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In this article, we study the smallest gaps of the log-gas S-ensemble
on the unit circle (CGE), where 8 is any positive integer. The main

B+2
result is that the smallest gaps, after being normalized by ns+1,
will converge in distribution to a Poisson point process with some

explicit intensity. And thus one can derive the limiting density of

the k-th smallest gap, which is proportional to ghB+D—1g=aP* 1

particular, the result applies to the classical COE, CUE and CSE in
random matrix theory. The essential part of the proof is to derive sev-
eral identities and inequalities regarding the Selberg integral, which
should have their own interest.

1. Introduction. The extreme spacings of random point processes are
important quantities in statistical physics. In random matrix theory, the
question regarding the smallest gaps of CUE and GUE was considered by
Vinson [16]; by a different method, Soshnikov also investigated the smallest
gaps for the determinantal point processes on the real line with translation
invariant kernels [13]; Soshnikov’s technique was adapted by Ben Arous-
Bourgade in [4] where they proved that the smallest gaps of CUE and GUE,
after being normalized by n*3, will tend to a Poisson point process and
the k-th smallest gap has the limiting density proportional to g3k—le=a®,
Their results are further generalized by Figalli-Guionnet in [8]. The similar
results are derived for random matrices with complex Ginibre, Wishart and
universal Unitary ensembles in [15].

Regarding the largest gaps, the decay order \/32logn/n of the largest
gaps of CUE and GUE (in the bulk regime) was predicted by Vinson in
[16] and proved by Ben Arous-Bourgade in [4]. The same decay order for
the largest gaps of some invariant multimatrix Hermitian matrices was also
derived by Figalli-Guionnet in [8]. Recently, the fluctuations of the largest
gaps of CUE and GUE have been derived in [7], furthermore, it’s proved
that the largest gaps, after being normalized, will tend to a Poisson point
process.

In this paper, we will derive the limitinig distribution of the smallest gaps
of CBE where f is any positive integer. Our results confirm the (numerical)
prediction in physics [11] and recover Ben Arous-Bourgade’s results in the
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case of CUE (where 8 = 2). But our proof is different and technical. One
can not make use of the structure of the determinantal point processes any
more (for example, when 5 = 1,4, they are Pfaffian processes other than the
determinantal point processes [3]), and we have to start from the Selberg
integral to get the estimates regarding the point correlation functions, where
we need to derive several asymptotic limits and inequalities (such as Lemma
1.1 and Lemma 1.4) which should have their own interest in Selberg integral
theory. The method developed in this paper is further adapted in [6] where
we can derive the limiting distribution of the smallest gaps of GOE.
Recently, in [5, 10], Bourgade and Landon-Lopatto-Marcinek further proved

that our results are universal for both small gaps and large gaps in the bulk
of the general Hermitian and symmetric Wigner matrices with assumptions.

1.1. Main results. For circular S-ensemble with 8 > 0, the density of the
eigenangles 0; € [—m,7),1 < j <n with respect to the Lebesgue measure is

1 i0; 0,8
(1) J(el”en):CBnHk T—e k|
gk

with 8 = 2 corresponding to CUE and 5 = 1 for COE and § = 4 for CSE.
The partition function

Cﬁ7n = d01 . / den H |ei9j _ eiek |B
- T <k
is derived by the Selberg integral as

n L1+ 6n/2)
(L +p/2)"

One interpretation of the density J(61,--- ,0,) is as the Boltzmann factor
for a classical gas at inverse temperature § with potential energy

- Z In |e — k|,

1<j<k<n

Csn = (2m)

Because of the pairwise logarithmic repulsion, such a classical gas is referred
to as a log-gas. This interpretation allows for a number of properties of
correlations and distributions to be anticipated using arguments based on
macroscopic electrostatics [9].

We will need the following partition functions for the two-component log-
gas where the system consists of ny particles with charge ¢ = 1 and no
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particles with charge ¢ = 2,
™ e ‘ '

@ Com= [0 [T, [T - o
- - j<k

and

(—7r,7r)”1 x "2 j<k

where ¢; =1 for 1 < j <njand ¢; =2 for ny +1 < j < ng +no.

We also need the following partition function with respect to the two-
component log-gas with n; particles with charge ¢ = 1 and one particle
with charge ¢ = k,

(4) Cﬁ,nl,(k) = / d@l . / d9n1+1 H ‘eiﬁj - eiel ‘qqug

- - j<l
with ¢j =1 for 1 < j < n; and ¢,,+1 = k, then we have
Coni,2) = Coinat
and the following results.
LEMMA 1.1. For0<k <n, 8>1, we have

Cﬁ,n—la(k) é Cﬁ’n(nﬁ)k(k_l)ﬁ/z,

and
i TR R
where
Ay = BOECGERE T LUB2HD g esan
TkB/2+1) AT((k+)B/2+1)
and
L (B/2P(0(B/2+ 1))

Ag = Ago = (27)

T332+ DI(B+1)



4 FENG AND WEI

Now we consider the following point process on R?

n

_B+2’
i=1 Ra:Ea

where v > 0, 6; (1 < i < mn) is the increasing rearrangement of ; (1 <i <
n) and O(i+n) = 0@y +2m, i.e. the indexes are modulo n. Regarding the point
process X(”), the main result is

THEOREM 1.1. For CBE where 8 is a positive integer, the process x™
will converge to a Poisson point process x as n — +oo with intensity

Agl|T
Ex(AXI):%/Augdu,

where A C Ry is any bounded Borel set, I C (—m,m) and |I| is the Lebesgue
measure of I. In particular, the result holds for COE, CUE and CSE with

1 1 1
A = — A = — = —
! 27 our YT 970n

respectively.

As a direct consequence of the main result, we easily have (we refer to
[4, 16] for the case when = 2)

COROLLARY 1.1.  Let ty be the k-th smallest gap and we define
1, = nPHA/(B+1) o (Ag/(B + 1))1/(5+1)tk,
then we have

. B 1 k _ _ B+1
lim P(ry € A) = [ 2= gkB+D-1,-e
im P(r, € A) /A G 1)!x e dzx

n—-4o0o

for any bounded interval A C R,

1.2. Factorial moments and correlation functions. We first review some
basic concepts about the factorial moments and the correlation functions of

Y=Y
i
be a simple point process on R, consider the point process

k
X — 3 Sixe )
Xi, X, all distinct

a point process. Let

i7"
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on R¥. One can define a measure my, on R* by

for any Borel set A in R¥. If my, is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, then there exists a function f; on RF such that for any
Borel sets By, --- , B in R, we have

my(By X -+ x By) Z/ fr(xe, - xp)dwy - - - day,.
By XX By,

f1 is called the k-point correlation function of the point process. Note that
fr is not a probability density, but it admits the following probabilistic
interpretation: for distinct points x1, - - -,z in R, if [z, x;+dx;],i = 1,--- |k
are neighbourhoods of x;, then fi(zy, -+ ,xp)dx; - - dxy is the probability
of the event that each set [x;, z; + dz;] contains a particle.

Moreover, one can check that the kth factorial moment of a point process
and the k-point correlation function satisfy

(X(B) —
where B is a Borel set in R.

If X is a determinantal point process, then the k-point correlation function
has the representation

(6) filzr, - wp) = det[K (x4, 25)|1<i <k

where K (z,y) is a symmetric kernel. For example, in the case of CUE which
is a Haar measure on the unitary group U(n) with the joint density given in
(1) with g = 2, the k-point correlation function is

1 sin(nb/2)

Jr(O1,---,0k) = det[K,(0; — 0;)]1<ij<k, Kn(0) = %W

More properties regarding the correlation functions of determinantal point
processes can be found in [14].

1.3. Strategy and key lemmas. Now we explain the main steps to prove
Theorem 1.1. As in [4, 13], we still need to reduce the problem to the conver-
gence of the factorial moments of y(), but the proof follows a quite different
way. This is because, for the determinantal point processes as considered in
[4, 13], there are many structures one can make use of. For example, all the
point correlation functions of the determinantal point precesses are given
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explicitly by symmetric kernels as in (6) and one can express the facto-
rial moments in terms of these correlation functions, and thus one can use
Hadamard-Fischer inequality to control the estimates. But for general CSE,
they are not determinantal point processes, one can only express the point
correlation functions as integrals of the joint density, and this causes many
difficulties and all the proofs require delicate estimates of the integrals.

By the moment method, Theorem 1.1 will be proved if we can prove the
following convergence of the factorial moment

(n) ! kAL \*
(7) lim E (A X D) = / uP du A5
n—+00 (XM (AxT)—k)! A 2m
for any fixed positive integer k, where A C R, is any bounded interval and
IC(—m,m).
We will not prove this convergence directly. We will study the following

auxiliary point process instead. We now introduce 0; ; = 0; — 0; for 6; > 0;,
0;; = 0; — 0; + 2m for 0; < 0;. For any v > 0, we define

(8) 0ijy = (n70;,0;)
and
(9) 77 = Z(;eim’ " = ) e
i#] s

i.e., Y is the point process of all normalized spacings, then we have
(10) x™ <y,
In fact, we can rewrite

n—1
(11) 5(“(”7“/) — Z i(nmj)

j=1
such that

S(ny.g) —

(12) X N z_; 5("”(9<i+j)—9u))79u))'

Then we have
D = X and 0 < Y™)(B) < n

for every Borel set B C R2.

We need to show the following lemma which indicates that there is no suc-
cessive smallest gaps, which is also considered in [4, 13] for the determinantal
point processes.
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LEMMA 1.2.  For any bounded interval A C Ry and I C (—m,7), we
have ™ (A x I) — X" (A x I) = 0 in probability as n — +oc.

The proof of Lemma 1.2 replies on the estimates of the integration of
the 3-point correlation functions. For the determinantal point processes as
considered in [4, 13], all the point correlation functions can be expressed in
terms of the determinant of the kernels, and thus all the estimates follow
from the estimates of the kernels. But in our case, we can only express the
correlation functions as the integrations of the joint density and thus we will
need several integral inequalities as in Lemma 4.1 in §4. These inequalities
will be applied many times in the whole proof.

The significance of the above lemma is that, instead of proving the conver-
gence of the factorial moment of x(™ in (7), it’s enough to prove the following
convergence of the factorial moment of Y™ of all normalized spacings

13 m E <(>?((%>((14(A ;Iz);ﬁ)!) ~(fem) ()

for any fixed k. Actually, (13) is the direct consequence of the following
Lemma 1.3 and Lemma 1.4.

LEMMA 1.3.  For any bounded interval A C R, I C (—m, ) and any
positive integer k > 1, we have

(X" (A x 1)) " oo i(l)
- <<>z<n><A <) - k)!) ) </A“ﬁd”> o "

as n — 4+o0.

To prove Lemma 1.3, we will introduce another auxiliary point process

(k) (k,n,)
_B+2’

T=6+1

k7n7 _— —
'O( = Z g Oi i e 0 . P =p
i15i2,70" Vigg_q vigg

11,10 all distinct

where 0;,._, i, (1 < j < k) is defined in (8).
Regarding p*™), we will see that the expectation of p*™ will converge
to the k-th factorial moment of Y™). To be more precise, Lemma 1.3 is the

consequence of the following two convergences

o G D).
XA D) —F)

lim
n——+o0o

—EpR (4 x I>k>> =0
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and

I E(o*m (A x T)E 8 " Cpone (1) 0
n_lﬂloo (p (( X )))_ Au U W =0.

Here, the second limit is the most significant part and indicates the idea of
the whole proof, it implies the bounds of E(p*™ ((A x I)¥) by the quotient
of the partition functions Cg,,_ok x(I)/(Cs.,n*?), therefore, the problem
regarding the smallest gaps in nature is just a problem about integral esti-
mates. To be more precise, one of the crucial ideas of the whole method is
that one can bound E (p(’“")((A x I)¥)) which is expressed in terms of the
integral of the joint density of the one-component log-gas (see (39)) by the
generalized partition function of the two-component log-gas (see (40) and
Lemma 6.2).

The intuitive idea of the whole proof is natural: for a pair of two particles
with charge 1 of the smallest gap of CSE, these two particles will tend to a
“double particle” with charge 2 in the limit, therefore, if there are k-pair of
such particles among n particles in one-component log-gas, then such system
can be approximated by two-component log-gas with n — 2k particles with
charge 1 and k particles with charge 2, therefore, one needs to compare the
partition function of one-component log-gas with the partition function of
the two-component log-gas as in the following lemma.

LEMMA 1.4.  For any interval I C (—m,m) and any positive integer k > 1,
we have

iy Con—2eid) _ (1145 ‘
im = .
n—+too  Cg,nkB 27

The convergence for k = 1 is guaranteed by Lemma 1.1. In §8, we will
prove Lemma 1.4 by induction based on Lemma 1.3 and the following in-

equality

. Cgn—a2(I) A
14 1 n—4210) o .
1) nstos Caan®  — \ 21

The proof of the upper bound (14) is complicated and it will be proved
in §7 based on the properties of Selberg integral and generalized hyperge-
ometric functions derived in [9], here a key point is the limit in Lemma
7.1.

In a recent paper [6], the method developed in this article is further ap-
plied to derive the limiting distribution of the smallest gaps of GOE. Ac-
tually our method is quite general, it can be used to prove that of GSE
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and more general ensembles. In all cases, as indicated by the intuitive idea
mentioned above, one of the main difficulties to study the smallest gaps is to
prove the analogue asymptotic limit as in Lemma 1.4, i.e., one has to prove
the asymptotic limit of the quotient of the two-component log-gas and one-
component log-gas, once this is done, the smallest gaps can be proved to be
converging to a Poisson distribution and hence the limiting density can be
derived.

As a final remark, we also conjecture that Theorem 1.1 must be true for
any 8 > 0, but our method only works for the positive integer 8. This is be-
cause, in the proof of the upper bound (14), we use properties of generalized
hypergeometric functions that are valid for positive integer 5. As explained
above, if one can prove Lemma 1.4 for every § > 0 by other method without
using the properties of generalized hypergeometric functions, then Theorem
1.1 will hold for every g > 0.

Acknowledgement: We are indebted to the anonymous reviewers for
providing many corrections and insightful comments, this paper would not
have been possible without their supportive work.

2. Proof of Lemma 1.1. Now we give the proof of Lemma 1.1, which
is based on the Selberg integral. We refer to Selberg’s original method [12]
and Aomoto’s method [1, 2] for the proof of the Selberg integral. We also
refer to Chapter 4 in [9] for other proofs and several applications of the
Selberg integral, especially in random matrix theory.

PrOOF. We can write

CB ni,l
511,
™ ™
e d91 oo d9n1+1 H |€Z6j _ e’lek|6 H |e'lej _ 620n1+1 |26
- - 1<j<k<ny 1<j<ni
™ ™
:/ doy - - / d6n1+1 H ‘ewj - ez@k‘ﬁ H ’620j + 1’26
o o 1<j<k<m 1<5<n

=(2m)™* My, (8, 8, B/2),

here we used changing of variables 6; — 6; 4+ 0,41 £7 (1 < j < ny) and
the formula (4.4) in [9]:

n

1/2 1/2 ' '
Mn(a, b, )\) = / doy - -- / e, H em@z(a—b) |1 + 627”91 |a-i—b><
—1/2 -1/2 ey
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2mif;  2mifg |2\
H|efe|

1<j<k<n
15) ’i—[l AN +a+b+ TG +1)+1)
FMNj4+a+DINj+b+ 1T+ N)

Similarly, we have
(16)  Cgnya(1) = (2m)™ [1|Mny (8,8, 8/2) = 2m) "I Cp,my 1,
and

(17) Chmy, ) = (20)" My, (K52, kB/2, /2).

For every positive integer k, we have

H j+2k‘ +1)IAG+1)+1)
AJ+k)+1)2T(1+N)

1 2ﬁ1 L(A(n+j) 1:[ (A +1)
L(A+1)n iy j)\—i-l An+j7)+1)’

(kX KA AN)

thus we have

Ch oy (k) =(2m)" M, (kB/2,kB/2,8/2)

Cemmtt T (B + )2+ 1) ) H r(jB/2 +1)

T2+ 1)) L TGS+ Blni+35)/2+1)

And for n;y =n — k > 0, we have

Com  TB/211) (B2 + 1)

Bn+5)/2+ DIGE/2+1)
k‘+] )B/2+1)L(B(n—j)/2+1)

CBn—k,(k) _(27T)1 k(r(p/2 + 1)k H NG n1+])/2+1)>sgn(j—k)
kk

(2m)'*(D(B/2 + 1))
T T(kB/2+1) H

As InT'(x) is convex for 2 > 0, we have (I'(8/2 + 1))¥ < T'(kB/2 + 1). For
n>k—1>j>1, wehave k3/2 > 1, 8j > 1 and

r'(i8/2+1) T(jB/2 + 1)\ "/ N kp/2
T+ )82 +1) — (r(j5/2+2)> B <j/3/2+1> =1
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and

L(B(n+7)/2+1) - <F(5(n +4)/2 + 1)>ﬁy
LB —)/2+1) =\ (B +)/2)

therefore, we have

= (B(n+3)/2)" < (nB)”

Ca
B,Cﬁ:(k 1 kH nﬁ (2r) 1— k(nﬁ)k(k 1)5/2

which will imply the first inequality. Using convexity of InT'(x), we also have

L(Bn+j)/24+1)

(Bln—j)/2+1)% <

which implies

L T+ §)/2+ 1)

n—s-+oo F(,@(Tl — j)/2 -+ l)nﬁj - (B/Z)ﬁj

And thus we have

Con—k. ()
nEI—Ir—loo Cﬁ nk(k—1)8/2

_2m) k(B2 1 1)

k—1

’:] |

I'(jB/2+1) - L(B(n+4)/2+1)

CB/2+1)  Ls TR+ )52 +1 (Bn—3)/2+ D
_@nRIER2 DTGB+ 1) ’h (8/2)% —: A
L(k6/2+1) A T((k+4)8 /2+1 B .
As Cgp, 2) = Cpony,1, we have
i =,
and the expression of Ag = Ag o follows directly from that of Ag . O

3. One more auxiliary point process. Now we can introduce an-
other auxiliary point process as

(18) plkmm) = > 5<9__ B i)

. . . 11,92,707 " Vigg 1592k
i1, 12 all distinct
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and we define

(19) plhm) = pthm)
Y=gr1
where 0;,._, i, (1 < j < k) is defined in (8).
We first have the following lemma which will be used to prove that the
expectation of the random variable p*™) converges to the factorial moment
of X (see (34) below).

LEMMA 3.1.  For any bounded intervals A C Ry and I C (—m,m), let
B = A x I, then we have

v (17:7) !

Goe@) - e 7

_B+2
Let ¢1 be such that A C (0,¢1), ¢, = cin #+1 and

a:max{z’—j:i,jGZ, H(i)—ﬁ(j)gkn},

if ¢n € (0,1), then we have

(xX"™(B))! (kn) (g X" (B))k
0< —& 20 (k) (BRY < (k= 1)(a — 1)(Y™ (B
— (X™(B) - k)! pEBT) < M o= D)
and

p R (BF) > (XM (B))* — k(k — D)a(x™ (B))*".
PRrROOF. We denote
Xy ={(ir,- -+ yior) 145 € 2,1 <ij <, V1< j <2k,
igj1 # d2jy ¥ 1S < ko {igjo1yiz} # {imorsim}, ¥ 155 <U<k,
Xzz{(z'l,--- ,’igk) Zij EZ,l §le S"’L, V1 §]§2k’
ij# i, V1<) <l<2k)
Yj,l = {(2‘17 .. 71'%) : {igj_l,igj} N {i2l—17i2l} U @},

then we have Xy C X7 and X \ Xo = Ui<jci<xYj,. Let

Xj,B = {(ily' o 7i2k) € X] : 91’2];1,722]',“/ S B7 V1 < j < k}v j = 1727
Yiip=1{(i1, - i) € Yj1:0ip; 10,4 € B, V1 <5<k},
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then we have

(X" (B))!

20 kn)(B*Y = | Xa 5|, Xop C X158, | X18| = ,
(20)  p(BY) = [Xo,Bl, Xop C Xup, | X1,8] RO (B) - k]

which gives the first inequality, here | X| is the cardinality of the set X.
We also have X p \ Xop = Ui<jc<iYj g and by symmetry |Y;; | =
|Y12 5| for 1 <j <1<k, therefore

(21) Xia| = [Xopl < > [Yiesl=k(k—1)[Yia5]/2
1<j<i<k
6+ 2 _
Now we assume vy = EEaR If a = 0, then we have 0;; > n™7(2¢,) = 2¢

for every 1 < j <1 < n, thus 0;;, ¢ B, and X"(B) = ptm)(BF) = 0; if
k = 1, then by definition Y™ (B) = p*)(B¥). Thus the second and third
inequalities are clearly true in these two trivial cases, for the rest, we only
need to consider the case a > 0,k > 1. The key point is to estimate Y] 2 p|.

For fixed 0;, i, € B, we will show that there are at most 2(a — 1) choices
of (i3,14) to satisfy (i1,--- ,i2;) € Y12, 5. Let

T’j = {l 1 75 z'j,HZ-j,l,,y € B} U {l o 75 z'j,Hl,ij,,y € B},
TJ{ ={l:1# ijyeij,l € (0,cp)U{l:1# Z'j,em'j € (0,¢p)}, j=1,2.

Then we have T; C T]{, since 0;;, € B implies n"0;; € A C (0,¢;) and
050 € (0,n7e1) = (0,¢,). Assume 0;; = 0, then we have

{91 e Tll U {Zl}} = {H(q)(mod%) : |9(q) — 9(p)| < Cn}
= {0(g)(mod27) : r < q < s},

for some 7,5 € Z such that [0,) — 0,)| < cn, |0) — Oyl < cn, therefore
10y — 05| < 2¢, and by definition of a we have s — 7 < a. Since i; ¢ T7,
we have

ITi|+1= {6 : 1 € T/ U{ir}}| = [{0y)(mod2r) : 7 < q < s}
<s—r+1<a+l,

and thus |T1| < |T7| < a. Similarly, we have |T5| < |T3| < a.

Now for 0;, ;,, € B, by definition we have i3 € T and i1 € T5.

If 02’3,2’4,7 € B, {il,ig} N {ig,i4} #* (Z), {il,ig} #+ {ig,i4}, then we must
have {ig,i4} = {il,l}, l € Ty \ {21} or {ig,i4} = {ig,l}, [l €Ty \ {ig},
and the order of i3,i4 is uniquely determined. In fact, by the definition of
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t; j, we have 0;,;, + 0;,;, = 2m, it 0;,;, 1 € B, 0;,i,, € B then we have
n0;,.0,,m70;, 55 € A C (0,¢1), and 0;, 5, + ;55 < 207 V¢; = 2¢, < 27, a
contradiction.

Thus for 6;, ;, ~ € B, the number of (i3, 4) satisfying 6;, ;, v € B, {i1,i2}N
{ig ia} # 0, {ir,io} # {is,ia} is at most [T5 \ {in}| + |11 \ {i2}| = T3] —
14|71 —1 < 2(a — 1). Now there are XY™ (B) choices of (iy,iz), for fixed
(i1,49) there are at most 2(a — 1) choices of (i3,i4) and Y™ (B) choices of
(to1—1,421), 3 <1<k, to satisfy (i1,--- ,i9;) € Y1,2,B, thus we have

Viznl < X(B) x 2(a—1) x X"(B) 2 = 2(a — HY™(B)F.
By (20) and (21), we have
(X"™(B))!
XI(B) — !

0< (
< k(k—1)(a - )ERM(B)*,

— pM(BY) = | X1 p| — [Xo,p| < k(k = 1)|Yi2,8]/2

which is the second inequality.
The third inequality follows from the second inequality and the fact that

xX"(B)! g= ~(n) N (~(n) ETT - ~(n)
—oo oy = LLX(B) =) = (X™(B)" | | (1 —4/X"(B))
BB - R ]1;[0 X i)=& ]1;[0 JIX

k-1
> (B (1= /XM (B)
Jj=0

this completes the proof. O

4. Integral inequalities. In this section, we will prove one integral
lemma regarding the upper and lower bounds of the integration of the joint
density on the neighborhood around one variable. As a direct consequence,
we can derive several integral inequalities about the two-component log-gas.

4.1. Integral lemma. We first prove the following lemma which will be
applied many times in the whole proof.

LEMMA 4.1.  Let m,n, 3 be positive integers with m < n. Given any c
such that nfc € (0,1) and §; €R, j =1,--- ,m, we define
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then we have

(240 e, [ i

T xr1+c ) .
< / da, / dzale™ — €928 F(z1)|°|F(22))°
—Tr x1

Cﬁ-l—l IS 28
< dx1|F(x ,
<ty [ dnlpG)

—T

and for k > 1, we have

- k
/ dx, / dzsy - - - dxy, H ’eim]‘ _ e ’B H \F(x])lﬁ
o (z1,21+c)k—1 j=1

1<j<i<k

< PhR=1)/24k-1 " dx1|F(iE1)|kB'

—Tr

For intervals A C (0,¢), I C (—m,7), we denote

o(B8,A) ::/ \1—ei“]5du,
A

then we have

™

< (B, A)(nfe) / diry | F ()|

—T

(sinc(/c2/2)>ﬁ/Auﬁdu§ (B, A) < /Auﬁdu.

Proor. We can write

and

mf3
F(x)? = Zaje”m.
§=0
A change of variables xo = x1 + ¢ shows

s xr1+c ) )
(22) / di / dale® — ¢ || F (2P| F(22)]?
- 1

15

/ da: / da] it — 72| F (1) P |F (22)|° — (8, A) / dw1|F<:c1>|2ﬁ\
I :El—I—A I
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:/ dt/ 11— e8| F(20)|P|F (21 + £)|Pdacr.
0 -7

mp mp3
F(x)P = Z a;e’* . F(x) + t)P = Zaje”te”ml,
§=0 §=0

by Parseval’s theorem, we have

™ _— mB .. m/B ..
F(x1)PF (x1 +t)°dxy = 27 Za_jaje”t =27 Z |a; et
- 5=0 5=0
and
™ ™ mp3
/ P (1) dary = / F(an)? Py =203 Jagf?.
-7 -7 =0

Thus for ¢t € (0,¢), 0 < j <mf <nf, we have 0 < jt <nfc < 1 and

(23) / " PP + )Py

—T

zRe/ F(z1)BF(z, +t)Pdx

—T

mp mp
=27 Z |aj|*(cos jt) > 2 Z |aj|? cos(nfc)
§=0 j=0

™

= cos(nfc) / |F(x1))*P day,

integrating for ¢ € (0,c¢) gives
s xr1+c ) )
[ [ vl e R )P F )
-7 T
(& s
2/ dt|1 — e*|? cos(nﬂc)/ |F(x1)[*Pday.
0 -

As (sinzx)/z is decreasing for x € (0,1) and 0 < ¢ < nfic < 1, we further
have

/ dt|1—e"t|/3:/ dt|2sin(t/2)|52/ dt
0 0 0

t

sinc(/c2/2) ‘5 _ ;5:11 <sinc(/02/2)>6‘




SMALL GAPS 17

Therefore, we have

™ xr1+c . .
/ da, / dzalei® — €728 F(z1)|°|F(22))°
—T X1

B+1 in B ™
25 (S e [ i

which is the lower bound in the first inequality.
On the other hand, since F' is 2m-perodic, for ¢ € (0, ¢), we have

o< |

:=h/”rufwx1>ﬁﬁ~+|f%x1—%t>ﬁﬂ>dx1——2h/’ F(a)P|F (e + )P d

—Tr —Tr

2
Pl = [F(1 + 0| doy

:2/|ﬂmwwm_g/|ﬂmWw@H¢Wmh

—T —T
which implies

s

(24) /WWWQWF@H%anS/ |F(a1)Pday,

—Tr —Tr

and using (23) and 2 — 2 cos(nfc) < (nBc)?, we also have

@) [ PP - P+ 0P| o < @Be? [ (P Pda.

—Tr

By (22) and (24), we have
™ xr1+c ) .
‘/dm/ dwale™ — ¢ P|F(2,)|P|F (22)|
—T X1
g/dm—ﬁw/\ﬂmwwm
0 —TT
< [t [ 1P
0 —T

£+1 T
C
:B+1/ dzy |F(x1) P,

which gives the upper bound in the first inequality.
If z; € (x1,21 +c¢) for 1 < j <k, then we have |e™ — ™| < |z; — x| < ¢
for 1 < j <1<k, therefore,

- k
/ dxl/ dxs - - - dxy H ‘eiwj _ em‘ﬁ H ]F(a:j)\ﬁ
-7 (z1,21+c)k—1 j=1

1<j<I<k
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. k
§/ dml/ dxgy - - - dxy, H cﬁH|F(x
-7 (z1,21+c)k—1

1<j<i<k  j=1

- k
:cﬁk(k—l)ﬂ/ dtg---dtk/ dwll_[!F(ﬂfl”j)\B
(0,0)1671

— j=1

Brk=1)/2 7r k I
37/(0 - dtg---dtk/ dry Y |2y + 1)

T =1

Bh(k—1)/2 _*

L Z/(O - d dtk/ dLEl’F(le)’kﬁ

‘7:1
_ Bk(k=1)/2+k=1 / dary [ F (21)[*7,

which is the second inequality, here we denote t; = 0.
By changing of variables, the definition of ¢(3, A), Holder inequality and
(25), we have

(/dwg/ Adwﬂém—«ﬁﬂﬁwwmnﬂfwmnﬁ—wuiAy/dmeunFﬂ
r1+

du

a1t = PP 1+ ) /|1 W|ﬁdu/dx1|F 1)[28

g/m/mm—wﬂanwm+M|wﬂmﬂ

1
2\ 2
/dmrwﬂw</quxu%> < [an i+ wp - 1rr|)

S/Ad“|1—ei7“t|ﬁ< - diE1|F(x1)|2B>2 <(nﬁc)2 /_7;|F(;171)|26d$1>%

=w@Aww@/WMﬂmmWﬂ

—T

which is the third inequality.
As (sinx)/z is decreasing for = € (0,1) and

A C (0,¢) C (0,1),

we have

:/ |1—ei“|ﬁdu:/ 2sin(u/2)|Pdu
A A
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S gy (D) [ g,

),

and as |1 — €| < u, we also have

@(B,A):/ \1—ei“]5du§/u6du,
A A

which gives the fourth inequality. This completes the proof. O

4.2. Inequalities regarding two-component log-gas. Let B = (0,cq) x
(—m,7), n > 2k, by definition of p*™7) (recall (18)), we have

(26) Epkn)(Br) = (n_”i'%)' /Enk J(Oy, -+ ,0,)d6; ---db, o’
here
(27) Snge =101, ,05) 1 0; € (-, M),V 1<j<n—k,
0; —0j—r € (0,¢),Y n—k <j<n}.
For 0 <[ <k, with assumptions in Lemma 4.1, we denote
(28) Egpii(c) = /Z o dby - dbp_ j]l et — ¢ifm|2iqmP BT

Then we have

Eg nko(c)

J(O1,--- ,0,)dO,---db, = ,
/z (6 )do Com

n,k,c

and by definition we can check that
Eg k. k(c) = Cnok k-

We need to show that (for 0 < nfc < 1)

sin(c/2) A o Egnki-1(c) o
(29) ( c/2 > Cos(nﬁc)ﬁ+1§ Eg nki(c) §5+1'

In fact, after changing the order of variables, we can write

Egnri-1(c) = / dOy---dOb,_1_1 H ’ei‘)j _ eiGm‘qquﬁ
Yni—1,k—l,c

1<j<m<n—I-1
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x1+c 2 n—l-1
/ d:l?l / dl‘2|€w1 o zmz |B H H |ezm] o ei9m|qmﬁ
—m

j=1 m=1

)
gs=1+X{s<i—1}
and

Eﬁ,n,k),l(c) — / d91 e den—l—l H |ei9j _ ei€m|Qijﬁ
Yn—l-1k—lLe

1<j<m<n—I-1
n—Il—1

></ dxq H ]em—ewm\2qmﬁ
—T

then (29) is the direct consequence of Lemma 4.1 by taking

)
qs=14+Xx{s<1-1}

n—Il—1

= 1L ety

By (29) we finally have the following two estimates

BN R BN R
(30) Egpki(c) < 71 Egpnik(c) = 11 CBn—2k k

and

sin(c kB AN F
(31) <%> (COS(nIBc))k <5 " 1) Cﬁ,n—2k,k < Eﬁ,n,k,O(C)’

5. No successive small gaps. In this section, we will prove Lemma
1.2 which implies that there is no successive smallest gaps. We first need the
following estimate.

LEMMA 5.1. For B = (0,c0) X (—m, @), n >k > 1, n'=7B¢y € (0,1), we
have

Eg(n,%k—l) (B) < n(nl—'YBcO)ﬁk(k—l)/2+k—1_

PROOF. We consider the point process

n) _ 259“ S(n,k) — Z 5(01_17.“’6%)_
i=1

i1,--- i3 all distinct

For B = (0,¢) x (—m,m), n >k > 1, let ¢, = ¢o/n”, then we have

1
7’)/7] Z 1§(n) 9 +(0 Cn < .. g( 7]+1) (A]+17cn)7
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here, the angles are modulo 2w, 1 is the indicator of an event and we define
Ape= {(91,--- k)0 € (—m,m), 0, — 01 €(0,¢),V1<j< k:}

Let

Ak,c,n:{(ely”’ 79n):6j€ (_7T77T)7V1§j§n_k+17
Hj—Hn_k+1 € (O,C),Vn—k+1<j§n},

then by Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 4.1, we have

1
Ev(mvk=1) By < EEMHR) (A,
TTEN(B) < B ()
1 n!
_ 01, .0,)d6; ---db,
(k_l)l(n_k)l/AkcnnJ( 1, ) ) 1
1 n! 1 g . )
= gy | dbpy e — eim|P
(k=DHn—-k)!Csn J & - 1<j<1;[<n_k
k n—k '
X/ dl‘ldiﬂk H wvj_ zxm|ﬁHH|ezm]_ewm|ﬁ
Ak,en 1§j<m<k j=1m=1
nk 1 /7r T ) )
R db - / b, H ’elej _ e’lem‘ﬁ
—1)!
(k ].) CB,TL —T —T 1§j<m§n—k
n—k
« (B(k=1)/2+k— 1/ di, H T _ ¢ifm |8
- m=1

_ 1 Ok (1) 2k

_(lﬁ _ 1) Cﬁ " Cn
STy " (nﬁ) (k=1)8/2 Bk(k—1)/2+k—1 _ n(nfe,)PEk—1D/2+k-1
(k=1 T

Sn(nﬁcn)ﬁk(k—l)/%-k—l _ n(nl—vﬁco)ﬁk(k—l)/}i—k—l’

this completes the proof. O
Now we can give the proof of Lemma 1.2.

PROOF. Let ¢ be such that A C (0,¢), and B = (0,¢) x (—m,7), v =

—g i . Then by definitions (5) and (9), x™ (A x I) — XY™ (A x I) # 0 implies

X719 (A x I) > 0 for some j > 1, and thus we must have Y72 (B) > 0.



22 FENG AND WEI

Since v > 1, for n large enough we have n'~73c € (0,1), and by Lemma 5.1
with k = 3, we have

P((A x 1) = X (A x 1) # 0) < BR™)(B) > 0)

SE@("”Q)(B)) < n(n'=78e)3P+? = n(n_ﬁﬂc)%” — 0,
this completes the proof. O
6. Proof of Lemma 1.3. In this section, we will prove Lemma 1.3.

6.1. Uniform boundedness. We will first prove the following uniform
boundedness which will be applied in the proofs of Lemma 1.3 and Lemma
1.4.

LEMMA 6.1.

Can—
(32) lim sup —Gn—2kk

< +00.
n—+00 Cﬁ,nnkﬁ

PROOF. Let ¢y be fixed such that ¢y € (0,1) and B = (0,¢p) x (—m, 7).
Thanks to the integral expression of Ep*™)(B*) in (26), the definition of
E3 k1 (28) and the upper bound (31), with v = 1, we have

n! Eﬁ,n,k,O(C)
(n — 2]€)' Cﬁ,n c=co/n

n! Can—2kk sin(c/2) kB aas k
>t et < (M) (oot (555

ot O (sin(c()/(zn)))’“ﬁ (cos(Be0))’ (cff“ )k

E,O(k’n’l) (Bk‘) _

c=co/n

(n —2k)! Cp,n*B co/(2n) B+1
By the first inequality in Lemma 3.1, we have
(k1) ( ok X"V (B))! (1) Pk
pm I (BY) < < (X"™V(B))%,

&eD(B) — )
which implies

lim sup E(n X1 (B))*

n——+00

> lim sup n~FEp®*m1) (BF)

n——+00
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k

T n—+oo (n — 2](3)' n——+00 C@nnkﬁ ﬁ +1

k
CBn—2k.k (ch cos(ﬁco)>

= lim sup

n——+o0o Cﬁ,nnkﬁ 5 +1

Thus, to prove (32), we only need to prove

(33) lim sup E(n ™'Y (B))* < +o0.
n—-+00
n—1 )
As Y1) = S ¥79) by Lemma 5.1 (since Bep € (0,1)), we have
j=1

E(n '™ (B)) < (Beo)P1UHD/2H < (Beg) .
Using 0 < Y1) (B) < n, we have
E(n~'X™M)(B))F <E(n~'X™M)(B)) < (Beo).

By Minkowski inequality, we finally have

1

n

(En X" (B)HVF <

(]

n—1
(B IR (B < 3 (5eo)
1 7=

1- (560)1/k)_17
thus (33) is true, so is (32). O

— .

<

6.2. Proof of Lemma 1.3. For B = A x I, we will use Lemma 3.1 to
deduce that
(X" (B))!

(34) nEI—lr—loo (EW — Ep(km)(Bk)) =0,

and use Lemma 4.1 to deduce that

k
(35  lim (E(p(k’")((A X I)k)) — ( /A uﬁdu> %) o,

n—-+400

then Lemma 1.3 follows from (34) and (35), here p*™ is defined in (19).
Let A C R, be any bounded interval, I C (—m,7) and B = A x I. Let ¢;
be such that A C (0,¢1), and By = (0,¢1) X (—m, m) such that B C B;. We

2
denote v = gi 1

and ¢, = ¢1/n".
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Since v > 1, for n large enough we have nfc, = n'~78c; € (0,1). By the
expression of Ep(*"7)(BF), Eg,, 1; and (30), with y(8+1) = 8+2, we have

n n n! Eg nk0(cn)
BpE(BY) < Bot (B = oo - Gs

k k
B+1 B+1
n! Cpn-2kk (Cn > < 2k Con-2kk <61 > =V (B+1)k

<
“(n—2k)! Csn \B+1 Con \B+1

k k
B+1 B+1
—p2k Cn—2kk ( ! > n—(B+2)k _ Cn—2kk ( ! >

Csn g+1 N C@nnkﬁ g+1
Using (32), we have

(36) lim sup Ep*™(BF) < +o0.

n——+0o00
Let a be defined in Lemma 3.1 and assume n large enough such that 0 <
cn < nPe, = n'77Be; < 1/4. By definition, we have 0 < a < n and
a > k is equivalent to Y(™¥*)(By) > 0, here, a,k € Z, k > 0 and By =
(0,2¢1) X (—m,m).
By Lemma 5.1 and (1 —7)(8+1) = —1, for 1 < k < n, we have
P(a > k) = P(Y""(By) > 0) <E(X"7M(By))
Sn(gnl—'yﬁcl)k(kﬂ)ﬁ/%k — n(gnl—vﬁcl)ﬁﬂ(in—'YﬁCl)(k+2)('f—1)5/2+k—1
:(2561)B+1(in——yﬁcl)(k+2)(k—1)6/2+k—1 < (2501)B+1(1/2)k_1-
Since P(a > k) = 0 for k > n, thus
P(a > k) < (28e1)7F'(1/2)F

is always true for k > 1.
The above argument also implies that for & > 1, k € Z, we must have

lim P(a > k) =0.

n—-+0o0o

And by dominated convergence theorem, we can further deduce that

(37) lim E(a—1)% =0, Vpe (0,+0),

n—-4o0o

here, fi = max(f,0).
By Lemma 3.1, for any k& > 1, we have (Y (B))F < 2p*:m)(B*) or
(X" (B))* < 2k(k — 1)a(X™ (B))*~!, therefore, we have

(X" (B)* < max(2p™(BY), (2k(k — 1)a)*)
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and

E(X™(B))" < 2B(p""(BY)) + (2k(k — 1))*E(a").
By (36) and (37), we have
(38) lim sup E(Y"™ (B))* < +oc.

n——+00
By Lemma 3.1, Holder inequality, (37) and (38), we have
(X" (B))! n
<k(k— DE((a— 1)+ (X" (B)¥ )
< k{k ~ 1(E((a — 1) @R (B 0

as n — 400, which implies (34).
For B=Ax 1, n> 2k,v > 0, we have

(39) Epkn)(Bk) = (n_L'%)' /Znykm[ J(Or, - ,0,)d6y - db, _
here,
Yk Al = {(91,--- On) 105 € (—m,m),V1<j<n-2k,
0;—r€l,0;—0,_rc AVn—k<j<n}.
We denote

oAl = {01, 0p) : 0; € (—m,m),V1<j<n—2k,
0jel,VYn—2k<j<n-—k, Hj—Hj_k+l€A,Vn—k<j§n—l}

and

Eﬁ,”yk,l(Aa I) = / d91 U don—l H ’eiej — eiep‘quPB

Yink, AL j<p
with gs = 1 + X{n—2k<s<n—2k+1}, then we have

E AT
(40) / J(O, - ,Hn)del-'-den:M
Sk, AT Can

and
Egn k(A T) = Cgp_okr(I).

We need inequalities similar to (29).



26 FENG AND WEI

LEMMA 6.2. A C (0,¢) and I C (—m,7), nBc € (0,1), n > 2k, n, 5,k
are positive integers, then we have

k
BampolA ) — ( /A uﬁdu> Com (D)

Bl

k
<(knfBc+ Bkc®/24) <ﬂ n 1> CBn—2k k-

PROOF. As before, after changing the order of variables, we can write

Egnki-1(4,1) =/ dfy -+ dby 1 AP
Y 2k—1,A,1,1-1
2 n—Il—1
X /dazl/ dxo|e'™t — e””]BH H " — ewmlqmﬁ
I z1+A j=1 m=1
and
Bpsi(AD) = | A0y b, 1 1A
Yn—2,k—1,A,1,1—1
n—Ii—1
X/d(]}'l H ’e'lxl _61977L’2Q77L67
I m=1
here,

— i0; 207 j dn —
A= H e — e [T gy = 14 X{n—2k<s<n—2k+1}-
1<j<m<n—I-1

By Lemma 4.1, 3,9 p—1.4,11-1 C Xn—i—1,k—1,c and (30), we have

|Egngi-1(AT) — (B, A)Eg p 11(A, )|

<p(8, A)(nfe) x /

Yn—2,k—1,A,1,1—1

T n—{—1
dy ---db,_; 1 AP / L e
m=1

-7

™

<o(8, A)(npe) / 0y - dby / dy
n—l—1,k—1l,c

P -7
n—Il—1

H ‘eiej _ eiem‘qﬂ]mﬁ H ’eixl _ eiem‘2(hn6
1<j<m<n—Il-1 m=1

— (8, A)(nfe) / a6y - db_

Sn—lk—lc

gs=1+X{0<s—nt2k<i}
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> H ‘ez(?j _ lfm ‘qquﬁ
1<j<m<n—I-1

= ¢(B, A)(nBec)Eg nki(c)

BN R
< (B, A)(npc) (ﬁ n 1) CBn—2k k>

where p(3, A) is as in Lemma 4.1 and Eg,, 1;(c) is as in (28).
Therefore (using Lemma 4.1 again), we have

1Egnk0(AT) — o(B, AFEg i k(A 1))

gs=1+X{o<s—nt2k<i}

k
<> 0B, A T Egnki-1(AT) = 9(8, A)Eg i (A, 1)
=1

k BN B
<> 0(B,A) (npe) ( 1) Csn—2k k
=1

B+
k B+1\ K A1\ K
c c
< Cgn— = (k CB.n—2k -
_;(nﬂfﬁ) <ﬁ+ 1> 8,n—2k,k = (knfc) <5+ 1) 8,n—2k.k
As 1> 20T >1—2%/6 >0 for x € (0,1), and by Lemma 4.1, we have

<o) o< (foem) (- (55%)°)

k k
< (;Ti) (1-(-c20™) < (;B:) Blc?/24.

By definition, we have

0 < Egpnii(AT) = Cgpori(I) < Cspok ks

therefore, we have

k
Egpro0(A 1) — </A UBdU) Can—2kk(I)

k
< ‘E@n,m(z‘l,f) - 90(5,A)kEﬁ,n,k,k(A,I)‘ + | (/A uﬁdu) — (8, A)¥Cs p—2kk(I)

SBHINF Bk )
<(knpc) (5 n 1) CBn—2k,k + (ﬁ) (Bkc”/24)Cp -2k

which completes the proof. O
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Now we ready to prove (35). By the integral expression of Ep(¥m7)(BF)
with v = %, the definition of Eg,, 1 (A, I) and changing of variables, we

have

k
Clon o n(D)
(kn) ky _ B B.n—2k.k
E(p'"™™ ((A x I))") </AU du) C kP

ol Eﬁ,n,k,o(n—m,f)_< / iy du)’“ Comori(I)
n=7vA

~ (n—2k)! Can Clg ynFB—R(B+1)y

n2k B k
= EB,n,k,O(TL PYA,I) — (/ ’LLBd’LL> C@n_gk,k(f)
CB,” n=7A

. nzk _ n' Eﬁ7n’k70(n_ﬂyA,I)
(n — 2k)! Csn

We first notice that

ol 2%k—1 2%k—1
0§n2k—m:n2k— H(n—j):nzk—nzk H(l—j/n)
’ j=0 j=0
2%—1 2%—1
2% _ 2% [ 1 _ - _ 2k o 2k—1 _
<n n |1 Z]/n =n Z]/n—n k(2k —1).
=0 =0

As YA C (0,nYer), B ok—1nvA1i-1 C Xn_i—1k—in—e for n large
enough we have n!=7fB¢; € (0,1), then we infer from (30) that

(nep)P ) g .

0< Egnioln A1) < Egnro(n "e1) < Cpnokk ( 1

Therefore,we have

(

B n — 2k)! Cg,n
k
_ Can— (nYep )Pt
=" ( ) Oﬁ,n 5 +1
k
_ n2k_1k(2k B 1)06771—2]6,]6 n_(6+2)6?+1
Oﬁ,n 5 +1

k
Ca. Cﬁ—l—l
-1 B,n—2k,k 1
= k(2k — 1 .
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By Lemma 6.2, we have

n2k B k
Com Egnron "AT) — (/m UBdU) Can—akk(1)
n2k ) Bl k
< k + Bkc* /24 Chpe
_Cﬁ,n( nfBc+ Bkc®/24) <5 n 1> B2k _
k
2k B B n—(6+2) A+l
=G (kn'~7Ber + Bkn~*'c} /24) (Tll CBn—2k.k
B+1\ * C
(e 1= —2v 2 =l B,n—2k k
=(kn""7Bc1 + Bkn"c7/24) (5 n 1) Comn?

Therefore, we have

k
Can—2kk(])
(k;n) ky _ B ~Bn—2kk\1/
E(p""™ ((A x I))") </Au du> Coun?

k
1
ot ) Can—2k.k

< 1—v —2v 2 -1 o )
<(kn "7Bc1 + Bkn”" ey /24 + n” k(2K — 1)) (5 1 o

Can—
Now (35) follows from (32) of the uniform boundedness of % and
/37nn

lim (kn'~7Ber + Bkn~*7ci /24 +n 'k(2k — 1)) = 0.
n——+o0o
7. Proof of the upper bound (14). Now we consider (14). We will
make use of several formulas, especially these on the generalized hypergeo-
metric functions gFl(a), where we refer Chapter 13 of [9] for more details.
By definition, we can rewrite the two-component log-gas as

) Comall) = / dridrsle™ — "2 [Vl 5(8r1,12),
I

here

I, 2(B5r1,7m2) == /( ) by -+ b,

—,m)"1

ny 2

H H 11— ei(ej_rk)’w H |05 — ¢tk |P,
J=1k=1 1<j<k<ny

Now the uniform upper bound (14) is a direct consequence of the following
lemma, together with the integral expression (41) (with ny = n —4) and
Fatou’s Lemma.



FENG AND WEI

30
LEMMA 7.1. There exists a constant C' depending only on B such that
In_472(ﬁ;r1,r2)|ei” — eir2|45 < C’C’B,nnw, V>4, r,rg € |—m, 7,
and

hmsupC I,y a(Biry, o)l — €2t < (271)_2A2ﬁ.
n—-+00
We need to prove several estimates in order to prove Lemma 7.1. By
Proposition 13.1.2 in [9], we have the following relation between the gener-

alized hypergeometric function 2F1a) and the Selberg type integrals,

1 1/2 1/2 n ‘ ‘
/ d91 . / d@n H <em€z(a—b) ’1 + e2m€l ’a+b
=1

Mn(a,b,1/a) J_1/9 ~1/2

m
. H |627ri0j _ 627ri9k|2/06

H (1 + tl/e27ru91)>

'=1

) F(l/“( naba(a+b+m)1 t,o 1 —t)
2P (—n, abyaa + b+ m); (1)m) ’

here, M,(a,b,1/c) is defined as in (15) and we have used the following

1<j<k<n

formula (Proposition 13.1.7 in [9]):

2F1(a)(a7b;c;t17"' 7tm) =
2 aba+b+1+(m—1)/a—cl—t
2F1(a)((1, ba+b+1+(m—1)/a—c (1)™)

1 —ty)

By Proposition 13.1.4 in [9], we have

n - 1_
Am,l/a / o /dm Hm o)
< Iz —ane

(n—1)+ X +1; —(n—1)+)\1+)\2+2 (s)" >,

T

Q|>—‘

@) = (s

here, by (4.1) and (4.3) in

1 1 n
Sn(A1, A2, A) 1 = / dty - / dt,, Htlh(l — 1) H Ity — t*
0 0 I=1 '

1<j<k<n

[9], the Selberg integral is
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TN+ 14 0T A+ 14+ 500+ (5 4+ 1)N)
(44) H FM+X+24+n+j—DNCL+N)

Now we change variables 0; — 6; + 7 = 7 to obtain

ni
Ty 2(B;71,72) 2/ doy -+ by, T (11 + €[22 [1 + Crtrimra)20)
(—m,m)"1 j=1

> H |ei€j o €i9k|ﬁ.

1<j<k<ni
For B positive integer, we have

|1 + ei(9j+r1—r2)|2ﬁ _ e—iﬁ(Gj—l—rl—rz)(l + ei(€j+r1—r2))2ﬁ

9

which shows

I, 2(Bsr1,m2) = e_iﬁnl(rl_rz)/ dfy ---db,,
(—7r77r)"1
m . . . 28 . .
11 <e—lﬁ"ju 2P (14 0= ) IT 16 — e,
J=1 1<j<k<ny

Comparing with (42) and changing variables 6; — 276;, this integral is of
the type therein with

n=ny, m=203, a—b=-28, a+b=28, 2/a =p,

and ‘
ty=1:= elr=r2) for 1<k < m.

Thus (42) shows that I,,, o is proportional to
0P (48 (1 - 1)),

and by (15) (42), 2F1(6/2) equals to 1 at the origin, thus by considering the
case of ty =t =1 (1 < k < 2p) for r, = ry, we will have

(45) I, 2(B5r1,72) = Iy 2(B; 7“1,7"1)15_5"12171(5/2)(—”1,4;8? ((1—1))%),

where

ni
(46) In, 2(Bsr1,m1) = / doy ---db,, H 11+ ewj,w
(—m,m)"1 e}
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X H |ei9j — ei0k|5 = (2m)" M, (28,20, 5/2).

1<j<k<ni

Comparison with (43) shows that gFl(ﬁ /? is of the type therein with

1 2
r=-ny, a=[/2, n=20, )\1:)\2:4—5(71—1)—1:5—1, s=1-—t,

thus by (43), we have

(1) LR a8 (- 0)) = ooy 12/6 “1,2/8)

28
/[0 o duy - - - dugg H ui/ﬁ_l(l - uj)2/6_1(1 — (1 =t)u;)™
k] j:1

X H |Uj —uk|4/5.

1<j<k<28
Using (45)(46)(47), we have

(271')"1 My, (2,@, 20, 5/2)t—5n1 B
Ses(2/8—1,2/8—1,2/5) /[0’1]26 duy - - - dugg

28
2/B—1 — n
a8)  Jlu"'a-wpta—a-vupy™ T] lw—wl*”.
=1 1<j<k<2p

I, 2(Bsr1,1m2) =

Now we rewrite (48) as

(27)™ M,,, (28,28, 8/2)t~5m -
Sop(2/8 — 1,2/ —1,2/5) n1,5\),

I, 2(Bsr1,m2) =
here t = ¢/("~"2) and we denote

Fnl,ﬁ(t) = / du1 ~~du25
[0,1]2°

28

2/B—1 -
[T a—up? = =ty Tl — w2,
j=1 1<j<k<28

then F,, g is an analytic function (in fact a polynomial) of ¢. As [1 — (1 —
tuj| = |1 —uj +tuj| < |1 —uy| + [tuj] =1 for u; € [0,1], [t| =1, we have

F (t)] < / duy - dug
[0,1]28
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2p3
H 2/6-1 — )P — (1= t)uy ™ H g — |7
j=1 1<j<k<28
28
2/8—1 -
< / dus - - - dug Huj/ﬁ (1—uy)?P1 H fuj — g VP
[0,1]2¢ j=1 1<j<k<28

which together with (17) implies

(2m)™ M, (26,28, 5/2)
(49 naBirir) = g o s s )

< (2m)™ My, (28,28, 8/2) = (27) " Cp ny (1)

Changing variables u; — t;/(1 + t;), we obtain

dty - dtsg
F, t) =
() /<o,+oo>w T )% (1 + 125)?

12_5[ /7 <1+ttj>"1 T
N2(2/8-1 .
j=1 (1+ tﬂ) SEAN tj 1<j<k<28

_ it d = 271+ oty
- /(0 +00)28 28 H (141 )2(2/6 1)+2+n1+4/8-(26-1)

< I \tj—tk\‘*/ﬁ.
1<j<k<28
Since 2(2/8 —1)+2+4/5-(28—-1)=4/8+8 —4/5 =8, we have

577 - 2y
F 2 — .7
mﬁ( z ) /(0’4_00)2[3 dty dt?ﬁ H 1 +t; )8+n1

< I I —tk|4/ﬁ.

1<j<k<28

ti—te |Y°

(1 + tj)(l + tk)

For z € (0,400), a simple changing of variables zt; — s; shows that

2/5 1(1 z8;)™
F. 5(—2%) = —8/3/ J
n,B(—27) =2 (010028 dsi---dsag jI | (1+ 2 1s;)8+m

X H |8j —Sk|4/ﬁ.

1<j<k<28
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Since both sides are analytic functions of z for Rez > 0, this identity is always
true for Rez > 0, moreover, we can decompose (0, +00) into (0, 1] U[1, +00)
and use the symmetry of s; to obtain

2/ 25
(50) Fn1,ﬁ(—2’2) = Z—SBZ < ! )Fnhﬁ’l(Z), Rez > 0,
=0

where

25 2/5 1(1 zsi)™
F, z) = dsy---ds d
o) /(0,1]l><[1,+oo)251 7 H (14 271sy)%m

X H |8j —Sk|4/6.

1<j<k<28

The changing of variables s; — sj_1 for [ < j <2 shows that

32-/6_1(1 — zs;)™

l
F, z) = dsy---ds J X
nlﬂ,l( ) /(0,1]26 1 25]11 (1—|—Z_1$j)8+m

28 _—2/B+1 1\n
s (1—zs; )™ Y . 114/8
| J Sk| Sj Sk

J
H (1+z—1s 1)8+n1 g2

j=l+1 I 1<j<k<l I<j<k<28
- 4/8
-1
X H H |57 — 5|
j=1k=l+1
2/B—1 n 23 a n
- 1—2zs;)™ g — 1
B / dsi---dsap H 4 (—1 sil H s —1zg+n
(0’1]26 =1 (1 +z S]) 1 S (S] +z ) 1
l 203
4 4 4
< ] lsi—=se” ] lsi—sel°TT TI 11— sisel®?,
1<j<k<l 1<j<k<28 j=1k=1+1

here, a = —2/8+1+8—-2—-4/3-(28—-1) =2/ —1. For z = ¢, 0 ¢
(—7/2,7/2) i.e., Rez > 0, and for s > 0, we have |1+ 2z~ !s|> = ]3—1—2_1\2

1+s2+2scosf >1and |l — zs| = |s — z|, therefore, we have
2/5 1|1 _ ei€8,|m

F )| < d B

Frn (€] < /(0,1]26 " H |1+ e Ws;m

4 4
[T Isi—sel®” H | — il ”

1<j<k<l 1<j<k<28
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(51) = Fy, 8,0 (0)Fn, 5,28-1)(0),

here, we used |1 — sjs;] < 1 and we denote

l 2/ﬁ 1 ei98j|n1 /
Fup0) = [ dsyeeedsy [T s —s
n1,5,(1) (0.1]! H |1—|—€ B, |n1 1<]];Ik<l J
l—s —2s
As 1T < e *® for s € (0,1), we have
11— ets|™ 1+ 52— 2scosf|™/? _ e
T == (& sE
I1+e®sjm |1+ 52+ 2scosf -

which implies

1 2sjny cos 0
2/8-1 54
Puoo®< [ dsan [[5970¢TT T s
(0,1] i—1 1<j<k<l

l
S/ dsy - - - ds; H S?/B—le—s]»nl cos 6 H ‘Sj _ Sk‘ﬁl/ﬁ .
(0,1}t

j=1 1<j<k<l
We denote
(0,+00)n 1<j<k<n

then we have ,
Jnp(z) =272/ ], 5(1).

According to Proposition 4.7.3 in [9], we have the explicit evaluation

- 1+2J/5 T'(2j/8)
(52) 1;[ T(+2/8)

By the definition of J,, 3, we first easily have the upper bound
(53) Foy 5.0)(8) <Jig(n1 cos 8) = (ny cos )2/, (1),

We change of variables nys; — t; to get

_9]2
Fn1,ﬁ,(l)(9) <n, A /5/ dty - - dit
(0 TLl]l
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1 2tj cos 60
2/6-1 " 14+42n; 2 4/8
H tj e imM H ’tj — tk’ .
j=1 1<j<k<l

By the dominated convergence theorem, we further have

l
lim sup n?lz/BFnl’@(l)(e) < / dty - - - dt H t?/ﬁ—le—%j cos 6

n1—+00 (0,+00)*

j=1
X H |t; — t*P = J.8(2cos @) = (2cos 9)_212/6Jl75(1).
1<j<k<l
Therefore, we have
(54) lim sup(2n cos 9)2l2/5Fn175,(l)(9) < Jpp(1).

ni1—-+oo

7.1. Proof of Lemma 7.1. Now we are ready to give the proof of Lemma
7.1.

PROOF. If |¢"t — e"2| < n~1 then the first inequality holds by (49) with
n1 =n —4 and Lemma 1.1, i.e.,

In—a2(B;71,m2)[e™ — 2| < (277)—106’”_47(4)71—46 < CCpm*.

If [e — 2| > n~! ast = ("1 772) we have [t — 1| = | —e"2| > n~! and
we can write t = —e? for some 6 € (—7/2,7/2), then by (17) and (49), we
have

Ln—12(B;71,7m2)|e™ — 2|1
o (27T)n1Mn—4(257 2/87/8/2) 4B
= %25(2/B — 1,2/ — 1,2/5) [ Fra,5(t)|[1 — ¢
(2m) " Cg s,y |1 — t]*P

" 52(2/8 — 1,2/~ 1,2/B)
By (50) and (51), we have

[Fra,p(t)].

2

@

[Fra,5()]

E/%

<2f> |Fr—s,8.(e”)]

2/
( ] >Fn—4,5,(l)(9)Fn—4,5,(25—1) (9),

l

A
2]
o

=0
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thus we have

In—a(B;m1,m9)|e™ — €2 <Z “a2(Bir1,72),

where
1 48
0 (27) 7 Cg gyl — t| ( ﬂ)
1 ST, T F,_ 0E, _ _n(0).
nia2(Bir1,m2) = $25(2/B - 1,2/3 —1,2/9) 4,8,0)(0) Fr—a,8,25-1)(0)

As t = —e%? we know that |1 —t| = 2cos > n~!, by (53) and Lemma 1.1
we have

17(24,2(5; T1,72) <

CCpnn5°(2cos 0)4° (26)
S25(2/B —1,2/8 —1,2/p)

(ny cos §) 2 /BJW( )(n1cosf)” (QB_l)z/ngg_lﬂ(l)
<CCs,n* (2n cos 0)* (ny cos 0)_212/6_2(25_1)2/5
<CCs,n*(ny cos )" (ny cos 9)_4(62+(ﬁ_l)2)/6
:CC@nn%(nl cos 9)_4(6_”2/5 < CCﬁmn%

here ny = n—4, njcosf = nq|1—t|/2 > ny/(2n) > 1/10, and C is a constant

depending only on 3,[. Summing up, we will conclude the first inequality.

Now we consider the second inequality regarding the limit superior. If
et — ei2| = 0, then the result is clearly true. If [et — 2| > 0, then we

can write t = /(" "2) = —¢20 for some § € (—n/2,7/2), and |1—t| = 2cos 6.

Recall that

0< I( 12(B;71,m2) < CCp, an2?(ny cos 9)_4(6_”2/5, ny=n-—4,
then for [ # 3, we have

lim C’ o 26[ (5,7‘1,7‘2) 0,

n—-+oo Byn
thus
(55) hmsupC’ L2 Ly 0(Byr1, o)€Mt — 2[4
n—+o00
< hmsupC n 25‘[12642(/877,17742)
n—-+o0o

Notice that

®) (21) ' Cp gyl — %7 < > 2
In 42(ﬁ7rlyr2) S2ﬁ(2//8_1 2/5_1 2/5) | —4,6,(8 (0)| )
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we have
C@in_2ﬁfé@4,2(5; T1,72)

(271')—1(;'5_’;71—2ﬁ067n_4( )(2 COS 9)46 3 )
T 5(2/B—1,2/8-1,2/B) ( >| ~4,,(8)(0)]
_Cha—ay  (2m)7}(2ncos )"
Cionn® S55(2/8 —1,2/8 —1,2/B) ( >|

Therefore, by (54), Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 7.2 below, we have

) O

Csn
hmsupC .y 2517(1642(@7’1,7*2) lim 674(4<25>><

n—+o00 n—+o0o CB nnﬁﬁ 5
(2m)" | . z
lim sup(2n cos )" F,,_ 0
5258 — 1,25 — 1,2) | msup(@n cos ) a,5)(6)
(271') 1A5 4

25 2 _ (97) 242
_525(2/6—1 2/8 —1, 2/5)< >’JB,6(1)’ = (2m) " Az,

This, together with (55), will complete the proof of Lemma 7.1 provided
Lemma 7.2. |

Now we prove the following identity to complete Lemma 7.1.

LEMMA 7.2. It holds that

253 | J,8(1)[2 _
(2m) Ags ( . ) = .

PrOOF. Notice that the Selberg integral
26—1 . .
_ (C(2( +1)/8))’T(1 +2(j +1)/8)

ﬁ (2j/8))20(1 + 25/8) 12—61 (P(24/8))
i D@/B+ 9T +2/8) L T (25/8 + k)T(1+2/8)

that

28 3 3

5o T(1+ (k+4)8/2)
}:II:[ (2)/8 +k) = 2/5)6ﬁgj11<y+k5/2> (2/8)° 1} ETIOR
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and that (using (52))
01 (D238 1117 (LU +k8)/8)?
H 1+2/B 1;[130 I'(1+2/8)

2J/ﬂ (27/8 +2))* _
(1 +2/8))?

(D(1+38/2))?
T(1+p/2))2"

8
H 2j/B+1)°

Em

=|Js,5(1)*(2/8)"

we have

283 | J5,5(1)|?
(27T)A6,4< > So5(2/8 — 1,2/B — 1,2/B)

_ I(1+25) (D(1+8/2)* 17 DL+ (k+4)8/2)
=i aE O i sse L ra rer)
as in Lemma 1.1,
_ (2m)(r(B/2+1) S T(B/2+1)
Apa = 28 +1) 1;[ L((4+4)8/2+1)
we have
B | Js,5(1)[?
45} S (/B —1,2/6 — 1,2/)
~(2m)A(0(B/2+1)! (8/2)2° I'(1+28) (C(1+85/2)°
a (26 +1) (T +8)2 (T +38/2))?
_ @enrre/2+1)° _
=0+ A ras e O = A
this completes the proof. O

8. Proof of Lemma 1.4. Now we give the proof of Lemma 1.4.

PrOOF. As Cgp—21(I) = |I|Cgp—21/(2m) (recall (16)), by Lemma 1.1,
we have

(56) g Con—2a) _ 1 Conean _ A

notoo  Cg,nf 21 notoo Cgnf 2
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i.e., Lemma 1.4 is true for £ = 1. Now we assume |I| > 0, then for every
A >0, we can find A = (0,a(\)) such that

IlA
)\:/uﬁduxH—B.
A 271'

We denote
X, = Y™ (AxI),

then by Lemma 1.3 with £ =1 and (56), we have

Cgpno1({

lim EX, = lim / By ) Gon2a) _ A\
n—-+o0o n—-+o0o A Cﬁmnﬁ

and with £ = 2 in Lemma 1.3, we have

2 Cga2(])

liminf E(X, (X, — 1)) = liminf (/A uﬁdu> C.n2?

n——+o0o n——+o0o

On the other hand, by Hélder inequality, we have E(X,)? > (EX,)? and
E(X, (X, — 1)) > (EX,)? — (EX,,), and thus we have

liminf E(X, (X, — 1)) > liminf((EX,,)? — (EX,,)) = A — \.

n—-4o0o n—-4o0o

Therefore, we have

lim inf an_iu(l) > (/A uﬁdu> - AZ=N)=(1-A"h <|Ilﬁ>2_

n—-+oo B,nn26 27‘(’

Letting A — 400, we have

lim inf
71I—r>l-il-go C’anzﬁ

Con-az2(l) _ (1145
- 27T )

which along with (14) gives Lemma 1.4 for k = 2.
Moreover, since

E(Xn - )‘)2 = E(Xn(Xn - 1)) - (2)‘ - 1)(EXn) + )‘27

by Lemma 1.3 and (14), we have

lim sup E(Xp (X, — 1)) = limsu </ uﬁdu>2M
n—>+ocI>) n\An = n—>+o<1? . Cg,nn%

2 2
< </ uﬁdu> <\fﬂ> 2
A 2
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and thus we have

lmsupE(X, —A)2 < A2 — (2 A — DA+ A2 =\

n——+0o0o
Now we denote by C' a constant independent of n, A, which may be different
2X,!
from line to line. As XF < X, — k)l + C (—C can be chosen as the lower
bound of the polynomial 2z(z —1) - -- (z — k4 1) — 2% for 2 > 0), by Lemma
1.3 and (32), we have

limsupE(X,)) < 2limsupE <7> +C

n——+o0o n——+o0o (Xn - k)'
k
) Con—okx(I)
8 B.n—2k,k
< 21;13_8:(2) (/Au du> 705771”% +C

k
. CBn—2k k
<2 wldu ) limsup —22=20E 4 O
o (/A > n—>+o£) Cﬁ,nnkﬁ
k
gc(/ uﬁdu> +C <o+
A
By Holder inequality, we have

E <E))§;:—m> <E ((Xn - A)2X,’§—1>
e

( (x2 4 22x22) )

=

< (E(X, - \)?)

N

S (E(Xn - )‘)2)
and thus for any positive integer k, we have

((Xn - )\)2Xn!>

lim sup E
o\ Xy —k+ 1)

n—-+400

1 1
2 3
< (lim supE(X,, — /\)2> (lim supE (ng )2 Xgmz))

n——+o0o n——+o0o

N

(57) <A} ((ONF +0)+ 202 CNF 2 4.0))F < Cas(b 4 1),

Now we can prove the result by induction. Assume j > 2 and Lemma 1.4 is
true for k = j,j — 1, then by Lemma 1.3, we further have

X! " Cgmon ()
. n o 3 B,n—2k,k
A E ((Xn—kﬂ) A (/A“ d“) Cp
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k k
IlA
:</AUBdu> <‘2‘7T6> :/\k’ k:j_l’j'

We note that (X,,—\)? = (X, —k) (X, —k—1)—(2A—2k—1)(X,, —k)+(A—k)?,
then for any integer k > 2, we have the identity

X, = A)2X,! X! @A -2 -1)X! | (A k)X
(X, —k)! (X, —k—2) (X, —k—1)! (X, — k)

Now by induction, (57)(58) and Lemma 1.3, we have

(58)

CAZ(N +1) >1;H:T£E< :ji)i ')
=t (e 2y - g e )
_%TEE <m> — (A =2 F DN + (A —j+1)2N T
iy ([ o/an) St 0 =07

where we denote k = j 4 1 in the last line. Therefore, as A large enough, we
have

Can—2kk(I) o 1
limsup ——————+——= < </ uﬁdu> (VT OX2 (W +1))
A

n——+o00 Cﬁ,nnkﬁ

I|As\* :

= <—| 2' 6) (1+CA2 +CNT72),
T

Letting A — +00, we have

lim sup
n——+o0o Cﬁ,nnkﬁ

Con—2kkD) _ (1145 ¥
- 2T

(Xn — M\)2X,!

Similarly, as m

> 0, by induction and Lemma 1.3 again, we have

0 §liminfE<

n—-4o0o

X! L@ -2+ D)X A+ 1)2an>
(Xn_j_l)! (Xn_])' (Xn_j+1)!

k
—lim inf (/ uﬁdu> Gon—aerlD) _ (32 (;_1y2 _ yypi1,
A

n——+0o Cgmnkﬁ
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where k = j 4+ 1 again. Therefore, we have

(I -k .
lim inf S2n=2ek0) </ uﬁdu> A= (j—1)2 = AN!
A

n——+00 Cg,nnkﬁ
IlAg\*
= <—‘ ‘ 6) (1— AT — (j— 1)2)\_2).

27
Letting A — 400 again, we have
Con-mlD) _ (145"
- 27 ’
thus Lemma 1.4 is also true for kK = j 4+ 1. This completes the proof. O

lim inf
ﬁr—r}—ll—rolo Cg’nnkﬁ
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