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Abstract

In earlier work the authors obtained formulas for the probability in the
asymmetric simple exclusion process that at time ¢ a particle is at site  and
is the beginning of a block of L consecutive particles. Here we consider asymp-
totics. Specifically, for the KPZ regime with step initial condition, we determine
the conditional probability (asymptotically as t — oo) that a particle is the be-
ginning of an L-block, given that it is at site x at time ¢t. Using duality between
occupied and unoccupied sites we obtain the analogous result for a gap of G
unoccupied sites between the particle at z and the next one.

I. Introduction

The asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) on the integer lattice Z has
remained an important stochastic model in nonequilibrium statistical physics and
interacting particle systems since its introduction by Frank Spitzer [5] nearly fifty
years ago. Nearly ten years ago, for the case of step initial condition (particles
initially occupying the positive integer sites Z*), a formula for the distribution of
the mth particle from the left [8] was the starting point for the one-point probability
distribution of the height function for the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation with
narrow wedge initial conditions [I, 4]. For a review of these developments in stochastic
growth processes, see [2], 3].

In [9] the authors derived formulas associated with blocks of particles in ASEP
analogous to those derived earlier for a single particle [6, [7]. First there was a formula
for the probability that at time ¢ the mth particle from the left is the beginning of a
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block of particles of length L (or “L-block”) starting at x. Specifically it was for the
probability Pry (z, m,t) of the event

Tn(t) =2, Tp() =24+ 1, 2y a(t) =x+L—1,

given the initial configuration Y = {yi,...,yn}. Here z,,(t) denotes the position of
the mth particle from the left at time ¢. The probability was given in two forms as
sums of multiple integrals. One of these permitted an extension to infinite systems
unbounded on the right. In the case of step initial condition (Y = Z"), the sum was
shown to equal an integral involving a Fredholm determinant.

Here we consider the following question for ASEP with step initial condition: what
is the conditional probability (asymptotically as ¢ — oco) that the mth particle from
the left is the beginning of an L-block, given that it is at site x at time t?7 Of course
everything depends on how x and m depend on t. Our result is for the KPZ regime
considered in [§, §5].

Recall that in ASEP particles jump one step to the right with probability p (if
the site is unoccupied) or one step to the left with probability ¢ = 1 — p (if the site
is unoccupied). We assume ¢ > p > 0, so there is a drift to the left. The notation of
[8] was

m=ot, ¢, =—14+20, c; =051 —0)¥3

What was shown there was that, with v = ¢ — p,

tlim P(z,(t/y) < c1t +cyst'/?) = Fy(s),
—00

uniformly for o in a compact subset of (0, 1), where F5 is the distribution function
of random matrix theory. Here we show the following, under the same assumptions.
(We call this the KPZ regime.)

Theorem 1. When m = ot and = = ¢; t + ¢3 st'/? we have, as t — o0,

PL,Z+ (1’7 m, t/’y) = 02—1 o L=1)/2 F2/(S> 13 + O(t_l/g).

Corollary 1. The conditional probability that the mth particle from the left is the
beginning of an L-block, given that it is at x at time ¢/, has the limit o(L=D/2[]

The corollary follows since the conditional probability is equal to

Prz+(x,m,t/v) _(L-1)/2
=0
7Dl,Z7L (ZIZ’, m, t/')/)

'The conditional probability that there is a block of precisely L particles, and no more, has the
limit (L1072 — oL/2 = o(L=1/2 (1 — /7).

+ o(1).




We also consider the probability that there is a gap of (at least) G unoccupied
sites to the right of . Specifically, we define Pg .y (z,m,t) to be the probability that
T (t) = x and x,,,41(t) > x + G, given the initial configuration Y. For this we show
the following.

Theorem 2. When m =ot and z = ¢t + ¢ st/3 we have, as t — oo,
Poz(w.m.1/7) = e (1= Vo) By (s) 7% 4 oft™1%).

Corollary 2. The conditional probability that the mth particle from the left is
followed by a gaﬁ of G unoccupied sites, given that it is at = at time ¢/, has the

limit (1 — /)¢
The starting point for the proof of Theorem 1 will be the formula for Py, z+(z, m,t/7)
derived in [9]. We set 7 = p/q < 1, define

pH4qce — ¢ £ elp/E+ac—1t
g—& p+aq€d —¢’

and denote by K ,(z) the integral operator acting on functions on Cr with kernel

U(¢.¢) = Ko (€,¢) =

L
KL,x(gug/; Z) = ql L x—l—L 1 5 é- HU ZJ?
7j=1

(The notation is slightly different than in [9].) Here Cg is the circle with center zero
and large radius R, depending on 7. The result was the formula

PL,z+(1',m,t) = (—1)L—1 pL(L+1)/2 —(m=1)(L—1)

) : S
ro, Jro, ¥ (g2 —p) 2y (g7 —p) - 2 (g2 — U(zj, %)

1<j

y U det(f—(T;)AmKL,m( z)) c@} dzy - dos. (1)

The A-integration is over a contour enclosing the singularities of the integrand at 777
fory=0,....,m—1.

We explain the notation. First, (A;7), = []j= o (1= A79). As for the iterated
integral, Iy ; is a contour consisting of tiny circles around the points 2 = 0 and z = 7,
with the circles for each z; lying well inside the circles for z;_;. Alternatively, the

2The conditional probability that there is a gap of precisely G sites, and no more, has the
limit (1 — /)% /0. No gap is the same as a block of at least two, so this is consistent with
Corollary 1 with L = 2.



integral is interpreted as follows: First take the sum of the residues at z;, = 0 and
zr, = 7. In the resulting integrand take the sum of the residues at z;,_; = 0 and
zr—1 = 7. And so onfl

The proof of the Theorem 1 will have two parts. In the first, a pair of facts on
stability of Fredholm determinants allows us to replace the operators Ky, ,(z) in the
A-integral in ([{]) by different operators — ones for which we can do an asymptotic
analysis. Since the derivation of this replacement goes along the lines of the argument
in [§] for a single particle the details will be deferred to an appendix. In the second
part we use the previously established formula to reduce the problem to the evaluation
of an explicit L-dimensional integral (which is not completely trivial). Theorem 2 will
be deduced from Theorem 1 using the duality between occupied and unoccupied sites
in ASEP, and some easy computations.

I1. Replacing the operators Ky .(z) by operators Jr  m(w)

The details of what follows will be given in Appendix A. We first make the change

of variables

1—7n 1—7m

—_— ,:
6— 1_7]7 5 1_7],

in the operator, which will then act on functions on small circle about 7 = 1. Then,
in the operator and the z;-integrals in (1), we make the substitutions
w; — T
zp=——or,
and we find that the integrations are over I'y . as before, with the w;-contours well
inside the w;_; contours.

What comes next depends the two propositions, proved in [8 §2], on stability of
Fredholm determinants.

Proposition 1. Suppose r — C, is a deformation of closed curves and a kernel
H(n, n’) is analytic in a neighborhood of C, x C, C C? for each r. Then the Fredholm
determinant of H acting on C, is independent of r.

Proposition 2. Suppose Hi(n, ) and Hs(n, n') are two kernels acting on a simple
closed contour C, that Hi(n, ') extends analytically to 7 inside C or to 7 inside C,
and that Hs(n, ') extends analytically to 1 inside C and to 7’ inside C. Then the
Fredholm determinants of Hy(n, ') + Ha(n, ') and Hy(n, ') are equal.

After using these two propositions (among other things) we arrive at an operator
Jr.2zm(w) acting on functions on a circle with center zero and radius r € (7,1). It has

3The order matters because of the factors 1/U(z;,2;) in the integrand. Observe that U(r,z) = p
and U(z,7) = q for z # 7.



kernel

Pca(C)  ¢"E f(p,C/n)

L
¢w7m(n/) (n/)m—L—l—l C —n H V(Ca n ;wj) dC, (2)

i=1

JL,x,m(na 77,a 'LU) =

where
k

Goo(n) = (1= )™ T e™a! f(p2) =3 b V(Ciw) =

_ +k ’_
keZl T wn —T1

we—T

The (-integration is over a circle with center zero and radius in the interval (1,7/7).
The new statement, which will be derived in Appendix A, is

—(L2-5L+2)/ j wj — Wi
Pr o+ (x,m,t) = 5L+2) / / L it H -
To.r T w _7_ w] — TW;

O‘r] 1

« / {(TLM;T)OO det(fij,m,m(w))%} duwy -+ - dw. (3)

Here i runs over a circle of radius larger than 7=*!, and the order of integration of
the w; is as indicated.

III. Asymptotics

Now we asssume m = ot and z = ¢; t + scot/3. In [8, §5] we did a saddle point
analysis of the operator with kernel (), but without the product in the integrand.
We made the variable changes

N &+ttt By, s Er gt By, (= et (4)

where ¢ = —/a/(1 — /o) was_the saddle point and c3 = o~/6 (1 — \/7)>/3. Using
Proposition 1 above, we foundd that p times the operator had the same Fredholm
determinant as an operator J(*) 4-0(1), where o(1) denotes a family of operators whose
trace norms tend to zero as t — oo. And det(I + J) = Fy(s). The kernel of J© is

=3 /3+sC+(n')? /3—sn

(0) AN
! W”)‘£<<owmw—o 4, ©)

which is independent of p. Here I'¢ is the contour consisting of the rays from —c3 to
—c3 4 00 e¥2™/3 while the operator acts on functions on I' »» Which consists of the rays
from 0 to oo e*™/3,

4There is a minor change here. In the expression for ¢, , We have an exponent —z — L+ 1 rather
than the —z in [8]. Since changing = by O(1) amounts to changing s by O(t~'/3) this does not affect
the asymptotics.



Now consider the effect of the product in the integrand in (2). If we make the
replacements () in V' ({,n’; w) a little computation shows that

V(G 3w) = 14 (¢ =) o M L+ O(amin(L, £~ )

wé —
so for the product,
L . .
EV(CW';%) =1+ —17) ; wJTJ—T VB 4 B(C s w), ©)

where E((,n'; w) is a polynomial in { —n’ with coefficients that are functions of ' with
bound O(t~%3|n|). By exactly the same argument as in [§], the error term E(¢,7’;w)
causing no difficulty, we see that u Ji . »(w) has the same Fredholm determinant as
an operator

L
JO o(1)+J0 Y B oY),
= 'LUjf — T
where JU) has kernel
—¢3/3+sC+(n')3? /3—sn/
I0) = = [ —— ach (7)
-n

Both bounds are in trace norm, and the o(1) bound is independent of w. Thus the
determinant in (3]) is equal to the determinant of

L
I+ JO 1 J» Wy —14-1/3 173
+JO 4 o(1) + ;rg—fq” +o(t™?),
which in turn equals
L w.
det(I + J© + 0(1)) det (I + (L4 TN 57” etV ¢ o(t—l/?’))
wi—7T
j=1 7

50 o [ ) 32 ]

Now from (B) and () we see that J) = dJ(® /ds and therefore by a general fact

F/
tr (I +J)"'JW) = %bgdet(l +JO) = F?((j))
2

5This is obtained from the kernel of J(®) by multiplying the integrand in (B)) by the factor ¢ — 7/
from (@).



so the determinant in (3) is equal to

L
Fy(s) +o(1) + Fy'(s Z e B 4 o(t73). (8)

Again the o(1) term is independent of the w;.

The limit is independent of p, so to evaluate the p-integral in ([B]) we will only

need to use
HL=1)(3L—2)/2

Lor d_“: _1\L-1
/(T 15T )oo e (—1) A= A=) (9)

Lastly we have to integrate over the w; in (3], so it remains to evaluate

/ / 'LUl, ey L) de : -dwl (10)
FOT FOT

and
w
F(’LUl, ,’LUL) J d’LUL dwl, (11)
/FO T /1—:0 T ]Z:; w] € -T
where .
(w; — 1)F wj —w;
F —
7j=1 1<)
IV. End of the proof of Theorem 1
Write ( )L .
wy — 1)~
F(’LUl, .. .,’LUL) = 1—LGL(’LU1, .. .,'LUL),
wy(wy — 7)
where ( )L ,
o 'LUj —1)~7 w; — 'LUj
Gr(wi,...,wp) —ij(wj sy H pp— . (12)
i>1 1<i<j<L

The integral (I0) is

/ / UJ1—1 GL(wl,...,wK)de---dwl. (13)
FOT FOT

w1 wl—T

It is shown in Appendix B that if ¢(ws,...,wy) is analytic in the neighborhood of
{0, 7}t~ then

/ / GL(wl,...,UJK)’Q/)(U]Q,...,wL)de...dw2
To,r To,r

7



is analytic for w; outside {0, 7} except for a pole of order at most L — 1 at wy = 1,

and is O(1) for large wy. If we use this with ¥ (ws,...,w) = 1 we see by expanding

the wi-contour that the integral (I3), which is the same as (I0), equals zero. (The

pole of order L —1 is cancelled by the zero of order L —1 in the first factor.) Similarly,
by taking

L

’l/](wg, ce ,UJL) =
=

I
5 'LUjf — ’7"
we see that the integral (1), but with the sum starting at j = 2, is also zero.

Thus the remaining integral to be evaluated is

-1t
/ / U)1 GL(wl,...,wK) bl de---dwl. (14)
FOT FOT

wlwl—TL wé — T

We do this by integrating out one variable at a time until we get to the end. Precisely,
we claim that for k = 1,..., L the integral equals

gt k pp(=1)-- (1=7"1
-9 (7"/§ = 1) s (15)
wk+1 — 1) T/§ — w
—GL k\Wea1,...,W] dedwk .
(16)
For the inductive proof we use the easily checked fact that for £ > 0,

Wyyo — 1)F7F2 Wil — W,
Gr—i(Wigr, ..., wp) = (W2 — 1) yp— H I Gy (e, WL ).

wk+2(wk+2 - 7’) ) TWg41 — Wy

j>k+1

(17)

Using Appendix B again we see that we can expand the w;-contour in (I4]) and find
now that the integral equals minus the residue at wy; = 7/£. Using (IT) with £ =0
we find that (I4]) equals the integral over wy, ..., wy of

/6= 1)L (wy — 1) T W,
_( /5 ) ( 2 L - 2/5 ]GL 1('LU2,...,’LUL)
E(T/€ — 1)1 wo(wy — 7) J>27' /€ — w,
gh! I— (w2 - 1)F 7/€ — w;
= —1 Gy
7_L (1 . é—)L (7‘/6 ) 7,U2 W — 7_ L 1 o 7_2/5 w L 1(w27 awL)
This verifies the claim for & = 1. Now assume it is true for ¥ < L. From

Appendix B, with 1 replaced by k+1 and L replaced by L—k, we find by expanding the
contour that the integral over wy,; in ([6) equals minus the residue at wy,, = 78+ /€.
Using (I7)) we see that this equals the integral over wy, ..., wyyo of

8



(k1 /g — 1)Lkt ) e —w
e R
g~ D e,
W2 (Wyyp — 7)1 j>k41 Wg_wj Gror1(Wrsa, - W)
_ (ThH1/e — 1)Ll 1 — 7+
(k)€ — 1)Lk 7L

w _ 1 L—k—2 T 5 — W;
( k+2 ) )L_k_1 H /—_zﬂ] GL—k—l(wk-i-?’ RN ,'lUL).

w w — T
k+2( k+2 kA1

If we multiply this by the factor (I5]) we obtain the statement for k+1. This completes
the inductive proof of the claim. When k = L the integral in (I6) does not appear
and we obtain the result that the integral (1) equals

€7 (1-7)- (1=

JCL | 1)

Putting all this together, we have shown that when we multiply F'(wy, ..., wy) by
[B) and integrate the result is ¢ Fy'(s) t7Y/3 + o(t71/3) times ([I¥). (Recall that (I0)
equals zero, so the summand F5(s)+ o(1) independent of the w; drops out, while ([I1))
gets multiplied by ¢3! Fy/(s) /% and o(t7'/3) is added.) If we combine this with ()
and refer to (B]) we obtain

L-1
Prze(em,t) = (<1 " S ()17 4 o).

ECEIE
Then using
E=—Vo/(1=V0o), =0 (1-V0) ;=071 - V0)*",
we see that
' — ! § _Jo
1_5 - Y2 1_£ - g.

This gives the statement of Theorem 1, that

Prz(@.m.t/y) = " o2 B/ (s) 1717 + o(t™17).



V. Proof of Theorem 2

Let P denote ASEP with step initial condition and P’ the process whose occupied
sites are the unoccupied sites in P after the switch + — —x. Then P’ is an ASEP
with step initial condition@ and the same p and gq.

We want to compute the probability Pg z+(z,m,t/v) that z,, = z in P at time
t/v and sites x 4+ 1,...,x + G are unoccupied. In terms of P’ site 2/ = —(z + G) is
occupied, as are sites ' + 1,...,2" + G — 1, while site 2’ + G = —z is unoccupied
since x is occupied in P. Thus, if P’ denotes probability for blocks in P’ then

ﬁG, z* (SL’, m, t/fy) = Pé}, 7+ (xlv m/v t/V) - ,P/G—i-l,ZJr (I/, m/7 t/fy)v (19)

where m’ is such that z,, = 2’ in P’. To determine m’, observe that m — 1 is the
number of occupied sites in P to the left of z, so analogously m’ — 1 is the number
of unoccupied sites to the right of x + G in P. The number of unoccupied sites to
the right of x equals m — x, so the number of unoccupied sites to the right of x + G
equals m —x + O(1). Thus m' =m —x + O(1).

The assumption of Theorem 1 is that we are in the KPZ regime in P, so that if
m = ot then o is in a compact subset of (0, 1) and

T=ct+cyst/? where ¢ = =14+ 20, ¢ = \/5_1/3(1 — Vo). (20)

To apply Theorem 1 to the right side of (I9) we have to show that we are in the KPZ
regime in P’. This means that if we define

o =mft, & =—1+0o, &=V 01—V (21)
then ¢’ is in a compact subset of (0,1) and
o =t + st 4 o(t/3) [ (22)
Since m = ot and m’ = m — x + O(1), it follows from (20) that

o' =0—c,—cst POt ) =(1—-V0o) —cyst ™340,

Vol =1— o - %(1 V) st O, (23)

6Not quite since the initial configuration for P’ is the set of nonegative integers. This will make
no difference and we ignore the fact.

"It will turn out to be the same s. The o(t}/3) doesn’t matter since it can be removed by
replacing s by s + o(1), which will give the same asymptotics.

10



Clearly ¢’ is in a compact subset of (0, 1), so it remains to verify (22). First, from
1) and (23) it follows that

1
=—-1+ 2[1 Vo -5l - Vo) ey st 4 O(t‘l)]

= —c1—(1—Vo) st ™3+ 0(t™Y),

whence
At = —cit — (1 — o) ey st2 +0(1).

Then, from (2I) and (23]) again we see that
¢ = (1=vo) Vo™ 1 0P,

SO
st = (1— /o) 13 a P st/3 + Ot~ 1/3).

Thus,
At4cyst? = —cit — [(1 — o) ey — (1 — /o) 13 5P s 413 4 O(1).

Miraculously, the expression in brackets above equals ¢y, as is easily checked. There-
fore
dt4cyst? = —cit — ey st? + O(1).

Since 2’ = —(x + G) = —c1t — cpst'/® — G, relation ([22) follows.

Hence we are in the KPZ regime in P’ and may apply Theorem 1 to the right side
of (I9). We obtain

Pz (x,m,t/y) =y~ (0 EV2 = /G2 By (s) t713 + o(t /%)

=, (1= Vo) Vo B (s) 73 4+ o(t™/3).
Finally, one sees that ¢, ™" /o = ¢; ' (1 — /&) + O(t~%/3), so the above equals

;' (1= /o) B/ (s)t7 Y3 4 o(t71/3).

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.

11



Appendix A. Deformation to the operators Jp o . (w)

In order to simplify notation, in this section we do not display the subscripts L
and x, since they will have the same meaning throughout. In particular the operator
we denoted by K .(z) before we now denote by K(z).

We follow the steps in the argument in [§]. We first make the changes of variable

l—mm , 1-—709 w; — T
_ % =

gz1—777 C1-n Cow — 1

in the kernel of K(z). The result is the operator Ky(w) with kernel

/ L L
Ko, 3w) = 20 12—

n —Tn P win —1’
where i
o(n) = (11_ Tn) aﬁ_l}m]t.
-n

This operator, which has the same Fredholm determinant as K (z), acts on functions
on a small (clockwise) circle v about 1. Using

L L—j

L
11 1 1 Hdzj—< O || .=
L+l = ’
2] gz, Uzj,zZ 1 dw; ; w]w—TLJJrl w; — TW;

P qzj — Z<J =1 i<j

we see that () becomes

L
P g (x,m, 1) = —rLEAD/2=(mtL-1)(L-1) / / , w; — Tw;
L,Z ( ) To.r Fofgij —TL Jj+1 E w; — w;
det(] — AK3(w)) dA
dwr,---d 24
g [/ (FExT)m AL | CETTOL (24)

where we made the substitution A\ — 7%\ in the A-integral. The M-contour is large
enough so that all the zeros of (7L)\; 7),, are inside the contour.

Now we shall use the two propositions on stability of Fredholm determinants stated
in Section II. We introduce the operator K;(w) with kernel

o(rn) prwin—T
Ky (n,n'sw) = S
n —Tn ],1:[17'1,0]-17—1

12



Observe that Ky(n,n'; w) is analytic for n inside v while Kj(n,n; w) is analytic for
both 1 and n’ inside . Therefore, by Proposition 2, the Fredholm determinant of
Ks(n,n';w) acting on ~y clockwise is equal to the Fredholm determinant of

Ki(n,n';w) — Ka(n,n';w)

acting on 7 counterclockwise. Furthermore, if C denotes a (counterclockwise) circle
with center zero and radius R € (1,77!), then the above difference is analytic in n
and 7’ in the deformation from v to C, the singularities at ' = 71 of the two kernels
cancelling. Using Proposition 1 we conclude that in the integral (24]) the operator
Ks(w) may be replaced by K;(w) — Ks(w) acting on C.

Consider the kernel Ki(n,n’; w) acting on rC, where 0 < r < 1. It is analytic for
n, " € rC and so by Proposition 1 the Fredholm determinants are independent of r.
On the other hand their Fredholm determinants are the same as for r K;(rn, rn’; w)
acting on C. As r — 0 these operators converge in trace norm to 7% K, where K

has kernel ]

n —n

Ko(n,n') =
We conclude that
det(I — MK (w)) = det(I — 7"AKo) = ("X 7)ow.-
For the last identity see the end of the proof of Proposition 4 of [8].

Next, define R(\;w) = AK;(w) (I — AK;(w))™!, the resolvent operator of K;(w).
From the preceding we conclude that det(/ — AKy(w)) appearing in (24]) is equal to

det[] — MK (w) + MKy (w)] = det(I — AK;(w)) det[] + MK (w)(I + R(\; w)]
= (75X T)oo det[I + MKy (w) (I + R(\;w))],
the operators acting on functions on C. Substituting this into (24]) we obtain

L .
B T (w; — 1)L w; — Tw;

Pr e (2, m, t) = — LD 2- (i L=D(E-D) / . / |
o,  JTor H wj(w; — 1)kt 1 w; — w;

i<j

X [/(ATm+L;T)w det [I + AKy(w) (I + R(\;w))] C)Z\—i\} dwy, - - - dw. (25)

For the computation of R(n,n; A\; w), the kernel of R(\; w), we can see by induction
on n that the kernel of Kj(w)™ is

L dn (1) ﬁ wyn — 1

8The operator with kernel 7 K (rn,rn’; w) equals the trace class operator Ky left-multiplied by

a function tending uniformly on C to the constant function 7.

13



where

_.n z+L—1 ) .
On(n) = ¢(M)p(n) -~ o(7" 'n) = (1 T ”) B e

1—n
Therefore
> oulmn) T4 wm—1
R(n,n'; A w) = Arbyn 22 :
( =30 T T
Since bol)
oo \N
On(n) = ——~,
) = G
where

foc (1) = Tim g, (5) = (1 — )= ™!,
we can write the kernel of Ky(w)R(\;w) as

L)\ wjg“ T d¢ .
/cb T"“C T"w]C—l (C=7n)(n —7"C)

Here |¢| = R but by analyticity we may take any radius such that 1 < || < R. This
is equal to

L 1 du
L
| <—mg R l/ 6oeuQ) (7 — /) T w7 — 1) w7t |

where on the u-contour we have 72 < |u| < 7R/|(|. (The u-integral equals the residue
at 7"*1.) Using

1 OO T(n-l—l)k

u— gt Uk
k=0

and summing first on n gives

2k+L L 1 du
1 —MH/ <-m}1 e [ 5ol (7 — ) TG /7= ) et | €

If we take |u| > 7 (as we may since |(| < R) then when we write
N2kt k

T k
1 — \rktl 1—>\Tk+L_T’
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the above sum may be written as the sum of two, in the obvious way, since both series
will converge. Summing the second gives

L 1
/<-m]11 wi =) [/asoo () 7 — /) (u— ) TG/ — 1) )

It is easy to check that the only singularity inside the wu-contour is at uw = 7, so
evaluating the u-integral in the above gives

6o (C) 1 Swl-T $(C) w7
6o0(rC) (C— (7 — Q) ijc—l - /(C—m)(n’—() Fw—1

If we expand the contour so that R < || < 77!, then we pass a pole at ( = 7' and

get
o0 prwm =T 6(¢) Tul T
n/—mjl:[len’—l /(C—m)(n’—()jl:[leé—l 3

The first term in the above is exactly —Ks(n,n'; w), so we have shown that

(a1 + RO ) =~ [ o T] s

dg

W3 [ 2 e : =
1— )\Tk+L (—1n ey ! Poo(uC) (7' — uC/T) Hj(ijg/T — 1) uh!

In the first integral on the right |(| > R while in the second 1 < [(| < R and
T < |u| < TR/|C].

The first term on the right extends analytically for 7, " inside C (the circle with
radius R) and the sum extends analytically for n inside C. It follows by Proposition 2
that for the Fredholm determinant we may replace Ko(w)(I+ R(\; w) by the operator
whose kernel is the sum on the right.

If in the sum the index k were negative, then the u-integration would give zero
since the integrand would be analytic inside the u-contour. Therefore we may take
the sum over k € Z. In addition we make the variable change u — u/¢ and the sum
becomes

k - o 1 du
Zl—ATm/ e T >[ G )07 — /) IL, (s 7 — 1)

j=1

ke

where now 7|(| < |u| < TR.
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Recall that i

fl) =3 T

keZ

which is analytic for 1 < |z| < 77!, When we sum those terms involving k we get

k

S () = FOTE ),

kEZ

so that the last sum equals

@i il I

With the substitutions n, " — n/7,n’ /T we see that the above has the same Fredholm

determinant as
L
(u) C U] (n —u) Suw =T

where now the operator acts on a circle with radius r» € (7,1), and in the integrals
1<l <r/7m 7|¢| < |u| <.

We shall make the substitution A = 77"y in (25). When we do that here we use
the easy fact f(77"u,z) = (72)" f(u, z) and see that the above becomes

m— L
m [ [ 00O (Y S ¢/u) wi¢ — 7 du
= : 11 ¢ —.
Poo(u) \u (C=m —u) 25 uw; =7 7 u
If we expand the u-contour, so that r < |u| < 1 on the new contour, then we pass the
pole at u = 1’ with minus the residue equal to

Ou(C)  (E f(u,C/n’)ﬁij

boolr) ()21 ¢ = Aoy —dC =T Ty (0.1 w),

j=1
by definition (2]). (The function f(u,{/n’) remains analytic during the deformation.)
The new double integral is anaytic for |n|, || < r and Jp ,.m(n,n';w) is analytic for
In| < r, so by Proposition 2 we may replace the last double integral by J, , . (1, 7'; w).
Making the substitution A = 77" in (28) and replacing Ks(w)(I + R(\;w)) by
T JL2m(w) we arrive at ().
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Appendix B. Singularity of the G-integral

Here we show that if ¢ (wy, ..., wy) is analytic in the neighborhood of {0, 7}£~!
then

/ / Gr(wi,...,wp) Y(wy,...,wr)dwg - - dw; (26)
FO,T FO,T

is analytic for wy outside {0, 7} except for a pole of order at most L—1 at w; = 1, and
is O(1) for large wy. This is straightforward except for the nature of the singularity
wy = 1, which occurs when some w; is integrated over I'.. We show that it is pole of
order at most L — 1.

The integral (26) is a sum of integrals in each of which some w; are taken over
'y and some over I';. Let Z be the set of former indices, and integrate first with
respect to the w; with j € Z. There are simple poles at w; = 0. When evaluating
the integrals we recall the convention, which is relevant only for the integrals over
Iy, that we integrate first with respect to the w; with the largest j. If in the double
product in (I2) some j € Z then the product over ¢ equals 7971, while if i € Z but
j & Z then that factor becomes 1. Thus after these integrations we are left with a
constant times (26) except that all indices run over Z¢, and all integrals are over I',.
In the function ¢ (ws, ..., wy) the variables w; with j € Z are set equal to zero.

To be more explicit, set n = |Z] and let the indices in Z¢ be €y < l3 < -+ < ly_,.
(Note that ¢, > 2.) Then the integrand becomes a function analytic near all wy, = 7
and w; = 1 times

H1<z’<j(w€i — wy;)
[1jsal(we, = 1) =55 (Twy — wy,)]

We make the variable changes wy, — w; + 7, so the integrations are over I'y and the
integrand equals is a function analytic near all w; =0 (j > 2) and w; = 1 times

H1<i<j (w; — wy)

[T [wh ™ (r(wy — 1) — wy)]

(27)

It is conventient to set
v="T(w; — 1),

so that 7(w; — 1) —w; = v —w,;. The analytic multiplying function has a series
expansion

L—n
Z C(OQ? R OZL—n) H w?ja (28)
ag,...,05, >0 j=2

where the coefficients are polynomials in v.
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The numerator in (27) is equal to a Vandermonde determinant det(w;’). (Rows i
run from 0 to L—n—2 and columns j from 2 to L —n.) Multiplying by the rest of (27))

and the product in (28) has the effect of multiplying column j by w; Ltti=lres (v—wy).
So we obtain a linear combination over as, ..., a_, of determinants with i, j entry
i—Lt—14a;
J
. 29
— (29)

We are to integrate this over all w; € I'y. Since w; appears only in column j,
the multiple integral is gotten by integrating each entry. The i, j-entry integrates to
viT BTG if §— [+ 0;+a; < 0, when the exponent is negative, and zero otherwise

We make the substitution i — L —n — 2 — ¢ (the new i also runs from 0 to
L —n —2) and set V = v~!. Then the i, entry is V" #3-4-% if the exponent is
positive and zero otherwise. We factor out V from each entry and get VEZ="~! times
the determinant whose 4, j entry is V" *2-4~% if the exponent is nonnegative and
zero otherwise. Since for what follows we want j, as well as i, to start from 0 we
replace the nonzero entries by

vi+n+2—€j+2—aj+2' (30)

Lemma. Suppose we have a determinant with 4, j entry V%% if the exponent is
nonnegative and zero otherwise. (The indices begin at 0.) If the determinant is
nonzero then the a; and b;, after reordering, satisfy

b0§a0<b1§a1<b2§a2<...,
in which case the determinant equals £V 2:(@i =),

Proof. We may assume the sequences {a;} and {b;} are nondecreasing. If the deter-
minant is nonzero then some exponent ag — b; in the top row is nonnegative. Then
this would hold for the smallest b;, which is by. If also ay — b; were nonnegative for
some 7 > 0 then columns 0 and 7 would be linearly dependent since there would be
no zero entries in these columns. (Because the remaining a; > ag.) Hence b; > ag
for 7 > 0 and the 0, 0-entry is the only nonzero one in the top row. Therefore the
determinant equals V%% times the 0,0 cofactor, which is of the same form as the
original determinant. The result follows by induction.

It follows from the lemma that when a; = ¢ and the b; are integers the determinant
is nonzero only if the b; when reordered satisfy by < 0 and b; = j when j > 0, in
which case the determinant is £V ~%. For the determinant with entries [B0) we have
a; =1 and

bj = —n—2+€j+2+aj+2 Z —n

9f any a; > L — {; then the jth column is zero, and therefore so is the determinant. Thus the
linear combination is a finite one.
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for all j since 4o > 0 and ¢;42 > 2. Thus the determinant is O(V"). Recalling
the factor VE="~! we had for this determinant we have shown that our original
determinant is O(VL™!) = O((w; — 1)7L™!). Therefore the singularity at w; = 1 is a
pole of order at most L — 1.
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