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Abstract

This article deals with Coulomb gases at an intermediate tempera-
ture regime, which are governed by a Gibb’s measure in which the inverse
temperature is much larger than %, where N is the number of particles.
Our main result is a concentration inequality around the thermal equilib-
rium measure, stating that with probability exponentially close to 1, the
empirical measure is O (%) close to the thermal equilibrium measure.

Nd
We also prove that this concentration inequality is optimal in some sense.
The main new tool are functional inequalities that allow us to compare
the bounded Lipschitz norm of a measure to its H~! norm in some cases

when the measure does not have compact support.

1 Introduction

1.1 Introduction to Coulomb gases

Coulomb gases are a system of particles that interact via a repulsive kernel, and
are confined by an external potential. Let X = (21, z2,...xn) with z; € R? and
let

N
Hy (Xn)=5 X g(ﬂ?z‘—%‘)+N;V($z‘)v (1)

1<i#j<N

DO

where

{g(;v) = o i d 23, )

g(x) = —exlog(|z]) if d =2
is the Coulomb kernel, i.e. g satisfies
Ag = do, (3)

where the laplacian operator A is defined as the divergence of the gradient. In
equation (2), ¢4 is a constant that depends only on d. If d = 1, then —log(|x|)
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is not the fundamental solution of laplacian. Systems given by (1) with g(z) =
—log(]z|) in d =1 are called log gases. Consider the Gibbs measure on R¥*V

1
dPy = exp (-fHn)dXy, (4)
ZN,3
where
Zng= fRM exp (~AHN) d Xy. (5)

In this notation, Xy = (z1,x2,..xx), B is the inverse temperature (which we
assume to depend on N), and dXy = dridxs...dxy.
We will use the notation

(=5 [[, oG- ndu)dut)+ [ V)i (6)

for the mean-field limit of H . The functional 6 has a unique minimizer in the
space of probability measures, called the equilibrium measure and denoted by
wy (see [31]). The empricial measure emp  is defined as

1 N
=— ) 0y, 7
cmpy = 55 0 7
Throughout the paper, we will use the notation

ewy= [, g@=y)dv()du(y). ®)

where

A={(z,z) e R‘ xR}, 9)

The main purpose of this paper is to prove a rate of convergence of the
empirical measure to the thermal equilibrium measure, defined as

o = angmin, {Tu () + 5 [ wlog (). (10)

where Zy is given by (6) and p is taken on the set of probability measures. For
existence and uniqueness of pg given by (10), see [3].

2 Statement of main results

We will need the following hypotheses on py
1. py has compact support, denoted by .

2. py has a density with respect to Lebesgue measure which has L* regu-
larity.

We also need the following hypotheses on (3 :



1. NG - >
2. There exists a compact set K such that

Nd (11)

[ragexp (-cNBV(2)) do < —L- if d > 3,
Jrax exp (—eNB[V (z) —log(|z])]) dx « # if d=2,

for all ¢ > 0, where the notation <« means o().
3. There exists a compact set K such that
E(exp (~ecNBV) 1ra i) < =L, if d > 3,
rease) < g L (12)
& (exp (=eNB[V —log(|z])]) 1ra k) < N ifd=2.
2
for all ¢> 0.

Note that conditions 3 is not a consequence of conditions 1 and 2. As a
counterexample take [ = M. However, these are not very restrictive
hypotheses. For example, they are satisfied if

1
ﬁ: m o€ (071) (13)
and there exists some compact set K ¢ R? and ¢ > 0 such that
V(x) > clz|? (14)

for x ¢ K.
Lastly, we need the following hypotheses on the potential V :

1. V has C? regularity
2. V has growth at infinity
lim V(z)=o00 ifd>3

|z|—>o00

liminf V(z) —log(|x|) =00 if d =2.

|z|—>o00

(15)

3. V is bounded from below. Without loss of generality, we assume V' > 0.

4.
/H>1 exp (-NBV) dx < oo (16)

if d >3, and
fu exp (~NBV — log(|z])) da < oo (17)
x[>1

ifd=2.

We need a brief definition before stating the main theorem.



Definition 2.1. For any real valued function f which is measurable and weakly
differentiable, define the W norm as

[ £lwree = max{[[f]ze, |V f]z=}. (18)

Define the space W (R%) as W1=(R?) = {f|| flw1.~ < co}. For a measure
pon R? define the bounded Lipschitz norm as

d
e - sp  LLW

. 19
i o T e (19)

Our reason for working with this norm is that the topology it induces is
equivalent to the topology of weak convergence, as we state in the following
remark. For a proof, see [1].

Remark 1. Let i be a sequence of measures on R?. Then py — p weakly in
the sense of measures, i.e.

pin (A) > p(A) (20)
for any measurable A ¢ R? such that A has measure 0, if and only if | ux —
plsL — 0.

The main result in this paper is this theorem:
Theorem 2.2. Let d > 2 and assume that % < B, let
1 N

empy = 5 2, 0 (21)
=1

then there exists a constant k* >0 such that

k*
lim P - < =1. 22
Jim P (1 empy = s 125 ) 22)
More specifically, there exist constants c1,co,c3 > 0 such that for any k > 0, we

have

k
N

PN,/B(II empy = g || BL< )21—exp(—NQ‘%ﬁ(cl(k—@)f—63)), (23)

al-

where

2, = % (z+2]). (24)

3 Applications and motivation

Coulomb gases have a wide range of applications in physics and mathematics,
see [32] for a further discussion. Let us remark that despite the wide attention
that Coulomb gases have received, the regime % « f « 1 remains largely
unexplored.



Coulomb gases have applications in Statistical Physics and Quantum Me-
chanics ([1],][20],[19],[30], 191, [15],[35], [29], [27],[20],]24],]25]). In all cases, the
interactions governed by the Gibbs measure Py g are considered difficult sys-
tems because the interactions are truly long-range, singular, and the points are
not constrained to live on a lattice. As always in statistical mechanics [18], one
would like to understand if there are phase transitions for particular values of
the (inverse) temperature 3. For the systems studied here, one may expect what
physicists call a liquid for small 3, and a crystal for large 3.

Apart from its direct connection with physics, the Gibbs measure (4) is
related to random matrix theory (we refer to [12] for a comprehensive treat-
ment). Random matrix theory (RMT) is a relatively old theory, pioneered by
statisticians and physicists such as Wishart, Wigner and Dyson, and originally
motivated by the understanding of the spectrum of heavy atoms, see [26]. For
more recent mathematical reference see [2],[10],[12]. The main question asked
by RMT is: what is the law of the spectrum of a large random matrix? As first
noticed in the foundational papers of [36],[11], in the particular cases d = 1,2 the
Gibbs measure (4) corresponds in some particular instances to the joint law of
the eigenvalues (which can be computed algebraically) of some famous random
matrix ensembles:

e Ford=2,3=2and V(z) = |z, (4) is the law of the (complex) eigenvalues
of an N x N matrix where the entries are chosen to be normal Gaussian
i.i.d. This is called the Ginibre ensemble.

e Ford=1,4=2and V(z) = %2, (4) is the law of the (real) eigenvalues of
an N x N Hermitian matrix with complex normal Gaussian i.i.d. entries.
This is called the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble.

e Ford=1,=1and V(x) = ””2—2, (4) is the law of the(real) eigenvalues of
an N x N real symmetric matrix with normal Gaussian i.i.d. entries. This
is called the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble.

e Ford=1, 8=4and V(x) = %2, (4) is the law of the eigenvalues of an
N x N quaternionic symmetric matrix with normal Gaussian i.i.d. entries.
This is called the Gaussian Symplectic Ensemble.

4 Comparison with literature and discussion of
the temperature regime
This paper deals with the case % <« (3. The cases (§ = CN ! has been studied

extensively ! (see for example [4], [16], [23], [6], [22], [28], [5], [8]). The regime
8 = « has also been studied in the literature (see for example [14], [17], [21]).

INote that the authors may use a different definition of the Gibbs measure. Hence, 8 =

2
CNa~' may correspond to 3 constant.



The regime [ = % has been studied, for example, in [14, 13]. In this case the
effect of temperature is so big that particles do not converge to the equilibrium
measure. More precisely, empy (defined by (7)) converges a.s. under the Gibbs
measure to jig,, defined as

{15, = argmin, F'(p), (25)
where

1 1
F(u)=5Em)+ [ Vil ent 4], (26)
& was defined by (8) and the argmin is taken over probability measures. In

equation (26), ent[p] is defined as

ent[p] = fRdulogudx. (27)

Moreover, empy satisfies a LDP with rate function F —min F([13]).

The regime studied in the present paper stands in the middle of the two
regimes studied before. This is a regime in which, unlike the § = % the effect
of temperature is weak enough that the particles remain confined to a compact
subset, in other words, empy converges weakly to py a.s. under the Gibbs
measure.

Our main result is a lower bound on the probability that the empirical mea-
sure is close to the thermal equilibrium measure. Similar results were obtained
in [7] for the equilibrium measure. The main difference in the result is that
in the current work we derive a concentration inequality around the thermal
equilibrium measure, not the equilibrium measure. The main difference in the
techniques is that, in our case, we must compare the bounded Lipschitz norm of
a measure to its electric energy even if a measure has non-compact support. A
substantial part of this paper is devoted to proving an inequality which allows
this comparison.

Before beginning the proof section, we make two remarks: one is that,
throughout the paper, C' will denote a generic constant which depends only
on the input parameters, and may change from line to line. We will also make
the following abuse of notation: we will not distinguish between a measure and
its density.

5 Preliminaries

5.1 Approximating continuous measures by atomic mea-
sures

It is natural to ask if it is possible to approximate the empirical measure to

better accuracy that O (N_ll) . The next proposition shows this is not possible,
d
at least with a family of measures that has reasonable regularity.



Proposition 5.1. Let uy be a sequence of absolutely continuous probability
measures, with density duy. Assume that

d/J,N e L™ (28)
and that
supy{|dpn| L=} < M. (29)
Let
1 N
VN = N;avav (30)
Then there exists k >0 such that
k
| vn = pn B> Ny (31)
Proof. Let
Xy =U{a ) (32)
i=1
For each X > 0, define the function ¢y : R? - R* as
A . -
or(z) = ( T - dlst(x,XN)) . (33)
Nd ¥
Note that, for every A > 0, the function ¢, satisfies
oo = 5 v oo = 1 34
loalc N3 Vel (34)
Also note that
N_( A
supp(¢x) = U B (w —l) : (35)
i=1 N

We will now show that for some value of A to be determined later, we have

k
‘/Rd oxd(vn = pn)| 2 NI (36)
for k to be determined later (independent of \).
In order to do this, we introduce the function
N
fin =M Z 1 N ) (37)
i=1 B(% T)
Nd

We recall the abuse of notation of not distinguishing between a measure and
its density.



We now compute

/ oxd(vy —Jin) =
Rd

—dist(a:,YN)) d:c)

I
Z| s
|
S 3
_ T~ =
M=z M=
T
8
iZ
.
—_
z

1
Nd
A N A
el DY I
Na i1 (I N—%) N4 (38)
d
A ()
Nid Nid Nd
A MATg
N N
A

= %@—vay

=

where kg is the volume of the d—dimensional unit ball. By taking

Ae——, (39)
(2Mkg)*
we get that
[ ondlon—7in) = 2 (1- M)
Rd PA N —HUN) 2 NI d
B 1 ) (40)
Ni \2(2Mkg)?
We will now show that
‘/ oxd(vy —pn)| > / exd(vy —Jin) (41)
RA RA
for
1
A= ————. (42)
(2Mka)*

In order to show this, note that since p, is positive, and ||duy| L~ < M, we
have that

<M;Ad 1B(xN,%)SD>\dx (43)
Nd
= oAdiN
R4



We can now conclude by taking A as in (39):

/ oxd(vn - MN)‘
Rd

ZfRd oxd(vn —Tin) (44)

lvn —punlBL >

=

1 (;)
Ni\2(©2Mk)7)

5.2 On the H! norm

This paper will make extensive use of the H~! norm. We begin with an intro-
duction about its basic properties, and relation to the Coulomb energy.

Definition 5.2. The H! norm is defined for a measure y on R as

d
| i | z—= sup S S

. 45
AT (45)

We now introduce a quantity which will be a key element when comparing
the bounded Lipschitz norm of a measure to its electric energy.

Definition 5.3. Given an open bounded set Q ¢ R%, we also define the H™*
norm restricted to 2, which we define, for any measure p on 2 as

[ fdu

I 2 llz-1 ()= sup . (46)
O pemioy | F e
In the last equation
113 = 1172 + 1917 (47)

Our reasons for working with this norm are

1. Unlike the H~! norm, we can directly compare this quantity to the BL
norm. This comparison is actually a very easy consequence of duality and
Holder’s inequality.

2. Proposition 6.4 is essential to the proof of the main result, it is not clear
how to obtain a similar statement for the H~! norm.

A useful inequality relates the H~' norm to the bounded Lipschitz norm,
which we will use in the statement of the theorem.

Proposition 5.4. Let p be a measure with compact support K.
Then

1
| 1 llBrs m Il e (-



Proof. Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain
d d
IS < [KIZ LS Nl and || DS llz2< VAK|2 | Df = (49)
Then we have that
d
| fllm<Vd+ UK || f llwre, (50)

hence, using the fact that W1 (R?) is dense in H'(R?) we get by duality that

fRd fdp
I il g-1(xy = sup ==
O rein 1 F T
d
= Sup 7/Rdf K
fewte || f I
> 1 sup de fd‘u
T VA+1K|E pewies || f lwrs

(51)

1
B —— BL -
vk
O

A simple but useful property relates the electrostatic energy of a measure to
its H~! norm:

Proposition 5.5. Let p be a signed measure on R? of bounded variation and
such that

=0, (52)

or an arbitrary signed measure on R® for d > 3 of bounded variation. Let g be
the Coulomb kernel, then

I 1= EQu). (53)

Proof. We will continue the abuse of notation of not distinguishing between and
measure and its density. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p has
a density which lies in C§°(R?), where Cg°(R?) denotes the space of smooth
functions with compact support. Let f e C(R?) and let h* = g * p. Using
integration by parts and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have that

_ n
/Rdfudx—/Rdeh dx
oh*
_ (o1 . ont a1
—/Rd(Vf) (v ,u)d:c+ﬂl)1rn ‘/OB(O,R) 5 fdH (54)

— 00

2 2 . Oh* de1
< d f 1R dr+ 1 / O papt,
Iy S O B

where V™! is defined as

V'n=v(p*g), (55)

10



and H%4 ! denotes the d — 1 dimensional Hausdorff measure.
Note that for R big enough,

m
| 7 et =,

B(0,R) Ov
therefore
2 )
fRdfude\//RdWﬂ dw[RdW pl” dx
and
I 1 5-1< E().

In order to prove that
I 13> €(n),

we claim that there exists a sequence f,, € C5°(R?) such that
VR =V ful L2 = 0.
We first deal with the case d > 3. We assume that

ol -2< 00

since otherwise inequality (59) is trivial. Equation (61) implies that

/Rdd,u<oo.

Without loss of generality we assume

fRd d e {0,1).

Now consider, for R >0 a function ¢r € C§° such that

pr=11in B(0,R)
supp(¢r) © B(0,2R).

Note that we can chose pg such that
|Vor| < CR™!

for some universal C ¢ R*.
‘We now define

fn = hHSDRnu

for a sequence R,, — oco.
Note that
Vfn=Vh'or, + Ver,.

[, due 0.1y,

11

Since we are assuming



and p has compact support, we have that for R big enough,

C
|VhH| < T
and o
|h*| < Ri2’

where C' depends only on d.
Therefore
IV f(z)] < CR*™?

for z € B(0,2R) \ B(0, R). Therefore

IV fol? da < f CR2(-D) gy
B(0,2R)~B(0,R)

< CR* 1,

/B(O,QR)\B(O.,R)

On the other hand,

| IV < C R201-D
RI\B(0,R) B RI\B(0,R)

<CR* .
Therefore
I Ivfn—vh“|2dxg(](f vheP e [ |vfn|2)
R4 R4\B(0,R) B(0,2R)~B(0,R)
<CR*1,
Therefore
lim pfndr = lim f Viu-vi,
n—oo Rd n—oo Rd
~1 |2
= [l
and

Jim 1V falze = 1902,

which implies

[ fdu
I -1 > sup —————
secz | Vf Nz

_ -1,,12
—\/fRdIV pl”

The proof in the case d = 2 and

- dp=0

12

(74)

(78)



is almost the same. We only have to note that for u with compact support, and
for R big enough (depending on suppu),

|W"| < CR™ (79)
and
|Vh*| < CR2, (80)

for a constant C' which depends on supp(u) := K. In order to see this, let m
be the mass of the positive part of p, and let supp(p) := K, with diameter
of K equal to r > 0. W.lo.g we may assume m = 1. Then, for R big enough
(depending on r), we have

|h| < Jlog(R — 1) —log(R + )|

2r (81)
< —
R
Similarly,
1 1
|VhH| < -
R-r R+r (82)
2r
" R?
O

Note that, in general, || ulo [ z-1#| plo | #-1(q) for a measure p defined on
R?, however, the two quantities are related, as we show in the next proposition.
This proposition is not used in the proof, but we include it since it might be of
independent interest.

Proposition 5.6. Let K be a compact set in R with d > 2, and let u be a
measure of bounded variation defined on K. Then

a) If d =2 and
[ an=o. (83)
K

then there exists a constant C' such that

|l -1y < OV E(w). (84)

b) If d > 3, then there exists a constant ¢ such that

Il -1 () < e/ E(w)- (85)

/Rd,“eo, (86)

then there exists a constant ¢ such that

Additionally, if

1
E00) < <l iy, (57)

13



Proof. We first prove part a) and the first inequality of part b). Let f e H YK),
and recall that there exists an extension operator, f i.e. there exists an operator
f e H'(R?) which satisfies

IVFlz2 <Clflan,

— 88
f|K:f7 ( )

and f has compact support.
Using Proposition 5.5, and the existence of the extension operator, we have
that

VEW) = sup S fdu

feri(ray || VI Iz

> sup ﬂ
fer(K) | V£ |22 (89)
[ fdu

>c

sert (k) I f e
= CHNHH-l(Ky

We now turn to the second inequality of part b), for which we assume that

]gduio. (90)

We further assume that |u|g-1(x) < co since otherwise the inequality is trivial.

This implies
Lo
K
Since both || g-1(x) and \/E(p) are homogeneous of degree 1, we may

assume that
f dp=1. (92)
K

B = g. (93)

Let ¢r be as in the proof of Proposition 5.5 and let

< o0. (91)

Let

hsb% = hHSDR' (94)

Proceeding as in Proposition 5.5, we have that for R big enough,

C
(VR (2)] < BRI’ (95)
for x € B(0,2R) \ B(0, R), with C independent of R. Therefore
Wyl < CR*. 96
‘/B(O,2R)\B(O,R) (V1| (96)

14



Let R, be such that (96) holds and in addition,
CR*? <m:= min E(p),
peM(EK)| [ p=1 (97)
K c B(07 R*)u

where the C' in equation (97) is the same as in equation (96).
Then, using that €(u) = [ [Vh#|* for d > 3, we have that

2= +

VRl 17 |VRH? VR, |2

* B(0,R.) B(0,2R.)~B(0,R.) * (98)
<2|Vh*|3s.

Now consider

* = h/#
fo =l I (99)
=h¥|k.
By Poincare inequality, we get that
| £l < CIVR*| L2, (100)
with C depending only on R,, hence independent of p.
Then
[ fedp
Il -1y > 5———
U AP
n
s oS Mdn (101)
| VA* |l 2
=c/E(n).
O

A notable challenge in this paper is that the H~! norm is not local, as this
simple example shows.

Ezample 1. Let d > 3, then there exists f such that ||f|g-1 < oo and a compact
set K € R? such that

I g N>l f (102)

Proof. Let i be a bump function, i.e. u is smooth, positive, has integral 1, and
is supported in B(0,1). Let

a(@) = p(z) = Au(z - 1014), (103)
where
15=(1,1,..1) e R (104)
Let
v(z) = u(z-101y), (105)

15



then
| £ Wee= [ 9o =y)duuadn,-
Aff 9z — y)dpodiy + (106)
/\2f 9(z —y)dvady,.

On the other hand, for K = B(0,5) for example,

| falic = [ 9@ = y)dnodpy. (107)
Therefore for A small enough, we have that

I fxlg a0 fa e - (108)

5.3 On the thermal equilibrium measure

Before writing the proofs, we need a few properties of the thermal equilibrium
measure fg.

Proposition 5.7. The measure pg has support in the whole of R
Proof. See [3] O

Proposition 5.8. The measure pg is uniformly bounded in L* for all N > 2
if wy is bounded in L.

Proof. See [3]. Note that N in our notation corresponds to § in the notation
of [3]. O

Next, we derive a splitting formula expanding around ps :
Proposition 5.9. The Hamiltonian Hy can be split into (rewritten as):
) N
Hy (Xn) = NEg (ng) + N 3 (s (a4)
i=1

" NT [/flded\Ag(w - y)d(empN - M'B) (:C)d(empN - Mﬂ) (y)7

(109)
where 1
£ (1) =Tv (1) + 575 f, wlox (1) (110)
and 1
(s =——zlog(us). (111)

Np

16



Proof. See [4]. O

In analogy with previous work in this field ([1], [23], [6], [22]), we define a
next order partition function Ky g, as

K= 2Znsexp(N?BEs (ug))- (112)

Using (112), we may rewrite the Gibbs measure as

1
dPy g(z1..xN) = exp(—§N2ﬂ5(empN—,ug))ﬂf-zldug(:ri). (113)

Kn s

We need an elementary bound on K g, which can be easily deduced from [4].

Proposition 5.10. In dimension d > 3, the next order partition function is
greater than 1, in other words,

log (Kn ) > 0. (114)

In dimension 2, we have the bound
1
log(Kx.5) 2 +1 5N log(N) ~ ey AN, (115)

for NGB > 1, where ¢y depends only on V.

Proof. We start by characterizing the thermal equilibrium measure. A standard
computation (see for example, [3]) shows that us satisfies the equation

1
h#e +V+N—ﬂ10gﬂ’8 =, (116)

for some constant ¢ € R. Multiplying by pg, integrating and using that pg is a
probability measure, we get that

h”‘*+V+Niﬂloguﬂ=%5(ﬂﬂ)+5ﬂ(uﬂ)- (117)

We now use the variational characterization of the partition function (see
for example [28]):

log Z
BTNy HN(XN)MXN)de% [ mog, (1)

B peP(RAN)

where P(R¥¥) denotes the space of probability measures on R¥V.
Taking p = ugN as a trial function, and using the splitting formula, we have
that

log Zn, N
R SN E5(us) ~ S E(np)

< N?Eg(up),

(119)

17



which implies that
log (Kn ) > 0. (120)

Note that this equation is true also in dimension d > 2, but we will need a
stronger bound in dimension 2 in order to conclude.

In dimension 2, the statement follows from Theorem 2 of [33], or Proposition
2.13 of [23].
O

Next we derive an elementary concentration inequality, which will be the
foundation of the theorem. We will use the notation

1 N
P {ueP @) -1 3. (121)

N =
where P (R™) is the set of probability measures on R%. In other words, Py is
the set of probability measures that consist of N equally weighted point masses.

Lemma 5.11. Let A be an open set in the space of probability measures. Then

1 log K
5 log (P, (empy € A)) < ——2 20

ﬂNQ inf G(N—Nﬁaﬂ—ﬂﬂ)a (122)

BNZ2 HeANP N

where

Gu,v) = ff —y)dpad,. 123
(1:0) = [ o p 90— 9)dpiadyy (123)
Proof. Using Proposition 5.9, we start by writing
Py g(empy € A) =
1 al N?
- f exp(—ﬁ [N > ¢ (i) + —G (empy — pg,empyy - Mﬂ)]) dX .
KN_ﬂ empy€A i1 2
(124)

Using the definition of (g, we have

Py g(empy € A) <

1
f exp (-G (empy — pig,empy — p1p)) 1Y, dpp(x;)
KN_ﬂ emp €A

1
< “N28 inf G (- s - )f Y s (x;
KNBeXp( Bt (w=pp, 1= pp) empy e i pp(ws)

)

< -N?3 i - - ) :
$ Fns exp( N ﬁueﬁ% G (=, 1= pp)

(125)
The proposition follows by taking log on both sides. O

We need one more technical proposition. It will be based on the following
result:

18



Lemma 5.12. There exists a constant C' and a compact set K (both depending
only on V' and d) such that, for every NG > 2, in dimension 3 and higher

pp(x) < Cexp (~CNBV (x)) (126)
for x ¢ K and in dimension 2,
pp(z) < Cexp (~CNB[V (z) - log(|z])]) , (127)
forz¢ K.
Proof. See [3].

6 Proofs
Unless otherwise stated, if € P(R?) and € > 0, the notation B(u,¢) denotes
B(p,€) = {v e PRl -v|pr <} (128)

In this section we prove the results stated in Section 2. The strategy is to
use the elementary concentration inequality in proposition 5.11 as a foundation.
The challenge is to estimate

#EX;%NG(M—N&N—M?) (129)
when
k C
A:(B( _)) . 130
8 NI (130)

The way to do this will be to pass from atomic measures to absolutely continuous
probability measures (this will make an additive error of order —5 in the energy

Nd
if d > 3 or an error of size % + 1"2gNN if d = 2, plus an error of order L in
N

the distance to p), then from absolutely continuous probability measures to
absolutely continuous probability measures with compact support, and then use
Proposition 5.4 (this will make a multiplicative error of a constant).

Next, we show that we can reduce to absolutely continuous probability mea-

sures. The next proposition is proved in the appendix (it is restated as Propo-
sition 7.1).
Proposition 6.1. Let A=, and let Ay = P(R?)\ B(pg, %) , where P(RY)
is the set of probability measures on R?, with d > 3. Let S denote the set of
absolutely continuous probability measures, then there exists a constant C such
that, if d > 3 then

c
inf G (u- —ug)> inf G(u- ~g) - — 131
e (=g, NB)—HE}E&OS (=g, 1o = 113) NI (131)
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where

k1 -k
By =P(RY)\ B (w, <N7)) (132)
for some absolute constant ko, where
zif x>0
(0. = {O v (133)

The constant C' depends only on |y | pe.
If d =2 then

c 1
inf - —ug)> inf - —pg)—————1log(N). (134
#EXSOPNG(“ 185 1 uﬁ)—#ég}mSG(u s b= 113) N N og(N). (134)

The constant C' depends only on |y | pe.

We will need the following proposition in order to reduce ourselves to prob-
ability measures with compact support.

Proposition 6.2. Let vy be a sequence of probability measures such that

€
UN — > , 135
| vN =g llBL N3 (135)
then there exists a compact set K* such that
€
UN — 1x+ > . 136
I (vn = ps) 1+ |l BL ANG (136)

Furthermore, (136) also holds for any compact set K which contains K*.

Proof. Let K* be a compact set as in lemma 5.12 and such that property 2 of
B (equation (11)) holds. We define, for any compact set K which contains K*,
the probability measure

K palx
g = ——. (137)
’ Jic g dz
We claim that X
I g = g IlBr< 2lps - ph b, (138)
for any K that contains K*.
To see this, note that
lug =15 e < s = psliclsr + luslk - ug | 5L (139)
Then, we have that
- = d 140
lns = wsliclsr = [, nada, (140)
and therefore
ls = sl BL < s = sl | L (141)
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We also have that

1
I =l = ( 7 =1 bl
oo Ji npdz ’
(142)
= d
Ld\Kuﬁ v
< g — psl+ 5L
Hence, we have that

I s = 1f 1BL<2 |l s — pplie L (143)
Note that

1
I s = pplee llBL<< N7 (144)

by property 2 of 8 and Lemma 5.12. Hence, there exists an Ny such that, for
any compact set K which contains K* and N > Ny we have

K K
| v~ —pg IBr 2l v —pp B = || g — s lIBL

2 € (145)
>-—.
3Nia
We now claim that 1
K K €
- > = , 146
| v~ =g lBL 3 N3 (146)
where
vE = 1guy. (147)
To see this, note that
c
UN =5 SUN BB VN (148)
where o
Ve = UNlRa k. (149)
Therefore by triangle inequality,
c
l vy =g leesllvy - ps e+ vy lse - (150)
Therefore either )
K _ K €
_ > = 151
I vn Hp L 3N (151)
or .
K° €
v > - . 152
v llsL 3 N3 (152)
We proceed by contradiction and assume that
P (153)
N — Mg |IBL 3NT
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Then .
K¢ €

> — . 154
lvn L 3NT (154)

. c . .
Since Vﬁ is positive, we have

K¢ :f d
lvn lBL e VN AT

1 ¢ (155)
>——.
3N
Since
fRd un =1, (156)
we have that .
€
1-=—. 157
fKVN <173 Ni (157)

But this means

K K K
| A = wf o> [ wf -vwda
€

N

(158)

>

=

Wl

This is a contradiction and therefore

1 €

K K

VN — >——. 159
Proceeding as before, and using property 3 of f and Lemma 5.12, there

exists an V7 such that, for any compact set K which contains K* and N > Ny

we have

|k = i s 55 (160)
Therefore for N > max{No, N1} we have
I (v =)Lk lBr 2l vy —puf s — || nh - pslx lBL o)
1 €
2 1 NY
|

We need one more result, proposition 6.4. After we prove it, the main
theorem of this section will be a corollary. Proposition 6.4 is itself based on the
following lemma, which is a refinement of the extension lemma for H* functions
and will be proved in the appendix (it is restated as Lemma 8.1).

Lemma 6.3. Let Q c R? be a bounded open set with a C? boundary, and let
f e HY(Q). For every e >0 there exists f. € H'(R?) such that

o The restriction satisfies fc|o = f.
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e The support satisfies supp(f.) c Qe, where
Qc = {z e RYd(z,Q) <€} (162)
o We have control of the norms:
C
19 e <0 T

I fellz <(T+CVe) Il £ e,

where C' is a constant that depends only on 2.

(163)

In addition, if tr(f) >0, then fe is non negative in Q. \ .

With the the help of the last lemma, we can prove a proposition, which will
be needed in the proof of the concentration inequality.

Proposition 6.4. Let v be a measure such that |v|g-1 < oo and assume that
there exists a compact set K such that v is nonpositive or nonnegative outside
of K, and the boundary of K has C? reqularity. Then there exists a compact set
K1 which contains K, and a constant ¢ such that

v M2 el vk, a1 (xy) - (164)
Furthermore, ¢ and K1 depend only on K.

The proof is found in the appendix. This proposition is restated as Propo-
sition 8.3.
With the last propositions, we can prove Theorem 2.2:

Proof. (Of Theorem 2.2). Let k > 0, we have that

k
P e - < =
Nﬁ(” mpy — H1p 5L Ni)

k
1=Pus (Il empy = s 12> <7 ) 2
N

(165)
1 N2p )
1- —exp|- inf G (= pp, = pip)
T w{eleg))
pel B\ pg,— NPN
Nd
Using Propositions 5.5 and 6.1, we have that in dimension 3 or higher,
inf G(p-ps )2
(o))
Nd
c
inf G(p—pp = pp) = —5 =
c P
ue(B(uﬁ,%)) ns N7 (166)
Nd
. C
inf o I 1= pp ||§1—1 —F-
#e(s(%w ns !
Nd
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In dimension 2, using Propositions 5.10 and 6.1 we have that

N2 .
~log(Kn,s) — 5 inf G (p—ps = pp)
(oo )
N?3 , 1
S—log(KN,ﬂ)—T inf G(M_Nﬁuﬂ_uﬂ)_ﬁ_ﬁlog(‘]v)
#6(3(#5 <k—cm)) nS
9 N%
N2p . C
=5 1l?f o s 1 N
,u&(B(,ug,% nsS
Nd
(167)

Now we use Propositions 6.2 and 6.4 to get a lower bound on the expression
on the last line. Let vy be a sequence of absolutely continuous probability
measures such that

(k—c1)+

- > — 168
| vN = pp |l BL N3 (168)
Then we claim that there exists co > 0 such that
k-c
R P G0 (169)
Nia

In order to show this, note that using properties 3 and 4 of V' and § (equa-
tions (11) and (12)) there exists a compact set K; such that

1
Ky .
pre L (170)
7 jKllqux pl

satisfies that

1
I " = np llr < ~1
(171)

E(Hﬁ—ugl) < ﬁ

Furthermore, equation (171) also holds for any compact set that contains
K. By equation (136), we also know that there exists a compact set K such
that

1
[ (Né{2 -vn)1lk, [BL2 1 I ws=vn llBL, (172)

furthermore, (172) also holds for any compact set that contains K. Also by
hypothesis

k—-c
I - o N> 0 (173)
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Let K3 = KU K>, then vy — u§3 is non negative outside of K3, and there-
fore by Proposition 6.4 there exists a compact set K which contains K3 and a
constant ¢4 such that

I (g = va)lk a2 y<ca ll mg —vn llar - (174)
Putting everything together, we get that

K K
” Hp —VN ”H-l >c || (M,@ _VN)|K ”H‘l(K)

>cll (uf —vn)lk |lsL

>cllps-vn |lBL (175)
> céi(k]_v?)*.
Lastly, we have that if
lvn = pslBr > h : (176)

=

N
then for some ¢35 € R* and N big enough

E(wn = pp) 2 ceE(vn — piy ) — cr€(pg - pk )
=colvn - NgHH-l —cr&(pp - uff) (177)

(k-c
ZCQ(N%)J’—@S(MB—;%{).

d

Therefore for N big enough, we have that

k 1.9 2
PN75(|| emp  — (43 ||BLS —Nl ) > 1—6Xp(—§]\]2 sﬂ(cl(k—CQ)i —Cg))
d

-1,

(178)

where convergence happens for all k > , /2—? + Co.
O

As a consequence of our methods, we obtain the following theorems relating
the bounded Lipschitz norm to the H~! norm (electrostatic energy).

Remark 2. Let p be a measure of bounded variation. Assume further that if p
is defined on R? then x has mean 0, and assume that there exists a compact set
K such that p has a definite sign outside of K, and K has C? regularity. Then
there exists a constant k£, and a compact set Ko which depend only on K such
that

I ples 5L< KE(p). (179)

Proof. By Proposition 6.4, we have that for some k,

Il 2 Kl ple -2 i) (180)

25



Together with Proposition 5.4, this implies

Il = K el ey N iy

(181)
> k|| plx, | BL-

Using Proposition 5.5 we can conclude. O

Remark 3. Let u be a measure of bounded variation. Assume further that if u
is defined on R? then ;1 has mean 0 and assume that there exist compacts sets
K, K such that p|k,«x, has a density which is in L?, and K; has C? regularity.
Then there exists a constant k, which depends on K7y, Ko, and || plx,k, |22
such that

Il wlrey I 5L< kE(R)- (182)

Proof. By Proposition 8.2, we have that
Il -1 2 [ ples | -1 () - (183)
Together with Proposition 5.4, this implies

HMHH‘1 2 kHM|K2 HH’I(Kz)

(184)
> k| plx, | BL-
Using proposition 5.5 we can conclude. O
Remark 4. Clearly there is no positive constant k such that
I llBosk |l wlia- (185)

7 Appendix 1

This appendix is devoted to proving the following proposition:

Proposition 7.1. Let A= 2, and let Ay = P(R?)\ B(pg, %) , where P(RY)
is the set of probability measures on R%. Let S denote the set of absolutely
continuous probability measures, then there exists a constant C' (which depends
only on |y | =) such that, if d >3 then

edl G (=g, 1= ppg) > HeiBIjlvfnSG('u — KB, L= 1ip) — % (186)
where
By = P(RY) \B(ug,(klj;ifz)*), (187)
for some absolute constant ko, where
ol



If d =2 then

. . c 1
- - > - - —_——— )
uﬂﬁ%PNG(u s 1 Aw)_uig;SG(u 16, 1= 1) N 2pﬂ%ﬂN) (189)

This Proposition was already stated as Proposition 6.1. This section uses
ideas very similar to ones found in [28] and [16]. We begin by recalling a few
facts about the Coulomb Kernel. These can be found in [7], or deduced using
superharmonicity.

Lemma 7.2. Let Ar be the uniform probability measure on a ball of radius R
centered at 0, then for every x € R, we have that

[ 9w+ w)Ar(u) du < o) (190)
and also that
f/l;ded9(w+u—v))\R(u))\R(v)dudvSg(x). (191)

Furthermore, eqs (190) and (191) become an equality if |x| > R.
The next lemma can also be found in [7] (or verified by direct computation).

Lemma 7.3. Let A\r be the uniform measure on the ball of radius R, then for
d>3

G(Ar,ARr) = @G()\l,)\l). (192)
g(1)
For d =2 we have that
G(Ar,A\r) =g(R) + G(A1,A1). (193)

We need one more lemma before embarking on the proof of 7.1.

Lemma 7.4. Let {xl}f\il eRY let P =+ YN, 64, and P. = P+ \.. Then, if
d>3,

%;Q(Ii—xj)ZG(P&,P&)_ﬁ(l)g(E)G()\l,)\l). (194)

Furthermore, eq. (194) is an equality if e < min {|z; — z;|}.
Proof. The proof is found in [34] and in [7]. O
We now give the proof of Proposition 7.1:

Proof. (Of Proposition 7.1)
Our goal is to prove that

c
G(P-pp, P=pp)>G(Pe—pp, Pe—pp) - (195)

Ni
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for some constant C, and the right choice of e (which will depend on N).
Expanding, we get

G(Pe—pp, Pe—pp) = G(Pe, P) = 2G (Pe, pip) + G (ps, g) - (196)

Using equation (194) we immediately get that, if d > 3 then

G(P.P.)>G(P,P)+ C%E). (197)

Our goal is now to get an upper bound for G (P, ug) in terms of G (P, ug),
which we do using superharmonicity. For any e > 0, we begin by writing, for
d > 3 (recall the abuse of notation of not distinguishing between a measure and
its density):

G(P,pg) =

sz 9y —xi)pp(y) dy =

=1

9(y - wz)uﬂ(y)dw/B )g(y—wi)uﬂ(y)dw

(wi.e

f A\B(zi,€)

9y —xi+ )\ (s)pp(y) dsdy +

2= 2|~
M= &Mz

yeRINB(x;,e),seR?

— T dy =
fB(ziﬁe)g(y g (y) dy

N
N I s o T N () d dy +

— Ly dyd €~ e =
Lo s 9@ =5 () dydBo + A = X)(5)
1 N

N Z f/l;ded g(y—zi +8)A(s)pp(y)dsdy +

i=1

f 9y —zi+5)ps(y) dyd(do = A)(s) =
ueB(mZ,e),seRd
CCNBES S €>[ [Semg(y—xi+s)xe<s>ds+g<xi—y)]w(y)dys

6P+ %3 [ ~Y)ns(y) dy.
i=1 yeB(%é)
(198)

Since pug is uniformly bounded in L* by Proposition 5.8, we then have that,
for d > 3,

G(Pesptp) > G(Popp) =max{|l s =} [ g(y)dy
B yeB(0,€)

(199)
= G(P,up) - O,
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where C' depends on |py ||
In the last equation, we have used that, if d > 3 then

E,r,d—l
dy = f r
fyeB(Oﬂ‘q Wdy=ca |, 1 (200)

= Oye?

where ¢4 depends on d.
In conclusion, we have, for d > 3,

G(P—/L,@,P—/LB)ZG(PE—Mﬂ,Pe—MIQ)—C%—CdEQ. (201)

Taking € = NL we have that, for d > 3

1
d

1
o(31) o
G(P-pg, P-pg) 2G| P —pg, P_—pg|-C -Ca|—1
N

N

Q|
Q|

:G(P;—M,@,P;—MB)—CN_%

N

|
|

To deal with the case d = 2, we start from the penultimate line of equation
(198) (note that until this point, equation (198) is valid for d = 2) and proceed
as in lemma 3.5 of [28]:

/yeB(mi,e) [_ fseRd 9y —wi+5)Ac(s) ds + g(xi - y)] 1p(y) dy‘

< - lo —x; +8|Ae(8)ds —log|x; —y|| d
lislim [ | [ tosti= - sAc(s) ds = toglos = dy

2
= oo €
lusllz=e [ o

< Clupli=é

(203)

S tosly s sbxi(s) ds - loglyl| dy

In conclusion, we have, for d = 2,

1
G (P~ p, P~ pp) 2 G(Pe— g, Pe — i) —9(€) 7 - Cie —coN.  (204)

Taking € = NL we have that

1
2

. C 1
— — > - - =
G(P-pug,P—pg)> MeananSG(PNl% wg, P 1% /1,3) 5 log N, (205)

where C' depends on |py |-
In order to conclude, we now only need to show that

| P-P, 1 lBL< (206)

-

N
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for any d > 2, where k& depends only on d. The reason is elementary. Let
@ € Wb be such that

lelwre =1. (207)
Then
1 N
d(P-P)| <~ ][ dz — ()] . 208
PG IEE) PR OTESRIEY (208)
Since || wr.~ =1, we have, for x € B(x;,€) that
le(2) (@) <, (209)
therefore
x)dx —p(xz;)| <€, 210
£ e () (210)
and
URdw(P—Pe) <e. (211)
O

8 Appendix 2

This appendix is devoted to proving results the related to H'(K) and H™*
norms that we used in the paper. The first result we need is

Lemma 8.1. Let Q c R? be an open bounded set with a C? boundary, and let
feHY(Q). Let

€+ =sup{e> 0z » x + ev(x) is a diffeomorphism for all |0] < €}, (212)

where v(x) is the unit normal to O at x. Then for every 0 < e < €, there exists
fe e HY(R?) such that

o The restriction satisfies fc|o = f.

e The support satisfies supp(f.) c Qe, where

Qc = {z e RYd(z,Q) <€} (213)
e We have control of the norms:

C
I Ve ll2 < 7 IS e

I fellze < (L+RveE) | £ Nz,

where C' and k are constants that depend only on €.

(214)

In addition, if tr(f) >0, then fc is non negative in Q. \ €.
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Proof. Step 1. Let x € 992. We will use the notation
x=(x,2q), (215)

where z € R%! and z4 € R. Assume for now that 99 is flat near x. In other
words, that there exists some § > 0 such that

B(x,6)(02 = {ylya =0} B(x,9), (216)
and in addition v = (0,0, ...1). Let
B(z,0) = {ylya =0} B(x,0). (217)

Let o > 0 be such that
B(z,6) x (—,0) c Q. (218)

Note that o exists since by hypothesis 92 is C2. Define a function ¢ : B(x,0) x
(0,a) > R as
o(y,ya) = f (Y, ~ya)- (219)

Let pn e C([0,a],R") be such that p(0) =1, u(a) =0, and p is decreasing.
Consider now 7: B(x,0) x (0,«) —» R defined as

@y, ya) = o(y, ya)m(ya)- (220)
Lastly, define the function ¢ : B(z,6) x (0,¢) -~ R as

©e(Ysya) = @(g, %yd) : (221)
We immediately get the estimates

E —_
I @ llz2 = \/j @ llr
o

€
N (222)
(6%

€

v/ = I fllee-
Q

We also have the estimates

I Veoe ll2> < Cmax

—_

TR

,1) | V% 1o

< C'max

) (19 @l s lotul) e

[

gcmax( )nanl,

where C' depends only on €.
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Lastly, if tr(f) > 0, consider the function
My, = max (¢, 0) . (224)
Then M, is positive, and
Mee(y,0) = ¢e(y,0) (225)
for any y € B(x,0). Using the identity

1
Mo = §(|90€|+90€)a (226)
we get that

VMo, |12 <|| Voo
[l @e llz2 <l Voo |l 2 (227)
| Moe ||z <I| @e 2 -

Step 2. Now we turn to the general case, where 0f2 is not necessarily locally
flat. Since by assumption 9 is C?, there exist finitely many balls B(z;,¢;) and
C? diffeomorphisms gi:U;c R4 > R? such that

9i (Ui) = B(wi,¢;) () 09. (228)

For any § < e,, we can extend g; to a C! diffeomorphism g, : U; x (=6,0) - P?,
where

P? = {z +sv(z)|x € B(xi, &) [0 s € (=0,6)}, (229)
where v(x) is the unit normal to the point z. We define g, as
9i(z,5) = gi(z) + sv(gi(z)). (230)

Now define for any € < €, the function @l : U; x (—¢,¢€) as in step 1, with
a= e I tr(f) 20, define Mgy as in step 1.
Define the functions ¢! as

$e=giowiog; . (231)
If tr(f) > 0, define the functions M ¢! as
M@ =gio My og;'. (232)

Lastly, take a partition of unity ¢; associated to Pf*. Define the extension

fe as
flz)ifzeQ
fe(z) = Ti(q¢f) if e UP? (233)
0 o.w.

If tr(f) > 0, define the extension M f. as

flx)if xeQ
Mfe(x) =12 (¢:M¢5) if z e UP) (234)
0 o.w.
It is easy to check that f., M f. saitsfy the desired properties. O
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Next is a proposition which is not directly related to the concentration in-

equality, but we include since it is needed to prove remark 3.

Proposition 8.2. Let v be a measure such that |v|g-1 < co. Assume that
there exist compact sets K Ko with Ky properly contained in Ko such that
vk, i, € L?, and the boundary of Ky is C%. Then there exists a constant c,

which depends only on Ky, Ka, and || v|g, <k, |12 such that
vl cll vk, Ta-2 ) -
Proof. First, assume that
I vk, N1 (xey= 1.
For the general case, we can apply this result to
1

=

I vk, NE-1 ()

Let €, be as in lema 6.3 for K1, and let €< ¢, be such that

K®c K,

v

where _
K¢ ={zeRYd(z,K,) <&}

We know that € exists since K7 is properly contained in Ko.
Let ¢ € H'(K1) be such that

/K1 V@Z% I vlkey a2y
1
=5
and
| @ llm=1.

For any € <€, consider an extension . of ¢ as in lemma 6.3. Note that

[
KK,

<l Vlresky ezl @elrear, llr2

< Cl\/EMa

where
M:H V|K2\K1 ||L2

and c; depends only on K. We then have that

’f Vel = ‘f Ve
R K§
= ‘/ VSD"‘/ Ve
K1 INKq
1

25—01M\/E.
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And hence, we have

P v

>
I Ve ll 2 Jm

ZCQ\/E(%_ClM\/E)7 2

where ¢o depends on K1, Ko, ||V|k,k, |12 Letting € be small enough (for exam-
ple \/e = ﬁ), we obtain the conclusion. O

We now prove the main proposition used in the proof of the concentration
inequality, which is a restatement of Proposition 6.4:

Proposition 8.3. Let v be a measure such that |v|g-1 and assume that there
exists a compact set K such that v is nonpositive or nonnegative outside of K,
and the boundary of K has C? regularity. Then there exists a compact set K,
which contains K, and a constant ¢ such that

v -2 cll vl o) - (246)
Furthermore, ¢ and K1 depend only on K.
The proof of proposition 8.3 depends on the following claim.

Claim 8.4. Let v be a measure such that |v|g-1 < oo and assume that there
exists a compact set K such that v is nonpositive or nonnegative outside of K.
Let

K.={zeRd(z,K) <€} (247)

Then there exists a compact set Ko which contains K, a constant cs, and a
function ¢ € H'(K3) such that

[ovezenlivi s, (248)
Ko

| & lg1=1, and tr(¢) > 0. Furthermore, ca depends only on K and e.

Proof. Since
v lg-r=ll =v [ -, (249)

we assume without loss of generality that v is positive outside of K. Note that

I vk, -1 (k)< 00, (250)

and hence, there exists some ¢ € H'(K,.) such that

¢ lm=1 (251)

IR
vy 2z — 1%
K. 4 2
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Consider now P = ¢|x. By the extension lemma, there exists an extension @ of
© such that

supp (p) c K, (253)
and
| & < Ce, (254)
since
| lm(xy=1, (255)
where C. depends on K and e. Note that tr (Z]x,) = 0. Consider now
¢ = max{y, 7}. (256)

Then since ¢ > P, we know that tr (¢) > 0. We also know that

o(x) =¢(z) for v e K
o(z) < Pp(z) for v e K.\ K,

fK ZE fK v, (258)

since v is positive outside of K. Using the pointwise identity

(257)

which implies

1 ~ ~
max{p, P} = 5 (¢ +&+|o -2, (259)
along with triangle inequality, we get

Ié Nl <l @l + 11 & Il

260
<1+C.. (260)
Taking ¢ = ||¢|TH1 , Co = 2(1icé) and Ky = K. we obtain the result. O
We now turn to the proof of proposition 8.3
Proof. (Of Proposition 8.3) Again, since
v lg-r=ll =v [, (261)

we assume without loss of generality that v is positive outside of K. Then by
Claim 6.3 there exists a ¢ € H'(K,) such that

e The function ¢ has norm 1, i.e.
Il [1pi=1. (262)

e The trace of ¢ is positive, i.e.

tr(¢) > 0. (263)
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o We have that
[ vezelvi ), (264)
where ¢ depends only on K and e.
By Claim 6.3, there exists an extension @ of ¢ such that

e The support of @ is contained in Kiie
e The norm of V7 is controlled by
| V& [l s2< k, (265)
where k£ depends only on K and e.
e We have that @ is nonnegative in Ky, \ K.

Since v is positive outside of K and @ is positive outside of K., we have that

fﬁug@ﬁ/Rd V. (266)

Finally, we have that

1
Il > e [ v
V8 Tz Jre
1

I V& Iz J

>

|| VIK. |H-1(K.)>

1
k
where k£ depends only on K and e. O
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