmas, and we
fix » € C° such that ¢(z) = 0 for dist(z, B) < aN~*® and 9(z) = 1 for dist(z, B) > 2aN~*.
The following three lemmas apply to the definitions of 7, v(dz) = v(dz|2), R(z) = R(z|3), and
R/'(z) from (5I0), (53), (6], and (5.7), respectively, with this choice of .

Sometimes we will omit the scale index s or ¢, in which case it is implicitly understood to
be s; for example, we abbreviate B = By and M = M.

Lemma 6.2. Assume (A;). Then, with t-HP, we have

T=1+0(N"%), v(C) = O(N~%). (6.4)
Proof. We show the first bound of (6.4)); the second bound is analogous. Fix n > 0 and define

B_ = {dist(z, B°) = nN"°}, By = {dist(z,B) < nN"°}.
Let x4+ be smooth cutoff functions with
X+lB=1, x+lp =0,  x-[pe =0, x-[p_=1,
obeying ||[V*x+|leo = O(N* /1) for k = 0,1,2. In particular, we then have
IAXL]loo = ON**/7?),  (xa,—Axs) = O(N">*N*/n?) = O(1/n),

where in the second bound we used that Ayt = 0 except on an annulus of area O(nN~2%).
Using that s < % + %t — ¢, it follows that —1 — 2¢t < —4s — 4¢ and thus

N_l_2tHAX:I:||oo — O(N_28_4€’I7_2), N_1_2t(X:|:y _AX:I:) _ O(N_4S_4E’I7_1).

By (63) therefore, with ¢-HP,

1 _og 3. _ P

¥ Dxse) = [xwduy + OV NS N

J
= wy(B)(1+ 0+ N0 + N~ '/2)) = uy(B)(1 + O(N ™)),
where in the second equality we used
/Xﬂ: dpy = py(B) + O(pN~>),  u(B) = N~*,

and in the last inequality we set n = N~°.

Since 37, x—(zj) < M <37, x+(2;) we thus have M = Npuy (B)(1+ O(N~%)), which shows
the first bound of (64]). An analogous argument shows the second bound. O
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Lemma 6.3. Assume (A;). Then, with t-HP, we have
N7V R|| o (5) = O(N ™).
Proof. First, we show that it suffices to prove that for any fixed z € B we have
IVR(2]2)] = O(N*~%), (6.5)
with ¢-HP. By a union bound, this bound then indeed holds for all z € B N N~3Z? with t-HP.
For |z —w| > N~2, we have

1
|2 -

‘v2 log ‘ = O(N).
w|

Since Z and the support of 1 are separated by distance at least NV =3 we obtain, using (6.4)), that
with ¢-HP,
VZR(- |2 < Yow) = ow?
IVR(- 2l (m) < 770(N) = O(N7).
It follows that, with ¢t-HP,
VR(-|2)||pe(n) < VR(z|2)| + N?|V2R(- |2)||
IVRC 12 m) < _max, [VRGID] + N7IVRC1) = s)
< O(N*") + O(N ") = O(N*~*),

as needed.
For the remainder of the proof, we fix some z € B, and show that (6.5) does indeed hold
with t-HP. For w € C, we set f(w) = N~V (¢(w)log ——) and define the annulus A = {w :

|z—w]

dist(w, B) € [aN~*,2aN~*]}, with a as defined previously. Then the following properties hold:
Ac By, m(A)=O0(aN"2),

and
Af=0on A sup|f|=O(|logal/a), sup|Af|=O(N*/a®).
A A

Here and below all estimates for f are component-wise (in the obvious way). For s < 4 + %t —&,

1
it follows that —1 — 2t < —4s — 4¢ and thus

NTIH(f,—Af) = NTTHONTE N logala?) = O(N ™| log a| /a?)
N_l_thAfHoo — N—1—2tO(N2S/a3) — O(N_23_45/a3).

Since f satisfies the assumptions of (A;), with a = N for some small ¢ > 0, we obtain from
63) that, with ¢-HP,

¥ ) = [ fwh(dw) + o)
J

Since N/M = O(N%) with t-HP, by Lemma 6.2, we therefore find that the claim N5V R(z) =
a7 25 f(z5) = 47 | f dpy = O(N~%) holds, with ¢-HP. O
Lemma 6.4. Assume (A;). Then, with t-HP, we have

N7 VR pee(5) = O(N™F).
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Proof. By (B.1) and differentiation under the integral,

-z 1
\w —z|? 4x

VR(:) = o / 15e (w)(1 — () LAV () m(dw).

Let A=z+{w:w € [aN"* 2aN "%} be the support of w +— 1pc(z 4+ w)(1 —(z + w)). Then,
since 1pe(w)(1 — Y(w)) < 1, |[AV|leo < ag' = O(1), and since N/M = O(N?%) with t-HP, by
Lemma [6.2] we have

NS |VR/(2)| = O(N*) inf </ m(dw) | 1 / Lpe(w + 2)(1 — (w + 2)) m(dw)>.

n>0\J AnB,(0) |w| 1 JAnB,(0)¢
Since

m(dw 9
[ MO0, ) = 0N )
B, (0) |w|
we obtain
NIVR ()] = O(N*) inf (7 + 7~ "aN ") = O(v/a) = O(N~),
n

where in the second equality we choose n = y/aN~%. O

Using Lemmas [6.2H6.4] and Proposition 5.3l we now complete the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition [6.1l. Fix t and assume (A;). We show that then, with --HP, W = W (- |Z)
defined in (5.I)), together with V' = W given by (5.11J), obeys the assumptions of Proposition (.3
To verify this, we condition on 2 such that the conclusions of Lemmas hold; this event
has ¢t-HP as needed. On this event, the number of particles in By satisfies My = Nuy (Bs)T €
[ENpv(Bs), 2Ny (By)], and we have the estimates

][ =O0WN"%), N0, (R(|2) + R)llcop = O(N"%),  7=14+0N"%). (6.6)

These estimates, as well as AW = puy (B) LAV > cagN?® in B, imply that k = O(N~*7%)
in (38). Thus Proposition B3] implies
SW D) B;.

Similarly, the assumptions of Proposition B4l are satisfied and it follows that there exist u €
L>*(B) and v € L*°(9B) such that duw = udm + vds, where dm is the Lebesgue measure on
C and ds the surface measure on 0B, satisfying

From the bound on v and since B is disk of radius N~%, the left-hand side of ([I]) is bounded
by
(dZ)

[v][oo sUP
OowE(C OB / |Z —

Thus assumption (ii) in Proposition 5.3 (and Proposfmon@,]]) is verified with A, = 2s/(1—2s) <
1/(20) and A, = s/(1 — 2s) < 1/(49), where ¢ is the constant fixed in Theorem [Tl and where
we used that M =< N1725,

= O(N*/?). (6.7)
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Next, we verify assumption (iii). To this end, define the (random) set F' = UB,(2;) N B with
the choice n = N~*% and where the union ranges over all charges 2; ¢ B. Then for w ¢ F we

have
N

oap) =0,

N 2 1
ny B
VW (w]2)] < 7 IVV ()| + §j g o

with Ay = 5/(1 — 2s) — 1 < 5/(26) — 1, where we used N = O(M'/(1-29)) as above. Moreover,
for ¢ € [0,1] small enough that w —tn € B for all w € 9B,

/ W (w — t7]2) — W (w]2)| v(w) 5(dw)
F

< /F<%\V(w —tn) = V(w)| + %Z

J

tn

log |1 —

) vt stau)

w — 2j
N
=037l ) (¢ 19Vl sup [ gl sl s(aw) )
dist(z,B)<2J F
= O(N'"%nlogn) = O(N~") = O(M ™),

using that [[v]jee = O(N®), N/M = O(N?%), s(F) < Y. s(By(%;)) = O(Nn), and similarly

J

sup / |log |w — z|| s(dw) < Z sup / |log |w — z|| s(dw) = O(Nnlogn).
dist(z,B)<2J F J dist(z,B)<2 J By (%;)

Moreover, since B is a disk of radius N7° > c¢M —s/(1=2s) > cpf—1/ (4‘5), the condition assumed
on t is satisfied for ¢ € [0, M~4»] with A, = 1/(46) + 1.
To verify assumption (iv), we recall that ¢ > 0 and { = 400 outside B, and therefore

/e_BNC dm <m(B) <1,

so the first condition holds with A¢ = 0, and the second condition holds with A,, as previously.

Thus we have shown that W(-|%) indeed obeys the assumptions of Proposition [5.3] for a set
of Z that has t-HP; we denote the event of such Z by €. For any such §2, Proposition applied
with an indicator function implies

Prva |5 S 0@) — [ #@)m(d)| > v | < Prys(@)
J

Py (|5 26 - [ @] =l ) ©8)

Since €2 has t-HP, the first probability on the right-hand side is at most

o~ N'"2+0(logN)  (—2N'72

By Proposition with £ =1+ 1/, for s as in the statement of the proposition, the second
probability in (G8) is at most e $FMlos M  ¢=20+B)N" " Gince

B I P

we conclude that (Ag) holds. This completes the proof. O
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7 Proof of Theorem

In this section we generally assume that the potential V satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [I.2]
namely that V € C* and that it has the growth (I3]) at infinity. Moreover, as in the statement of
Theorems [[12] choose s € (0, %), 2o in the interior of Sy, and suppose that f € C2 is supported

in B(zg, 3N %).

Let
Fxvp(f) =logBnvp(e™),  X;=> f(z)-N / fduy
j

denote the cumulant generating function Fiy g of the centered linear statistic X associated to
f, where as previously Ey v g is the expectation associated to Py y,g. Further define

k
£l =D IV Flloo-
=1

Our goal is to prove that, for any € > 0, for all f € C%(C) with support contained in Bz, %N‘s)
and || f]l4,n-s < Bag, where ag is fixed in the assumptions of Theorems [LTHI.2] we have

Fnyvp(f) = O(BN7). (7.1)

For this, it suffices to show that %FNM 3(tf)is bounded by the right-hand side of (Z.Il) uniformly
in t € [0,1]. Since Fy y,3(0) = 0 the claim will then follow by integration over t € [0, 1].

7.1. Loop equation. To bound the derivative %F ~Nv,3(tf) we use the loop equation and estimate
the arising error terms using Theorem [LIl For the following, we recall the notation 9 = %(Gx —
i0,) and 0 = (0, +i9,), and that 99 = TA.

Proposition 7.1. For any potential V € C' with sufficient growth at infinity, and any test function
h € C}, we have the loop equation

1 h(zj) —h(z) 1

EN,V,B 5 Z Z]——Zk + B Z 8h(2’j) — NZ h(zj)aV(Zj) = 0. (7.2)
Jj#k J J

Proof. By integration by parts, we have

By (0h(21)) = FEnycalh(z)0, H@) = BBxys [ 1) | 30 = +Nov() | |
k:k£j I

and (T2 follows immediately from this equation by summation over j. O

The following lemma rewrites the Euler-Lagrange equation (2I]) in a form useful for the
reformulation of the loop equation.

Proposition 7.2. For any sufficiently smooth f supported in the interior of Sy, we have

s L wan - [ soovema o @
and KV(A_—{/) = 1f where

ki) = - [TLZI) gy +ov )1 (2), (7.4
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Proof. By the Euler-Lagrange equation (Z1I), U*V + %V is constant in the support of py. Thus,
using dlog 1/|z| = —1/(22), for z in the support of py we have

- [ o wtaw) = 200 () = ~oV (e). (7.5)

Z—w

This implies (.3)), and since uy = ﬁAV on its support, also by (Z.IJ), and since 90 = %A, also

w (35) = g [ S i) = 5 [ 007 os = —wimid) = 17, @9

Z—w
as claimed. O

For the following, we recall that g = % > ; 0z, denotes the empirical measure, and define
v = i — py to be the difference between the empirical and equilibrium measures. Given f, we
moreover abbreviate _
40f

h=3xv

(7.7)
throughout the remainder of Section [7l

Proposition 7.3. For any sufficiently smooth f supported in the interior of Sy, we have

0
8tFNVB(tf) Env_t/(8n),8 ( /8hd,u+ﬁ/h8fdu

N// Z—w 1{z¢w} Mv(dZ)uv(dw)> (7.8)

Proof. We use the loop equation (T.2]) with V replaced by V' —t¢f/(BN). The first term in (7.2)
is proportional to

Z] Zk N
2N2 ; — 2 // . 1{z7$w} :u'(dz) (dw)

// T w (dz ) pv (dw) + // St (dz) fiv (dw)

// 1{27511)} fiv (dz) fv (dw), (7.9)

where we used that py is absolutely continuous to omit the indicator function 1.,y in the
first two terms on the right-hand side. Similarly, we write the last term in (Z.2)) as

%Zh(zj)awzj) _ / W)V () oy (d2) + / h(2)OV (2) fiv (d2). (7.10)

By Proposition [.2] the difference of the first terms on the right-hand sides of (7.9]) and (Z.I0)
vanishes, and the difference of the second terms is equal to

/th(w) ﬂv(dw). (7.11)
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Applying ([T2]) with V replaced by V —tf/(8N), we obtain an additional term involving f and
find

Env_tr/(sn),8 < /thduv> Env_tr/(sn),8 ( /Ghdquﬁ/hc‘)fdu

// z—w 1{z#w}ﬂv(df«*)uv(dw)> (7.12)

Let h = 40f/AV. By Proposition [.2 we then have Kyh = f and thus N [ Ky hdjiy = X and
obtain (7). O

7.2. Proof of Theorem To show that the right-hand side of (Z.8]) is bounded by the right-
hand side of ([I]), we use Theorem [Tl applied with potential V —¢f/(8N) instead of V', where
f € CA(C) has support in B(zo, sN~°) and || f||4 n—s < Bao.

We choose § € (0,4 —s). In particular, then ||V f||o/(BN) < N—27%qq and IAflloo/(BN) <
N—%ay, so Theorem [T can be applied to the potential V —¢f /(BN) with constants independent
of f. Moreover, by Proposition BJ] and since t|Af| < SNAV on the support of uy, we have
KWV —tf/(BN) = HV — ﬁAf dm and therefore

1 _ _
[oduv = [gduvispom = [oafdm < ON gl < ON gl (713)

where we used m(supp Af) = O(N~2%) and |Af| < N?*Bag. Thus we can replace piy_ tf/(BN)
by py on the left-hand side of the estimate in Theorem [Tl with a negligible error.

In the following, we say that an event E holds with §-high probability (abbreviated §-HP) if
Except for the replacement of V by V —¢f/(5N), this definition is the same as ¢-HP, introduced
in the previous section above (6.3]), with ¢ = % — 0. However, in this section, it is more natural
to use ¢ rather than % — 0. As previously, by the definition and the union bound, any union of

NOM) many events which each hold with 6-HP also holds with 6-HP. Throughout the remainder
of this section, we also abbreviate

0=N° &= (logN)(1+1/p). (7.15)

Then, by Theorem [Tl and (Z.I3)), it follows that for any g € C? with support in a ball of radius
t with t > /v/N we have, with §-HP,

[ gdiv =0 (NHE ADITgll + N7HE A Agle) = OONHEAD gl (716)

To be precise, Theorem [[1] as stated does not apply to the case s = 0 corresponding to t > 1 as
here ¢ is not assumed to have support contained in Sy. However, it is immediate from Propo-
sition ] that (Z.I6]) holds also in this case as by our smoothness assumptions the equilibrium
measure has no boundary charge.

Below we further use the abbreviation (7.7]), and permit all constants to depend on V. In
particular, we use the bound N7%(|Al[; -« < C|| f|lgs1, 5=

We first estimate the first two terms in (78]
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Lemma 7.4. For f satisfying the conditions above, with 6-HP, we have

[Jonai o [anosavydm = 0/6)1 7l (7.17)
[ rorai= - [ #Af)dm =081 - (715)
Proof. By definition of h, we have
00f 1y Af —4(0f)(0log AV) B 4(0f)(0f)
Oh = 4ZV+4@ﬂa<Av>_ N L hof==SEEE (T19)

By integration by parts, we have [[Afdm =0 for f € C?(C) and, since duy = %AV dm on its
support, therefore

1

/8hduv = —/ Af —4(0f)(dlog AV)) dm =

[roraw = [@n@nan= - [ 1-apa

By (7.I6]) and since N2 < N5 = N~%/0, to complete the proof of (TIT7)—(7I]]), it only
remains to verify that N=2%||0h||y y—s and N~25|[hdf||o y-s are bounded by the right-hand sides
of (CI7) and (ZI8]), respectively. This is clear from (7.I9) and thus the proof is complete. [

/(Af)(log AV)dm

More care is required to estimate the last term in (Z.8]). Indeed,

h(z) — h(w)

Z—w

= Oh(=) + Oh(z) = + O]z — wl),

and the second term on the right-hand side is not smooth on the diagonal.

Lemma 7.5. For f satisfying the conditions above, with -HP, we have

N / / D3y iv(d2) fiv(dw) = 0@ + log N)||flsn—o.  (7.20)

Proof. To decompose the singularity, we use that for any compactly supported ¢ : [0,00) — R
we have

HIZE) o [7 [ ot = e - €I/ - @h) - bw)mide) 5. ()

Indeed, this formula is equivalent to

r o0 dt
m=C [ [l = cmedlnma) %,
which holds since both sides are rotationally symmetric and homogeneous of degree —2, for any
function ¢ for which the double integral on the right-hand side is well-defined (see e.g. [22]).
For example, we assume for convenience that ¢ is smooth, not identically zero, that 0 < ¢ < 1,
and that ¢ is supported in [+ I 2] this is enough for (Z2I]) to hold in the absolutely convergent
sense with 0 < C' < oc.
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Recall that = N%. We first consider the singular contribution ¢ < 6/v/N to (Z2I]), namely

0/vVN
Holz,w) = Lz s /0 /Csouz = Cl/e(lw = Cl/)(z = @) (h(2) = h(w)) m(d<) %

In this case, we use that since h has support in B(zy, %N ~%) we have

(|2 = CI/H) ((jw = ¢[/t) (2 — w)(h(z) — h(w))]
< o(lz = ¢l/De(jw = /O VAlloo 1 {2 we Bz, N—5)}-

Thus we have the deterministic bound

Hole )] < Lsseseay 9l [ [ olle = et = I/ miac) 5.

The only nonvanishing contributions to the integral are for |z — w| < t < /v N and thus the
integral can be estimated by

Uemwreapvmy [, ol == (/0 mde) G = Oy

where the constant on the right-hand side is the integral on the left-hand side (which depends
neither on z or w by the same argument that shows (Z.21])). In summary, we have shown that

|Ho(z,w)| < 01{ VA oo (7.22)

z,wEB(zo,N*S)}1{\z—w\<€/\/ﬁ}|

Now we estimate
/ Ho(z w) fi(dz) ji(dw) < / |Ho(z,w)] (1 + ) (d=) (i + ) (dw).

We cover B(zp, N~%) by O(N'=25/§?) many disks B’ of diameters 0/v'N, and denote by B; the
disk with the same center as B;- but diameter 20/v/N. By (Z22)) the support of Hy is contained
in the union J,{(2,w) : z € B},w € B;} C U;{(z,w) : 2,w € B;}, and thus

/ [Ho(z, w)| (i + pv)(d2) (it + pv)(dw) < C[[ VAo Z(ﬂ +pv)(B))%,

where the sum ranges over the O(N'~2¢/§?) many disks. For each disk, (Z.I6]) implies that
A(B;)? < 200 (By)? = O(0"/N?)

with -HP. By a union bound, this holds simultaneously for all disks, again with J-HP. Together
with the number of disks, we have thus obtained the bound

N / / Ho(2,w) i(d2) i(dw) = OO*N=2)[Vh|loo = O] fllan—, (7.23)

with 0-HP, as needed.
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Next we estimate the remaining part of the integral (Z.2I]), namely ¢ > 6/v N. We will first
estimate the integrand for fixed such ¢ and any (. For this, we write

(z = ) (h(z) = h(w)) = (2 = ) (h(2) = h(C)) — (@ = {)(h(2) — h(())

= (2= Q) (h(w) = h(C)) + (@ — ¢)(h(w) — h(C)). (7.24)
Since the four terms are analogous, we only consider the first one. Set u(z) = ¢(|z — ¢|/?)(z —
Q) (h(z) = h(¢)) and v(w) = @(|w — ¢|/t). Then
IVullo < Ct[ VAo, [V2ulloo < Ctl|V2hl|oo + C VA 0,
IVullee < C/t, V0]l < C/E2,

and r = diamsuppu = N=* At if h(¢) = 0 and r = ¢ if h(¢) # 0, and the support of v has
diameter at most ¢t. Thus, for any t > 6/v/N and any ¢ € C, by (Z16) and since r < t we obtain

[ wrtw) v (@) v (aw)

- (sN—w%uwum +ENTIA(| VA + HIVZRI) ) O(eNTE (1 A1) ft)
= O(EN"X(2 A DIVAlle ) + O(ENT22(12 A 1) V?hlloo ),

with J-HP.

By a union bound, this estimate can be extended from fixed ¢ and ¢ to all t € [#/v/ N, N2 N
N=19Z and ¢ € {¢' € CN(N~17Z)2 : |¢'| < N?}. Since the left-hand side is Lipschitz continuous
in ¢ and ¢ with Lipschitz constant at most O(1+1/t°) this bound then actually holds uniformly
in /vVN <t < N?and |(| < N?, with -HP.

Note that we may restrict the integral over ¢ € C in (Z.2I]) to those ¢ with distance at most ¢
to supp h. We divide the integral over ¢ into the regions ¢ € supph and 0 < dist(¢,supph) < t.
The contribution of the integral over ¢ € supph is O(N~2%), which together with the factor
r? = t? gives O(N~2t?). The contribution of the integral over ¢ & supph is O(N~=25 v t2),
which together with the factor r2, which is 72 = N~2% A¢2 in this case, also gives O(N~2%t?). In
summary, we have shown that

J[[ st @) () miac)

- 0(52 22 A1) (N7 Vhlloo + N 729200 ), (7.25)

uniformly in ¢ € [/v/N, N?], with §-HP. Since

N2 12042
/ M dt = O(log N),
0/vVN t

integration of (Z25) over t € [#/v/N, N?] with respect to the measure dt/t> shows

] (/ [tz = et - 1/~ @)hie) - nw)mia) 5 ) v (@) v (aw)

O(&*1og N)(N™%||Vh|lso + N7%||V?h|oc) = O(6*1og N) || fll3 -5, (7.26)
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where we also used N—1/2 < N5,
Finally, for ¢ > N2, necessarily h(z) = 0 or h(w) = 0, and we obtain deterministically

> o dt
N/Nz /Cw(\z — Cl/De(lw = ¢I/)(z = w)(h(2) — h(w)) m(dC) -5

o dt
< Nlhl|oo /

) <N Ao < Il n—s. (7.27)
N2

The proof is complete since the left-hand side of (7.20]) is bounded by the sum of (7.23]), (7.24]),
and (Z.27)). O

Proof of Theorem [I.3. By Proposition[l.3]land Lemmas[.4H7.5], and since the random variable in
the expectation of the right-hand side (Z.8]) is almost surely bounded by O(N (1+ %))(||V2 flloo+

IV £I1%), for all f satisfying the conditions above (ZI)), we have

%FN,V—tf/(BN),ﬁ(tf) = O<92 + &% log N) [ £ll3,5-s + O(%) <”f”4,Ns + ”f”?’,,NS)‘
By assumption || f||4 x—s < Bag = O(B), and thus since § = N* and £ = (1+1/8)log N, where
d > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, both terms on the right-hand side are bounded by O(8N¢)
for sufficiently large N. Then (Z.I]) follows by integration over t € [0, 1].

To prove ([LA), given any f as in the assumption of Theorem [[.2, we use (Z.I]) with f replaced
by g = Baof/||fllan-s. Then Fyyv(g) = O(BN¥), and by Markov’s inequality, we conclude
that for a sufficiently large constant C' we have

N* 5
P <Xf >0~ HfH4,Ns> =P (X, > CBN®) <e V.
0

This completes the proof. O

Acknowledgements

PB was partially supported by NSF grants DMS-1208859 and DMS-1513587. HTY was partially
supported by NSF grant DMS-1307444 and a Simons Investigator fellowship. We also gratefully
acknowledge the hospitality and support of the Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton (RB,
PB, HTY), and the National Center for Theoretical Sciences and the National Taiwan University
in Taipei (RB, PB, MN, HTY), where part of this research was carried out. The authors’ stay
at the IAS was supported by NSF grant DMS-1128155. MN was supported by the Center of
Mathematical Sciences and Applications at Harvard University.
We thank Nestor Guillen for a helpful discussion.

References

[1] A. Alastuey and B. Jancovici. On the classical two-dimensional one-component Coulomb
plasma. J. Physique, 42(1):1-12, 1981.

[2] Y. Ameur, H. Hedenmalm, and N. Makarov. Fluctuations of eigenvalues of random normal
matrices. Duke Math. J., 159(1):31-81, 2011.

37



[3]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

Y. Ameur, H. Hedenmalm, and N. Makarov. Random normal matrices and Ward identities.
Ann. Probab., 43(3):1157-1201, 2015.

F. Bekerman, A. Figalli, and A. Guionnet. Transport maps for S-matrix models and uni-
versality. Comm. Math. Phys., 338(2):589-619, 2015.

G. Ben Arous and A. Guionnet. Large deviations for Wigner’s law and Voiculescu’s non-
commutative entropy. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 108(4):517-542, 1997.

G. Ben Arous and O. Zeitouni. Large deviations from the circular law. FESAIM Probab.
Statist., 2:123-134 (electronic), 1998.

G. Borot and A. Guionnet. Asymptotic expansion of beta matrix models in the multi-cut
regime, 2013. Preprint, arXiv:1303.1045.

G. Borot and A. Guionnet. Asymptotic expansion of 8 matrix models in the one-cut regime.
Comm. Math. Phys., 317(2):447-483, 2013.

P. Bourgade, L. Erdés, and H.-T. Yau. Edge universality of beta ensembles. Comm. Math.
Phys., 332(1):261-353, 2014.

P. Bourgade, L. Erdés, and H.-T. Yau. Bulk universality of general S-ensembles with
non-convex potential. J. Math. Phys., 53(9):095221, 19, 2012.

P. Bourgade, L. Erdos, and H.-T. Yau. Universality of general S-ensembles. Duke Math.
J., 163(6):1127-1190, 2014.

P. Bourgade, H.-T. Yau, and J. Yin. Local circular law for random matrices. Probab.
Theory Related Fields, 159(3-4):545-595, 2014.

P. Bourgade, H.-T. Yau, and J. Yin. The local circular law II: the edge case. Probab. Theory
Related Fields, 159(3-4):619-660, 2014.

A. Boutet de Monvel, L. Pastur, and M. Shcherbina. On the statistical mechanics approach
in the random matrix theory: integrated density of states. J. Statist. Phys., 79(3-4):585—611,
1995.

L.A. Caffarelli. The obstacle problem revisited. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 4(4-5):383-402,
1998.

J.M. Caillol, D. Levesque, J.J. Weis, and J.P. Hansen. A Monte Carlo study of the classi-
cal two-dimensional one-component plasma. Journal of Statistical Physics, 28(2):325-349,
1982.

L.-L. Chau and Y. Yu. Unitary polynomials in normal matrix models and wave functions
for the fractional quantum Hall effects. Phys. Lett. A, 167(5-6):452-458, 1992.

P. Deift, T. Kriecherbauer, K.T.-R. McLaughlin, S. Venakides, and X. Zhou. Uniform
asymptotics for polynomials orthogonal with respect to varying exponential weights and
applications to universality questions in random matrix theory. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.,
52(11):1335-1425, 1999.

38



[19]

[20]

[29]

[30]

[31]

I. Dumitriu and A. Edelman. Matrix models for beta ensembles. J. Math. Phys.,
43(11):5830-5847, 2002.

A. Edelman. The probability that a random real Gaussian matrix has k real eigenvalues,
related distributions, and the circular law. J. Multivariate Anal., 60(2):203-232, 1997.

L. Erdés and H.-T. Yau. Gap universality of generalized Wigner and (S-ensembles. J. Fur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS), 17(8):1927-2036, 2015.

C. Fefferman and R. de la Llave. Relativistic stability of matter. I. Rev. Mat. Iberoameri-
cana, 2(1-2):119-213, 1986.

G.B. Folland. Real analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York). John Wiley &
Sons Inc., New York, second edition, 1999. Modern techniques and their applications, A
Wiley-Interscience Publication.

P.J. Forrester. Log-gases and random matrices, volume 34 of London Mathematical Society
Monographs Series. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2010.

J. Ginibre. Statistical ensembles of complex, quaternion, and real matrices. J. Mathematical
Phys., 6:440-449, 1965.

V.L. Girko. The circular law. Teor. Veroyatnost. i Primenen., 29(4):669-679, 1984.

H. Hedenmalm and N. Makarov. Coulomb gas ensembles and Laplacian growth. Proc.
Lond. Math. Soc. (3), 106(4):859-907, 2013.

B. Jancovici, J.L. Lebowitz, and G. Manificat. Large charge fluctuations in classical
Coulomb systems. J. Statist. Phys., 72(3-4):773-787, 1993.

K. Johansson. On fluctuations of eigenvalues of random Hermitian matrices. Duke Math.
J., 91(1):151-204, 1998.

M. Krishnapur, B. Rider, and B. Virdg. Universality of the Stochastic Airy Operator.
Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 2015.

R.B. Laughlin. Anomalous quantum hall effect: An incompressible quantum fluid with
fractionally charged excitations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 50:1395-1398, May 1983.

T. Leblé. Local microscopic behavior for 2D Coulomb gases, 2015. Preprint,
arXiv:1510.01506.

T. Leblé and S. Serfaty. Large Deviation Principle for Empirical Fields of Log and Riesz
Gases, 2015. Preprint, arXiv:1502.02970.

E.H. Lieb and H. Narnhofer. The thermodynamic limit for jellium. J. Statist. Phys.,
12:291-310, 1975.

L. Pastur and M. Shcherbina. Universality of the local eigenvalue statistics for a class of
unitary invariant random matrix ensembles. J. Statist. Phys., 86(1-2):109-147, 1997.

39



[36]

D. Petz and F. Hiai. Logarithmic energy as an entropy functional. In Advances in differential
equations and mathematical physics (Atlanta, GA, 1997), volume 217 of Contemp. Math.,
pages 205-221. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1998.

B. Rider and B. Virag. The noise in the circular law and the Gaussian free field. Int. Math.
Res. Not. IMRN, (2):Art. ID rnm006, 33, 2007.

N. Rougerie and S. Serfaty. Higher-Dimensional Coulomb Gases and Renormalized Energy
Functionals. Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 2015.

E.B. Saff and V. Totik. Logarithmic potentials with external fields, volume 316 of
Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical
Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997. Appendix B by Thomas Bloom.

E. Sandier and S. Serfaty. 2D Coulomb gases and the renormalized energy. Ann. Probab.,
43(4):2026-2083, 2015.

M. Shcherbina. Change of variables as a method to study general S-models: Bulk univer-
sality. J. Math. Phys., 55(4):043504, 23, 2014.

P. Sosoe and P. Wong. Local semicircle law in the bulk for Gaussian S-ensemble. J. Stat.
Phys., 148(2):204-232, 2012.

T. Tao and V. Vu. Random matrices: the circular law. Commun. Contemp. Math.,
10(2):261-307, 2008.

T. Tao and V. Vu. Random matrices: universality of ESDs and the circular law. Ann.
Probab., 38(5):2023-2065, 2010. With an appendix by Manjunath Krishnapur.

B. Valké and B. Virdg. Continuum limits of random matrices and the Brownian carousel.
Invent. Math., 177(3):463-508, 2009.

C. Webb. On the logarithm of the characteristic polynomial of the ginibre ensemble, 2015.
Preprint, arXiv:1507.08674.

P. Wiegmann and A. Zabrodin. Large scale correlations in normal non-Hermitian matrix
ensembles. J. Phys. A, 36(12):3411-3424, 2003. Random matrix theory.

E. Wigner. On the interaction of electrons in metals. Phys. Rev., 46:1002-1011, Dec 1934.

J. Yin. The local circular law III: general case. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 160(3-4):679—
732, 2014.

A. Zabrodin. New applications of non-Hermitian random matrices. Ann. Henri Poincaré,
4(suppl. 2):S851-S861, 2003.

A. Zabrodin. Random matrices and Laplacian growth. In The Oxford handbook of random
matriz theory, pages 802-823. Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 2011.

A. Zabrodin and P. Wiegmann. Large-N expansion for the 2D Dyson gas. J. Phys. A,
39(28):8933-8963, 2006.

40



	1 Introduction and results
	1.1 One-component plasma
	1.2 Results
	1.3 Strategy
	1.4 Related results
	1.5 Outline of the paper
	1.6 Notation

	2 Characterizations of equilibrium measure
	2.1 Energy minimizing measure
	2.2 Obstacle problem

	3 Perturbations of equilibrium measure
	3.1 Local perturbation
	3.2 Restriction
	3.3 Harmonic perturbation
	3.3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.3
	3.3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.4


	4 Large deviation estimate for one step
	4.1 Bounds on partition function
	4.2 Proof of Proposition 4.1

	5 Conditional measure
	5.1 Conditional measure
	5.2 Approximate potential

	6 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	6.1 Proof of Proposition 6.1

	7 Proof of Theorem 1.2
	7.1 Loop equation
	7.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

	References

