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LIMIT DISTRIBUTIONS FOR EUCLIDEAN RANDOM PERMUTATIONS
DOR ELBOIM AND RON PELED

ABSTRACT. We study the length of cycles in the model of spatial random permutations in
Euclidean space. In this model, for given length L, density p, dimension d and jump density
¢, one samples pL? particles in a d-dimensional torus of side length L, and a permutation
7 of the particles, with probability density proportional to the product of values of ¢ at
the differences between a particle and its image under w. The distribution may be further
weighted by a factor of 8 to the number of cycles in 7. Following Matsubara and Feynman, the
emergence of macroscopic cycles in 7 at high density p has been related to the phenomenon
of Bose-Einstein condensation. For each dimension d > 1, we identify sub-critical, critical
and super-critical regimes for p and find the limiting distribution of cycle lengths in these
regimes. The results extend the work of Betz and Ueltschi. Our main technical tools are
saddle-point and singularity analysis of suitable generating functions following the analysis
by Bogachev and Zeindler of a related surrogate-spatial model.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the model of spatial random permutations in Euclidean space, initially proposed
by Matsubara [37] and Feynman [24] in relation to the phenomenon of Bose-Einstein conden-
sation. The model’s background and its relations with other models of statistical physics are
discussed in Section below. We proceed here to define the model and describe our main
results.

Let d > 1,N > 1 be integers and L > 0,6 > 0 be real numbers. Let X be a random
variable taking values in R?. We assume that X is absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure with a density which we denote by ¢. Throughout the paper we make the
following assumptions on X and ¢,

E(X)=0 and ¢ isa Schwartz function, (1)

where we recall that a Schwartz function is a smooth function whose derivatives (of any order)
decay faster than any polynomial (see Section .
Define the domain A by

A={z=(21,...,24): 0<z; < L} =[0,L)".
We ‘wrap’” X in A to obtain a periodic density function ¢, defined by

on(z) = Z olx+L-k), xecR% (2)

kezd
The spatial random permutation model in A (with periodic boundary conditions) is a joint
probability distribution on N particles in A and a permutation in Sy, the permutation group
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on {1,2,..., N}, in which the density of a pair (x,7) € A" x Sy, with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on AV times the counting measure on Sy, is proportional to

N
g . H PA (ﬂfw(i) - 551) ) (3)

i=1
where x = (x1,...,zx) and where we write C'(m) for the total number of cycles in 7. The

model may be ill-defined for small values of N, as the expression may equal zero for all
pairs (x,m) € AN x Sy, but our proofs imply that this can only happen for a finite number,
depending on ¢, of values of N (e.g., the model is ill-defined for N = 1 when ¢, (0) = 0 and
ill-defined for N = 2 when ¢, (z)oa(—z) = 0; see also Proposition [3.1)). As we shall see,
many properties of the model are governed by the density of particles in A, given by

N

Our main object of study is the limiting distribution of the cycle lengths in 7, when the
pair (x,7) is sampled from the density and N and L are taken to infinity. We will see
that several asymptotic regimes arise according to the dimension d and the limiting behavior
of the density p. We consider separately the asymptotic behavior when d = 1, d = 2 and
d > 3. In dimensions d = 1,2 we allow p to change with N whereas in dimensions d > 3 we
keep it fixed as N increases.

We proceed to introduce the notation required for stating our main theorems. We order
the cycles of m according to the minimal index appearing in the cycle, so that the first cycle is
the cycle containing 1, the second cycle (when C'(7) > 2) is the cycle containing the minimal
2 <i < N which is not in the first cycle, and so on. Let L;(w), 1 < 7 < C(w), be the length
of the j'th cycle in this order and set L;(r) = 0 for j > C(w). We let (¢;());Z, be the
sequence of cycle lengths (L;(7))32, arranged in non-increasing order. We often write L; and
¢; instead of L;(m) and ¢;(m) when 7 is clear from the context.

We consider the limit N — oo, where we allow the density p (and hence L) to vary with
N in a way to be prescribed, and define the limiting fraction of points in macroscopic cycles,

e—0 N—oo e—0 N—oo

C(m)
1
v := lim lim infE(N Z L;(m) - ]I{Lj(ﬁ)ZeN}) = limlim inf P(L;(7) > eN), (5)
j=1

where the pair (x,7) is sampled from the density , we write 14 for the indicator random
variable of the event A and where the second equality follows by symmetry (as the distribution
of 7 is invariant under relabeling of {1,..., N}, see Proposition |3.1]).

Denote by PD(#) the Poisson-Dirichlet distribution with parameter §. This distribution
is the limiting distribution of = (¢1(m), f2(m),...) when 7 has the Ewens distribution with
parameter @ (that is, when P(m = ) is proportional to §¢(™) for 7y € Sy. The case § = 1
corresponds to a uniform permutation); see [23] for further background.

Denote by gamma(cq, §) the gamma distribution with shape parameter o« > 0 and rate
parameter 8 > 0, which is supported on [0, 0o) with density (I" stands for the gamma function)

ﬁa Ta_1€_BT
[(a)

We write Var(X) for the variance of X in dimension d = 1, Cov(X) for the covariance
matrix of X in dimensions d > 1 and det(A) for the determinant of a matrix A. Finally, we
write ¢*/ to denote the j-fold convolution o * ¢ * - - - x ¢ (see Section .

, r>0.
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FIGURE 1. The density function in the 1D critical regime: the limiting density
of L1 /N with§ = 1 and p/v/N — a for a = 0.3, @ = 0.8 and a = 2 respectively.
By and of Theorem , when p/v/N — 0 then L;/N — 0 and when
p/V' N — oo then L;/N converges in distribution to U[0, 1] (see Remark .

Theorem 1.1 (One dimension). Let (x,m) be randomly sampled from the density with
d = 1. Assume that X satisfies the assumptions in . Then, as N — oo:

(i) (Sub-critical I) Suppose the density p > 0 is fived as N — oo. Then v =0 and
L -5,
where Y s the integer-valued random variable defined by
P(Y =j)=0p"0(0)r], j=1 (6)

and

T 1S the unique number satisfying 0 < r, < 1 and ng*j(O)rj =pf0 L. (7)

*

j=1

(ii) (Sub-critical IT) Suppose the density p satisfies p — oo and p = o(~/N). Then v = 0

and
62 L, d 1
IVar(X )22 Var(X)2 — gamma <§, 1) .
(ii) (Critical) Suppose that the density p satisfies f= — a € (0,00). Then v =1 and
Lia,
N )

where  is the probability measure on (0,1) whose density function is

(e 0o S (P mon (072 ).

meZ n=0
for x € (0,1), where
RS L[ —20 —(6+n)? s
Z = 5;(—1) ( n )(Q—FH)GXP (W) , O = Var(X),

and where we set () := Lt(t —1)---(t —n+1). See Figure .

t
n
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() (Super-critical) Suppose the density p satisfies p = w(v/N) and p < N. Then v = 1
and

1
it ) -2, PD(0).

Theorem 1.2 (Two dimensions). Let (x,7) be randomly sampled from the density with

d=2. Let
0
o

°7 2ry/det (Cov(X))
Assume that X satisfies the assumptions in ([1)). Then as N — oo:
(1) (Sub-critical I) Suppose the density p > 0 is fized as N — co. Then v =0 and

(9)

L, %y,

where Y 1s the integer-valued random variable given by @ and @
(ii) (Sub-critical I1, critical) Suppose the density p satisfies p — 0o and L5 — o € [0, o ].

Then v =0 and
clog L
Q0821 d, Ulo, 1].
p
(iti) (Super-critical) Suppose the density p satisfies ;b5 — a € (ac, oo] and p < N. Then
v=1-2,
1 d logLi 4
— (04, o, ... PD(0 d
VN(l’ 2-:) —» PD#) an logN—HL’

where 1 is a probability measure on [0, 1] with an atom of mass 1 — %= at the point 1
and constant density on (0,1), and we set %= := 0 when a = oo.

Theorem 1.3 (Dimension d > 3). Let (x,m) be randomly sampled from the density with
d > 3. Suppose that the density p > 0 is fived as N — co. Let

pei=0Y_ 7 (0). (10)
j=1
Assume that X satisfies the assumptions in . Then as N — oo:
(i) (Sub-critical) If p < p. then v =0 and

L%y,

where Y s the integer-valued random variable given by @ and @
(i1) (Critical) If p = p. then v =0 and

L -5,
where Y 1s the integer-valued random variable given by @ with p = p. and r, = 1.
Thus,
. 0 _d
]P)(Y:])N d VA ET B gl OB (11)
pe (2m)2 /det(Cov(X))

where ~ denotes that the left-hand side is asymptotic to the right-hand side as j — oo.
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(iti) (Super-critical) If p > pe then v =1— £,

1
V—N(el,@,...) <, PD(6)

and .
P(Ly =j) = 0p "¢ (0), j>1. (12)

1.1. Extensions and remarks. The above theorems identify sub-critical, critical and super-
critical regimes of density governing the asymptotic distribution of cycles lengths in 7 in
each dimension d > 1. The limiting distribution of the length of the cycle containing 1 is
determined in all regimes and a Poisson-Dirichlet limit law is proved for the joint distribution
of cycle lengths in the super-critical regimes. We make several remarks concerning these
statements and additional results which may be deduced with the techniques of this paper:

e Integrability: Our proofs hinge on an integrability property of the model, that the marginal
probability of the permutation 7 has a representation as a product of weights depending
only on the length of the cycles in w. See Proposition below for the exact statement.
This fact was also central in previous works on the model (see, e.g., [0, Proposition 3.1]).

e Joint distribution of cycle lengths: In the sub-critical cases in all dimensions d > 1 and the
critical cases in dimensions d > 2, one may extend the above limit laws to apply to the
joint distribution of any fixed number of Ly, Lo, . . ., yielding that the cycle lengths become
asymptotically independent and identically distributed (see Remark and Remark .
More precisely, when p is fixed as N — oo, with p < p. if d > 3, one obtains that for any
fixed k,

(Li, L, .., Li) == (Y4, Yz, ..., Vi)
where the (Y;) are independent, each having the distribution of the corresponding Y variable

in the above theorems. Similarly, in the sub-critical II regime in one dimension it holds
that

0%L, 02 L, 0% L,
(2 Var(X)p?’ 2Var(X)p?' 7 2 Var(X)p?
where the (Y]) are independent, each having the gamma (%, 1) distribution. The analogous
statement holds in the sub-critical II and critical regimes in two dimensions.

e Joint distribution of (x,7): Examination of the joint density (3) of (x, ) reveals that, after
conditioning on 7, the distribution of x becomes a collection of independent random walk
bridges on the torus A, with jump density ¢ and uniform starting points, whose lengths
are the lengths of the cycles in 7. Thus, the marginal distribution of = determines the joint
distribution of (x,7) in a simple manner.

e Number of cycles of given length: Denote by C; the number of cycles of length j in the
random permutation 7. One can relate the moments of C; and the joint distribution of
the (L;), as discussed in Remark . For instance, E (C;/N) = %]P’(Ll = j). Consequently

E(C(m))=N- E(Lil) Another simple consequence of these relations, deduced by bounding
the variance of C}, is that in the regime where p and j are fixed as N — oo, with p < p, if
d > 3, then C;/N converges in probability to E (C;/N). We do not study the distribution
of the (C;) further in this work.

e Number of cycles: Our techniques provide further information on the distribution of the
number of cycles C(7). Specifically, they provide access to the asymptotics of E(t¢(™)
as N — oo in the above regimes, for most values of ¢ > 0. This is further explained in
Remark but is not developed in this work.

)i><Y1,Y2,...,Yk)
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e Density in critical regime in one dimension: Probability laws involving the Jacobi theta
function have appeared in several works; see [13] for a survey. The limiting density
obtained in the critical regime in one dimension is of this kind, though we have not seen
its exact expression in previous works (a similar expression is in [I3], equation (3.11)]).

e Schwartz assumption: Our theorems are proved under the assumptions in . While the
assumption that E(X) = 0 is essential to the results, the assumption that ¢ is a Schwartz
function may be weakened, requiring that ¢ has sufficiently many derivatives and these
decay sufficiently fast. We have not attempted to keep track of the minimal assumptions
used in the proof of each result.

e The requirement p < N: This assumption is imposed in the super-critical parts of Theo-
rem |1.1)and Theorem [1.2| but should not be necessary for the results to hold. The assump-
tion is equivalent to requiring that L > 1 and is made in order to simplify certain technical
points in our argument, bearing in mind that most interest is in the case that L tends to
infinity with N.

1.2. Physics background, previous results and related models.

1.2.1. Background and previous results. One of the main motivations for studying the spatial
random permutation model comes from physics, where it was proposed by Matsubara
[37] and Feynman [24] to express quantities arising in the interacting Bose gas as expectation
values in a model of random permutations. It was observed that the ideal (non-interacting)
Bose gas gives rise to the spatial random permutation model studied in this work with = 1
and Gaussian ¢ (this is sometimes called the Feynman-Kac representation of the ideal Bose
gas). With this link, the phenomenon of Bose-Einstein condensation was related to the
appearance of macroscopic cycles in the random permutation. Siit6 [44], 45] further elucidated
this link, combining exact calculations and certain approximations, by showing that Bose-
Einstein condensation in the ideal Bose gas occurs exactly when macroscopic cycles arise in
the corresponding spatial random permutation model and by deriving the limiting distribution
of Ly in both the sub-critical and super-critical regimes in dimensions d > 3.

A mathematical investigation of the spatial random permutation model was conducted
by Betz and Ueltschi [8,0]. They studied the model for the class of jump densities ¢ having a
non-negative Fourier transform, in particular, having ¢(x) = ¢(—x) for all x, and satisfying
certain additional technical assumptions. Their results include the formula for p., a
proof that the fraction of points in macroscopic cycles (equivalently, of ‘super-constant’ size)
equals min(0, 1 — %) at each fixed density p and the Poisson-Dirichlet limit law for the length
of macroscopic cycles in the super-critical regime. Their results apply in dimensions d > 3
and also in dimensions d € {1,2} when the jump density ¢ is such that p. is finite there
(this can occur when ¢ has heavy tails). Their analysis includes the parameter 6 and, in fact,
allows more general cycle weights converging to 6.

Our results compare with those of Betz and Ueltschi as follows. Our assumption (1)
yields a class of jump densities ¢ which is neither wider nor narrower than that of [8, [9], as
there exist slowly-decaying functions with non-negative Fourier transform (e.g., (1 + |z|)77,
1 <y < 2, in dimension d = 1) and there exist Schwartz functions with zero center of mass
having complex, or real but sometimes negative, Fourier transform (such as exp(—z?*) or
exp(—(z —2)?) +2exp(—(z+1)?) in dimension d = 1). In the intersection of the two classes,
the results of [8 @] apply only in dimensions d > 3 and yield there the fraction of points in
cycles of macroscopic size and the Poisson-Dirichlet limit law. Our work extends the analysis
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in dimensions d > 3 by further providing the limiting distribution of cycle lengths for all
values of p. We further analyze the distribution of cycle lengths in dimensions 1 and 2.

1.2.2. Surrogate-spatial model. Bogachev and Zeindler [16] studied a related model for ran-
dom permutations which they term the surrogate-spatial model. In this model the probability
measure on permutations is given by cycle weights, with the formula

1 N

P(r=0)= EH(Hj—l—N/fj)Cj(U), o€ Sy, (13)
j=1

where C}(0) is the number of cycles of length j in o and (6;), (k;) are sequences independent

of N for which various behaviors are allowed. The spatial random permutations model

is also of this form with the sequence (0; + Nk;) replaced by a weight sequence (W, ;) given

by which takes into account the density ¢ and the geometry; see Proposition [3.1] Very

roughly, we may say that the spatial random permutations model corresponds to the choice

1
pgi?’

see Corollary and Lemma [£.3] Indeed, the spatial random permutation model served
as the inspiration for the surrogate-spatial model [16] and the two models are close rela-
tives of each other with the choice (14]) when p is fixed. The impressive work of Bogachev
and Zeindler provides a very detailed analysis of the surrogate-spatial permutation model
including identifying sub-critical, critical and super-critical regimes, finding the limiting dis-
tributions of cycle lengths and establishing a Poisson-Dirichlet limit law in the super-critical
regime. Their proofs rely on saddle point and singularity analysis of suitable generating func-
tions. Our approach is inspired by their analysis, adapting the techniques to the model here
and augmenting them with additional tools as necessary.
Let us discuss the main differences between the analysis of [16] and the analysis here:

;=0 and k; = (14)

e The generating function: The analysis of [16] proceeds via singularity analysis of a gener-
ating function G(z) := Z;; 93+ Nw;
(8, + Nkj) replaced by the sequence (W ;). The analysis in [16] makes several assmptions
on the analytic properties of G. These include having a singularity on the positive half-line
at its radius of convergence, having an analytic continuation to a larger domain and input
on the derivatives of G near the singularity. In the model discussed here these properties
need to be derived for the generating function defined via the sequence (W, ;) and a thor-
ough investigation of (W}, ;) itself is required. This analysis is performed in Section {4] and
has no counterpart in [16].

e Dimensions d = 1,2: The analysis of [16] is well-suited to the case of a fixed sequence (k)
as N tends to infinity. In our analysis of dimensions d = 1,2 we focus on the cases where
p tends to infinity with N, whence the analogous factor to x; depends significantly on N
(in fact, the analogous factor depends on N also when p is fixed, but this dependence is
milder leading mostly to technically more complicated arguments). Our analysis in these
dimensions is thus more subtle, relying on precise control of the generating function near
its singularity at z = 1. The resulting scaling of the variable L; and limiting distributions
differ from the ones in [16].

e Critical cases: The case that p = p., the critical point, is analyzed in [16] for several choices
of (6; + Nk;) via singularity analysis. This method is in principle applicable to the critical
spatial random permutations model in dimensions d > 3. However, as the sequence (W7, ;)

27, This idea also forms the basis of our approach with
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seems to have a more complicated behavior around j ~ L?, which is the region relevant
to the critical case, the required estimates appear quite involved in dimensions d = 3,4.
We have thus implemented this approach only in dimensions d > 5 (which is simplified
by having a finite second derivative at z = 1 for a relevant generating function). For the
critical cases in dimensions d = 2, 3,4 we use a seemingly novel approach, making use of
recursion relations for the partition function and bootstrapping the estimates proved for
the sub-critical cases. The analysis in dimension d = 1 proceeds via singularity analysis
but leads to different expressions than those discussed in [16].

1.2.3. Random permutations with cycle weights. There has been significant activity [11, 10,
19, 6, 49, 46], 36l 40, 22, B4, B, 20] in recent years in studying random permutations in
which the probability of a permutation is proportional to a product over its cycles of a weight
depending on the length of the cycle. The spatial random permutation model has this general
form, see Proposition [3.1], but differs from the models studied in this literature in that the
weight assigned to a cycle depends both on the length of the cycle and on the size of the
permutation.

1.2.4. Spatial random permutations. The model studied in this work, of spatial random per-
mutations in Euclidean space, may be thought of as a particular case of a wider class. In-
formally, one may think of a spatial random permutation as a random permutation which is
biased towards the identity in some underlying geometry. This broad idea covers many spe-
cific cases including the well-studied interchange model [211, 147, 2| 42, [7, [T}, 30} BT}, 14], 33, [15]
and the Mallows model (defined in dimension 1) [35] [43] 17, 27, 28] 38, 12}, 39] 26, B]. The
study of the cycle structure is of great interest in such models as well. In particular, the
famous Téth conjecture [47] states that for d > 3, infinite orbits arise in the interchange pro-
cess on Z< run for a sufficiently long time, whereas for d € {1,2} no infinite orbits arise after
any fixed amount of time. This is easy to establish in dimension 1 (where further quantita-
tive results are announced by Kozma and Sidoravicius) but remains wide open in dimensions
d > 2 (the d > 3 case is closely related to the long-standing open question of establishing a
phase transition for the quantum Heisenberg ferromagnet [47]; see also Section below).
In this regard, the possibility of universality is especially intriguing, that the results of this
paper, such as the limiting distributions obtained in dimensions 1 and 2 when p grows with
N or the general features of the sub-critical, critical and super-critical behavior in dimensions
d > 3, are valid also for the other spatial permutation models. We illustrate this possibility
with specific analog statements on the interchange and Mallows models, after describing these
models briefly.

Let G = (V, E) be a finite or infinite bounded-degree graph. The interchange model [47]
(also called the stirring model in some of the literature) gives a dynamics on permutations
in Sy, one-to-one and onto functions 7: V' — V| which is associated to the structure of
the graph. Each edge of the graph is endowed with an independent Poisson process of
rate 1. An edge is said to ring at time t if an event of its Poisson process occurs at that
time. Starting from the identity permutation 7 € Sy, the interchange process, introduced
by Téth [47], is the permutation-valued stochastic process (7!) obtained by performing a
transposition along each edge at each time that it rings. The interchange model on the subset
{0,...,M — 1}¢ C Z% equipped with periodic boundary conditions bears formal similarity
with the model of Euclidean random permutations studied in this work, under a suitable
translation of the parameters. In the interchange model, the location of a particle at time
t < M? has roughly a centered Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix 2¢ times the
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identity. The two models are thus similar after rescaling space by a factor of v/t, taking
L:% and N = M¢, Sothatp:%:td/Q.

The Mallows distribution [35] on S,, with parameter ¢ > 0 gives probability proportional to
¢ to each permutation 7, where inv(r) := |(s,t) : s <t and 7, > m;| counts the number
of inversions in 7. For 0 < ¢ < 1, the model may also be defined on the set of all integers Z [28].
Focusing on the case 0 < ¢ < 1, an important feature of the Mallows model is the typical
displacement of points in the permutation, with [7(s) —s| typically being of order min(1%, n)
[18,128,[12]. Similarly to the interchange model, this suggests a similarity of the Mallows model
with the Euclidean random permutation model in one dimension, when the parameters are

chosen as L = n/min (ﬁ,n) and N' = n, so that p = min(y%;,n). The threshold for

the emergence of macroscopic cycles, and the Poisson-Dirichlet distribution, in the Mallows
model was found in [26] and is in qualitative correspondence with the results of Theorem .

The following statements are analogous to the sub-critical results of Theorem and
Theorem (in the infinite-volume limit):

e Let Ly(t) be the length of the cycle containing the origin in the interchange process
on Z% at time t. Then, there are constants ¢, c; > 0 such that when d = 1,

Ll(t) d 1
— — gamma (5,1> , 1 — 00, (15)
and when d = 2,
log L{(t
DL 4, o), 1o (16)
Cy

e Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and consider the Mallows model on Z [28]. Let L;(q) be the length of
the cycle containing 0. Then there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

c-Li(q)(1 —q)? N gamma (%, 1) as ¢ T 1. (17)

However, analytical calculations of Angel and Hutchcroft [4] imply that the statement
does not hold. This is also apparent in simulations, see Figure 2] On the positive side, the
simulations seem to indicate that the limit in should at least exist and share some general
features with the gamma distribution. Given that the Mallows statement does not hold,
we also do not expect the corresponding statement for the 1D interchange model to hold
exactly as in , though, again, the limit there is still likely to exist and bear similarities
with the gamma distribution. The situation for the 2D statement ({L6]) is less clear. One may
be more hopeful that it holds as written, as the presence of the logarithm on the left-hand
side renders the statement more robust to small deviations in the distribution of L, () itself.

1.2.5. Quantum Heisenberg model in two dimensions. Continuing further with the analogy
to the interchange process, one may also speculate that the relation in d = 2 continues
to hold also for the interchange model which is tilted by a factor of 2 to the power of the
number of cycles (in analogy with setting § = 2 in for the model studied in this work). It
is known from the work of Téth [47] that this tilted model is in direct correspondence with
the quantum Heisenberg model, at the temperature 1" which is the inverse of the time ¢ to
which the interchange model is run. Precisely, the spin-spin correlation between sites z and
y in the quantum Heisenberg model equals a constant times the probability that x and y
are in the same cycle [47] (see also [48]). Thus, the length of the cycle containing a given
site x equals the sum of spin-spin correlations between x and the other sites. A relation of
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FIGURE 2. The empirical density of 0.3 - L1(q)(1 — ¢)? as obtained from the
simulation (in blue) for ¢ = 0.9 and ¢ = 0.975 respectively, and the density
of gamma(},1) distribution (in red). The simulations were sampled using the
algorithm described in Section 3.5 of [26] with 100000 iterations.

the form (16)) (accompanied with appropriate integrability conditions) would then imply that
the sum of spin-spin correlations is of the order exp() for some constant ¢ > 0. This is
in accordance with the predicted behavior of the Heisenberg ferromagnet, which states that
spin-spin correlations decay exponentially at every positive temperature, with a correlation
length which is exponential in the inverse temperature. Such predictions, going back to
Polyakov [41], remain wide open in the mathematical literature.

1.2.6. Band matrices. We mention that the results regarding the emergence of macroscopic
cycles in one dimension bear formal similarity with a conjectured localization transition for
random band matrices. This similarity is detailed in [26 Section 1.2.2] in the context of the
Mallows measure on permutations. One may also define random band matrices in dimensions
d > 2 where they are rather poorly understood. Indeed, even taking the bandwidth to be
one (when the band matrix corresponds to a random Schrdodinger operator) leads to many
unsolved problems around the famous Anderson localization phenomenon (foremost among
these is the question of delocalization of random Schrodinger operators at low disorder in
dimensions d > 3. Also conjectured but unresolved is the fact that two-dimensional random
band matrices exhibit localization for any fixed bandwidth). Does the similarity between
the emergence of macroscopic cycles and the localization properties of random band matrices
extend to dimensions d > 27 If true, such similarity would predict that in two dimensions,
the critical bandwidth for delocalization in a random band matrix on the box [—L, L]? is of

order +/log L.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Constant policy: Throughout the paper we regard the dimension d > 1, the density
function ¢ (satisfying the assumptions (1)) and the real § > 0 as fixed and our emphasis
is on the behavior of the various quantities of interest as the parameters N and L (or the
density p = Ld) change. Constants such as C| ¢, €, denote positive numerical values which
may depend on d, ¢ and 6 but are independent of all other parameters (in particular, of N
and L). When the constant depends on an additional parameter this will be noted explicitly,
writing, for instance, C,, for a value which depends on d, ¢, 0 and n. The constants C, ¢, or
their counterparts depending on additional parameters, are regarded as generic constants in
the sense that their value may change from one appearance to the next, with the value of C'
increasing and the value of ¢ decreasing. However, constants labeled with a fixed number,
such as (Y, ¢g, have a fixed value throughout the section that they appear in.

Oh notation: For two functions f, g, possibly depending on many parameters, we write
f = 0O(g) to denote that ||f || < C where C'is as above, that is, independent of all parameters
besides d, ¢ and . We use a similar notation when the constant may depend on additional

parameters writing, for instance, f = O,(g) to denote that % < C,. We write f = o(g) as

k — ko (where ko may be infinity) to denote that limy_, % = 0. If we write, in addition,

that the little Oh is uniform in m € I, (where Iy may or may not depend on k) we mean
that limy_,x, SUp,,c;, |‘ ‘I = 0. The notation f ~ g as k — ko means that f = (1 +0(1))g as
k — ko and we may again add a uniformity requirement.

Notation: We write N := {1,2,3,...} for the set of positive integers.

We use the Pochhammer symbol (z),, defined by
(@) =z(x—1)---(z—n+1), z€R neN

and (z)g := 1.
A smooth function f : RY — C is called Schwartz if
aﬂ1+--~+ﬁdf
sup |z{t -t —5 5| <oo forany integers a,...,aq,B1,... 51 = 0.
z€Rd Oxt -+ 0x)?

We use the shorthand f™ to denote the n-th derivative of a function f and write [2"] f(2)
to denote the coefficient of 2™ in the power series of f(z ) The convolution f * g of integrable
f,g: R — C is defined, as usual, by (f x =[fly y)dy. We write f* to denote
the j-fold convolution f fx-oxf

We denote the closure of a set Q C C by Q and let D denote the open unit disc,

D:={z€C : |z] <1}

We use the standard branches of the argument, logarithm and power functions on the
complex plane. That is, we take arg(z) € (—m, x| for z € C and consider log z := log |z| +
iarg(z) and 2% 1= e®1°8= for z € C \ (—o0, 0].

We write ||v]| for the Euclidean norm of a vector v € RY. Such vectors are thought of
as column vectors for purposes of matrix multiplication and we write v for the row vector
obtained after transposition. Similarly, for a matrix B we write BT for the transposed matrix.

We write 1 4 for the indicator random variable of an event A.
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We denote by N (i, Y) the multivariate normal distribution with mean vector u and co-
variance matrix X..

In several places in the paper it is convenient to discuss the ‘square root’ matrix of the
covariance matrix Cov(X) of X. To this end we point out that Cov(X) is (symmetric)
positive definite as X has a density. In the sequel we

fix A to be a (symmetric) positive definite matrix satisfying A* = Cov(X). (18)

Hierarchy: The environments Theorem, Proposition, Lemma and Claim all have the
same formal meaning in our paper. Informally, we have tried to use the title to indicate a
level in the hierarchy - propositions are used to prove theorems, lemmas are used to prove
propositions, etc.

3. EXACT EXPRESSION FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF 7

In this section, following Betz and Ueltschi [9] and Bogachev and Zeindler [16], we start by
proving that the marginal probability of the permutation in the spatial random permutation
model has a representation as a product of cycle weights. We then find a convenient gener-
ating function for the partition functions arising in this representation and express the main
statistics of interest to us (such as the distribution of L) in terms of the partition functions.

We remind that the integer d > 1, density function ¢ (satisfying the assumptions ) and
real # > 0 are fixed. Throughout the section we fix also the integer N > 1 and real L > 0
and let (x,7) be randomly sampled from the density (3).

3.1. Marginal distribution of 7 and generating function. We again denote by C;(o)
the number of cycles of length j of a permutation o.

Proposition 3.1. The marginal distribution of the permutation 7 is given by
N

1 (o
Pl =)= gy L1 Woie = gy L1090 s

7j=1

where the first product runs over all cycles C' of o, |C| denotes the length of the cycle C,

Wy, :=0L"> " ¢"(Lk) (20)
kezd
and
N
1 (o
Hy(L) =+ ST W) (21)
" oeSy j=1

15 the partition function.

We include the factor N!in for consistency with the notation in [9] and as it simplifies
some of the resulting generating function formulas below (e.g., equality )

In the proof, we write # (mod LZ?), where x € R? to denote the unique point y € A
satisfying that  —y € LZ?. We also require the notion of the j-fold convolution of ¢, with
itself on the torus A. Define ¢! := ¢, and set, inductively, for j > 1,

SD%\(Hl)@) — /QO/@ij($)90A(y — x)d$, Yy e RY. (22)
A
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Claim 3.2. For any j > 1 we have
oY) =Y U(y+Lk), yeR (23)
kezd

Equivalently, using the notation (-)x as in (2),

()™ = (¢")a. (24)

Proof. Intuitively, the identity can be understood as follows, the left-hand side is the
density of the sum on the torus A of j independent copies of X (mod LZ?), whereas the
right-hand side is the density of the projection to the torus of the sum in R? of j independent
copies of X. We turn to prove formally by induction. The case j = 1 is exactly the
definition of ¢,. Suppose holds for some 7 > 1. Then

P (y) = / ox (2)paly — z)dx

A
:/ 0" (x4 Lky)p(y — x + Lky)dx
A F1,koeZd
= Z /gp (x 4+ Lky)p(y — x + Lk — Lky)dx
kk1€Z '\
:Z/ y—l—Lk—xdx-ZgoJHy—i—Lk) O
keZde kezd

Proof of Proposition [3.1. The marginal probability on permutations is

gC (o)

P(r=0) = 7

/H<PA (Zo(i) — @) dwy -+ - dxy, o € Sy, (25)

AN =1

where Z is the appropriate normalization factor. It is straightforward that the integral
factorizes according to the cycles in the permutation 7. The contribution of each fixed point
equals

6’/@A(O)dy — OIS (LK) = Wi,

A kezd

The contribution of each cycle (y1,...,y;) of length j > 2 is (with the convention that y;4q
is y1)

/Hm Yir1 = Yi) dys - / / HsOA Yirr = Yi) dy2 -+ dy; | dyr. (26)

Ajlzl

By considering the change of variables y; — y; and y; — vy; + 31 (mod LZ?) for 2 < i < j
and using the the fact that ¢, is periodic, we see that the inner integral does not depend on
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the value of y;. Thus, the expression becomes

01A| / oa(Y2)eoa (Ys —y2) - oa (Y5 — yj—1) ea(—=y;) dyz - - - dy;

A (27)
= 0[A[ @7 (0) = 0L Y~ " (Lk) = Wy,
kezd
where in the first equality we used and in the second equality we appealed to Claim .
0J

The next well-known identity is a special case of the enumeration theorem of Pdélya.

Lemma 3.3. Let (a;);en be a sequence of complex numbers. Then the following formal power
series expansion holds

exp (Z) Zn, S L. (28)

Jj=1 O'ESn] 1

Proof. The proof is a relatively straightforward calculation, presented below with a proba-
bilistic flavor.

We assume that a; > 0 and that Z —, a; < oo. This is without loss of generality since if
. holds for such sequences then it holds in a formal sense for all sequences. Recall that
a random variable Y has the Poisson()\) distribution if P(Y = n) = exp(—A)2} for integers
n > 0. Note that it has the probability generating function E(z¥) = e*¢=1. Define an
infinite sequence of independent Poisson random variables,

X; ~ Poisson (&) , j=>1
J

and set
X =) jX;.
j=1

Note that X is almost surely finite as it has finite expectation by our assumption on (a;).
The equality follows by calculating E(z%) in two ways. On the one hand,

0o ’ 00 ' i 1 o) e 1
:E<szxj> =~ TIEE) H@(p( 2 )):exp (Zaj(z. )>’
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1 J
On the other hand,

o0

E(z*) = z”-P(X:n):ZZ” Z P(Vj, X; =¢)

n=0 n=0 (Cl,cg,... )Z
> 252 dej=n

—en (-2 )T X e (-2 ) T ST

(c1yecn): J=1 o€S, j=1
Z] 1jci=n

where the last equality follows as the number of permutations ¢ € §,, with cycle structure
(cl,...,c)lsH"—' O

JJCJ'
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Lemma can be used to obtain a convenient expression for the normalization constant
Hy(L) involved in the marginal probability distribution (19). To this end set Ho(L) := 1
and define the function

Gr(z) = Z WLJ 2. (29)

=1 7

By Lemma (with a; = Wy ;), the generating function of the sequence (H, (L)), s, is given
by -

ZH" 2" = Z Z H W)@ = exp (Z W,L’] zj> = L@, (30)
n=0 ! g€Sy j=1 j=1 J

The equality holds in a formal sense, as we relied on Lemma [3.3. However, one may check

that the non-negative sequence (W7, ;); is bounded, whence the sum in converges for

|z| < 1, implying the same for the Taylor series of its exponential. The boundedness of

(Wy,;), follows from its definition as the density of a convolution on the torus (see (22)

and ) and is also a consequence of our subsequent Corollary .

3.2. The distribution of the cycle lengths through the generating function. Recall
the definitions of Li, Lo, ... appearing before .

Lemma 3.4. For any integers m > 1 and j1,...,Jm > 1 with j1 + -+ + jm, < N we have

. _ Hy_j ., (L) Wi,
P(Li=j1,..., L =7Jm) = S oI . 31
( 1 J1, ) J ) HN(L) HN_]l _jk 1 ( )
In particular, for m =1,
L Wi; Hy_;(L) .
P(L, =j)=—2" ! 1<j<N. 32

Proof. Note that there are (N —1)--- (N —j+ 1) = (N — 1),_1 possibilities for a cycle of
length 7 containing the element 1. Thus, using and , we get

W (N=1)- WLJ (W, )G Wr; Hy—;(L)
]P) L pr— p— p— > .
(L =) N'Hy (L EZII Ls) N Hy(L)’

which proves the lemma for m = 1. Similarly, for m = 2,
P(Ly = j1, Ly = jo)
(V= D)1 Wiy - (N =1 = 1) Wiy - (N — i — j2)! - Hy—j,—j, (L)

NIHy(L) (33)
_ WLJ1WLJ2 HN—jl—j2 (L)
CN(V—j) Ha(D)
The general case m > 1 is handled in the same manner. 0

Remark 3.5. The relation between the distribution of L; and the (C}) is as follows,

Jﬂ) 1<j<N (34)

IP’(lej):IE(N <j<
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since
: > ik iC;
Plli=i)= 3 Pla=j| 0=k PC=H=3F PO ¢=h =12},
k>0 s.t.
P(Cj:k‘)>0

where the second equality follows as there are jk elements in cycles of length j and any
1 <4 < N is equally likely to be one of them. In a similar manner one checks that

iC5 3¢ —1)
N N—j
One may similarly obtain expressions involving higher moments of C;. A useful expression
for the variance of Cj is obtained by combining and ,

C;\ _N—j PLi=jLy=j)  PLi=j) (P(Li=j))
Var(N)_ N I TN j

Remark 3.6. Our analysis of the asymptotic distribution of cycle lengths proceeds by de-
termining the asymptotics of the partition function H, (L), in various asymptotic regimes of
n and L, and then applying Lemma (3.4, Further information on the random permutation 7
may be obtained by varying the various parameters it depends on. For instance, the num-
ber of cycles C(mr) may be studied as follows. Let us write H?(L) instead of H,(L) to note
explicitly the dependence of the partition function on #. Then,

Hy (L)
HY,(L)
as one immediately verifies using Proposition [3.1. Thus, the asymptotic behavior of the

partition function can be used to determine the probability generating function of the number
of cycles. This direction is not developed in this work.

Mm=mm=ﬁ:E( ),léjSN (35)

E(tC(“)) -

4. BASIC PROPERTIES OF THE GENERATING FUNCTION

In this section we state and prove some basic properties of the generating function Gp.

4.1. Fourier transform. We frequently use the Fourier transform f (or F(f)) of a function
f :R? — C, defined by

f(t) =F(f)(t) = /f(x)e_%wtdx, t e RY, (36)

where we write x - t for the standard scalar product in R%. In the following claims we collect
some basic facts about the Fourier transform of a Schwartz function.

Claim 4.1. Let f : R? — C be a Schwartz function. Then:
(i) For any invertible linear tmnsformation B:R? — RY,

~

F(foB)= |detB| fo(B) (37)

(ii) The Fourier inversion theorem states that f(x) = f(—z) for all z € RY.
(iii) For any j € N, the functions f* and fj are Schwartz functions and we have f* = fj.
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(iv) The Poisson summation formula holds:
Sy =Y f(m). (38)
kezd mezd
In the following claim we restrict ourselves to the density function ¢.
Claim 4.2. The Fourier transform ¢ of ¢ satisfies:
(i) For every t € R, |@(t)| < 1 with equality if and only if t = 0.
(i) We have
p(t) =1 -2t Cov(X)t + O(||t]*) = 1 — 2| At|* + O([It[*), [l <1 (39)
where A is given in . In particular, as A is positive definite, there is a ¢ > 0 so
that |¢(t)] < 1 — c[|t||* when ||t|| < 1.

The results in Claim {4.1] and Claim {.2| are standard and we refer the reader to [29] for the
proofs.

Throughout this section we denote by 1 the density function of the Gaussian distribution
N(0,Cov(X)), which is given by

1 1..T —1 1 1 -1 2
W(x) = e~2% Cov(X) Tl — ezl e RY (40)
V/ (2m) det(Cov(X)) (2m)* det A

where A is defined in . Observe that for any j € N we have

. 1 1 A—1
Y (z) = ——F——eml Ty e R (41)
(27mj)2 det A

and that R
D) = e 2 1A e RY, (42)

where we used part |(i)| of Claim [4.1| and the fact that F(e~I - I7) = r2e="1 - I
For later reference we write explicitly the following consequence of : For any M > 0
there are C, cp;y > 0 so that

@7(8) = (1)) < CyliefPe eI, fjel < M, j e N (43)
The inequality follows since when j|[t[|> > 1 and [|t|| < M, using Claim
[67(1) = (O] < 17 (1)) + 47 (1) < 2 (1= enr|t]?)” < 27 < 2 Peerd 117
and when j||¢]]* <1,
F(1) = (1 =20 AP + O (t]]?))” = eI OIR) = (14 O(jl1IP)) ().
4.2. Asymptotics. Recall that the weights (W, ;) are given in by the formula
Wiy =0L"Y @ (Lk) =0 Y ¢ (m), (44)
kezd me 24

where in the last equality we used the Poisson summation formula (see parts , and
of Claim , and that the function G from is given by

o0

Gu(z) =Y Wj“' o,

=1
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Define the function

g(z) = Z W%mzj. (45)

We will show that Wy ; approximately equals §L%*(0) for small j and therefore, G (%)
approximately equals L%g(z) for small values of |z|. This will facilitate our analysis as the
function g(z) is independent of L. We will also see that g determines the critical density in
dimensions d > 3 as

g(1)=0) ¢7(0) = pe.
j=1
The following lemma, a multidimensional, local central limit theorem, determines the asymp-
totic behavior of ¢*/(0).
Lemma 4.3. For sufficiently large j € N,
1+0(2)

- \/det(Cov(X)) (2m)’

Proof. The second equality in is by . We turn to prove the first one. Let j € N. As
@ and ¢ are Schwartz functions, there exists a Cy > 0 so that

A Cy
max {|p(0)], (0} < [yt € B (47)

Now by parts and of Claim [4.1] we have

J

vl

(46)

#7(0) = (1+0(74)) v (0)

69(0) — 49 (0)] = / (1)t / 0 (bt

d Rd (48)
< [ wo-dourz [ wa{polio)d
It]|<2Co lI£]>2C0

We estimate each of the integrals separately. First, substituting we obtain

da+1

|27 (t) — 7 (t)|dt < Cj / [¢)2e=c1as < ¢~ / |s|lPelsPds < C5=%,  (49)
[It]| <2Co Rd Rd

where in the second inequality we changed variables to s = 1/jt. Second, using ,

/max{\ga(t)y,z;(t)}dtg / (Ht‘ci—[gH)jdtheCj. (50)

[It[1>2Co lIt]=2C0o

Substituting and in yields the first equality in (46]). O

The next pair of lemmas determine the asymptotic behavior of (W, ;) in all regimes of j
and L. A change in behavior takes place when j is approximately L2.

Lemma 4.4. For any € > 0 there exists a Cc > 0 such that
(Wp; — 0L (0)] < CL™ (51)
for all L > 1 and integer j < L*7¢.
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Proof. First recall that ¢* is the density function of S; := > 7_, X; where (X;),i > 1, are
independent copies of X. Intuitively, this implies that the sum S; for j < L*7¢ is unlikely
to have [|.S;|| > L. The lemma will follow from a quantitative estimate of this type together
with control of the smoothness of ¢*/.

Since ¢ is Schwartz,

*J

sup sup
J>1 zeRd

-sup/go*(j_l)(t)dt <oo, 1<i<d,

dp
Oz; (m) j>1
d

X

as ©*U~1 is a density function. Thus, there is a ¢ > 0 so that for any k € Z¢ and j > 1,
o (z) > 590*3 (Lk), =€ B(Lk,cp“(Lk)),

where B(z,r) C R?is the ball of radius r centered at x. We obtain that for every k € Z%\ {0},
on the one hand,

PO 2 Lk = [ w2
lall LIk (52)
> %go*j(Lk) - Vol [B (Lk,cgp*j(Lk)) N{x e RY : llz|| > L||k:||}] > c(gp*j(Ll{:))d+1.

On the other hand, by Markov’s inequality, for any even n > 2, there is a C,, > 0 so that,

E|S;|* _ Cuj® Cn

RIS 2 kL) < Gl < e = e (53)
To see the second inequality in (53), note that if d = 1 then, as n is even, ||S;||" =
(X; + -+ X;)" and there are at most C,,j2 terms with non-zero expectation (and each term
has expectation bounded by C),). The case of higher dimensions may be reduced to the one-
dimensional case by noting that, as n is even, ||S;||" = (S2,+---+S52,)2 < Co(SH+---+S57y),
where we write S; = (S;1,...,5j4)-

Thus, combining and and taking n sufficiently large as a function €, we get

*7 Ce d
©7(Lk) < LA k€ 27\ {0},
and therefore
*] %7 — 1 _
Wi, — 0L (0) = 0L >~ @Y (Lk) <CL™> ) T < Gk g m
keZa\{0} keZ\{0}
Lemma 4.5. There are C,c > 0 such that for all L > 1 and j € N,
Wiy —6 Y (m)| < OLY~ 5 e i (54)

me%Zd

Proof. The proof follows similar lines to the proof of Lemma[4.3] Let L > 1 and j € N. Since
¢ and ¢ are Schwartz, there exists a Cjy > 0 so that

N - C
max {[p(0)], (1)} < [yt € R (55)
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We have, by ,

We;—0 Y W(m)| <6 > |¢'(m) - (m)|

me 74 me 74

. : (56)
<0 Y 1P~ m)+20 Y max{jp(m)] dm)} .
H?rﬁsffco HZEQZCO

We estimate each of the sums separately. First, by , we have

Yoo @m = m) <Ci Y miPe It = ot 3 nfPen,

me+ 74 me+ 24 ne%ld
llm||<2Co

When j > L2, one can easily see that the last expression is at most C'j ~3¢7ci2 < CL% — e
When j < L? we have

S ety 3 petrso (2 )Zd“ r<e(Z)

ne¥izd i=1 i~1<]|n||<i

Second, substituting ,

3 max{|¢(m)|,¢(m)}§ 3 (mjﬁ)jﬁcmecj'

me 724 me 74
lm]|>2Co lm||>2Co
Inequality follows by substituting all the bounds in . OJ
Corollary 4.6. There are C,c > 0 so that for any L > 1 and j € N:
(i) If j < I?
(W.; — L™ (0)] < C (L—% + e—CLj) : (57)

(ii) If j = L?
(W —0| < Ce 17, (58)
Proof. Part is an immediate consequence of Lemma[4.5] as, when j > L?,
Wi, =6 <Ce g S Pmy<Cerizges Y edImlF < o,
mG%Zd\{O} mG%Zd\{O}

We turn to prove part Fix e = ﬁ. When j < L?¢ then holds by Lemma .
When L?>~¢ < j < L2,

Wiy — 0L (0)] < |Wpy — 0L Y " (LE)|+0LY Y o™ (Lk)+0L* [(0) — 97(0)] .
keZd kezZ\{0}

We bound each term separately. First, as LY, o ™ (Lk) =3, . 174 Y7 (m) by the Poisson

d+1

summation formula (as in (44)), the first term is bounded by CL%j~"2z < CL~ 2 by the
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FIGURE 3. The domain A(1.7,%).

choice of €. Second, we use to bound the second term,
) L d 2,0 L d 2 5
Ld Z w*] (Lk) S C (7) Z e—CLT”k” S C (7) e_CLT S Ce_CLT.
kezZa\{0} J keza\ {0} J
Lastly, by Lemma , the third term is at most C’Ldj_% <CL: by the choice of . [

Corollary 4.7. There is a C' > 0 so that |WL7J‘ — 0Ldg0*j(0)‘ < C forany L >1 and j € N.
Therefore, for any integer n € N there is a C,, > 0 for which

GI() = LA™ ()| < Gt =12, Izl <1,
where we recall that the functions G, and g are defined in and respectively.

Proof. The bound |W,; — 0L%*(0)| < C follows in the case j < L? from Corollary [4.6/ and
in the case j > L? from Lemma and Corollary . The bound on the generating functions
is an immediate consequence, noting that ((IL:ZI)& =2 (-0 (—n+1)Z " forneN

and |z| < 1. O

4.3. Analytic continuation. We shall view the generating functions G and g, given by
the Taylor expansions and , as functions of a complex variable. By Lemma and
Corollary , these functions are analytic in the open unit disk, as their Taylor expansions
converge there. In this section we prove that they can be continued analytically to a larger
domain Ay.

Definition 4.8. For R > 1 and 0 < 3 < 7§, define an open domain A(R, ) in the complex
plane by (see Figure[d)

A(R,B):={ze€ C\{1}: |z| <R, |arg(z — 1)| > S}.
The following technical claim is required to derive the analytic continuation of G and g.

Claim 4.9. There ezists Ry > 1 such that the following holds for the domain
Ao = A(RO, g) . (59)
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(i) There is a ¢ > 0 such that for any z € A,
11— 2¢(t)] > cmin {||t|*+ |1 —2],1}, teR% (60)
(i1) There is a C' > 0 such that for any z € Ag
1 — 2z + 27| At||?
1 —2¢(t)
where A is given in (|18]).

- 1] <ol <1, (61)

We proceed to show that G and g can be continued analytically to A,.

Lemma 4.10. The generating functions Gr,, for any L > 1, and g extend to analytic func-
tions in Ao (defined in ), where they are given by

Gr(z)=—0 ) log(l—zp(m)), (62)
g(z) = —6’/log(1 — zp(t)) dt, (63)

with the sum and integral converging uniformly on compact subsets of Ag.
We start with the proof of Claim [4.9]

Proof of Claim[{.9. We start with the first part. We assume that ¢ # 0 as the case t = 0 is
straightforward. By Claim [4.2] there exists a 0 > 0 such that for any 0 < ||t|| < J,

(NN

. ™ . . U .
larg(1 = @) < 57, [L=@O] 2 eltl®, [argp(t)] < 57 and [p(1)] >

Thus, for ||t|| <6 and z € C\ {1} with arg(z — 1) > § we have
1= 2p(t)] = [(1 = &(t) = (2 = D)e(t))]
>c([L=@)+ 1=z [p@)]) > e (Iltl* + 1 = 2]),

where in the first inequality we used the fact that for any w,w, € C satisfying |argw;| < 57
and |argws| > {5 we have

(64)

.
[wi — wa| 2 sin o7 - max (Jwnl, wa]) 2 ¢ (] + [wel).
Again, by Claim [4.2] there exists some € > 0 such that [p(¢)| < 1 — € for ||¢]| > 6. Thus,
for ||t|| > and |z| < 1+,
11 —20(t)| 21— 12| |¢(t)] = c. (65)

The first part of the claim with Ry = 1 + € follows from and .
We continue with the second part. Fix Ry and A such that the first part holds. Using
the Taylor expansion of ¢ in (39)), we obtain

1= 2p(t) — (1 =z + 272 At]*)| < |(1 = 27| At])? — @()) + (2 — 1)(1 — (1)) (66)
SO +CIL =2 - It < ClIE - 11 = z0()], 2 € Ao, (It <1,
where in the third inequality we used the first part of the claim. Dividing both sides by
11— z¢(t)| yields (61). O
We turn to prove Lemma [£.10]
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Proof of Lemma[{.10. We will start by proving that the identities in and hold when
|z| < 1. Then, we will show that the right-hand side of these identities define analytic
functions in Ag.

Fix z with |2| < 1. By (29) and (44)),
W,
G5 =3 4l = 3 —%0

7=1 j= 1m€ Zd
(67)
=0 2 Z T= 0 3" log(1 - 2p(m)),
meZd J= 17 me 24

where the last equality holds as |zp(m)| < |z| < 1. The change of order of summation in
the third equality is justiﬁed as the sum converges absolutely. Indeed, since ¢ is a Schwartz

function (part |(ii1) m of Claim [4.1)) and |¢p(m)| < 1,

>y zﬂ\<z\zw > i< o ¥ el <o (o

j=l mel Zd me L 74 me 124

We turn to prove the identity for g. Using Fourier inversion theorem (Part [(ii)| of Claim [4.1])
we obtain,

o) =3 270, 92 / )t —9/2 Wt =6 [ 10g(1 - z5(0)dt.

J
j=1 ra =1 R

where the second inequality is Justlﬁed by a calculation similar to ((68]).

Now, consider the right-hand side of the identities and r z € Ay. First note
that the logarithms are well defined. Indeed, otherwise there are z € Ay and ¢t € R? so that
zp(t) = R > 1, but then 2’ = £ € A satisfies 1 — 2'¢(t) = 0 contradicting the bound in
Claim (4.9

It suffices to prove that the sum and integral in and converge uniformly on
compact subsets of Ag. Let A C Ay be a compact subset. By the first part of Claim [4.9] for
any t € RY and 2 € A, |1 — 2(t)| > ca. Thus, considering separately the cases of small and
large |p(t)], we obtain

log (1 — ()] < Ca [B(1)].
The uniform convergence follows as ¢ is a Schwartz function. 0J

In the following corollary we deduce explicit formulas for the derivatives of G and ¢ in
the domain Ay which will be of repeated use in the sequel.

Corollary 4.11. For any L > 1 and n € N,

GP(2)=0(n—-11 > %, z € A,. (69)
g™ (2) = 0 (n —1)! / %dt, 2 € Ao, (70)

Rd
Proof. The formulas follow from Lemma by differentiating the identities in and
under the sum and integral signs, making use of the uniform convergence on compact
subsets. O
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4.4. Near the singularity. The following lemma determines the asymptotic behavior of
the derivatives of the function g near the potential singularity z = 1. The derivative of g
is closely related to the polylogarithm function. Indeed, they differ merely by a constant
multiple when the density function ¢ is the Gaussian density ¢ (given by ) Our goal
here is to show that, for general ¢, g shares the asymptotic behavior of the polylogarithm
function near z = 1.

Lemma 4.12. The following holds for any integer n > 1:

(i) If d > 2n then the function g™ may be extended to a continuous function in Ag.
(i) If d = 2n then for z € Ay we have

7

(M) () =
g™ (z) = log ( ) + O(1).
(27)% \/det(Cov(X))  \1—2
(11i) If d < 2n then for z € Ay we have
9.T(n—¢
4 = WoE ot 0, (j1- 21 4 g1 2)),

(27)% \/det(Cov(X))
where ' 1s the gamma function.

Proof. Inside the unit disc, the three parts follow in a straightforward manner from the
definition of g in and the asymptotic behavior of ©*/(0) given in Lemma However,
since we need the asymptotics outside the radius of convergence as well, we will derive it
using the analytic continuation representation of g™ given in (70)).

We start with part (i) . When d > 2n, we have by ,

sup/’ C/ ~ Cn/gbt dt < o0
sup 1_Z e |6(t)]

lEll<1 [[¢l1>1
as ¢ is a Schwartz function. Thus, the integral on the right-hand side of converges
uniformly in z € Ay and therefore it is continuous.

We turn to prove parts and . Using , the Taylor expansion of ¢ in and the
bounds and we get
1+ On(JIt])

M (2) = 0,(1 —1!/ Ag.

<1

We develop the above integral using a change of variables,

1+ Ou(JIt]) B 1 L+ Ou(flel)
/( Lt = 0,(1) + /( ~d

1 — z + 272|| At||?) det(A) 1 — 2+ 272||z||?)
It <1 llzll<1
1 g 1
Vol (S41) [ r@=1 (1 + O,(r)) 202m)72 [T (14 Oy D
On(1) + det A (1—z+2m2r2)" r=0On(l)+ I'(4)d / (1—2z+s?) °
0 0

~! the surface area of the (d — 1)-dimensional

where we denote by Vol (S971) = 272 (T (T (%))
1) term is added due to the changes in the domain

unit sphere and where an additional O,,(1)
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of integration. We set

1
s tds T
h©) = [ e £€C\{O) g < -
0

The last computation shows that, for z € A,

d
2

20 (n— 1) (2m)~

(n) _
9" T T T i der a

. In,d(l — Z)

1
s%ds
<G, [ =55 < CuuanL =) (7)
0

Thus is suffices to estimate I, 4(§) as & — 0. To this end, note that I, 4(§) is bounded when
d > 2n and that, using integration by parts,

1 1 1

g1 s? 2n sl 2n
Iha(§) = /mds WIETR 0 + / (— = 71n+1,d+2(§) + On(1). (72)
0 0

£+ s2)" !
As a result, it suffices to estimate Iy; and Iz, for k£ > 1. For any £ € C\ {0} with
Jarg(€)] < I, we have

1 1
B s 1 dy —21log (€) for k=1
Ir2(§) = !mds = 50/ Erof O(1) + { %(Qk S e for s 1
and
1 00
N ds 1 ds Al (k—34) &
)= [ ey =003 | eap = Ty O
0 —00

where the last equation follows using a standard residue argument. Indeed, it follows by
integrating over the semi-circle contour noting that the integrand has a unique pole in
{Im(z) > 0}, located at i1/ having order k. The details are left to the reader.

We conclude that, when d = 2n,

na(€) =~ log& + 0(1)

and when d < 2n,
r(4)r(n-4

Ind(§) = =501, ety 0,0

as one can check that the last expressions satisfy the recursion in and the cases d = 1,2
(note that I' () = /7). Substituting the last estimates in (71]) finishes the proof of the
lemma. 0

5. THE SUB-CRITICAL REGIME

In this section we establish parts |(1)| and of Theorem (1.1} part |(i)| and the sub-critical
regime in part of Theorem and partof Theorem 1.3}

Let p = p(N) and consider several possibilities for the dimension d and the asymptotic
regime of p(N) as N — oo corresponding to the various statements in the theorems. We
give names to these cases to simplify later reference. By the name (Sub-Critical) we refer
collectively to any of the following cases:
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(SubConstl) : Dimension d = 1 and density p satisfying p — p. € (0,00) as N — o0.
(Subl) - Dimension d = 1 and density p satisfying p — oo and p = o(v/N).
(SubConst2) : Dimension d = 2 and density p satisfying p — p. € (0, oo) as N — o0.
(Sub2) : Dimension d = 2 and density p satisfying p — oo and f5 = a € 0, ).
(Sub3) : Dimension d > 3 and density p satisfying p — p. € (0, p.) as N — oo.

We remind the reader that the critical thresholds «a, and p. are defined in @ and .
We note explicitly that we allow p to vary with N in the cases (SubConstl), (SubConst2)
and (Sub3), thus obtaining a somewhat stronger results than those stated in part |(i)| of the
main theorems. This additional flexibility will be used in our analysis of the critical regime
in dimensions d > 3 in Section [7}

Our strategy, following [16, Section 3.2], is to use saddle point analysis to estimate the
Cauchy integral (recall ),

H,(L G - L fe 73

= n Lz —

D) = [ = o § s (73)
Y

(see Theorem and then apply the results of Section [3|to connect H,,(L) with the distri-

bution of L; (Section [5.2)).

5.1. Saddle point analysis. The integrand in is exp(Gr(z) — (n+1)log(z)) and thus
its saddle points, the critical points of the exponent, are the solutions z to zG (z) = n + 1.
Motivated by this and the fact that the values of n in our analysis will be close to N, we
define ry = ry, 1 to be the unique 0 < r < 1 satistying
rG(r) = N. (74)

This solution exists as, by Corollary 4 . G (r i> o0, for all L > 1. ry is unique since G’
has non-negative Taylor coefficients. The saddle point method suggests to take a contour of
integration that passes through ry.

In the following theorem we find the asymptotic behavior of Hy_;(L). In the theorem and
what follows we set, for N > 1,

an = rnGr(ry) +raGl(ry) and by = ryG(ry) + 3rA Gl (ry) +rvGY(ry)  (75)
and note that by and the fact that the Taylor coefficients of G are non-negative we
have ay,by > N.
Theorem 5.1. Let jy be a sequence of integers such that 1 < jxy < N and j% = o(ay) as
N — oo. Then, in each of the (Sub-Critical) asymptotic regimes,

e (L N—j1,GL(2) eCrirm) N (
_j =|z""’le L)~ VR p— — OQ. 76
N .7( ) [ ] T%—]\/m )

uniformly in 0 < j < jn.
The proof of the theorem relies on the following technical estimates.

Proposition 5.2. In each of the (Sub-Critical) cases:
(i) As N — oo,
by, = o(ay). (77)
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(i1) There exists ¢ > 0 such that, for large N,

Re (G, (rne™)) < Gr(ry) — ¢ - aj%v\/m, a]_\,% < |t <, (78)

where ¢ may depend on p. in the cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2) (in
addition to the usual dependence on d, ¢ and 0).

Let us first show how Theorem [5.1] follows from Proposition [5.2]
Proof of Theorem[5.1]. Fix a sequence (ty)%_; € (0,7) so that as N — oo,
aNt?V — 0Q, b]\ﬂf?v — 0 and thN — 0. (79)

This is possible by part of Proposition E and the assumption on jy, e.g., by setting
ty = min{aNl/ 4];,1/ 2 b; 1/ ! ,m}. By the Cauchy integral formula with the contour 7
parametrized as (t) := rNe” for t € [—m, 7],
. 1 [ G 1 ) e aits
. — [ N=J1,GL(2) — _— _ Gr(rye't)—itN+itj o
Hy_j(L) = [z"7]e"t"¥ = 5 ?{ ZN_j+1dz S /e (rve®) dt =1, + I,
¥ -7

where [;, I are the integrals corresponding to [t| < ty and ty < [t| < m. We start by
estimating I; via a Taylor expansion of Gy, (rye™) around ¢ = 0. A straightforward calculation
yields that

d 4 .

EGL(’/’NG B = irne™ G (rye'),

d? ) ) " )

@GL(TNQM) = —rye G (rye) — rae® Gl (rye'),

d3 ) ) ) ) . )
T GL(TNQ ) = —irne Gl (rye) — 3iry.e* Gl (rye) — ird, e GY (rye'),

from which we have, by the definition of ry and as GG has non-negative Taylor coefficients,
that

GL (rNeit) = GL(T’N) + itN — a7Nt2 + O<bNt§V); ‘t’ S tN.

Substituting this expansion in the definition of /; and using the relations ,

tn [e¢)
eGL(rn) a Gr(rn) Gr(rn)
L= — / e~ Bt o) gt _c e~ ds = Ni‘—’ N — oo.
omry Y TN N 2an ry CV2may

—tn

We turn to bound I,. By part of Proposition |5.2) m, for large enough N,

o . Gr(rn) 7 S 1 GL(rn) i ,
e L s 0 ] iy G [,
n

N—j N—

r r a
N tn N N Vantn
and the last expression is negligible compared to I as \/anty — oo by . O

The rest of Subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition [5.2]
Recall the definition of ry in and that p = % is the density. In the next lemma we
find the asymptotic behavior of ry.

Lemma 5.3. As N — oo we have:
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(i) In case (Subl),
92

W, wn particular 1 —ry — 0.
ar(X)p

]_—7"NN

(ii) In case (Sub2),

1 a
log ( ) ~ ﬁ, in particular = Nacto),
1 - N (0% — TN

(iii) In cases (Sub3), (SubConst1) and (SubConst2),
ry =T < 1,
where T, 1s the unique solution of rg'(r) = ps forr € (0,1).
Proof. We start with the case d = 1. Corollary and Lemma [4.12] imply that

B roL
V2 Var(X)(1 —r)

rG" (1)

r 1
< - - > 1.
_C(l_T—FLrlog(l 7’))’ rel0,1), L>1. (80)

62 202
8 Var(X)p?’ Var(X
recall that p = % — o0 as N — oo. Having the terms in in mind, we observe that as

N — oo, uniformly in 1 —r € I,

We work in the asymptotic regime given by (Subl). Denote I := |

)pZ] and

roL € FN, ZN} and L—I—Lrlog (L) = o(N),
V2 Var(X)(1 —r) 4 1—r 1

where we used that p> = o(N) and L log (ﬁ) ~ 2N @. It follows, since ry is the unique

value in [0, 1) for which holds and since rG’ (r) is increasing in [0, 1) that
0L
V2 Var(X)(1 —ry)

from which the required asymptotic formula follows.
We continue with the case d = 2. Corollary 1.7 and Lemma imply that

1
rG (r) — rL*a, log (1—)

N:TNG/L(T’N)N , N—>OO,

-Tr

gc(lr +L2>, rel0,1), L>1. (81)

We work in the asymptotic regime (Sub2), where p = % — 00 and ﬁ — a € [0,a.) as

N —- . Fix0<e< min{% -1, 1}. Denote [ := [exp (—%) , €Xp (—ﬁ)] Then, as
N — oo, uniformly in 1 —r € I,

1 1
rL*a.log (m) € {ZN, 2N] and 1 i . + L? = o(N),

where we used that limy_,. ofclfgeg)ﬁ[ < 1and L?* = N/p. It follows, since ry is the unique
value in [0, 1) for which holds and since rG’ (r) is increasing in [0, 1) that
1

N =ryG) (ry) ~ L*a,log (1 ) ., N — oo,

from which the required asymptotic formula follows.
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In cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2), for sufficierntly large N we have

re+1 _, (re+1 gt +1 , (re+1 e+ 1, e+ 1
> L =N N
> GL( 2 >— 2 T\ 2 P9\t ) o

where the first inequality is by comparison of the Taylor coefficients (see , and )
and the last inequality holds as p — p. = r.¢'(r) and as r¢/(r) is strictly increasing. As
rG’ (r) is increasing, we conclude that, for sufficiently large N, ry < % < 1. Thus, by
Corollary [4.7]

N = ryGy(ry) ~ Np~lrng' (ry) ~ NpJ'rag' ()
so that ry¢'(ry) — p. and therefore ry — .. O

In the next lemma we find the asymptotic behavior of ay and by.

Lemma 5.4. As N — oo we have:
(i) In case (Subl),

Var(X)N p? 3 Var(X)2Np*
aNN% and by ~ (04) P )
(11) In case (Sub2),
an ~ —aCN = N1+O%c+o(1) and bN ~ Nl+%+o(1).
p(l—ry)

(11i) In cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2),
c,N <any <C,N and c,N <by <C,N.
Proof. In (Subl), by Corollary 4.7, Lemma and Lemma as N — oo we have

0L s o*Np?
Gl (rn) ~ Lg"(ry) ~ 1—7ry) 2~ , 82
7(ry) g"(rn) 2\/50( N) 02 (82)
where we denoted o := y/Var(X). In a similar manner,
30L _s  30*Np?
Gll(rw) ~ L") ~ 57 (1= ) F e Sl (53)

The last two asymptotic equalities together with the definitions of ay and by from and
the definition of ry imply that ay ~ G (ry) ~ %&2 and by ~ G (rn) ~ %ﬁ as N — oo.
Similarly in (Sub2),

oa.N

T _ N1+a%+o(1)7 by ~ GZ/(TN) _ N1+Z—‘;+o(1)‘ (84)

an ~ GZ(TN) ~

Similar asymptotic estimates apply also to the cases (Sub3), (SubConst1) and (SubConst2)
and show that G (rn) and GY'(ry) have order of magnitude N as N — oo. Thus, ax and
by are also of the same order of magnitude. O

We now have everything needed to prove Proposition [5.2
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Proof of Proposition [5.3. Part [(i)] of the proposition follows immediately from Lemma
We turn to prove part . Let jo be a fixed large integer so that, by Lemma ©*(0) >

cj_% > 0 for all 7 > jo. Thus, using the definitions of G, and of W ;, we have

Gulr) = Re (G (rwe)) = S W™ (1 _ Re (eit)

— J
N o ) e (85)
@7 (0)ry , N .
> c— ——=(1—cos(tj)) > c— 1 —cos(tj)) =: S.
p ;1 ; ( (7)) ; ;mjgﬂ ( (tj))

Our goal is to show that there exists ¢ > 0 (depending on p, in (Sub3), (SubConstl) and
(SubConst2)) such that S > ¢ a}f\/m for large N, uniformly in a]_vl/ > < |t| < . Examining
the expression for S reveals that it may be useful to compare the relative sizes of % and ay.
We record the following relations as N — oo, which follow directly from Lemma and

Lemma [5.3]
N - N
ay* < C;(l - TN)% and ay < 05(1 —ry)272, in (Subl), (Sub2), (86)

Suppose first that [¢| > 5. In this case max{l — Cos(tjo) 1- cos(t(jo +1))} > ¢. Thus,
when N is sufficiently large, by (86) and part |(iii) m of Lemma

S>ceNp it > ¢ aN >c- aN\/

Second, suppose that [t| < 270. Consider the cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2).
We bound the sum S by the j = jy element and use the inequality 1 — cos(x) > cz? for

|z| < 1 and part |(iii)| of Lemma 5.4] to obtain that for |t| > a,® and large N,

. 1
S > cNp triot? > Cp. cant? > Cp. - anV/ It
Now consider the cases (Subl) and (Sub2). Observe that when j < min (|t|™, (1 —ry)~ )
. _1
we have the bounds %, > ¢ and 1—cos(tj) > ct?j2. Suppose N is large. If ay? < [t| < 1—ry

then, by ,
[(1=rn)"")

N
S > c—¢? Z ]1_’ > c—1? (1 —?"N) 2> coant? > c- aN\/
p — p
J=jo

whereas if [t| > 1 — ry then, by (86),
LIt~

S>c—t2 Z j -5 >c—|t|2 >c- aN\/
j=jo

Putting all of the above cases together proves the required lower bound on S and finishes
the proof of the proposition. [l

5.2. Proof of the sub-critical parts of the main theorems. The next corollary restates
the sub-critical parts of Theorem [I.1, Theorem [I.2] and Theorem [I.3]in the notation of this
section.

Corollary 5.5. In the (Sub-Critical) cases v = 0 and the following holds as N — oo:
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(i) In case (Subl),
62L, d <1 )
Va2 gamma | o 1.

2 Var(X)p?
(ii) In case (Sub2),
log L
Q0821 d, Ulo, 1].
p

(111) In cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2),
L -,
where Y is the integer-valued random variable defined by
P(Y =j)=0p, " (0)rl, j=1

and

T« 1S the unique number satisfying 0 < r, <1 and Z(p*j(O)r{ = p0t. (87)
j=1
Proof. The corollary follows easily by substituting the estimates given in Theorem [5.1] Let
jn be a sequence of integers satisfying 1 < jy < N and

jn = o (min (yay,L?)), N — oc. (88)
By Lemma theorem and Corollary , uniformly in 1 < j < jy with ©*(0) # 0,

Wi, Hy-j(L)  0L%(0)

N ' Hy(D) N
Note that, by Lemma , there are only finitely many j for which ¢*(0) = 0, and that
L3p*(0) > ¢ when ¢*/(0) # 0 and j < L?. The above arguments also adapt to show that
P (L, = j) — 0 when ¢*(0) = 0.

In cases (Sub3), (SubConstl) and (SubConst2), one first verifies using that the def-
inition of r, given by coincides with the one given in Lemma . It then follows from
(89) with fixed j and Lemma that L, N Y, proving part |(iii)

Consider the case (Subl). Denote o= Var(X). Let 0 < a < b < 0 and set jy =
Lz" prJ Observe that jy satisfies (88)) by Lemma Thus, we may use (89) to obtain

P(L =j) = = 0p7 ' (0)r)y, N — oo, (89)

2 2 2b 2 2 2b
|225% | |22g% |

6>L, , _1
]P(ag 27 §b> = Z“ P(Ly = j) ~ 6p Z” @ (0)ryy
:_r20%p“a . 20
J [792 1 J= [492 1
L262P2bj

62 62 02 -3
Z J exp /3: 2 %d
2\/_02 e, \20%p? 20 P2 \/_

{2095 a

where in the second asymptotic equality we used Lemma 4.3, Lemma and 1—g = e~*to(@)
as * — 0 and the final limit is obtained by convergence of the Riemann sum to the integral.
This finishes the proof of part .
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Consider the case (Sub2). Let 0 < a < b < 1 and set jy = ese. Note that we have

IN =0 ((1 — T’N)_l) by Lemma and that jy satisfies by Lemma . Thus, we may
use to obtain

leee | leee | leee |
.log L . . 1
P(as&ﬂ)z Y PLi=i)~0p7 Y @Ok ~vapt Y - b-a,
P

ap ap ap J
j=leae] j=leae] j=leae]
where the second asymptotic equality follows from Lemma and from rf\’,v — 1. This
finishes the proof of part .
The fact that v = 0 follows from the above results as, for any € > 0, P(L; > eN) — 0, as
N — o0. 0

Remark 5.6. The analysis in Corollary [5.5] extends to the study of the joint distribution of
Ly, Lo, . ... The key fact is that an analog of remains valid. By Lemma , for any fixed
mas N — oo,

]P)<L1 :jla"'7Lm:jm)

HN Jr *J . ”ij . .
= Al - : - ~P(Li=71)P(Lpy = Jm),
g N—=j1— = Jjk (s 2 ( )

uniformly in 1 < j; + -+« + j < jn with ¢*%(0) # 0 for all k, as follows from theorem
and Corollary in the same manner as in . One may then follow the analogous steps to

the analysis in Corollary and deduce that the (L) become asymptotically independent
and identically distributed, in the sense explained in the remark following Theorem [1.3]

6. THE SUPERCRITICAL CASE

In this section we prove part in Theorem , part in Theorem and part
in Theorem In particular we show the convergence to the Poisson-Dirchlet distribution.

Let p = p(IN) and consider several possibilities for the dimension d and the asymptotic
regime of p(N) as N — oo corresponding to the various statements in the theorems. We
give names to these cases to simplify later reference. By the name (Super-Critical) we refer
collectively to any of the following cases:

(Superl) : Dimension d = 1 and density p satisfying p = w (\/N ) and p < N.
(Super2) : Dimension d = 2 and density p satisfying f5 — a € (e, 00).
(Hyper2) : Dimension d = 2 and density p satisfying p = w (log N) and p < N.
(Super3) : Dimension d > 3 and density p > p., fixed as N — oo.

Our assumption that p < N in all cases is equivalent to taking the side length L of A to be at
least 1, as we assumed in the estimates of Section . Define the auxiliary parameter 7 = 74,
in the cases above:

0 in cases (Superl) and (Hyper2)

S

T =Ty, = in case (Super2) . (91)

R

in case (Super3)
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We will show that, in all of the (Super-Critical) cases, 7 is the fraction of points in non-
macroscopic cycles, or equivalently 7 = 1 — v where v is defined in (/5)).

As in the sub-critical case, our strategy is to apply the Cauchy integral formula to obtain
the asymptotic behavior of H, (L) = [2"] ¢“*(*) and then use the results of Section (3| which
connect H, (L) with the distribution of the cycle lengths (Lq, Lo, ... ).

6.1. Singularity analysis. In the following theorem we find the asymptotic behavior of
Hy_;(L). We first introduce an analytic function Fj, defined by

Fr(2) :=Gp(z) +0log (1 —2) = -0 Z log (1 —z¢(m)), =z € Ao, (92)
me +Z4\{0}

where the second equality uses and where we recall from that

Ay = {zeC\{l}: 2] < Ry, |arg(z —1)| > g}

with Ry > 1 determined by Claim . For every L > 1, the sum in converges uniformly
in Ay, by Claim and the fact that ¢ is a Schwartz function, and therefore F7, is continuous
at z = 1. Moreover, by the definition of G, in (29)), in the closed unit disc F}, is given by the
power series

“Wr,—0 . —
Fr(z) = Z L’#zj, zeD, (93)
j=1

where the sum converges absolutely in D by Corollary In particular Fp,(1) is real.

Theorem 6.1. In the (Super-Critical) cases, for every e > 0,

ePLONO-1 (1 — 7 — £)7
INC)) ’

Hy (L) = [57] e916)

uniformly in j < (1—7—¢€)N.

The proof of Theorem following [I6], proceeds by expressing Hy_;(L) as a contour
integral and changing the contour of integration to a ‘pacman-shaped’ contour v defined as
follows (see Figure[d)): v = v (n, 8, N) =71 + 72 + 73 + 74, where + denotes concatenation of
contours,

A 1
ST B
1 .
VQ(t) - 1+Ne_zt7 te [6727‘—_5]
, 1
v3(t) =1 +teP, te {N,n}
u(t) = Rie™, te|f,2r —f]

and Ry = ’1 +nef|, B = arg (1 + neiﬂ). We will see that the main contribution to the
Cauchy integral comes from a small neighborhood of 1. In the proof of Theorem we
estimate this contribution using the following proposition that identifies the behavior of G,
close to 1 and on the rest of .

Proposition 6.2. In the (Super-Critical) cases, for any € > 0 there exists 0 < n < % and
No > 0 such that v = ~(n, 3, N) satisfies v C Ao for N > Ny and the following holds:
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FIGURE 4. The contour v = ~(n, 8, N).

(i) There exists a sequence ty — 0o, ty = o(v/N), for which
Gr(z) = —0log(1 —2)+ F(1) + 7N (z — 1)+ 0o(1), N — o0,
uniformly in z € Ng such that & < |1 —z| < .
(ii) For any z € vy U~ys and N > Ny,
Re (Gr(2)) < —Olog|l — z| + FL(1) + (T +€) NRe(2 —1).
(i1i) For any z € v4 and N > Ny,
Re (Gp(2)) < Fr(1) + (7 +€)Nlog|z|.

We start by proving Theorem given the proposition. We require also the following well-
known Hankel integral [32], Theorem 8.4b]: For 5 € (0, ), define the contour v/ = +/(8) =

M+ + s by
Y(t) = —te ™t € (—o00,—1],
w(t) =e  tel2r—p], (95)
=t te(l,00),

V3(t) =
see Figure |5l Then, if 8 € (0, 5), we have
1 1
— [ (—w) e ¥dw = — C. 96
omi | T =Ry € (96)

/

v

Proof of Theorem[6.1] Fix 0 < e < 5= where 7 is given in (91]). Let n and Ny be the numbers

and (tx) be the sequence from Proposition corresponding to €. Set v := (77, LN ) where
N > N is taken large enough for the following calculations. We assume throughout this
proof that 0 < 7 < (1 —7 — 2¢)N.

By the Cauchy integral formula

. 1 eGL(Z)
N— Gr(z) _ _— o
[Z J] eGr(z) — 5 —2N+1*jdz_ll+[2+13’
8!

where 1, I, and I3 are the corresponding integrals over yN{|1—z| < %}, (1 Uvz)N{|1—2| >
%} and -y, respectively. We estimate separately the three parts.
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ad
N

FIGURE 5. The contour 7/(%).

We start with I;. The following holds as N — oo, uniformly in 0 < j < (1 —7 —2¢)N and
z€ AN {|l — 2] <} We have

Z—(N+1—j) = exp [_ (N +1-— ]) log z] = exp [— (N — j) (Z - 1) + 0(1)] )

where we used that ¢y = o(v/ V). Substituting this and part |(i)| of Proposition in I, we
obtain that

L= / (1—2)"exp[(TN = N +j) (z — 1) + o(1)] dz, (97)

t
y{[1—2|<4EF}

We make the change of variables z = 1+ g5, so that (TN — N + J)z—=1) = —w, to

obtain

FL) (N(1 — _ ;-1

I = e ( ( 'T) ]) /(_w)—e ewaro(l)dw’ :
211

5
where 7 is the image of yN{|1—z| < &} under the change of variables, which is a modification
of the /(%) from having the circular arc at radius 1 — 7 — % > 2¢ and having finite
‘arms’, terminating at radius ¢y (1 —7 — &) > 2ety — 0o. As the integral in (96]) with s =0
and 8 = % converge to a non-zero quantity, we conclude that

3
efr(1) yo-1 (1 — T — i.)9_1

N
\ N0 (98)
We turn to bound I,. A Taylor expansion shows that
1 1 1
Re(log 2) — Re(z — 1)+§Re[(z—1)2] < g|z— 1%, |z —1] < o (99)

Thus, for z € v U s,
Re(logz) > Rez—1>0.
Thus, for such z and using our assumption that 0 < j < (1 —7 — 2¢)N,

2V < exp [~ (7 + 2¢) N (Rez — 1)].
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Substituting this and part of Proposition in I, we obtain that
|I,| < eft® / 11—z %exp[—€- N(Rez —1)] |dz]
(1Us)N{[1-22 4 }
< eFr(1) pro—1 / |w|79 —€eRew = o(I}), N — o,

Y {lwl>tn}
where in the second inequality we made the change of variables z = 1 + % and used the
contour v defined in and the final estimate follows from and as the integral in ((100))
tends to 0. We bound I3 using part of Proposition by
|_[3| < 6FL(l) / |Z|(T+E—1)N+j—1‘dzl < eFL(l) / ‘Z|_6N|dz| < 27T6FL(1)R1_€N,
V4 V4

which is exponentially smaller than I; by . U
The rest of Section is devoted to the proof of Proposition |6.2}

6.1.1. Near z = 1. In this section we prove parts |(i)| and of Proposition .
We first note that, by the definition (92)) of F7,

(100)

z

Gr(z) = —0log (1 —2) + Fp(z) = —0log (1 — 2) + Fp(1) + /Fi(w)dw, z € Ay. (101)

This representation will allow us to prove parts |(1)| and by suitably estimating F;. We
(92

start by writing F; as a series, using again the definition (92)),

oy ¢(m) “—
Fi(z)=0 Y e € Ay. (102)
eL124\{0}

We start with the following bound on FJ(z),

REl<e Y | HZ

1—290 ‘

mE%Zd G Zd

o i 1 (103)
=C Z e tC Z |p(m)| < CL / W+0Ld,
o<||n1LHZ<dl ez 1<t

where in the second inequality we used Claim [£.9] Now it is relatively straightforward to
deduce parts and of Proposition in the cases where 7 = 0. Indeed, the last

expression in (Superl) is O (L?) = O = o(N) and in (Hyper2) it is O (L*logL) =
@) <W> = 0o(N) as N — oco. Therefore, by (101]), we get that in both these cases,

Gr(z)=—0log(1—2)+ Fr(1)+o(N)-|1 -z, N — oo,

uniformly in z € Ay. This implies parts and of the proposition in these cases (the
fact that the o(N) term is uniform in z € Ay implies the existence of a sequence ty — o0,
tn = o(V/'N) satisfying that ¥ times the o(V) still tends to 0).
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We turn to prove parts|(i)|and in the cases (Super2) and (Super3). In these asymptotic
regimes, it turns out that F is well-approximated by L', as the next lemma makes precise.

Lemma 6.3. There exists a C' > 0 so that for any L > 1 and z € Aq the following holds:
(i) If d = 2 then

'(2) — L?¢'(= 2 max o L
|F(z) — L*¢'(2)| < CL {1,lg(’1_zy)}. (104)
(i) If d > 3 then
|Fi(z) = L% ()| < C (L' + L?log L) . (105)

Proof. We approximate the Riemann sum L~?F} (z) by the corresponding integral (see (102))
and (70)). Decomposing the domain of integration to cubes around each m € $Z%\ {0} we
obtain

() — LA (2)] = ¢(m) _prd o(t)
[Fi(2) = L% (2) emeég\{o}l—zsﬁ(m) o /1—290( )dt

AL 5(m) = 3(1)] (106)
<0Ld/ ’ t+9Ld Z / “f . dt,
1 —zp(t . [1—zp(m)] - [1 = 2p(t)]
me Z m+ L

m;éO

where we set Q, := [—(2L)71, (2L)‘1]d C R?% We bound each term in (106)) separately and

start with the second one. For any m € 1Z%\ {0} and ¢ € m + @, we have

9

[@(m) — ¢(t)] < CL™ max max| 57 (x)| < CL~ min{[lgl, 11}, (107)
zem+Qr ¢ atl

where the second inequality follows as 52 decays fast, g—t(O) =0 and %tf is bounded. Thus,
by part . (i) of Claim 4.9 - we obtain

p(t
Ly / 1 |‘f( ) ()ldt<C’Ld ! / ]|~ 3dt + oL / []| =4 dt
— —Z
meTZ¢ o e L-1<|e)<t (RSt
m7£0

1
<cL*! / ri~tdr + CL*!
L1
and we check that the last expression is bounded by the right-hand side of (104]) when d = 2
and by the right-hand side of (105) when d > 3.

Next, we bound the first term on the right-hand side of (106]), again using Claim [4.9] and
using also that |p(t)| < 1. When d = 2,

cL—2

5 _ —2
|<,0(t)\(t)‘dt§0 / dt <C dr SClog(H z|+ CL >

1=z +e]]* ~ 1=z +r 1= 2]
0

Qr It <CL—1t
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When d > 3,
BECR o
¥ d—3
<C t<C dr < ——
- 2¢(0)] / r|t||2 <o [ s g
Qr lti<CL—t 0
Substituting these bounds in (106]) finishes the proof of the lemma. O

We proceed to deduce parts (i) and (ii) of Proposition for the cases (Super3) and
(Super2). Consider first the case (Super3). By the definitions of 7, ¢ and p in (91)),(45) and
(@) respectively, we have that TN = L4¢g/(1). Thus, using Lemma and Lemma 4.12) we
get that for any z € Ay,

z z z

/Fi(w)dw—TN(z— | < /Fi(w)dw—/Ldg'(l)dw

1 1 1
z

S/IFi(w)—Ldg’(w)l-Idw|+Ld/lg’(w)—9’(1)|-Idw|

< CL*'ogL-|z— 1|+ CLYz — 1]2.

Parts|(i)| and of the proposition follows in case (Super3) by substituting the last result in

(101)) and taking ty = v/L and sufficiently small 7 > 0.
Finally, consider the case (Super2). We estimate the integral on the right-hand side of

(101)) as follows. Let z € Ag with |1 — 2| > N~! and let z € Ay be the unique point on the
line segment connecting 1 and z satisfying |1 — x| = (N log N)~!. We have,

z z z

/Fi(w)dw +a.L*(z —1)log (1 — 2)| < /Fi(w)dw + OzCLQ/log (1 —w)dw| + CL*1 — 2|

x x z

g/ |F} (w)||dw| + CL2/| log(1 — w)||dw| —l—/\Fi(w) + a.L*log(1 — w)||dw| + CL*|1 — 2|,
1 1 T

where a, is defined in @ We bound the first and the third integrals separately. To bound
the first integral, note that for any w € Ay, we have by (103), |F}(w)| < CL*log L < CN.
To bound the third integral observe that by Lemma and Lemma for w € Ay with
|1 —w| > (Nlog N)~! and large enough N, we have

N
FE () + L2 log(1 = w)] < [F () — L2g/(u)| + L2 () + xclog(1 )] < — =
Therefore, for z € Ay with |1 — 2| > N~! and sufficiently large N,
/Fi(w)dijaCLQ(z— Dlog(1—2)| < L|1—,z|. (108)
~ Vlog N

1

Part |(i)[ of the proposition follows since, as N — o0,
—a.L*(z — 1)1log (1 — 2) = a.L?log N(z — 1) + o(N)|1 — 2| = TN (2 — 1) + o(N)|1 — 2|,
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uniformly in z € Ag with % <|[1—-2z2 < l(”gTN, where in the last asymptotic equality we used

that £ — a as N — oo and that 7 = 2. Part of the proposition follows as, for large
g e

enough N and z € v, U s,

Re (—a.L*(z — 1)log (1 — 2)) < a.L?log N Re(z — 1) + CL*|1 — z| < (T + €)N Re(z — 1).

6.1.2. Far from z = 1. In this section we prove the third part of Proposition [6.2]

We start with dimensions 1 and 2 whose treatment is relatively straightforward. We claim
that o

|FL(2)| < CLY, 2 € A,. (109)

This implies part (iii) of the proposition in cases (Superl), (Super2) and (Hyper2) as, for any
Z € V4,
ReGp(2) < |GL(2)] = |[-0log (1 — 2) + Fr(2)| < CLY < Fr (1) + CL® < Fi(1) + eNlog|z|,
where the last inequality holds for large enough N since L? = o(N) in these cases.

To see (109)), fix Cy > 0 such that

~ CO d
()] < Ro||t]|=1 t e RY,

where Ry is the radius from the definition of Ag in . We have, for z € Ay,

R C
BES Y - <C Y (+loa(m)+ Y o
me +Z4\{0} me 724 me$ 724
0<[lm|[|<2Co [[m||>2C0

where in the second inequality we used that c||m||* < |1 — 2¢(m)| < C for |m] < 2C, by
Claim and that [log(1 + z)| < Clz| for |z| < 3. One can easily check that the last
expression is at most C'L? which finishes the proof of part (iii) of Proposition in the cases
(Superl), (Super2) and (Hyper2).

We turn to prove part (iii) of Proposition in the remaining case (Super3). We start
with the following lemma which bounds the real part of the function g.

Lemma 6.4. Let d > 3. There is an n > 0 such that for any z € y4 = 4 (77, %) we have
Reg(z) < g(1) + ¢'(1)log 2| = g(1) + ¢'(1) log R1. (110)

Proof. We use different arguments for z close to 1 and far from 1. First we claim that there
exists a 6 > 0 such that the inequality (110} holds in

ng{zer\ 11—z <4, |arg(z—1)|>%, |z|21}.

For this we expand ¢(z) around z = 1. We have

g(=) = g(1) + ¢ ()= — 1) + / / ¢ (@)dzdw

and therefore, by Lemma [4.12] we have the following asymptotics as z — 1 according to the
dimension d,

3

9() =9(1) + g (1) (z =)+ (1-2)2 (1+0(1)), d=3,
9(z) =g(1) +¢'(1) (z = 1) = e log (1 = 2) (= = 1)’ (1 +o(1)), d=4,
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9(2) =g+ g (1) (z =D +e3(z—=1)* (1 +0(1)), d=>5,

for some positive constants ci,cs and c3. Thus, for sufficiently small 6 > 0 and z € €5 we
have

Reg(z) < g(1) +4'(1) (Rez — 1) < g(1) +¢'(1) log |z],

where in the second inequality we use that
1
log|z| =Re(logz) =Rez—1— §Re(z—1)2—|—0(z— 1%, ze A,

Fix § > 0 such that (110)) holds in Q5. As g has non-negative Taylor coefficients (see ([45)),
positive with finitely many exceptions by Lemma [£.3] it follows that for any z # 1 with
2| < 1,

Reg(z) < ¢g(1). (111)
Thus, by continuity and compactness arguments, there is Rs > 1 such that the inequality

(111) holds in
D:={z€A||z| <Rs, |1 -2 >6}.

Now, the fact that for sufficiently small n > 0,
™
s = v4(1, g) CQsUD,
completes the proof of the lemma. O

We can now finish the proof of Proposition for the case (Super_3). We note that
Fr(0) = G(0) = g(0) = 0. By Lemma , for large enough N and z € Ag, we have

|Fu(z) — L(2)| < / [Fi(w) = L% ()] - dul < C(L* + I*log ) < S log(R)N. (112)

Thus, recalling that 7NV = L%g/(1), we get that for large enough N and z € 7,

2
ReGL@)gfmp1@)+cggzﬁReqzy+§hquQN
113)
) (
< L49(1) + L9/ (1) g |2| + S log(R)N < FL(1) + (v + )N log]z],

where in the second and fourth inequalities we used (112) and in the third one we used
Lemma, This implies the third part of Proposition in the case (Super3) and finishes
the proof of all parts of the proposition.

6.2. Convergence to Poisson-Dirichlet. In this section we establish the convergence of
the cycle length to the Poisson-Dirichlet distribution in the (Super-Critical) cases. Recall that
7 is defined in . We denote by beta(a, 3) the beta distribution with shape parameters «
and  whose density with respect to Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] is given by

T(a+ Bzt (1—a2)’"
P(@)r(5) ’

Definition 6.5 (Modified stick-breaking process). We define a sequence of random variables
(X1, Xo,...) inductively: Let Y1,Ys,... be independent random wvariables with distribution

x € [0,1].
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beta (1,0) and let Uy, Us, ... be independent random variables with distribution U [0, 1] which
are independent of Y1,Ys,.... Set Sy := 0 and, inductively for k > 0,

k+1
T
Ak+1:{Uk+1<1—1_Sk}, Xk+1 = (1—Sk—T)Yk+1]lAk+1, Sk;—i—l = ZX]

=1

In other words, X; equals 0 with probability 7 and is otherwise distributed as a beta (1, 6)
fraction of 1 — 7. Conditioned on X7, X5 equals 0 with probability 1_TX1 and is otherwise
distributed as a beta (1, 0) fraction of 1 — X; — 7, etc.

The name of the process arises from the intuitive idea of taking a stick (interval) of length
1 for which the sub-interval of length 7 in its beginning is deemed the ‘unbreakable’ part.
Then, one iteratively samples a point uniformly in the remaining part of the stick and, if the
point does not fall in the unbreakable part, one removes (breaks) the part of the stick from
the sampled point until the end of the stick. The existence of the unbreakable part is the
reason that the process is called a ‘modified’ stick breaking process.

Note that X, € o (Y3,...,Yy, U, ..., Uy) and that Y oo Xy =1—7, as.

Claim 6.6. The sequence ﬁ(Xl,Xg, ... ) rearranged in decreasing order (i.e. the largest
element of the sequence, the second largest element and so on) has the PD(0) distribution.

The reader unfamiliar with the PD(6) distribution may take the above as its definition, in
which case the content of Claim is that the distribution of the rearranged sequence does
not depend on 7 (the proof of the claim does not use the specific value of 7 given by )

Theorem 6.7. In all the (Super-Critical) cases,

1 d
N(Ll,Lg,...) — (Xl,XQ,...).

The theorem together with Claim imply the statements on convergence to the Poisson-
Dirichlet distribution in the (Super-critical) parts of our main theorems. This is a consequence
of the fact that for any € > 0,

lim lim P(there exists k > ko for which Ly > eN) =0,

ko—o00 N—o00

where p can depend on N in an arbitrary fashion in the limit. This can be proved using
similar arguments to those used in Remark . A similar argument appears in [16, Theorem
5.9].

In order to prove Theorem [6.7, we prove the convergence in distribution of the finite-
dimensional marginals by induction. We assume that

1
(L L) =5 (X, X, (114)

and prove that

1
N(L17"'7Lk‘+1) L (Xlu"'vXk+1>' (115)

We need the following lemma in order to prove ((115). Before the lemma let us define
Lk
N ._
Sp= ; L;,

and observe that, by the induction hypothesis (114)), S} SN
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Lemma 6.8. Let f: R — R be a bounded and continuous function. Then
(i) There is a bounded and continuous function ¢ =1 : R — R so that

E(f (Xiks1) | Xisooos Xi) =0 (Sk),  as. (116)
(i1) There are functions ¥y = 1 s so that
E(f (Lk+1) ’ Li,..., k) =Yy (SY), as. (117)

(i1i) The functions 1 and ¥y from the previous parts satisfy
E |y (SY) = ¢ (S)] =0, N — oc.
We first explain how Lemma [6.8 implies ((115]), and therefore Theorem

Proof of Theorem[6.7. In order to prove (115)), it suffices to show that for any bounded and
continuous functions fi,..., fry1 : R = R,

L L
B (5 (5) e (52)) 2B D (), Novoo (118)
Using Lemma [6.8 with f = fr11 we get as N — oo that

2(n ()0 (5)) -2 (B0 (R) 0 (57) [ 1))
_E (fl (%) i ( ) b (SY )) —E (ﬁ (%) i (ﬁ) @b(SéV)) +o(1),

where in the last equation we also used that f;, 1 < i < k, are bounded. The function,

(W1, yk) = fi(ya) - fu(ye) (Z%)

is bounded and continuous and therefore, by the induction hypothesis (114]) and Lemma ,
as N — oo,

(119)

B (5 (5) 4 () 000 SR 060+ R () w(s)

=E (f1 (X1) -+ frr1 (Xiy1)) -
This implies (118]) and therefore the theorem. O

(120)

We turn to prove Lemma [6.8, The following claim proves, in particular, the first part of
the lemma.

Claim 6.9. For a bounded and continuous function f : R — R, define ) =y on [0,1 — )
by

l1-s—71

Y(s) = — Sf<o>+i ro(1- —)dx

1-— l—s—171

(121)
T 1—5—7'
T 1-s

/f (1—s—7)y) 01—y’ "dy.
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Then, 1 extends to a continuous and bounded function on R and we have
]E(f (Xk+1)|X1,...,Xk) :’QZJ(Sk), a.s.

The proof follows directly from the definition of X} and we leave it to the reader. Note that
1) can be extended to a continuous and bounded function on R since the limit as s — 1 — 7
exists.

We need the following claim for the proof of the third part of Lemma Before the

N
’ log N

claim we fix a sequence of integers (ay) such that as N — oo, max <L2 = o(ay) and

ay = o(N) (note this is possible in all of the (Super-Critical) cases).
Claim 6.10. In all of the (Super-Critical) cases we have,

aN

lim inf QZ ©*7(0) > 7.

Proof. The claim holds trivially when 7 = 0. Thus it remains to prove the claim in cases
(Super2) and (Super3).
In case (Super3),

fim 05" p9(0) = £ 5" gy - LD 2 (122)
N—voop = [ p p
In case (Super2), by Lemma [4.3] for any ¢ > 0,
an L?
limianZgo > hm—ng = lim e
N—oo p = Naoopj s N—ro0 alOgNj:L5 ] (123)
. . (log (L?) — log L?) )
= lim =7——T.
N—oo alog N 2
The claim follows as we can take arbitrarily small 6. U

Proof of Lemma[6.8. Denote by Supp(SY) the support of the discrete random variable S
defined by

Supp(SyY) := {s € R | P(S} =s) > 0}.
Define

R Wii  Hy (L) N
-3 (§) vty e o s

and note that - holds by Lemma n Let
Ane=Supp(SP)N{s€R|s<1—7—¢}.
It suffices to prove that for any € > 0,
sIenAajii |Yn(s) —¥(s)| =0, N — oo, (124)

since, using the induction hypothesis (114) and the fact that iy, are bounded, we get

timsup E ([ (S2) = ¢ (SY)| Lsyo1ors ) <
N—oo o (125)

limsup C-P (S >1—7—¢)=C-P(Sy>1—7—¢) =5 0.

N—oo
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Let us first prove that

- W Hy_sn-i(L
max ZN Ll N-sn (D) ’ —0, N — oo. (126)

SEAN e =1 (1 — 8) ‘ HN—SN(L) B 1—s

We start with an upper bound on the sum in (126]). For any positive § < ¢ and s € Supp(S})
we have

a 1—-s—7—0)N
N Wi Hy-_sni(L) - L( Z IN] Wii  Hy-sna(L) (127)
“N(1-s) Hy-on(L) ~ = N(—s) Hy (L)’
since
N-SNN
Zk Wi, HN_S’I“VN_I(L) =E(1|Ly,....,Ly) =1, a.s.

—~ N(1- Sy) . Hy _syn(L)

Using Theorem [6.1] (with d as €) and substituting Wy, ; ~ 6 (which follows from Corollary
for [ > ay) we obtain as N — oo,

1-s—7—6)N 1-s—7—6)N 6-1
L( )N| WLJ ‘ HN_SN_Z(L) _ 9 + 0(1) L( Z )N| l - %
N(l—S) HN—SN(L) 1—s N l—s—171
l=an+1 l=an+1
0 1—s—7—6 0—1 1—p 59 (128>
1 1—s— 1—s—1)'"
_ +o(1) / T dp — s—17 (l-s-71) +o(1),
1—s5 l—s—171 1—5 1—s5
0

where all the estimates hold uniformly in s € Ay,.. Substituting the last estimate in (127)
and choosing § > 0 arbitrarily small, we get

aZN Wi Hy_sn—i(L) < T
N

=1 (I—s) ‘ Hy_sn(L) — 1-—s5

uniformly in s € Ay.
On the other hand, using the inequality Wy; > 0L%p*/(0), Theorem and Claim [6.10}
we get

. >
“N(1—s) Hyon(L) = 1-s p&=" =175

an WLZ HN—sN—l(L> > 0+ 0(1) 1 CLZN *Z(O) n 0(1) N = oo

uniformly in s € Ay.. This completes the proof of (126)).
From the last equation and ((128)) we also get that

N—sN
lim sup max E

SEAN €
N=roo B=aN e (e r—8)N]

Wra Hy_sn—i(L)
N (1 — S) HN—sN(L)

< C.0°. (129)

Now, for s € Ay, and 0 > 0, we write

N—-sN
Wi Hy_sn—i(L) N
9= 3 (%) w0t o S
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where 57, S and S5 are the sums corresponding to [ < ay,
ay <l < (1—s—7—=90)N and (1-s—7—6)N <1 < N — sN respectively. By the
continuity of f and ((126)),

max |S7 — T f(O)’ -0, N — oo
SEAN7E —
By the same arguments as in ((128]),
0 1-s—7—0 . 0—1
li Sy — —— l—— dr| < C. ;6%
mow e |5, - [ f<$>< 1_5_7) 7| < Ces
0
Finally, as f is bounded and by m
I=s=r . 6—1
lim sup max | |S3| + ’ / f(z ( ) dr| | < C. ;6%
Nesoo SEAN l—s—71 '
1 s—T—0
Equation ((124]) follows using the triangle inequality and taking arbitrarily small ¢. O

6.3. The length of a cycle containing a given point. To finish the proof of our main
theorems in the (Super-critical) cases it remains to establish the second limit law in part
of Theorem [1.2{and the limit in part of Theorem (as convergence to the Poisson-
Dirichlet law follows from Theorem . We start with Theorem . The proof that the
limiting distribution has a constant density on (0, 1) is almost identical to the proof of part
of Corollary [5.5] Indeed, using Lemma [3.4] Theorem Corollary and Lemma we
get that forany 0 <a < b <1,
log Ll ]:LNbJ Wij HN_j<L) Qe ]:LNH 1 Qe
]P(aglogNSb)—j%ﬂ N Hw(D) ij%a]j—}()z(b a), N — oo,

where in the last limit we used that logLN — «. On the other hand, by Theorem , we have
that % — X; and therefore for any € > 0,

log L,
log N
from which the limit law follows.
We proceed to prove in part of Theorem . Under the corresponding assump-
tions, by Lemma [3.4] Theorem [6.1] and Corollary for any fixed j € N,
Wi, Hy—(L)
N Hy(L)

liminf P <

N—oo

—1'ge)21@(x1>0):1—¢:1—%,
«

P(L, =j) = —0p'p(0), N — cc.

7. THE CRITICAL CASE IN DIMENSIONS d > 2

In this section we find the asymptotic distribution of L; in the critical regimes in dimensions
d > 2, establishing the case a = a, in part of Theorem and proving part in
Theorem The results are deduced as a consequence of the estimates in the sub-critical
regime, by proving a type of monotonicity statement as the density increases.

An approach via contour integrals, as done in the sub-critical and super-critical cases, is
also possible, though the estimates seem quite involved in dimensions d € {2,3,4} where
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g"(1) = oo. Although it is not used in the proof of our main theorems, we also follow this
route and find the asymptotics of the partition function in dimensions d > 5 (see Theorem
below) as it may be useful for obtaining further information on the random permutation (e.g.,
the probability-generating function of the number of cycles as discussed in Remark .

7.1. Distribution of L;. We proceed to find the limiting distribution of L; in the critical
regimes in dimensions d > 2. In the following claim we prove monotonicity of the cycle
weights.

Claim 7.1. For each 0 < € < 1 there is jo(€) such that for any j > jo(€) and L > 1,

Wiy <(Q+eWp;, 0<i< % (130)
Proof. First, we claim that for sufficiently large jo,
inf Wg; >0. (131)

L>1, j>jo
When jo < j < L% this inequality follows as W ; > 0L%*(0) and by Lemma [4.3, When
j > max{L? jo} it follows from Lemma noting that (0) = 1.
1

We turn to prove (I30). We consider separately the cases j < L? 3 and j > L?* 3. In
the first case the inequality follows from part |(i) of Corollary 4.6/ and Lemma whereas in

the second case it follows from Lemma . Indeed, when j > L2 3,
Wiy <6 Y (m)+CL e <9 Y 7 (m) + CL 3¢ 2

me+ 24 me+ 74
< Wi+ CL 3¢ 12 <(1+eWr,,
where in the last inequality we used (131)). O

The following lemma is the main step in the proof of the results of this section.

Lemma 7.2. For each 0 < € < 1 there is Ny(€) such that:
(i) Suppose that d > 3 and p — p. as N — oo. Then, for N > Ny(e)

Hy_1(L)
—>1—c¢ 132
Hn(L) — (132)
(ii) Suppose that d =2 and that Eg_N — a, as N — oo. Then, for N > Ny(e)
Hy_;(L) e
—————=2>1—¢ forall 0<j< N € 133
Proof. Using (131)), fix some j, > 1 for which innjf'ZjoWL’J > 0. Let L > 1 be sufficiently

large for the following arguments (as a function of €).

We start with the first part. Let r := (1 + €)' and p; := r1¢'(r;). Note that p; <
(1) = pe. Let Ny := [p;L?] and j; := [N?]. We have that ry, — 7 as L — oo by
Lemma where 7y, 1, is defined in . Therefore, using Theorem and the bounds on
ay in Lemma [5.4] we get that for sufficiently large L,

and o
Hy,—jy (L) < (1= c)" 7 Hy,—jo(L). (135)
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We proceed by proving that
Hy(L) < (1 + 2¢ + Ke*CeNl% ) Hy (L) (136)
using induction on N; < K < 2p.L%. Note that easily follows from this for sufficiently

large N as € is arbitrary. We already proved the case K = N; in (134). We make the
induction hypothesis that (136] holds for all N; < K’ < K. Using Lemma we get that

K
ZW“-HK ](L):P(lnggK)zl,

Jj=1 L)
and therefore
K1y '
Hi(L) = LI’?_Z - Hi(L). (137)
i=0

Now we break the sum in (137)) to three parts and estimate each one separately. First, observe

that by Claim [7.1],

Ni—j1—1 Ni—j1—1
”LK*i ”LK*I*%’
E : -H;(L) < (1 —— - H;(L).
pa F( Z( ) — ( + 6) pr F( o 1 l( )

Second, by ((135)) and the bounds in Corollary and Lemma [4.3]

r.a\»—

Wr o . o
— By (L) < C(1— e 0 Hy, o (L) < e Hye_y (L),

K
where in here we used that
—2
w —1—4 w —1— i C
Hyg-1(L) = % - Hi(L) > % Hwi—o(L) 2 o Hni—jo (L) (138)
i=0
Third, by (134]) and the induction hypothesis
K-1 K—2
Wi ki Wi k-1
Kot (L) = TLE- g (L
ilejH-l K ( ) i;—ﬁ K +1( )
N (139)
< <1—|—2€+ (K — 1)ecéNf) Y. o H)
i=N1—J1
Adding up the contributions and using (137 we obtain
i K2
Hi(L) < e M Hye (L) + (1 +2e + (K CENS) IL(K = Hi(L)
=0

1
= (1 + 2+ Ke—CeNf) Hy (L)

establishing ({136]).

We turn to prove the second part. Let o := (1—5€)a., Ny = Ni(L) be the smallest integer

for which IOJgV]lV > a1 L? and j; := [N{%]. By Lemma , for sufficiently large L,

1— Ny U799 <oy <1 = Ny U9 (140)



48 DOR ELBOIM AND RON PELED

Thus, by Theorem 5.1] (with N; replacing N) and the estimate for ay in part (ii) of Lemmal5.4]
we have for sufficiently large L and any 0 < j < N},

and
Hi(L) < (1= N{ )8 Hyyyojo(L) < € 3N Hy,j 50 (L), Ny —ji <i< Ny — %, (142)

where we recall that j, was fixed in the beginning of the proof. We proceed by proving that
for any 0 < j < N{ 77,

Hi(L) < (1 teot Ke—%Nf) Hyc_ (L), (143)

using induction on Ny < K < Ny, where N is the largest integer for which 105;\[12\/2 < 2a.L2%.

Note that (133 easily follows from this as € is arbitrary. The case K = N is given by ([141)).
Suppose that (T43)) holds for N} < K’ < K and fix 0 < j < N/77. We bound the sum in

(137) as before. First, by Claim using that j < N} 77 < % j1 for sufficiently large L,

Ni—j1—1 Ni—j1—1
Wi ki Wi rk—ji
Ko g < (1 Wiz g,
; = (<+e 3 g5 (D)
Second, by the bounds in Corollary [4.6] and (142)),
M W ke s 1
> L[’;H - H;(L) < CL% 5N Hy, (L) <e i"iHg (L),
1=N1—j1

where in the last inequality we use the same arguments as in (|138)). Third, by the induction
hypothesis and ((141}),

K—-1 K—j—-1

Wi ki Wi k—j—i
> o HilL) = > — 5 Hiwi(L)

1=N1—j1+J 1=N1—71

K—j—1
< (Ltet (K —1)e o) Y DR ),
i=N1—J1

Adding up the contributions and using (137]) yields (({143]). O

Corollary 7.3. We have the following limit laws as N — oo:
(i) Suppose that d > 3 and p = p. is fized as N — oo. Then

L -, (144)
where Y 1s the integer-valued random variable defined by

py=j=2"0 .y (145)

Pe

(it) Suppose that d =2 and F5 — a. as N — oo. Then

logLy a4
1. 14
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Proof. We start with part (i). Fix j € N. By Lemma and Lemma , for any € > 0 we
have for sufficiently large N,

Wi Hn_j(L) Wy % (0)

]PD L = e »J —‘7 > 1 —_ J »J > 1 _ J_r N/

(Li=i)= S oy 2 (L=l > (1= =

where the last inequality follows from the definition of Wy ; in , using that N = p,L<.
Thus, as € is arbitrary,

*J
liminf P(Ly = j) > ad )
N—oo Pe

= P(Y = ). (147)

Since ([147)) holds for any j € N, we conclude that L, 1Y as N — 0.
We turn to prove part (ii). For any 0 < a < b < 1, € > 0 and sufficiently large NV,

log L1 LNbJ LNbJ WL ) LNbJ LQHSO*](())

J— — 5J
P(@SIOgNSb)—'Z PIi=i)2 (-0 Y “Hea- Y 20

j=[Ne] Jj=[N<] J=[N<]
LIV

1 . log N

>(1-20- Y %>(1-30" B0 —a)> (14— a),
P p

where in the first inequality we used Lemma [3.4 and Lemma|[7.2] in the second inequality we
used and in the third inequality we used Lemma . The limit law follows from this as

€ is arbitrary. 0

Remark 7.4. Similarly to the sub-critical cases (see Remark , the analysis in Corol-
lary[7.3|extends in a straightforward manner to the study of the joint distribution of Ly, Lo, . . ..
Indeed, starting with Lemma |3.4] one obtains that when d > 3 and p = p.,

]P(Ll :]laaLm:]m)

_ Hy_ji—mj (L) 11 Wige 1 0*9x(0)
Hy(L) P N —ji— = Jrka iy Pe

Y

for any € > 0, ji,- - jm € N and sufficiently large N (depending on €, 71, -, jn). And that,

_ p
when d = 2 and e N — Ces

| o Hyye (D) Wi, %
]P L = o .. Lm — m = Jl Jm . ’Jk > 1 -
( 1 J1, ) J ) HN(L) HN_jl_"‘_jkfl_( E)Inp,jk>

=1

for any € > 0, N¢ < jy, -+, Jm < N'7¢ and sufficiently large N (depending on ¢).

One may then follow the analogous steps to the analysis in Corollary and deduce
that the (Lj) become asymptotically independent and identically distributed, in the sense
explained in the remark following Theorem [I.3]

7.2. Asymptotics of the partition function in dimensions d > 5.

Theorem 7.5. Suppose that d > 5 and that p = p. is fived as N — oo. Then, uniformly in
1< N %, we have

e
Hy (L) = [577] €940

N — 0. (148)
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V4

FI1GURE 6. The contour ~ in the critical case.

In order to prove Theorem [7.5, we use the contour
vzv(n,ﬁ(n),\/ma (149)

where v (1, 8, N) is defined in (94)), n is sufficiently small and S(n) > 5 is the corresponding
angle such that =4 is contained in the unit circle i.e., |1 + neiﬁ(”)‘ =1 (see Figure @ Note
that, unlike the super-critical case, the distance from the singularity z = 1 in this case is
N~ and 7 is contained in the closed unit disc D.

Proposition 7.6. Suppose that d > 5 and that p = p. is fired as N — oco. Then there is
0<n< % such that the following holds for the contour v = ~y <77, B(n), \/N> :

(i) As N — oo, uniformly in z € D with |1 — z| < N~s, we have
/"
1

Gr(z) =—0log(1—2)+ FL(1) + N(z—1) + 299,((1))]\7 (z = 1)+ o(1).
(ii) There is ¢ > 0 such that for any z € v1 U~y and large enough N,

Re (GL(2)) < —0log|l — z| + FL(1) + NRe(z — 1) + eNRe (z — 1)%.
(7ii) There is ¢ > 0 such that for any z € v4 and large enough N,

Re (Gr(2)) < F(1) — ¢N.

Proof. First we bound the difference between F; and L%g’. Substituting the Taylor expansions
of F] and ¢’ that follow from and respectively, we obtain

|Fl(2) = L' (2)| > | Wiy — 0 — 60L%"(0)]

j=1

B . (150)
e _d =
SZC’—I—C’Z(& i + [%72) < CL? 2D,
J=1 j=L?

where in the second inequality we used Corollary Corollary[4.7and Lemmal[4.3] Moreover,
by Lemma 4.12, when d > 5 we have

J(:) =g (M) +g" M)E-1)+0(z—17), 2-1. (151)
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Now, using (150 and (151)) and noting that N = p.L? = ¢'(1)L¢ we get

z

/ Fy(w)dw - N(z — 1) -

1

g"(1)
2¢'(1)

N(z—1)* = /FL(w)dw — Ld/g’(l) —¢"(1)(w — 1)dw

< [1Fuw) - g @lidul + 2 [ 19/w) - ¢'1) - (0w = Dldul

< CL*z—1|+CN|z—1]2, zeD.

The first and second parts of the proposition follow by substituting the last equation in (L01]).

We turn to prove the third part. Take 0 < n < % so that the first and second parts of the
proposition hold. There is ¢, > 0 such that for any z € 4 (that is |z| = 1) and large enough
N,

ReGp(z) < Fr(2) + C, < L*Reg(z) + CL* ' < L%(1) — ¢,N < Fp(1) — ¢,N,

where in the second and fourth inequalities we used (112]) and the third inequality follows
from the fact that g has non-negative Taylor coefficients which are positive with finitely many
exceptions. O

Now, we turn to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[7.5. Let v be the contour from (149) with 0 < n < % such that Proposi-
tion holds. Note that we also have § < (1) < %“. By the Cauchy integral formula

Gr(z
[ZN—JJ Gr(z) — % —:N—g('—s—)l dz =1y + I, + I3,
g
where I, I, and I3 are the corresponding integrals over v N {|1 — z| < N=a},
(y1 U~s) N {1 — 2| > N~5} and 7, respectively.
We start by estimating /;. The following holds as N — oo, uniformly in 0 < 7 < N 5 and
zeDN{N"2 <|1—z| <N 3} Expanding log z, we obtain

2~ (V=) — exp {—N(z —1)+ g (z—1)?%40 <N|z —1p3 +N%|1 - z|>]
(152)
= exp [—N (z—1)+ g (z— 1) _|_0(1)}

Therefore, by the first part of Proposition [7.6]
Fr(1) "1 1
=5 / (1_2)-%pr9() —|——>N(z—1)2—|—o(1)] dz.

omi 2¢'(1) ' 2
YN{1-2|<N75}

We make the change of variables

=1 (3 3)

[N
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to obtain

Fr(1 9"(1) 1 2 o1
e L( ) (2,_(1) + 5) N 3 / —6-—1 (1)
I

where 7 is the image of v N {|1 — z| < N~s} under the change of variables, which is a

modification of the 7/ (26(n) — 7) from having the circular arc at radius (5;’/((11)) +1) and

having finite ‘arms’, terminating at radius (29;,((11)) + %)N s — 0o. As the integral in with

5§ = HTI and = 283(n) — m < § converge to a non-zero quantity, we conclude that

6—1
0-1 (1) 1) 2
FLONT (L8 1 1)

2r (%7

We turn to bound the rest of the integral. As n <
(99), we have

[1N

(153)

L

.5 and by the same arguments as in

27N < 2| TN < OV Rellor) < CemNBReTh Ty ey Uiy, (154)

Thus, by the second part of Proposition [7.6]

|12| < CfeFL(l) / |1 o Z|—9 ecNRe(z71)2|dZ| <

4
(r1Uys){[1—2[>N"9}

(155)
-1 —6—1
< CeftW N / w72 e f|dw| = o(I}), N — oo,
7 (26(n)—m)N{lw|>N b}
where in the second inequality we changed the variables by w = —N(z — 1)2.
It remains to bound the integral over v4. By the third part of Proposition
efr?) Re(G1(2)) Fi(1)—eN
[13] < N dz| = [ e |dz| < Ce ;
Y4 Y4
which is exponentially smaller than I; by ((153)). O

8. THE CRITICAL CASE IN DIMENSION 1

In this section we prove part in Theorem Thus, throughout this section we assume
that d =1 and = — a € (0,00) as N — oo.

In the following theorem we find the asymptotic behavior of Hy_;(L). In the theorem and
what follows we set 02 = Var(X). Recall that we use the standard branches of the functions

log(2), v/7 (see Section [2).

Theorem 8.1. For any € > 0 we have

() S (12 e (7)o me (26;53 ¢ 71)2%)) 7

n=0
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as N — oo uniformly in 0 < j < (1 —¢€) N, where
20
eV2oto (1 — e_‘@fl)
V2rao

In order to prove Theorem we need the following integral calculation.

CO =

Claim 8.2. For any a > 0,

aw?+20w : o o "2
[ = dw:—Z@D—l)”( 29)<9+n>e-”?, (156)

(1 —e2)* a
(%)

where the contour ~'(53) is defined in (95)).

Proof. First, we note that the integral on the left converges absolutely. Using the Taylor
expansion of (1 — )~ we obtain

aw?+20w e
we n —20 aw?+2(6+n)w
/ —(1_€2w)29dw: E (—1) ( i ) / wedw FAOFw g,
=0

(2w n= 1( 2w
Y\ 73 Y\ 3

where in here we used that

/ ‘weaw2+29w g ’(_1)71 (_739) e2nw

(%) (%)

|w€aw2+29w‘
|dw| = / W |dw| < 0.
— le w

Now, by deforming the contour, we see that it suffices to evaluate

. (04n)? 0+ . _ ' _(0+n)?
/‘weaw2+2(0+n)wdw—leez)/(— n+2t)€ at2dt:—lﬁ(0—|—n)e 9+a ,

a a

3
2

where v"(t) := =2 4 it for t € R. O
For the proof of Theorem we also require the following lemma.
Lemma 8.3. We have
Gr(z)=co+ Gr(1— L2 = V20 0LV1 — =
— 20 log (1 — e‘ﬂ"fle> +0(1—L?—2zLlogL), z€A,,

where ¢y = /20710 + 26 log (1 — @—\/ia*1>, In particular,

Re(G(2) <C+Gr(1—L )+ C1—z|LlogL, z€ Ay, [1—2z>L"2 (157)
Proof. We start be proving that

G/L(Z) — Q—L Coth (u

V201 -2

)‘ < CLlogL, =z€A,. (158)
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Using , we get that for any z € Ao,

, 0
Grlz) = Z 1 — 24 2720%2m2

1

metZ
0p(m) 0 0p(m) 0
< — PV
- Zl 1—zp(m) 1—z+2n%0%m? - Zl 1 — zp(m) N Zl 1 — 2z +2n%02m?
meiz metz elz
m|<1 m|>1 m|>1
D N R L LI D
- ~ |1 — z 4 27202m?| - = m?
mEZZ mefZ mEZZ
0<|mi<1 ml>1 m|>1

L
<cLY 1 CL<CLlogL,
m
m=1

where in the second inequality we used and to bound the first sum and
158)

bound the second sum, and in the last inequality we used that ¢ is Schwartz. Equation (§
follows from the last bound and the identity (see [25, page 351, example (2.1)]),

1 7 coth(mw) :
= C k:keZ 159
kGZZ w2 + k2 w , weC\{i € L} (159)

: _ Ly/1—2
with w = o

Next, by a straightforward calculation we have, for any z € A,

d —17 . A—> —9[/ L\/ 1—=2
— (V20'0LV1 = 2 + 201og (1 — eV2TIVI=N) 7 (oth (—) .
dz< g( >> V201 =2 20

Thus, using ((158)), we get that for any 2z € A,

GL(z) =G, (1-L7?) + / G (w)dw = ¢y + Gr(1 — L7?)
1-1-2

~ V20 0LVT =2 = 20log (1— e V2 BIE) L O (|1 L2 2|Llog L) . O

Proof of Theorem[8.1]. Fix 0 < € < 1 and assume throughout the proof that 0 < j < (1—¢€)N

. T 2
and that N is large enough. Take 0 < 7 < lio such that 17 = 7(7],372’3?) C Ay, where
v (n, B, N) is defined in ((94). We choose a sequence ty < N3 such that as N — oo we have

tny — oo and ty (75 — a?) — 0. By the Cauchy integral formula

2w [ N+
5

HN_]‘(L) f—dzzll—FIQ—}—[g,

where Iy, I, and I3 are the corresponding integrals over v N {|1 — z| < &1,
yN{® <[1—2|<N-s}andyN{]l -2 > N3}

We start by evaluating I;. The following holds as N — oo, uniformly in 0 < j < (1 —€)N
and z € Ay such that |1 — z| < % First, by Lemma 8.3 we have that

(GrL(2) — peo+GL1-L72) 260w (1- €2w)_26 (1+0(1)), (160)
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where w 1= —2" 20" Ly/T — 2. Second, expanding log z at z = 1 we get

2~ N=+1) o [-N(1 . %) (z—1)+ 0(1)} — exp {2&&(1 - %)wQ + 0(1)} . (161)

where the second equality relies on the fact that ¢y (% — oﬂ) — 0. Substituting (160 and

(161]) in I; and changing variables from z to w we obtain that

_20.2600+GL(1—L’2) we?@w 5 9 ] )
I, = —T3 / TR exp (2a o (1 - N) + 0(1)) dw,

5

where 7 is the image of yN{|1—z| < £} under the change of variables, which is a modification
of the contour 7/(4) from Claim 8.2/ having finite ‘arms’, terminating at radius \@%\/ﬁvt N —

co. As the integral in (I56) with a = 2a?0?(1 — L) converges to a non-zero quantity, one
may verify that

I ~ % (1 _ %) f:(—m(_s@) (04 1) exp (2&;;35’1);)) (162)

n=0

uniformly in 0 < j < (1 —¢€)N.
We turn to bound I5. By the same arguments as in , we have

2

20
z€7, — <[1—z|<n.

|Z_(N_j+1)} — e—(N—j—l—l)Re(logz) < e—eN(Rez—l) < €—C€N|z—1\ 73

— — Y

Therefore, using (157)), we get as N — oo,

B C GL(lfL_Z)
|.[2| S CeGL(liL %) / 6706N‘271||d2| S eT / €7ce‘s|’d5| = O(Il>,

1 s
Vﬁ{%SH,Z‘SN*g} 2l (3)m{|5|ZtN}

where 7/(8) is defined in and where in the second inequality we made the change of
variables z = 1 + N 1s.
Finally, we bound I3 by

3 =

SN—j+1
1
y{[1-z[=N"3}

N

2
|dz| < C’eCL(l + cN_%)fE <e N =o(I}), N — oo,

where in the second inequality and in the final estimate we used that |G (z)] < C'L for any
z € Ag with |1 — z| > L™2. This fact follows, for example, from (109) and the definition of
Fy in (02). 0
Corollary 8.4. We have

L

Nl N w, N — o0,

where p s a continuous probability measure supported on (0,1) with density function propor-
tional to

(Z m) -0t men (Z5ES) ve 0.

meZ n=0
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Proof. Let 0 < a < b < 1. By Lemma and @ we have that
2.2, .2 J 2. 2.2 27
WL,jNQZe_%Um*NQZ e Pty N — 00

MmEZ mEZ

—2m202m2x

uniformly in alN < 7 < bN, where the second estlmate follows as the function ) . e

is continuously differentiable on [a, b] and as 25 — a?. Thus, by Lemma , and Theorem.
we have as N — oo,

[bN]
Ly WLJHNJL)
<—<
p(a b) LR
j=[aN]
|bN | w3 oo )
1 1 C9:25202m2 4 ( j) 2 (—29) —(9—|—n)
~ = — e TN (1 - = (—1)" (0 4+ n)exp -
ZF%N@ )(-5%) S o (1)
b
1 _on25202m2 _3 > —2& —(«9+n)2
- Tlofafmix 1 — 5 —1)" 7
—>Z (T%e )( x) ;( ) ( i )(9+n)exp (2@202(1—96) dz,

a

1 & L (=20 —(0 +n)?
and where the last limit follows as the integrand is continuous on [a,b]. Thus, it suffices to
show that

L
lim lim P<egﬁl§(1—e)):1.

e—0 N—oo

First, note that by the bounds given in Corollary and the asymptotics in Lemma 4.3|
we have

L
W,-SC—G—C—_, L>1, jeN. 163
L,j \/j ( )

Thus, using Theorem [8.1] we obtain that

leN | leN |
Wi, Hyv—;(L) _C ( L > e
P(Ly <eN) = < — 1+ < Ce+Cy 164
Next, by . we have for large enough N,

[eN]

00 1 n G .
< _ — e L(l EN).
nE:o H,(L)<C n§:0 H,(L) <1 - N) Ce (165)

Therefore, by Theorem with j = 0 and ((163)), we have
N leN |

Wi Hy_ (L
J=[(1-)NT N L)

—20
< O eCr(1i-ay) -G (-1 >N_%;>oaeco—%& (1_6—0&) =0

where the limit as N — oo follows from Lemma [8.3] 0
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