arXiv:2011.04478v2 [math.PR] 28 Sep 2021

TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES

EVGENI DIMITROV, XIANG FANG, LUKAS FESSER, CHRISTIAN SERIO, CARSON TEITLER,
ANGELA WANG, AND WEITAO ZHU

ABSTRACT. A Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensemble £ = (L1,...,Ly) is the law of the trajectories
of N — 1 independent Bernoulli random walkers Li,..., Ly_1 with possibly random initial and
terminal locations that are conditioned to never cross each other or a given random up-right path
Ly (i.e. Li > --- > Ly). In this paper we investigate the asymptotic behavior of sequences of
Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensembles £ = (Lf’ ey L%) when the number of walkers tends to infinity.
We prove that if one has mild but uniform control of the one-point marginals of the lowest-indexed
(or top) curves LY then the sequence £V is tight in the space of line ensembles. Furthermore,
we show that if the top curves LY converge in the finite dimensional sense to the parabolic Airys
process then £V converge to the parabolic Airy line ensemble.

This project was initiated during the summer research experience for undergraduates (REU)
program at Columbia University in 2020.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Gibbsian line ensembles. In the last several years there has been a significant interest in
line ensembles that satisfy what is known as the Brownian Gibbs property. A line ensemble is
merely a collection of random continuous curves on some interval A C R (all defined on the same
probability space) that are indexed by a set ¥ C Z. In this paper, we will almost exclusively have
Y ={1,...,N} with N € NU{oo} and if N = 0o we use the convention ¥ = N. We denote the line
ensemble by £ and by £;(w)(z) := L(w)(i, ) the i-th continuous function (or line) in the ensemble,
and typically we drop the dependence on w from the notation as one does for Brownian motion.
We say that a line ensemble £ satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property if it is non-intersecting almost
surely, i.e. Li(s) < L;—1(s) for i = 2,...,N and s € A and it satisfies the following resampling
invariance. Suppose we sample £ and fix two times s,t € A with s < ¢ and a finite interval
K = {k1,k1 +1,...,k} C ¥ with ky < ko. We can erase the part of the lines £ between the
points (s, Lx(s)) and (¢, Li(t)) for k = ki1,..., ks and sample independently k2 — k1 + 1 random
curves between these points according to the law of ko — k1 + 1 Brownian bridges, which have been
conditioned to not cross each other as well as the lines £, 1 and Ly, ; with the convention that
Ly =00 and L,11 = —0 if ks +1 ¢ X. In this way we obtain a new random line ensemble £,
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2 TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES

and the essence of the Brownian Gibbs property is that the law of £’ is the same as that of £. The
readers can find a precise definition of the Brownian Gibbs property in Definition [2.§ but for now
they can think of a line ensemble that satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property as IV random curves,
which locally have the distribution of N avoiding Brownian bridges.

Part of the interest behind Brownian Gibbsian line ensembles is that they naturally arise in
various models in statistical mechanics, integrable probability and mathematical physics. If N is
finite, a natural example of a Brownian Gibbsian line ensemble is given by Dyson Brownian motion
with 8 = 2 (this is the law of N independent one-dimensional Brownian motions all started at the
origin and appropriately conditioned to never cross for all positive time). Other important examples
of models that satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property include Brownian last passage percolation, which
has been extensively studied recently in [19-22] and the parabolic Airy line ensemble LAY [8,28)].
The Airy line ensemble A was first discovered as a scaling limit of the multi-layer polynuclear growth
model in [28|, where its finite dimensional distribution was derived. (The relationship between the
Airy and parabolic Airy line ensemble is given by A;(t) = 2%/ 2£iA”y(t) +12 for i € N.) Subsequently,
in |§] it was shown that the edge of Dyson Brownian motion (or rather a closely related model of
Brownian watermelons) converges uniformly over compacts to the parabolic Airy line ensemble
LAY see Figure This stronger notion of convergence was obtained by utilizing the Brownian
Gibbs property and the latter has led to the proof of many new and interesting properties of the
Airy line ensemble [8,/12,|]19]. Apart from its inherent beautiful structure, the Airy line ensemble
plays a distinguished (conjectural) foundational role in the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality
class through its relationship to the construction of the Airy sheet in |11].

FI1GURE 1. Dyson Brownian motion and the parabolic Airy line ensemble as its edge
scaling limit.

The parabolic Airy line ensemble is believed to be a universal scaling limit of not just Dyson
Brownian motion but many line ensembles that satisfy a Gibbs property. Recently, it was shown in
the preprint [10] that uniform convergence to the parabolic Airy line ensemble holds for sequences
of N non-intersecting Bernoulli, geometric, exponential and Poisson random walks started from
the origin as N tends to infinity.(We mention that non-intersecting Bernoulli random walkers are
equivalent to non-crossing ones after a deterministic shift.) These types of result are reminiscent
of Donsker’s theorem from classical probability theory, which establishes the convergence of generic
random walks to Brownian motion. The difference is that as the number of avoiding walkers is
increasing to infinity, one leaves the Gaussian universality class and enters the KPZ universality
class. It is worth mentioning that the results in the preprint [10] rely on very precise integrable
inputs (exact formulas for the finite dimensional distributions) for the random walkers for each
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fixed N, which are suitable for taking the large N limit — this is one reason only the packed initial
condition is effectively treated. For more general initial conditions, the convergence even in the
Bernoulli case, which is arguably the simplest, remains widely open. We also mention that the
preprint [10] uses a slightly different notation than what we use in the present paper. Our use of
the term Airy line ensemble (denoted by A) agrees with the original definition in |28] and the term
parabolic Airy line ensemble (denoted by £47¥) agrees with [4]. On the other hand, the preprint [10]
calls A the “stationary Airy line ensemble” and v/2£47Y the “Airy line ensemble”. We have chosen
to follow the notation from [4] and not 10| in this paper, as it is more well-established in the field.

The goal of the present paper is to investigate asymptotics of N avoiding Bernoulli random
walkers with general (possibly random) initial and terminal conditions in the large N limit. The
main questions that motivate our work are:

(1) What are sufficient conditions that ensure that the trajectories of N avoiding Bernoulli
random walkers are uniformly tight, meaning that they have uniform weak subsequential
limits that are N-indexed line ensembles on R?

(2) What are sufficient conditions that ensure that the trajectories of N avoiding Bernoulli
random walkers converge uniformly to the parabolic Airy line ensemble £A7Y?

If &N = (LY,...,LY) denotes the trajectories of the N avoiding Bernoulli random walkers (with
LY > LY > ... > LX) we show that as long as L}’ under suitable shifts and scales has one-point
tight marginals that (roughly) globally approximate an inverted parabola, one can conclude that the
whole line ensemble £V under the same shifts and scales is uniformly tight. In other words, having
a mild but uniform control of the one-point marginals of the lowest-indexed (or top) curve L{V one
can conclude that the full line ensemble is tight and moreover any subsequential limit satisfies the
Brownian Gibbs property. This is the main result of the paper and appears as Theorem

Regarding the second question above, we show that if L{ under suitable shifts and scales con-
verges weakly to the parabolic Airys process (the lowest indexed curve in the parabolic Airy line
ensemble £47Y) in the finite dimensional sense, then the whole line ensemble £V under the same
shifts and scales converges uniformly to the parabolic Airy line ensemble £47Y. The latter result is
presented as Corollary [[.3] in the next section and is a relatively easy consequence of Theorem
and the recent characterization result of Brownian Gibbsian line ensembles in [13].

It is worth pointing out that to establish tightness we do not require actual convergence of the
marginals, which makes our approach more general than that of the preprint |[10]. In particular, in
the preprint [10] the authors assume finite dimensional convergence of £V to the parabolic Airy line
ensemble, while our approach does not. In most studied cases for avoiding Bernoulli random walks,
such as [2}|18}23], one has access to exact formulas that can be used to prove the finite dimensional
convergence of £V to the parabolic Airy line ensemble, which makes this a natural assumption
to make. Our motivation, however, is to formulate a framework that establishes tightness (or
convergence) and relies as little as possible on exact formulas. We do this in the hopes of eventually
extending this framework to other models of Gibbsian line ensembles — ones with general (not
necessarily Bernoulli) random walk paths and general (not necessarily avoiding) Gibbs properties.
In this sense, the present paper should be thought of as a proof of concept — showing in (arguably)
the simplest case that the global behavior of a sequence of Gibbsian line ensemble can be effectively
analyzed using only one-point marginal information for their lowest indexed curves. We mention
that since this article has been completed, part of the framework in this paper has been applied to
a general class of Gibbsian line ensembles in |15].

1.2. Main results. We begin by giving some necessary definitions, which will be further elaborated
in Section[2] but will suffice for us to present the main results of the paper. For a,b € Z with a < b we
denote by [a, b] the set {a,a+1,...,b}. Given Ty, Ty € Z with Ty < T and N € N we call a [1, N]-
indexed Bernoulli line ensemble on [Ty, T1] a random collection of N up-right paths drawn in the
region [Ty, T1] x Z in Z? — see the bottom-right part of Figure . We denote a Bernoulli line ensemble
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by £ and £(i, s) is the location of the i-th up-right path at time s for (i,s) € [1, N] x [Tp, T1]. For
convenience we also denote L;(s) = £(i, s) the i-th up-right path in the ensemble and one can think
of L;’s as trajectories of Bernoulli random walkers that at each time either stay put or jump by one.

We say that a Bernoulli line ensemble satisfies the Schur Gibbs property if it satisfies the following:

(1) With probability 1 we have Li(s) > La(s) > --- > Ln(s) for all s € [Tp,T1].

(2) For any K = {k1,k1 +1,...,ko} C [1,N —1] and a,b € [Ty, T1] with a < b the conditional
law of Ly, ..., Lg, in the region D = [a,b] x Z, given {£(i,s) :i ¢ K or s ¢ [a+1,b— 1]}
is that of ko — k1 + 1 independent Bernoulli random walks that are conditioned to start from
Z = (Lg (a),...,Lg,(a)) at time a, to end at ¥ = (Lg, (b), ..., Lk, (b)) at time b and to never
cross each other or the paths Ly, 1 or Ly,4+1 in the interval [Tp, T1] (here Lo = 00).

In simple words, the above definition states that a Bernoulli line ensemble satisfies the Schur Gibbs
property if it is non-crossing and its local distribution is that of avoiding Bernoulli random walk
bridges. We mention here that in the above definition the curve Ly plays a special role, since we do
not assume that its conditional distribution is that of a Bernoulli bridge conditioned to stay below
Ly_;1. Essentially, the curve Ly plays the role of a bottom (random) boundary for our ensemble
and a Bernoulli line ensemble satisfying the Schur Gibbs property can be seen to be equivalent to the
statement that it is precisely the law of N — 1 independent Bernoulli bridges that are conditioned to
start from some random configuration at time 7y, end at some random configuration at time 77 and
never cross each other or a given random up-right path Ly in the time interval [Ty, 71]. We refer to
Bernoulli line ensembles that satisfy the Schur Gibbs property as Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensembles.
We mention that the name Schur Gibbs property originates from the connection between Bernoulli
Gibbsian line ensembles and Schur symmetric polynomials, discussed later in Section [8:2]

A natural context in which Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensembles arise is lozenge tilings — see Figure
[2] and its caption. To be brief, one can take a finite tileable region in the hexagonal lattice and
consider the uniform distribution on all possible tilings of this region with three types of rhombi
(also called lozenges). The resulting measure on tilings has a natural Gibbs property, which is that
if you freeze the tiling outside of some finite region the tiling inside that region will be conditionally
uniform among all possible tilings. For special choices of tileable domains uniform lozenge tilings
give rise to Bernoulli line ensembles (with deterministic packed starting and terminal conditions),
and the tiling Gibbs property translated to the line ensemble becomes the Schur Gibbs property.
In Figure [2{one observes that Ls (which is the bottom-most curve in the ensemble) is not uniformly
distributed among all up-right paths that stay below Lo and have the correct endpoints since it
needs to stay above the bottom boundary of the tiled region.

In the remainder of this section we fix a sequence &Y = (LY, ... LY) of [1, N]-indexed Bernoulli
Gibbsian line ensembles on [ay,by] where ay < 0 and by > 0 are integers. Our interest is in
understanding the asymptotic behavior of £ as N — oo (i.e. when the number of walkers tends to
infinity). Below we we list several assumptions on the sequence £V, which rely on parameters a > 0,
p € (0,1) and A > 0. The parameter « is related to the fluctuation exponent of the line ensemble
and the assumptions below will indicate that L]lv (0) fluctuates on order N @/2 The parameter p is
the global slope of the line ensemble, and since we are dealing with Bernoulli walkers the global
slope is in [0, 1] and we exclude the endpoints to avoid degenerate cases. The parameter X is related
to the global curvature of the line ensemble, and the assumptions below will indicate that once the
slope is removed the line ensemble approximates the parabola —Az2. We now turn to formulating
our assumptions precisely.

Assumption 1. We assume that there is a function 1) : N — (0, 00) such that limy_, ¥(N) = 0o
and ay < —t(N)N® while by > ¢(N)N?.

The significance of Assumption 1 is that the sequence of intervals [ay,by] (on which the line
ensemble £V is defined) on scale N asymptotically covers the entire real line. The nature of 1 is
not important and any function converging to infinity along the integers works for our purposes.
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FIGURE 2. The top-left picture represents a tileable region in the triangular lattice
and three types of lozenges. The top-right picture depicts a possible tiling of the
region and the bottom-left picture represents the same tiling under an affine transfor-
mation. One draws lines through the mid-points of the vertical sides of the vertical
rhombi and the squares and this gives rise to a collection of random up-right paths.
If one shifts these lines down one obtains a Bernoulli line ensemble — depicted in
the bottom-right picture. If one takes the uniform measure on lozenge tilings the
Bernoulli line ensemble one obtains through the above procedure satisfies the Schur
Gibbs property.

Assumption 2. There is a function ¢ : (0,00) — (0, 00) such that for any ¢ > 0 we have

(1.1) sup lim sup P (‘N*a/z(L]lV(nNa) —pnN* + )\nQNa/Z)‘ > qﬁ(e)) <e
nezZ N-—oo

Let us elaborate on Assumption 2 briefly. If n = 0 the statement indicates that N~/ 2L1(0) is
a tight sequence of random variables and so «/2 is the fluctuation exponent of the ensemble. The
transversal exponent is « and is reflected in the way time (the argument in lev ) is scaled — it is
twice /2 as expected by Brownian scaling. The essence of Assumption 2 is that if one removes a
global line with slope p from lev and rescales by N%/2 vertically and N horizontally the resulting
curve asymptotically approximates the parabola —Az2. The way the statement is formulated, this
approximation needs to happen uniformly over the integers but the choice of Z is not important.
Indeed, one can replace Z with any subset of R that has arbitrarily large and small points and the
choice of Z is made for convenience. Equation indicates that for each n € Z the sequence
of random variables XY = N=/2(LN(nN®) — pnN® + \n®2N/2) is tight, but it says a bit more.
Namely, it states that if M,, is the family of all possible subsequential limits of {XN}x>1 then
UnezM,, is itself a tight family of distributions on R. A simple case when Assumption 2 is satisfied
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is when XV converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution for all n as N — oc. In this case the family
UnezM,, only contains the Tracy-Widom distribution and so is naturally tight.

The final thing we need to do is to embed all of our line ensembles £V in the same space. The latter
is necessary as we want to talk about tightness and convergence of line ensembles that presently are
defined on different state spaces (remember that the number of up-right paths is changing with N).
We consider N x R with the product topology coming from the discrete topology on N and the usual
topology on R. We let C'(N x R) be the space of continuous functions on N x R with the topology
of uniform convergence over compacts and corresponding Borel o-algebra. For each N € N we let

fN(s) = N=2(LN (sN®) — psN® + X\’ N®/?), for s € [-¢(N),¢(N) and i =1,..., N,
and extend fiN to R by setting fort =1,..., N

1¥(s) = f¥ (=()) for s < —(N) and f¥(s) = fi¥ ($(N)) for 5 > (N).
If i > N + 1 we define fV(s) = 0 for s € R. With the above we have that £ defined by
f¥(s) = As?

p(1—p)

is a random variable taking value in C(NxR) and we let Py denote its distribution. We remark that
the particular extension we chose for £V outside of [—%(N),1(N)] and for i > N + 1 is immaterial
since all of our convergence/tightness results are formulated for the topology of uniform convergence
over compacts. Consequently, only the behavior of these functions on compact intervals and finite
index matters and not what these functions do near infinity, which is where the modification happens
as limy 00 ¥ (N) = 0o by assumption.

We are now ready to state our main result, whose proof can be found in Section [2.4

(1.2) LN (i,s) =

Theorem 1.1. Under Assumptions 1 and 2 the sequence Py is tight. Moreover, if L denotes any
subsequential limit of LN then £ satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property of Section (see also

Definition .

Remark 1.2. In simple words, Theorem states that if one has a sequence of Bernoulli Gibbsian
line ensembles with a mild but uniform control of the one-point marginals of the top curves LY
then the entire line ensembles need to be tight. The idea of utilizing the Gibbs property of a line
ensemble to improve one-point tightness of the top curve to tightness of the entire curve or even the
entire line ensemble has appeared previously in several different contexts. For line ensembles whose
underlying path structure is Brownian it first appeared in the seminal work of |8] and more recently
in [5,/6]. For discrete Gibbsian line ensembles (more general than the one studied in this paper) it
appeared in |7] and for line ensembles related to the inverse gamma directed polymer in [33].

Theorem indicates that in order to ensure the existence of subsequential limits for £V as in
it suffices to ensure tightness of the one-point marginals of the top curves L{V in a sufficiently
uniform sense. We next investigate the question of when £V converges to the parabolic Airy line
ensemble £47Y. We let A = {A;};en be the N-indexed Airy line ensemble and £ = {E?iry}ieN be
given by £V (z) = 27Y/2(A;(x) — 22) as in |8, Theorem 3.1]. In particular, both A and £ are
random variables taking values in the space C'(N x R), and A;(-) is the Airy, process while Cfiry(~)
is the parabolic Airys process. To establish convergence of £V to LAY we need the following
strengthening of Assumption 2.

1/3
Assumption 2’. Let ¢ = <p(21’\_2p)> . Forany k e N, t1,...,tg, z1,..., 2 € R we assume that

1.3 lim P (LNt <azifori=1,....k)=P ¢ 12 ity ct;) <z fori=1,...,k).
N 1 1
—00
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In plain words, Assumption 2’ states that the top curves E{V (t) converge in the finite dimensional
sense to ¢~/ Zﬁ‘fhry(ct). Let us briefly explain why Assumption 2’ implies Assumption 2 (and hence
we refer to it as a strengthening). Under Assumption 2’, we would have that N~®/2(LN(zN®) —

prN® + Az2N®/2) converge in the finite dimensional sense to }%Al(cx). In particlar, for each
n € Z we have that

lim P (‘N—G/Q(L{V(nm) — pnN® + AnzNa/Z)) > a) —P (\/p(l_p)ml(cnﬂ > a) =
N—o0 2c

2c 2c
1—-Foue <a~ p(l—p)) + Four (—a~ p(l—p)) )

where we used that A;(x) is a stationary process whose one point marginals are given by the Tracy-
Widom distribution Fgyg, [32], and that Fgyp is diffuse. In particular, given € > 0 we can find a
large enough so that the second line above is less than € and such a choice of a furnishes a function
¢ as in Assumption 2.

The next result gives conditions under which £V converges to the parabolic Airy line ensemble

LAY Tt is proved in Section

Corollary 1.3. Under Assumptions 1 and 2’ the sequence LN converges weakly in the topology of
uniform convergence over compacts to the line ensemble L defined by

LF(t) = c_l/gﬁf"y(ct), fori e N and t € R, where we recall ¢ = (%)1/3.

Remark 1.4. In plain words, Corollary states that to prove the convergence of a sequence of
Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensembles £V to the parabolic Airy line ensemble £47Y, it suffices to
show that the top curves £V (one for each ensemble) converge in the finite dimensional sense to the
parabolic Airys process. We mention that the convergence in Corollary [I.3]is in the uniform topology
over compacts, which is stronger than finite-dimensional convergence. We also mention that in the
preprint [10] the conclusion of Corollary was established under the assumption that £V converge
to £ in the finite dimensional sense. Simply put, we require as input only the finite dimensional
convergence of the top curves, while [10, Theorem 1.5| requires the finite dimensional convergence
of not just the top but all curves in the line ensemble, which is a much stronger assumption.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we introduce the basic definitions
and notation for line ensembles. The main technical result of the paper, Theorem [2.20] is presented
in Section and Theorem and Corollary are proved in Section [2.4] by appealing to it. In
Section 3 we prove several statements for Bernoulli random walk bridges, by using a strong coupling
result that allows us to compare the latter with Brownian bridges. The proof of Theorem [2.26] is
presented in Section [ and is based on three key lemmas. Two of these lemmas are proved in Section
and the last one in Section [6] The paper ends with Sections [7] and [§ where various technical
results needed throughout the paper are proved.

Acknowledgments. This project was initiated during the summer REU program at Columbia Uni-
versity in 2020 and we thank the organizer from the Mathematics department, Michael Woodbury,
for this wonderful opportunity. E.D. is partially supported by the Minerva Foundation Fellowship.

2. LINE ENSEMBLES

In this section we introduce various definitions and notation that are used throughout the paper.
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2.1. Line ensembles and the Brownian Gibbs property. In this section we introduce the
notions of a line ensemble and the (partial) Brownian Gibbs property. Our exposition in this section
closely follows that of [8, Section 2| and [13, Section 2].

Given two integers p < ¢, we let [p, q] denote the set {p,p+1,...,q}. If p > ¢ then [p,q] = 0.
Given an interval A C R we endow it with the subspace topology of the usual topology on R. We
let (C(A),C) denote the space of continuous functions f : A — R with the topology of uniform
convergence over compacts, see |26, Chapter 7, Section 46|, and Borel o-algebra C. Given a set
Y C Z we endow it with the discrete topology and denote by ¥ x A the set of all pairs (i,x)
with ¢ € ¥ and x € A with the product topology. We also denote by (C(X x A),Cs) the space of
continuous functions on » x A with the topology of uniform convergence over compact sets and
Borel o-algebra Cx. Typically, we will take 3 = [1, N] (we use the convention ¥ = N if N = c0)
and then we write (C(X x A),Cpy) in place of (C(X x A),Cs).

The following defines the notion of a line ensemble.

Definition 2.1. Let ¥ C Z and A C R be an interval. A X-indexed line ensemble L is a random
variable defined on a probability space (£, F,P) that takes values in (C(X x A),Cx). Intuitively, £
is a collection of random continuous curves (sometimes referred to as lines), indexed by ¥, each of
which maps A in R. We will often slightly abuse notation and write £ : ¥ x A — R, even though it is
not £ which is such a function, but £(w) for every w € Q. For i € ¥ we write £;(w) = (L(w))(¢, -) for
the curve of index ¢ and note that the latter is a map £; : Q@ — C(A), which is (C, F)—measurable.
If a,b € A satisfy a < b we let £;]a, b] denote the restriction of £; to [a, b].

We will require the following result, whose proof is postponed until Section In simple terms
it states that the space C(X x A) where our random variables £ take value has the structure of a
complete, separable metric space.

Lemma 2.2. Let ¥ C Z and A C R be an interval. Suppose that {an}52 ,,{bn}, are sequences
of real numbers such that a, < by, [an,by] C A, ant1 < apn, bpy1 > by and U2 [an, by] = A. For
n € N let K, = 3, X [an, by] where ¥,, = XN [—n,n]. Defined: C(ExA) xC(ExA)—[0,00) by

o0
(2.1) d(f,g>=22"min{ sup [ £(i,t) — g(i, )], 1}.

n—1 (i,t)EKR
Then d defines a metric on C(X x A) and moreover the metric space topology defined by d is the
same as the topology of uniform convergence over compact sets. Furthermore, the metric space
(C(X x A),d) is complete and separable.

Definition 2.3. Given a sequence {£" : n € N} of random Y-indexed line ensembles we say that £"

converge weakly to a line ensemble £, and write L = L if for any bounded continuous function
f:C(2 x A) — R we have that

lim E[f(L")] =E[f(£)].

n—oo

We also say that {£" : n € N} is tight if for any € > 0 there exists a compact set K C C(X x A)
such that P(L" € K) > 1 — ¢ for all n € N.

We call a line ensemble non-intersecting if P-almost surely £;(r) > L;(r) for all i < j and r € A.

We will require the following sufficient condition for tightness of a sequence of line ensembles,
which extends |1, Theorem 7.3]. We give a proof in Section

Lemma 2.4. Let ¥ C Z and A C R be an interval. Suppose that {an}52 1, {bn}, are sequences
of real numbers such that an, < by, [an,by] C A, ant1 < ap, bpt1 > by and U2 [an, by] = A. Then
{L™} is tight if and only if for every i € ¥ we have:

(1) limg_o0 limsup,, o P(|L7(a0)| > a) =0 for some ag € A;
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(i) For all e >0 and k € N, lims_,o limsup,,_, P<Supz,y€[ak,bk], |L(z) — L (y)| > e) =0.
lz—y|<d

We next turn to formulating the Brownian Gibbs property — we do this in Definition after
introducing some relevant notation and results. If W; denotes a standard one-dimensional Brownian
motion, then the process

Bt)=W;—tWy, 0<t<1,
is called a Brownian bridge (from B(0) = 0 to B(1) = 0) with diffusion parameter 1. For brevity

we call the latter object a standard Brownian bridge.
Given a,b, z,y € R with a < b we define a random variable on (C([a,b]),C) through

(2.2) B(t):(b—a)1/2~B(Z:Z>—i—(ll)):i)-x+<z:z>~y,

and refer to the law of this random variable as a Brownian bridge (from B(a) = = to B(b) = y) with

diffusion parameter 1. Given k € N and Z, 7 € RF we let P;ﬁ’fe’f’g denote the law of k independent

Brownian bridges {B; : [a,b] — R}¥_| from B;(a) = z; to B;(b) = y; all with diffusion parameter 1.
We next state a couple of results about Brownian bridges from [§] for future use.

Lemma 2.5. /8§ Corollary 2.9]. Fiz a continuous function f : [0,1] — R such that f(0) > 0
and f(1) > 0. Let B be a standard Brownian bridge and let C = {B(t) > f(t) for somet € [0, 1]}
(crossing) and T = {B(t) = f(t) for some t € [0,1]} (touching). Then P(T' N C*) = 0.

Lemma 2.6. (8, Corollary 2.10/. Let U be an open subset of C([0,1]), which contains a function f
such that f(0) = f(1) =0. If B:[0,1] — R is a standard Brownian bridge then P(B[0,1] C U) > 0.

The following definition introduces the notion of an (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble, which
in simple terms is a collection of k independent Brownian bridges, conditioned on not intersecting
each other and staying above the graph of g and below the graph of f for two continuous functions
f and g.

Definition 2.7. Let k¥ € N and W}, denote the open Weyl chamber in R* ie.
W]::{:L_": ($1""vl'k) ERk:xl > L9 > - >$k}~

(In [8] the notation RY was used for this set.) Let &, € W2, a,b € R with a < b, and f : [a,b] —
(—o00,00] and ¢ : [a,b] — [—00,00) be two continuous functions. The latter condition means that
either f : [a,b] — R is continuous or f = oo everywhere, and similarly for g. We also assume that
f(t) > g(t) for all t € [a,b], f(a) > x1, f(b) > y1 and g(a) < z, g(b) < yg.

With the above data we define the (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble on the interval |a, b]
with entrance data T and exit data i to be the ¥-indexed line ensemble Q with ¥ = [1,k] on
A = [a,b] and with the law of Q equal to P‘}fcﬁg’y (the law of k independent Brownian bridges
{B; : [a,b] — R}%_, from B;(a) = x; to B;(b) = y;) conditioned on the event

E ={f(r) > Bi(r) > Ba(r) > --- > By(r) > g(r) for all v € [a,b]} .

It is worth pointing out that E is an open set of positive measure and so we can condition on it
in the usual way — we explain this briefly in the following paragraph. Let (2, F,P) be a probability
space that supports k independent Brownian bridges {B; : [a,b] — R}*_, from B;(a) = z; to
B;i(b) = y; all with diffusion parameter 1. Notice that we can find a,...,u; € C([0,1]) and
e > 0 (depending on Z,9, f, g,a,b) such that @;(0) = @;(1) = 0 for ¢ = 1,...,k and such that if
hi,...,he € C([0,1]) satisfy h;(0) = hy(1) =0 for i =1,...,k and SUpyeo,1) |4i(t) — hi(t)| < e then

the functions ,
~ t—a —t t—a
. — _N\1/2 7. e Loy
hi(t) = (b—a) hz(b—a>+<b—a> mz—i-(b_a) Ui




10 TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES

satisfy f(r) > hi(r) > -+ > hg(r) > g(r). It follows from Lemma 2.6 that
k
P(E) > P | max sup Bir—ﬂir <e€e| = Pl sup Bir—ﬁir <e] >0,
() (lgigkrem” (r) — (r) ) 11 <T6M\ (r) — lr) )

and so we can condition on the event E.
To construct a realization of @ we proceed as follows. For w € E we define

Q(w)(i,r) = Bi(r)(w) for i =1,...,k and r € [a, b].
Observe that for i € {1,...,k} and an open set U € C([a,b]) we have that
Q'{i} xU)={B,€cU}NE € F,

and since the sets {i} x U form an open basis of C'([1, k] x [a, b]) we conclude that Q is F-measurable.
This implies that the law Q is indeed well-defined and also it is non-intersecting almost surely. Also,

given measurable subsets A1, ..., Ay of C([a,b]) we have that
PyoTY ({B; € Aifori=1,... k} N E)
P(Q, e A;jfori=1,... k)= == .
Plee (E)

We denote the probability distribution of Q as Pz;b(;ff’f Y and write EZ;Jb(;ff’f ¥ for the expectation
with respect to this measure.

The following definition introduces the notion of the Brownian Gibbs property from [8].

Definition 2.8. Fix a set ¥ = [1,N] with N € N or N = oo and an interval A C R and let
K ={ki,k1 +1,...,k2} C X be finite and a,b € A with a < b. Set f = L, 1 and g = Ly, 1 with
the convention that f =ocoif by —1 ¢ ¥ and g = —oco if ko +1 ¢ 3. Write Dk 4 = K x (a,b) and
D ap = (EXA)\ Dk gp- A E-indexed line ensemble £: ¥ x A — R is said to have the Brownian
Gibbs property if it is non-intersecting and

Law (ﬁ‘Kx[a,b] conditional on £|pe b) = Law (Q),

where Q; = Qi_kl+1 and Q is the (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble on [a,b] with entrance
data (Lg,(a),...,Lx,(a)) and exit data (Lg,(b),..., Ly, (b)) from Definition Note that Q is
introduced because, by definition, any such (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble is indexed from
1 to ko — k1 + 1 but we want Q to be indexed from ki to ks.

An equivalent way to express the Brownian Gibbs property is as follows. A Y-indexed line
ensemble £ on A satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property if and only if it is non-intersecting and for
any finite K = {k1,k1 +1,...,k2} C ¥ and [a,b] C A and any bounded Borel-measurable function
F:C(K X [a,b]) = R we have P-almost surely
(2.3) E [F (Llxxfon) |[Feat(K % (a,0))] = Bguei™ 9 [F(Q)],
where

Feat(K x (a,b)) = o {Li(s) : (i,s) € D%ﬂ’b}
is the o-algebra generated by the variables in the brackets above, L] Kx[a] denotes the restriction
of £ to the set K x [a,b], ¥ = (Lg,(a),...,Li,(a)), ¥ = (Liy(b),..., Ly (b)), [ = Li,—1][a,b] (the
restriction of £ to the set {k; — 1} X [a,b]) with the convention that f = oo if ky — 1 ¢ X, and
g = Ly, +1[a,b] with the convention that g = —co if ko +1 € X.

Remark 2.9. Let us briefly explain why equation (2.3) makes sense. Firstly, since ¥ x A is locally
compact, we know by [26, Lemma 46.4] that £ — L|x (44 i3 a continuous map from C'(X x A) to
C(K X [a,b]), so that the left side of is the conditional expectation of a bounded measurable
function, and is thus well-defined. A more subtle question is why the right side of is Feqt (K X
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(a,b))-measurable. This question was resolved in |13, Lemma 3.4], where it was shown that the
right side is measurable with respect to the o-algebra

o{Li(s): 1€ K and s € {a,b},ori € {k1 —1,ka+ 1} and s € [a, b},
which in particular implies the measurability with respect to Fezt(K X (a,b)).

In the present paper it is convenient for us to use the following modified version of the definition
above, which we call the partial Brownian Gibbs property — it was first introduced in [13]. We
explain the difference between the two definitions, and why we prefer the second in Remark [2:12]

Definition 2.10. Fix a set ¥ = [1, N] with N € Nor N = oo and an interval A C R. A ¥-indexed
line ensemble £ on A is said to satisfy the partial Brownian Gibbs property if and only if it is non-
intersecting and for any finite K = {k1,k1 +1,...,ko} C ¥ with ks < N —1 (if ¥ #N), [a,0] C A
and any bounded Borel-measurable function F': C(K X [a,b]) — R we have P-almost surely

(24) E [F(L| o)) Feat (K % (a,0))] = EXLEII9[R(D)],

avoid

where we recall that Dy = K X (a,b) and Dfap = (X x A)\ Dk qp, and
femt(K X (CL, b)) =0 {Ez(s) : (Z7 S) S D(If:(,a,b}

is the o-algebra generated by the variables in the brackets above, L] K x[a,p] denotes the restriction
of £ to the set K x [a,b], T = (Lk,(a),..., Ly (a)), ¥ = (Liy (D), ..., Liy (D)), f = Lk —1]a,b] with
the convention that f = oo if by — 1 ¢ X, and g = Ly, +1][a, b].

Remark 2.11. Observe that if N = 1 then the conditions in Definition become void, i.e., any
line ensemble with one line satisfies the partial Brownian Gibbs property. Also, we mention that

(2.4) makes sense by the same reason that (2.3) makes sense, see Remark .

Remark 2.12. Definition [2.10]is slightly different from the Brownian Gibbs property of Definition 2.§]
as we explain here. Assuming that ¥ = N the two definitions are equivalent. However, if ¥ =
{1,...,N} with 1 < N < oo then a line ensemble that satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property also
satisfies the partial Brownian Gibbs property, but the reverse need not be true. Specifically, the
Brownian Gibbs property allows for the possibility that k3 = N in Definition [2.10] and in this case
the convention is that ¢ = —oo. As the partial Brownian Gibbs property is more general we prefer
to work with it and most of the results later in this paper are formulated in terms of it rather than
the usual Brownian Gibbs property.

2.2. Bernoulli Gibbsian line ensembles. In this section we introduce the notion of a Bernoulli
line ensemble and the Schur Gibbs property. Our discussion will parallel that of |7, Section 3.1],
which in turn goes back to |9, Section 2.1].

Definition 2.13. Let ¥ C Z and Ty,17} € Z with Ty < T;. Consider the set Y of functions
f 2 x [To,Th] — Z such that f(j,i+ 1) — f(j,4) € {0,1} when j € ¥ and i € [Ty, T1 — 1]
and let D denote the discrete topology on Y. We call a function f : [Tp,71] — Z such that
f@+1)— f(i) € {0,1} when ¢ € [Ty, T — 1] an up-right path and elements in Y collections of
up-right paths.

A Y-indexed Bernoulli line ensemble £ on [Ty, T1] is a random variable defined on a probability
space (2, B,P), taking values in Y such that £ is a (B, D)-measurable function.

Remark 2.14. In |7, Section 3.1] Bernoulli line ensembles £ were called discrete line ensembles in
order to distinguish them from the continuous line ensembles from Definition [2.1] In this paper we
have opted to use the term Bernoulli line ensembles to emphasize the fact that the functions f € Y
satisfy the property that f(j,i+1)— f(j,i) € {0,1} when j € ¥ and i € [Ty, T} —1]. This condition
essentially means that for each j € ¥ the function f(j,-) can be thought of as the trajectory of
a Bernoulli random walk from time Ty to time T7. As other types of discrete line ensembles, see
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e.g. [33|, have appeared in the literature we have decided to modify the notation in |7, Section 3.1]
so as to avoid any ambiguity.

The way we think of Bernoulli line ensembles is as random collections of up-right paths on the inte-
ger lattice, indexed by ¥ (see Figure|3). Observe that one can view an up-right path L on [Ty, 7] as
a continuous curve by linearly interpolating the points (¢, L()). This allows us to define (£(w))(4, s)
for non-integer s € [Ty, T1] and to view Bernoulli line ensembles as line ensembles in the sense of Def-
inition In particular, we can think of £ as a random variable taking values in (C'(X x A),Cx)
with A = [Ty, T1]. We will often slightly abuse notation and write £ : ¥ x [Ty, T1] — Z, even

Ly L,
L, Ly
Ls Ly
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

F1GUrE 3. Two samples of [1, 3]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles with 7o = 0 and
T, = 8, with the left ensemble avoiding and the right ensemble nonavoiding.

though it is not £ which is such a function, but rather £(w) for each w € . Furthermore we write
L; = (£(w))(4,-) for the index i € ¥ path. If L is an up-right path on [Ty, 7T1] and a,b € [To, T1]
satisfy a < b we let L[a,b] denote the restriction of L to [a, ].

Let t;,z; € Z for i = 1,2 be given such that t; < t3 and 0 < z5 — 21 < to — t;. We denote
by Q(t1,t2, 21, 22) the collection of up-right paths that start from (¢1,21) and end at (t2,22), by

IP’%:??’Z“ZQ the uniform distribution on (¢1, te, 21, 22) and write IE%;?’Z“” for the expectation with
respect to this measure. One thinks of the distribution IP)%’E?’Z“@ as the law of a simple random

walk with i.i.d. Bernoulli increments with parameter p € (0, 1) that starts from z; at time ¢; and is
conditioned to end in zo at time t5 — this interpretation does not depend on the choice of p € (0,1).
Notice that by our assumptions on the parameters the state space (1, to, 21, 22) is non-empty.

Given k € N, Ty, Ty € Z with Ty < Ty and @, 7 € ZF we let Pgoéfl’f’g denote the law of k£ inde-
pendent Bernoulli bridges {B; : [Ty, T1] — Z}¥_, from B;(Ty) = x; to Bi(Ti) = y;. Equivalently,
this is just k£ independent random up-right paths B; € Q(Ty, Ty, z;,y;) for i = 1,...,k that are
uniformly distributed. This measure is well-defined provided that Q(Ty, 71, z;,y;) are non-empty
fori=1,...,k, which holds if Th — Ty > y; —x; > 0foralli=1,... k.

The following definition introduces the notion of an ( f, g)-avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble, which
in simple terms is a collection of k independent Bernoulli bridges, conditioned on not-crossing each
other and staying above the graph of g and below the graph of f for two functions f and g.

Definition 2.15. Let k € N and 20 denote the set of signatures of length k, i.e.

Wy = {Z = (x1,...,21) €Z¥ 10y > 19 > --- > 13}
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Let &, € Wy, Ty, 11 € Z with Ty < Ty, S C [[T(),Tl]], and f : [[To,Tl]] — (—O0,00] and g :
[To, T1] — [—o00,00) be two functions.

With the above data we define the (f,g;5)-avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble on the interval
[To, Th] with entrance data T and exit data ¥ to be the ¥-indexed Bernoulli line ensemble 9 with
Y =[1,k] on [Ty, T1] and with the law of Q equal to ]P)goe’TT 1.5 (the law of k independent uniform
up-right paths {B; : [T, T1] — R}X_| from B;(Tp) = x; to B;(T1) = y;) conditioned on the event

Es ={f(r) > B1(r) > Ba(r) > -+ > Bi(r) > g(r) for all r € S}.
The above definition is well-posed if there exist B; € Q(To, 11, x;,y;) for i = 1,...,k that satisfy
the conditions in Eg (i.e. if the set of such up-right paths is not empty). We will denote by
Qavoid(To, 11, Z, Y, f, g;S) the set of collections of k up-right paths that satisfy the conditions in Eg
and then the distribution on Q is simply the uniform measure on Qg0iq(T0, 71, %, ¥, f,9;5). We
denote the probability distribution of £ as PLOTVEGS9 50 write Efg’oﬁ,’g’gﬁf & for the expectation

avoid,Ber;S
. . . . To, T, @3
with respect to this measure. If S = [T, T1], we write Qupoia(To, 11, %, Y, f,9), Paggié’gg;f’g, and
To,T1,%,9,f.9 _ _ : ) > = mlo, 11,77 To,T1,2,5
Eoowid Ber - 1f f = +00 and g = —oco, we write Qavoid(To, T1, T, J), P ovoid Ber» and Eo 0w imee.

It will be useful to formulate simple conditions under which Qgy0i4(T0, 171, %, ¥, f, g) is non-empty
and thus PTOTLE0.19 4o well-defined. Note that Qavoia(To, T1, Z, 7, £, 9:.9) 2 Qavoia(To, T1, T, 7, f, )

avoid,Ber

for any S C [Ty, T1], so ]P’Zgo?ézg,f & is also well-defined in this case. We accomplish this in the

following lemma, whose proof is postponed until Section [7.3
Lemma 2.16. Suppose that k € N and Ty, Ty € Z with Ty < T1. Suppose further that
(1) Z,§ € Wy, satisfy Ty — Ty > y; —x; >0 fori=1,...,k,
(2) f:[To,Th] — (—o0,00] and g : [T, Th] — [—o0,00) satisfy f(i + 1) = f(i) or fli +1) =
f@)+1,and g(i+1)=g(i) org(i+1)=g(i)+ 1 fori="Ty,...,Th — 1,
(3) f(To) = 1, f(Th) = y1, 9(To) < zk, 9(Th) < yr and f(i) > g(i) fori € [To, Th].
Then the set Qquoia(To, T1, T, Y, f, g) from Deﬁnitz’on 18 non-empty.

The following definition introduces the notion of the Schur Gibbs property, which can be thought
of a discrete analogue of the partial Brownian Gibbs property in the same way that Bernoulli random
walks are discrete analogues of Brownian motion.

Definition 2.17. Fix a set ¥ = [1, N] with N € Nor N = oo and Ty, T} € Z with Ty < Th. A
Y-indexed Bernoulli line ensemble £ : 3 x [Ty, T1] — Z is said to satisfy the Schur Gibbs property
if it is non-crossing, meaning that

LJ(Z) > Lj+1(i) for all j=1...,.N—1land:ie€e HT@,Tl]],
and for any finite K = {k1,k1 +1,...,ka} C [1, N — 1] and a,b € [Ty, T1] with a < b the following
holds. Suppose that f, g are two up-right paths drawn in {(r,2) € Z% : a < r < b} and 7, ¥ € 2,
with k = ko — k1 + 1 altogether satisfy that P(A) > 0 where A denotes the event

A= {:E = (Lk1 (CL), s 7Lk2(a))>:'7: (Lk1 (b)> s 7Lk2 (b))> Lk1—1[[a7 b]] = f? Lk2+1[[a> b]] = 9}7
where if k1 = 1 we adopt the convention f = oo = Ly. Then writing k = ko — k1 + 1, we have for
any {B; € Q(a,b,z;,y;)}¥_, that

(25) L+ P (Liskaab] = By for i =1, WFET) = 14 Pebifidhd (0 {9, = B} ),

avoid,Ber
where FBS" = o(L;(5) : (i,7) € ¥ x [To, Tu] \ [k1, k2] x [a+ 1,6 —1]).
Remark 2.18. In simple words, a Bernoulli line ensemble is said to satisfy the Schur Gibbs property
if the distribution of any finite number of consecutive paths, conditioned on their end-points and

the paths above and below them is simply the uniform measure on all collection of up-right paths
that have the same end-points and do not cross each other or the paths above and below them.
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Remark 2.19. Observe that in Definition the index ko is assumed to be less than or equal to
N — 1, so that if N < oo the N-th path is special and is not conditionally uniform. This is what
makes Definition 2.17] a discrete analogue of the partial Brownian Gibbs property rather than the
usual Brownian Gibbs property. Similarly to the partial Brownian Gibbs property, see Remark 2.11]
if N =1 then the conditions in Definition become void, i.e., any Bernoulli line ensembleﬁwith
one line satisfies the Schur Gibbs property. Also we mention that the well-posedness of Pzggé”gg;f 9
in is a consequence of Lemma and our assumption that P(A) > 0.

Remark 2.20. In 7] the authors studied a generalization of the Gibbs property in Definition m
depending on a parameter ¢ € (0, 1), which was called the Hall-Littlewood Gibbs property due to its
connection to Hall-Littlewood polynomials [25]. The property in Definition is the ¢ — 0 limit
of the Hall-Littlewood Gibbs property. Since under this ¢ — 0 limit Hall-Littlewood polynomials
degenerate to Schur polynomials we have decided to call the Gibbs property in Definition the
Schur Gibbs property.

Remark 2.21. An immediate consequence of Definition [2.17] is that if M < N, we have that the
induced law on {Li}ﬁ‘il also satisfies the Schur Gibbs property as an {1, ..., M }-indexed Bernoulli
line ensemble on [Tp, T1].

We end this section with the following definition of the term acceptance probability.

Definition 2.22. Assume the same notation as in Definition 2.15] and suppose that T3 — Ty >
yi —x; > 0fori=1,... k. We define the acceptance probability Z(Ty,T1,Z,7, f,g) to be the ratio

_ ‘Qavoid(Tm Tla 57 377 f?g)’
Hf:l |Q(T0a Tla X, yz)’

Remark 2.23. The quantity Z(Ty, 11,7, v, f,g) is precisely the probability that if B; are sampled
uniformly from Q(Tp, 71, z;,y;) for i = 1,..., k then the B; satisfy the condition

E={f(r) > Byi(r) > Ba(r) > --- > By(r) > g(r) for all r € [Ty, T1]} .

Let us explain briefly why we call this quantity an acceptance probability. One way to sample

IP’GTS(’E’%E‘;f ¥ is as follows. Start by sampling a sequence of i.i.d. up-right paths BZN uniformly from

Q(To, Ty, x;,y;) for i =1,...,k and N € N. For each n check if BY,..., B} satisfy the condition E
and let M denote the smallest index that accomplishes this. If Quy0i4(T0, 71, Z, ¥, f, g) is non-empty
then M is geometrically distributed with parameter Z(71y, 11, %, 9, f, g), and in particular M is finite

M1k . . : T07T1»fvgvag
almost surely and {B;" }_; has distribution Pavoid,Ber

sequence of candidates {BZN }le for N € N and reject those that fail to satisfy condition F, the first

candidate that satisfies it is accepted and has law IP’angé’%gr’f Y and the probability that a candidate

is accepted is precisely Z(Ty, T1,Z, 9, f,g), which is why we call it an acceptance probability.

(26) Z(T07Tlafa 377 f’g)

. In this sampling procedure we construct a

2.3. Main technical result. In this section we present the main technical result of the paper. We
start with the following technical definition.

Definition 2.24. Fix k € N, a, A > 0 and p € (0,1). Suppose we are given a sequence {Tn}%_;
with Ty € N and that {€V}%_,, &V = (LI, LY, ..., LY) is a sequence of [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli
line ensembles on [T, Tn]. We call the sequence (a, p, \)-good if there exists Ny € N such that
o £V satisfies the Schur Gibbs property of Definition for N € NN > Ny;
e there is a function ¢ : N — (0, 00) such that limy_,o ¥(NN) = oo and for each N > Ny we
have that Ty > ¢(N)N®;
e there are functions ¢ : Z x (0,00) — (0,00) and ¢2 : (0,00) — oo such that for any € > 0,
n € Z and N > ¢1(n,e) we have

(2.7) P (‘N‘O‘/2(LJIV(nN°‘) —pnN“ + )\nQNaﬂ)‘ > qbg(e)) <e.
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Remark 2.25. Let us elaborate on the meaning of Definition 2:24] In order for a sequence of
£V of [1,k]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles on [~Tw,Tn] to be (a,p, \)-good we want several
conditions to be satisfied. Firstly, we want for all large N the Bernoulli line ensemble £V to
satisfy the Schur Gibbs property. The second condition is that while the interval of definition
of £V is finite for each N and given by [Ty, Tx], we want this interval to grow at least with
speed N¢. This property is quantified by the function %), which can be essentially thought of as
an arbitrary unbounded increasing function on N. The third condition is that we want for each
n € 7 the sequence of random variables N~/ 2L (nN®) — pnN®) to be tight but moreover we
want globally these random variables to look like the parabola —An?. This statement is reflected
in , which provides a certain uniform tightness of the random variables N~%/2(LY (nN®) —
pnN® + An2Ne/ 2). A particular case when is satisfied is for example if we know that for each
n € 7 the random variables N=*/2(LN(nN®) — pnN® + An2N®/2) converge to the same random
variable X. In the applications that we have in mind these random variables would converge to
the 1-point marginals of the Airys process that are all given by the same Tracy-Widom distribution
(since the Airys process is stationary). Equation is a significant relaxation of the requirement
that N=/2(LY (nN®) — pnN® + M2 N/2) all converge weakly to the Tracy-Widom distribution —
the convergence requirement is replaced with a mild but uniform control of all subsequential limits.

The main technical result of the paper is given below and proved in Section

Theorem 2.26. Fiz k € N with k > 2, a,A > 0 and p € (0,1) and let &Y = (LY, LY ... LY) be
an (a, p, A)-good sequence of [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles. Set

FN(s) = N=2(LN (sN®) — psN® + As?N®/?), for s € [<¢(N),¥(N)] and i =1,...,k—1,
and extend fZN to R by setting fori=1,...,k—1
£ () = Y (=p(N)) for s < —(N) and [ (s) = [N (D(N)) for s > p(N).

Let Py denote the law of {fN}F=} and Py that of {fNYi=) = {(fN(s) — As?)/+/p(1 = p)}F=! both
as [1,k — 1]-indexed line ensembles (i.e. as random variables in (C([1,k — 1] x R),Cx—1)). Then

(i) The sequences Py and Py are tight;
(i1) Any subsequential limit L> = {f ;:11 of Pn satisfies the partial Brownian Gibbs property
of Definition [2.10

Roughly, Theorem m (i) states that if we have a sequence of [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli line
ensembles that satisfy the Schur Gibbs property and the top paths of these ensembles under some
shift and scaling have tight one-point marginals with a non-trivial parabolic shift, then under the
same shift and scaling the top & — 1 paths of the line ensemble will be tight. The extension of fiN
to R is completely arbitrary and irrelevant for the validity of Theorem [2.26] since the topology on
C([1,k — 1] x R) is that of uniform convergence over compacts. Consequently, only the behavior
of these functions on compact intervals matters in Theorem [2.26] and not what these functions do
near infinity, which is where the modification happens as limy_,o ¥(N) = co by assumption. The
only reason we perform the extension is to embed all Bernoulli line ensembles into the same space
(C([1,k —1] x R),Cx—1).

We mention that the k-th up-right path in the sequence of Bernoulli line ensembles is special and
Theorem provides no tightness result for it. The reason for this stems from the Schur Gibbs
property, see Definition [2.17] which assumes less information for the k-th path. In practice, one
either has an infinite Bernoulli line ensemble for each N or one has a Bernoulli line ensemble with
finite number of paths, which increase with N to infinity. In either of these settings one can use
Theorem to prove tightness of the full line ensemble, we will see this when we prove Theorem
[[Ilin the next section.
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2.4. Proofs of Theorem and Corollary Here we prove Theorem [I.1] and Corollary [I.3]

Proof. (of Theorem We use the same notation and assumptions as in the statement of the
theorem. For clarity we split the proof into two steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove that £V is tight. In view of Lemma to establish the tightness of
LV it suffices to show that for every k € N

(i) limg—soo limsupy_,oo P(ILY(0)] > a) = 0.

(ii) For all € > 0 and m € N, lims_, limsupy_, o ]P’(supzyye[_mme LY (x) — LY (y)] > e) =0.

lz—y|<o
Let Ty = min(—ay,by) and for N > k + 1 let £V = (i{v,iév,...,f/kNH) denote the [1,%k + 1]-
indexed Bernoulli line ensemble obtained from £V by restriction to the top k + 1 lines and the
interval [~Tw,Tn]. In particular, since £V satisfies the Schur Gibbs property we conclude the
same is true for £V and moreover Assumptions 1 and 2 in Section imply that {QN N>kl 18
an (a,p, A\)-good in the sense of Definition Specifically, the conditions of Definition are
satisfied with Ny = k+ 1, k in the definition equals £+ 1 as above, «, p, A as in the statement of the
theorem, T as above and @ as in Assumption 2 in Section [[.2] For the functions ¢1, ¢2 we may
set pa(€) = ¢(€/2), where ¢ is as in Assumption 2 in Section , which we recall required that

sup lim sup P (’N_O‘/Q(L{V(n]\fo‘) —pnN® + )\nzNO‘/z)‘ > qﬁ(e)) <e.
n€Z N—o0o

The last equation and the fact that ¢o(e) = ¢(¢/2) implies that for each n € Z and € > 0 there

exists A(n,€) € N such that for N > A(n, €) we have

P ((N—W(L{V(nz\fa) — pnN® + )\nQNa/Q)‘ > ¢2(e)) <e,

and then we can set ¢1(n,€) = A(n,€).

Since {£V} y>pi1 s an (a, p, A)-good sequence we have from Theorem that {fN}* | as in
the statement of that theorem for the line ensembles £V are tight in (C([1, k] x R),Cx). We may
now apply the “only if” part of Lemmato {fN}t_| and conclude that statements (i) and (ii) from
the beginning of this step hold for fév , which in turn implies they hold for EkN , since by construction
Eiv and f‘,ﬁv have the same distribution.

Step 2. We next suppose that £ is any subsequential limit of £V and that n,, 1 cc is a sequence
such that £"" converges weakly to £>°. We want to show that £ satisfies the Brownian Gibbs
property. Suppose that a,b € R with a < b and K = {k1,k; +1,...,ke} C N are given. We wish
to show that £ is almost surely non-intersecting and for any bounded Borel-measurable function
F:C(K x [a,b]) = R almost surely

(2.8) E [F (L% kxjap) | Feat (K x (a,b))] = EL2E0191R(Q)],

avoid

where we use the same notation as in Definition In particular, we recall that
Feat(K x (a,0)) = 0 {L£(s) : (i,5) € D o} » With D, = (N x R) \ K x (a,b).

Let k > ko+1 and consider the map I : C(NxR) — C([1, k] xR) given by [Ix(9)](4,t) = g(i,t),
which is continuous, and so IT;[£L™™] converge weakly to II;[£>°] as random variables in C([1, k] xR).
If {fN}¥ | are as in Step 1, then we know by construction that the resitrction of {fN}* | to
[~¢(N),¥(N)] has the same distribution as the restriction of II;[£"] to the same interval. Since
¥(N) — oo by assumption and TI[£""] converge weakly to IIz[£>] we conclude that {f/'™}5_
converge weakly to IIx[£>] (here we used that the topology is that of uniform convergence over
compacts). In particular, by the second part of Theorem we conclude that IT;[£°] satisfies the
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partial Brownian Gibbs property as a [1, k]-indexed line ensemble on R. The latter implies that
I1;[£°°] is non-intersecting almost surely and almost surely

(2.9) E [F (£ ke xfap) | Feat (K x (a, b))} = B4 TP R(Q)],

avoid

where

Fout(K % (a,b)) = o {c;o(s) L (i,s) € D;m,b} ,with DS, = ([1,K] x R)\ K x (a,b).

Since II[£°] is non-intersecting almost surely and k > ks + 1 was arbitrary we conclude that
L% is almost surely non-intersecting. Let A denote the collection of sets A of the form

A={L(iy,z;) € By forr=1,...,p },

where p € N, By,..., B, € B(R) (the Borel o-algebra on R and (i1, 1), ..., (ip, xp) € D% , . Since
in (2.9) we have that k > ks + 1 was arbitrary we conclude that for all A € A we have

E[F (£%|kxjap) - 14] = E [EGi? [F(Q)] - 1a] .

In view of the bounded convergence theorem, we see that the collection of sets A that satisfies the
last equation is a A-system and as it contains the 7-system 4 we conclude by the m— A theorem that
it contains o (.A), which is precisely Fezt(K X (a,b)). We may thus conclude (2.8)) from the defining
properties of conditional expectation and the fact that the right side of Feat(K X (a,b))-
measurable as follows from |13, Lemma 3.4]. This suffices for the proof. U

Proof. (of Corollary(1.3)) As explained in Sectionwe have that Assumption 2’ implies Assumption
2 and so by Theorem we know that £V is a tight sequence of line ensembles. Let L, be any
subsequential limit. We will prove that £, has the same distribution as £°° as in the statement of
the theorem. If true, this would imply that £V has only one possible subsequential limit (namely
L) which combined with the tightness of £ would imply convergence of the sequence to £.
By Theorem we know that L7, satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property and by Assumption 2,
we know that £37, | (the top curve of £3;,) has the same distribution as £7°. In [8] it was proved that

LAY satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property and since £3°(t) = c_l/Qﬁfmy(ct), forie NandteR
we conclude that £ also satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property. To prove the latter one only needs
to utilize the fact that if B; is a standard Brownian motion so is ¢~ %/2B. — see e.g. [13, Lemma
3.5] where a related result is established. Combining all of the above observations, we see that L0,

and £ both satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property and have the same top curve distribution, which
by [13, Theorem 1.1] implies that £, and £>° have the same law. O

3. PROPERTIES OF BERNOULLI LINE ENSEMBLES

In this section we derive several results for Bernoulli line ensembles, which will be used in the
proof of Theorem [2.26] in Section [4

3.1. Monotone coupling lemmas. In this section we formulate two lemmas that provide cou-
plings of two Bernoulli line ensembles of non-crossing Bernoulli bridges on the same interval, which
depend monotonically on their boundary data. Schematic depictions of the couplings are provided
in Figure [l We postpone the proof of these lemmas until Section [7}

Lemma 3.1. Assume the same notation as in Definition|2.15 Fiz k € N, Ty, T1 € Z with Ty < 11,
S C [Ty, T1], a function g : [Ty, Ti] — [—o0,00) as well as Z,3,%',5" € Wy. Assume that
Qavoid(To, T1, T, 7, 00, g; S) and Qapeia(To, Th, T, 7', 00, g; S) are both non-empty. Then there exists a
probability space (Q, F,P), which supports two [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles £ and £ on

t b S y K )T 75/7ﬂ/’00» vk 7T ’f7ﬂ’oo’
[To, T1] such that the law of £ (resp. £ ) under P is given by PagoiclhBefiS g (resp. PagoiiBng g)

and such that P-almost surely we have Li(r) > LY(r) for alli=1,...,k and r € [Ty, T1].
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FIGURE 4. Two diagrammatic depictions of the monotone coupling Lemma (left
part) and Lemma (right part). Red depicts the lower line ensemble and accom-
panying entry data, exit data, and bottom bounding curve, while blue depicts that
of the higher ensemble.

Lemma 3.2. Assume the same notation as in Definition|2.15. Fix k € N, Ty, 11 € Z with Ty < 17,
S C [Ty, T1], two functions gt,g® : [T, Ti] — [—00,00) and &, € Wy. We assume that g'(r) >
g°(r) for all r € [Ty, T1] and that Qaveia(To, T1, T, ¥, 00, ¢4 S) and Quveia(To, T1, T, 7, 00, g% S) are
both non-empty. Then there exists a probability space (2, F,P), which supports two [1, k]-indexed
Bernoulli line ensembles £¢ and £° on [Ty, Ti] such that the law of £t (resp. Sb) under P is given

= 7 oo ot 2 7 oo gb
by Pfq‘j’oﬁ’ggfg’g (resp. Pfg’ofé’ggf;’g ) and such that P-almost surely we have Lﬁ(r) > Lf(r) for all

i=1,....,k andr € [[To,Tl]].

In plain words, Lemma states that one can couple two Bernoulli line ensembles £ and £° of
non-crossing Bernoulli bridges, bounded from below by the same function g, in such a way that if
all boundary values of £f are above the respective boundary values of £°, then all up-right paths
of £ are almost surely above the respective up-right paths of £°. See the left part of Figure
Lemma states that one can couple two Bernoulli line ensembles £ and £° that have the same
boundary values, but the lower bound g* of £! is above the lower bound ¢® of £°, in such a way
that all up-right paths of £f are almost surely above the respective up-right paths of £°. See the
right part of Figure [4

3.2. Properties of Bernoulli and Brownian bridges. In this section we derive several results
about Bernoulli bridges, which are random up-right paths that have law ]P’goe’? L®Y as in Section
as well as Brownian bridges with law PLoT1"Y a5 in Section Our results will rely on the

free

two monotonicity Lemmas [3.1] and [3.2] as well as a strong coupling between Bernoulli bridges and
Brownian bridges from [7] — recalled here as Theorem [3.3]
If W; denotes a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion and o > 0, then the process

Bf =o(W; —tW;), 0<t<1,

is called a Brownian bridge (conditioned on By = 0, By = 0) with diffusion parameter o. We note
that B? is the unique a.s. continuous Gaussian process on [0, 1] with By = By = 0, E[BY] = 0, and

(3.1) E[BIB) = o*(r As—rs—sr+sr)=0*(rAs—rs).

With the above notation we state the strong coupling result we use.
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Theorem 3.3. Let p € (0,1). There exist constants 0 < C,a,a < oo (depending on p) such that
for every positive integer m, there is a probability space on which are defined a Brownian bridge
B with diffusion parameter o = /p(1 — p) and a family of random paths £7*) € Q(0,n,0,z) for
2=0,...,n such that {2 has law IP’%Z;O’Z and

(32) E [eaA(mz)] < Cea(logn)2e|2—pn|2/n, where A(n, z) := SUPp<t<n \/ﬁBg/n + %Z — pn,z) (t)] .

Remark 3.4. When p = 1/2 the above theorem follows (after a trivial affine shift) from |24}, Theorem
6.3] and the general p € (0,1) case was done in |7, Theorem 4.5|. We mention that a significant
generalization of Theorem for general random walk bridges has recently been proved in |14}
Theorem 2.3], and in particular the inequality in (3.2) was shown to hold with (logn)? replaced
with logn.

We will use the following simple corollary of Theorem [3:3] to compare Bernoulli bridges with
Brownian bridges. We use the same notation as in the theorem.

Corollary 3.5. Fizp € (0,1), 8 >0, and A > 0. Suppose |z — pn| < K+/n for a constant K > 0.
Then for any € > 0, there exists N large enough depending on p,e, A, K so that for n > N,

]P’(A(n, z) > An’g) <e

Proof. Applying Chebyshev’s inequality and ({3.2)) gives

_ AnB A S pn‘Z
]P’(A(n, z) > Anﬁ) < e 4T E[e“ ("’Z)} < Cexp {— AnP + a(logn)® + 7]
n
< Cexp { — An® + a(logn)? + K]
The conclusion is now immediate. O

We also state the following result regarding the distribution of the maximum of a Brownian
bridge, which follows from formulas in |16} Section 12.3].

Lemma 3.6. Fizp € (0,1), and let B? be a Brownian bridge of diffusion parameter o = \/p(1 — p)
on [0,1]. Then for any C,T > 0 we have

2C? )
P| max B, >C | =exp| ——-— ],
(se[o,ﬂ Sal ) p( p(1—p)

(3.3) 00 2
2n2C?
P| max |B%.| >C | =2 —1)" lex <—> .

<SE[O,T] ‘ S/T‘ > n:1( ) p p(l _ p)

In particular,
202 )

3.4 P| max |B?+| >C ) <2exp| —7——].
(34) (SE[O,T]‘ S/T‘ - > - p< p(1—p)

Proof. Let B! be a Brownian bridge with diffusion parameter 1 on [0,1]. Then Bf has the same
distribution as o B}. Hence

P ( max B;)'/T > C> ) (max Btl > C/U) _ 6—2(0/0')2 _ 6_202/p(1_p)'
te(0,1]

The second equality follows from [16, Proposition 12.3.3]. This proves the first equality in ({3.3).
Similarly, using |16, Proposition 12.3.4] we find

o _ 1 _ - _1\n—1_-2n2C?/0?
? (a9 2 €) = (g 112 ) =2 Lot
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proving the second inequality in (3.3]).
Lastly to prove ({3.4)), observe that since Bf has mean 0, By and — By have the same distribution.
It follows from the first equality above that

P B, >C) <P B%,.>C)|+P _BY>C) =
(ﬁ&%‘ ol 2 )— (Jé%&’%] /T = >+ (;g}ga( ) 2 )

2P < max B > C) — 9—2C%/p(1-p)
s€[0,T7]

O

We state one more lemma about Brownian bridges, which allows us to decompose a bridge on
[0,1] into two independent bridges with Gaussian affine shifts meeting at a point in (0, 1).

Lemma 3.7. Fizp € (0,1), T >0, t € (0,T). Let & be a Gaussian random variable with mean 0

and variance
t t
E]=0?=(1-=].
1=z (1- 1)

Let B, B? be two independent Brownian bridges on [0,1] with diffusion parameters o+/t/T and
o/ (T —t)/T respectively, also independent from B?. Define the process

§£+Bl(§>, s<t,

BS/T: T—s€+B2(S—t) > ¢
S

T—t T—t)’ =7

for s €[0,T]. Then B is a Brownian bridge with diffusion parameter o.

Proof. Tt is clear that the process B is a.s. continuous. Since B is built from three independent
zero-centered Gaussian processes, it is itself a zero-centered Gaussian process and thus completely
characterized by its covariance. Consequently, to show that B is a Brownian bridge with diffusion
parameter o, it suffices to show by that if 0 <r < s < T we have

- r S
(3.5) E[B,/rByr] = o~ (1 — f).
First assume s < ¢t Using the fact that ¢ and B! are independent with mean 0, we find

~ ~ s t t t r S
BB, rBuyr = 5 o (1= 5) Tt g (1-7) =

21<f_£ 1_§>: 21<1_i>
TG )T T)
If r > t, we compute
- (T—r)(T—s) ot t I —t r—t s—t
E|B, 7B = 7. —(1——) . (1— ):
[Brjr Byl T-02 7\ 7)) T T

02 — S —-T 02 — S T — T S
T((Qj:—t)) (t(TT )+r_t> - Tég—t))' (TT . _UQf(l_T)‘

If r <t < s, then since &, B!, and B? are all independent, we have

t T—t T2 T2 T\ 1)
This proves (3.5 in all cases. O

- - r T —s t(T —t r(T —s r S
E[BT/TBS/T] = -o? ( ) o’ ( ) :0'2*<1_ )
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Below we list four lemmas about Bernoulli bridges. We provide a brief informal explanation of
what each result says after it is stated. All four lemmas are proved in a similar fashion. For the first
two lemmas one observes that the event whose probability is being estimated is monotone in £. This
allows us by Lemmas [3.1] and [3:2] to replace z, y in the statements of the lemmas with the extreme
values of the ranges specified in each. Once the choice of x and y is fixed one can use our strong
coupling results, Theorem and Corollary [3.5] to reduce each of the lemmas to an analogous one
involving a Brownian bridge with some prescribed diffusion parameter. The latter statements are
then easily confirmed as one has exact formulas for Brownian bridges, such as Lemma [3.6]

Lemma 3.8. Fizp € (0,1), T € N and z,y € Z such that T > y — x > 0, and suppose that ¢ has
distribution P%Zf’y. Let My, My € R be given. Then we can find Wy = Wy(p, My — M) € N such
that for T > Wy, > MyTY?, y > pT + MyT'/? and s € [0,T] we have
1
CMTV? 4 % - (T + MoT/?) — T1/4> > =

T _
(3) Pt () 2 T2 L

Remark 3.9. If My, M = 0 then Lemma [3.§| states that if a Bernoulli bridge ¢ is started from
(0, ) and terminates at (7', y), which are above the straight line of slope p, then at any given time

s € [0,T] the probability that ¢(s) goes a modest distance below the straight line of slope p is upper
bounded by 2/3.

Proof. Define A = | M T'?| and B = |pT + MyT"/?]. Then since A < z and B < y, it follows
from Lemma that there is a probability space with measure Py supporting random variables L
and Lo, whose laws under Py are IP’%ZT’A’B and P%eTT’x’y respectively, and Pg-a.s. L1 < Lo. Thus

T—s5s s
]P%Zr,z,y (E(s) > 0 'M1T1/2 + = (pT—I— M2T1/2) _ T1/4> _

T—s

Py <L2(S) > 'M1T1/2 + % . (pT+M2T1/2) o T1/4> >

T —
Py (Ll(s) > TS . M1T1/2 + % . (pT+ Mng/Q) . T1/4> _

T—s s
Pyl AP <€(s) > MTY? 4 - (T + MaTY?) — T1/4) :

Since the uniform distribution on upright paths on [0,7] x [A, B] is the same as that on upright
paths on [0, 7] x [0, B — A] shifted vertically by A, the last line of (3.7) is equal to

_ T—5s s
pYr0-5-4 <£(s) +AZ e M TV o (pT 4 MRTY?) — T1/4> :

Now we employ the coupling provided by Theorem . We have another probability space (2, F,P)
supporting a random variable ¢(T:B-4)
B coupled with ¢(T"B=4) We have

whose law under P is IP’%ZT’O’B_A as well as a Brownian bridge

_ T—s S
pY;0.5-4 <€(3) tAZ MTY? + T (pT + MoTV?) — T1/4> =

P <€(T’B_A)(s) +A> ? M TY? 4 % - (pT + MyTV?) — T1/4> -
(3.8)

IP< [ﬂT’B*A)(s) ~VTB - % (B - A)} +VTBp >

s T—s
—A——.(B-A
LB+

M TV? % - (pT + MpT/?) — T1/4).
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From the definitions of A and B, we can rewrite the quantity in the last line of (3.8]) and bound by

T —
s (M1T1/2 — A) —|—%-(pT+M2T1/2 ~B) _lA <
T;S+%—T1/4:—T1/4+1.

Thus the last line of (3.7)) is bounded below by
A) o

P ([(T =N (s) - VT B - - = (B A)| + VTBY > -T 4 1) >

P(VIBYp >0 and A(T,B-A)<TV'-1)>
IP( /T>0) IP(A(T,B—A) 2T1/4—1) -
1
= —IP(A(T,B—A) S 1) :
For the first inequality, we used the fact that the quantity in brackets is bounded in absolute value
by A(T,B — A). The second inequality follows by dividing the event {B;’/T > 0} into cases and
applying subadditivity. Since |B — A — pT| < (|Ma — M|+ 1)V/T, Corollary [3.5 allows us to choose

Wy large enough depending on p and My — M so that if T > W, then the last line of (3.9) is
bounded above by 1/2 —1/6 = 1/3. In combination with (3.7]) this proves (3.6]). O

Lemma 3.10. Fiz p € (0,1), T € N and y,z € Z such that T > y,z > 0, and suppose that
Ly, L, have distributions P%Zro’y P%eTTOZ respectively. Let M > 0 and € > 0 be given. Then we can
find Wy = Wi(M,p,e) € N and A = A(M,p,e) > 0 such that for T > Wy, y > pT' — MT"/?,

z §pT+MT1/2 we have

(3.10)

P%Z;:O,z ( sup [(.(s) —ps] > AT1/2> <e.
s€[0,T

Remark 3.11. Roughly, Lemma states that if a Bernoulli bridge ¢ is started from (0,0) and
terminates at time 7 not significantly lower (resp. higher) than the straight line of slope p, then
the event that ¢ goes significantly below (resp. above) the straight line of slope p is very unlikely.

Proof. The two inequalities are proven in essentially the same way. We begin with the first inequality.
If B=|pT — MT"?] then it follows from Lemma that

(3.11) ]P’%’Z:O’y < inf [£,(s) —ps| < —AT1/2> < ]P’%Z;O’B ( i%%fT] [£(s) — ps] < —AT1/2> ,
se|0,

where ¢ has law IP)%ZT’O’B. By Theorem , there is a probability space (£, F,P) supporting a
random variable £(T"B) whose law under P is also IP’%Z:‘;LO’B, and a Brownian bridge B? with diffusion

parameter o = /p(1 — p). Therefore

PULOB ([ inf [0(s) —ps] < —ATY2) =P ( inf [(TB)(s) — ps| < —ATY?) <
Ber sel[rtl),T] [ (S) pS] — sel[%,T] [ (S) ps] — -

(3.12) ( inf VTBY, g—;AT1/2)+IP>< sup_ [VTBY 4+ ps — (7P)(5)] > ;ATW)

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]

P ( max B? o7 2 > A/2> +P (A(T’ B) > 5AT1/2 _MTY? _ 1) _
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For the first term in the last line, we used the fact that B and —B¢ have the same distribution.
For the second term, we used the fact that

pT — MTY/?

- s’+1:MT1/2+1.

S
sup ’ps— = -B’ < sup ’ps—
s€[0,7] T s€[0,7]

By Lemma the first term in the last line of ( is equal to e=A%/20(1=P) | If we choose A >

V2p(1 — log (2/€), then this is < €/2. If we also take A > 2M, then since |B —pT| < (M +1)VT,

Corollary - gives us a Wi large enough depending on M, p, € so that the second term in the last

line of is also < €/2 for T > Wj. Adding the two terms and using gives the first
inequality in .

If we replace B with [pT + MT'/?] and change signs and inequalities where appropriate, then

the same argument proves the second inequality in . (|

We need the following definition for our next result. For a function f € C([a,b]) we define its
modulus of continuity for 6 > 0 by

(3.13) w(f,0) = sup |[f(x)— f(y)l
z,y€la,b]
|[z—y|<o

Lemma 3.12. Fix p € (0,1), T € N and y € Z such that T > y > 0, and suppose that ¢
has distribution IP’%Z;:O’y. For each positive M, € and n, there exist a §(e,n, M) > 0 and Wy =
Wa(M,p,e,n) €N such that for T > Wo and |y — pT| < MT'Y? we have

(3.14) Po0 (w(r'0) 2 ¢) <,
where f*(u) = T~Y2(¢(uT) — puT) for u € [0,1].

Remark 3.13. Lemma states that if ¢ is a Bernoulli bridge that is started from (0,0) and
terminates at (7,y) with y close to pT (i.e. with well-behaved endpoints) then the modulus of
continuity of £ is also well-behaved with high probability.

Proof. By Theorem we have a probability measure P supporting a random variable £(T*%) with
law P%go’y as well as a Brownian bridge B? with diffusion parameter o = 1/p(1 — p). We have

(3.15) Poo (w(r',0) 2 €) = P(w(r"™,8) 2 ¢),

and

w(fe(T’y) , 5) =T 12 sup ‘E(T’y)(sT) — psT — (1) (tT) + ptT‘ <
s,t€[0,1], |s—t|<é

T-1/2 sup (‘\/TB;'%—sy—psT—\/TBf—ty—FptT‘—i-
s,t€[0,1], |s—t|<é

(3.16) o (Ta)( o (T,y)

‘\FB + sy — Y ST‘ ‘\FB +ty—4 y(tT)‘

sup ‘Bg — B + T7Y2(y — pT)(s — t)) + 2T V2A(T,y) <
s,t€[0,1], |s—t|<é

w(B7,8) + M§ + 2T~ V2A(T, y).
The last line follows from the assumption that |y — pT'| < MT2. Now (3.15) and (3.16) imply
P70 (w(f’f,é) > e) <P (w(B",é) + M5+ 2T V2A(T,y) > e) <

(3.17)
P (w(B%,8) + Mo = ¢/2) + P (A(T,y) = eT/?/4) .
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Corollary [B.5] gives us a Wy large enough depending on M, p,€,n so that the second term in the
second line of is < n/2 for T > W,. Since B? is a.s. uniformly continuous on the compact
interval [0,1], w(B?,6) — 0 as 6 — 0. Thus we can find dy > 0 small enough depending on €,
so that w(B7,dp) < €/4 with probability at least 1 — /2. Then with § = min(dg, €/4M), the first
term in the second line of is <n/2 as well. This implies (3.14)). O

Lemma 3.14. Fizx T € N, p € (0,1), C,K > 0, and a,b € Z such that Q(0,T,a,b) is nonempty.
Let lyor € Q0,T,a,b) or lyyy = —00. Suppose &,y € Wy_1, k > 2, are such that T > y; —x; >0
for1<i<k-—1. Write 2 =4 — Z, and suppose that

(1) xp_1 + (z4—1/T)s — loor(s) > CVT for all s € [0,T)

(2) x; — xip1 > OVT and y; — yiy1 > CVT for 1 <i<k—2,

(8) |zi — pT| < KT for 1 <i<k—1, for a constant K > 0.
Let £ = (Li,...,Lg_1) be a line ensemble with law P T’I’y, and let E denote the event

E={Li(s) > > Lg_1(s) > lpot(s) for s € [0,T]} .

Then we can find Wy = Ws(p,C, K) so that for T > W3,

k—1
2 2  — 22
0,T.%, —1_—n2C?/8p(1—
(318) IP>Be'rxy(E) = (2 B 2:1(_1)” e o p)> ‘
n—=

Moreover if C > \/8p(1 — p)log3, then for T > W3 we have
k—1
(319) POBZT%?J(E) > (1 _ 36—02/813(1—17))

Remark 3.15. This lemma states that if £ independent Bernoulli bridges are well-separated from
each other and /p,, then there is a positive probability that the curves will cross neither each other
nor fpo;. We will use this result to compare curves in an avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble with free
Bernoulli bridges.

Proof. Observe that condition (1) simply states that £4, lies a distance of at least C'v/T uniformly
below the line segment connecting xp_1 and yx_1. Thus (1) and (2) imply that E occurs if each
curve L; remains within a distance of Cv/T /2 from the line segment connecting x; and y;. As in
Theorem , let P; be probability measures supporting £(7*%) with laws P%ETT’O’Z? Then

P%gm’y(E) P%gx’y ( sup |Li(s) —x; — (zz/T)s‘ < C’ﬁ/Q, 1<i<k-— 1> =
s€[0,7

k—1
(3.20) P%go o ( sup |Li(s) — (2:/T)s| < C\/T/2)

i1 s€[0,7

k—1

H [ P; ( sup ‘KTZZ (s) = (2/T)s| > C’ﬁ/Q)

_ s€[0,7T
In the second line, we used the fact that Lq,...,Lir_1 are independent from each other under
IP%ZTO “. Let B°' be the Brownian bridge with diffusion parameter ¢ = 1/p(1 — p) coupled with

¢(T:#) given by Theorem . Then we have

P; ( sup |€(Tzl (s) = (z:/T)s| > C'\/T/2> <

s€l0,T
(3.21) =01

P; ( sup |VTB| > C\FT/4> + P (A(T, %) > c\/T/4) .

s€[0,T7]
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By Lemma the first term in the second line of (3.21)) is equal to 2 fo:l(—1)”*16*”202/819(1*1’).
Moreover, condition (3) in the hypothesis and Corollary allow us to find W3 depending on p, C', K

but not on i so that the last probability in (3.21)) is bounded above by $—>">° | (=1)n—1e—n*C*/8p(1-p)
(note that this quantity is positive by (3.3])) for 7' > W3. Adding these two terms and referring to

(13.20) proves (3.18)).
Now suppose C' > /8p(1 — p)log3. By (3.4) in Lemma , the first term in the second line of

(3.21)) is bounded above by 2e~C?/8p(1-p) " After possibly enlarging W3 from above, the second term
is < e=C*/8(1=P) for T > W3. The assumption on C' implies that 1 — 3e~C*/8p(1-p) > 0, and now

combining (3.21)) and (3.20) proves (3.19). O

3.3. Properties of avoiding Bernoulli line ensembles. In this section we derive two results
about avoiding Bernoulli line ensembles, which are Bernoulli line ensembles with law PaTg;:gjl’%g;f ég as
in Definition The lemmas we prove only involve the case when f(r) = oo for all r c [[T(;, Ti]
and we denote the measure in this case by PGTE;%%’Z’??Q A Pangéggf;’g -distributed random variable
will be denoted by Q = (Q1,...,Qk) where k is the number of up-right paths in the ensemble. As
usual, if g = —o0, we write Pzgoggg g- Our first result will rely on the two monotonicity Lemmas
and as well as the strong coupling between Bernoulli bridges and Brownian bridges from

Theorem [3.3] and the further results make use of the material in Section

Lemma 3.16. Fizp € (0,1), k € N. Let Z,y € Wy, be such that T > y; —x; >0 fori=1,... k.
Then for any M,M; > 0 we can find Wy € N depending on p,k, M, My such that if T > Wy,
zp > —MVT, and y, > pT — MVT, then for any S C [0,T] we have

k/2 _4 1— 2k Qk(M-‘r-M +6)2
2k/2(1 — 2¢=4/P(1=P)) e (_W)
[7p(1 — p)]*/2

Proof. A sketch of the proof is given in Figure [5| and its caption. Define vectors Z, i € 20 by

2} = |~MVT| = 10(i — )[VT], 4} = [pT - MivT| - 10(i — )[VT].

(3.22) PO« (Qu(T/2) = pT/2 > MVT) >

Then o} <z, < z; and y, <y <y, for 1 <i <k — 1. Thus by Lemma we have
0’T7""> 0?T7‘>/?"/
P it erss (Qu(T/2) = pT/2 2 MVT) = U0 T (QuT/2) = pT/2 = MVT).

Let us write K; = pT/2 4+ M~/T + (10(k — i) — 5)[V/T] for 1 < i < k. Note K is the midpoint of
pT/2 4+ MVT +10(k —i — 1)[VT] and pT/2 + MVT + 10(k — i)[VT]. Let E denote the event
that the following conditions hold for 1 < i < k:

(1) |Qi(T/2) — Ki| < 2[VT],

;K- x;
(2) SUPse(0,1/2] ‘Qi(s) B T/2 3’ < 3\/i
Y- K

(3) suberrair |Qis) - K (s = 7/2)| < 3VT.

T/2

The first condition implies in particular that Q(T/2) — pT/2 > M+/T, and also that Q;(T/2) —
Qi11(T/2) > 6T for each i. The second and third conditions require that each curve @Q; remain

within a distance of 3v/T of the graph of the piecewise linear function on [0, T'] passing through the
points (0,2)), (T/2, K;), and (T,y;). We observe that

07T?"/7%/ 07T7ﬂl7“/ O7T7ﬂ/7ﬂ/
]P)avoizd,ger;S (Qk(T/Q) - pT/2 > Mﬁ) > Pavoiaél,Byer;S(E) > PBerw Y (E)
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o

T T
2

FIGURE 5. Sketch of the argument for Lemma We use Lemma to lower
the entry and exit data &, i/ of the curves to Z’ and 3’/. We define E to be the event
that that the lines in the line ensemble lie in well-separated strips with all the strips
high enough so that E is contained in the event we want to lower bound in .
We then use strong coupling with Brownian bridges via Theorem [3:3] and bound the
probability of the bridges remaining within the blue windows to lower bound P(E).

The second inequality follows since on E we have (
used that [Q(To, T1, 7', §')| > |Qavoia(To, T1, 2

) > - > Qp(s) for all s € [0,T] (here we
L4, 00, —00; S)| ). Writing z =y, — x}, we have

PUTET (1) = [P%’;COZ(V(T@—pT/z—Mﬁ—Mm+x’1 <2[VT] and

K —

sup |{(s <3vT and
(3.23) op = ~T7
y/ _ Kl k
sup E(s)—(Kl—m'l)—l(s—T/Q)'g?)vTﬂ .
se[T/2,T] 1/2

Let P be a probability space supporting a random variable £(7*) with law P%T:0% coupled with
a Brownian bridge B? with diffusion parameter o, as in Theorem Then the expression on the
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right in (3.23) being raised to the k-th power is bounded below for large enough T' by

P%ZTOZ(V(T/Q) ~pT/2 = (M + My +5)VT| <2VT - 10 and

M+ My +5
sup |{(s —ps—slﬁi&ﬁ—l and
$€(0,7/2] ) VT2
M+ M
sup f(s)—ps—(M—I—M1+5)\/T++1+5(3—T/2)‘§3\/T—1> >
se[T/2,T) VT/2
(3.24)
()WBI/Q (M + M, +5)\/ﬂ < VT and
sup \/TB;’/T — (M 4 My +5)VT - ’ < 2VT and
5€[0,7/2] T/2
T —
sup |VT BY)p — (M+M1+5)\/T-S‘SZ\/T)—IP’(A(T,z)>ﬁ/2>.
s€[T/2,T] T/2
Note that BY , is a centered Gaussian random variable with variance p(1—p)/4=0%(1/2)(1-1/2).

Writing § = BY /29 it follows from Lemma that there exist independent Brownian bridges B!, B?
with diffusion parameters o/v/2 so that BJ has the same law as 7756 + By, /T for s € [0,7/2] and
T/2§ + B _T)T for s € [T'/2,T]. The first term in the last expression in is thus equal to

P(!f— (M +M;+5)] <1 and sup <2 and

s€[0,7/2]

S
Bl — (M+M+5-¢) /2‘

sup
s€[T/2,T]

T—s
2
B(QS—T)/T_(M+M1+5_£)'T7/2 SQ) >

(3.25) }P’(|§ (M + M +5)| <1 and sup |By,p| <1 and  sup |Bly, 17| < 1>
5€[0,7/2] s€[T/2,T]

P — 0+t 5] <1)-B( sup (Bl <1)-B( s |Bh el <1) >
s€[0,7/2] s€[0,7/2]
M+Mi+6 ,—2¢2/p(1— —2(M+M;+6)? /p(1—
(1_26_4/p<1-p)>2/ OO dE | 2y/2e MO0
M4+Mi+4 +/7p(1—p)/2 V(1 —p)
In the fourth line, we used the fact that &, B!, and B? are independent, and in the second to last

line we used Lemma Since |z — pT| < (M; + 1)V/T, Lemma allows us to choose T' large
enough so that P(A(T,z) > v/T/2) is less than 1/2 the expression in the last line of (3.25). Then

in view of (3.23)) and (3.24)), we conclude (3.22)).

(1- 26—4/:0(1—19))2_

O

We now state an important weak convergence result, whose proof is presented in Section [8| (more
specifically see Proposition |8.3)).

Proposition 3.17. Fiz p,t € (0,1), k € N, &',I;G Wi, where we recall

Wk:{feRk:xlszZ---Zayk}.
Suppose T = (a1 ,...,2}) and g7 = (yI,...,y}) are two sequences in Wy, such that for i € [1,k]

27 T
L —pT
lim - =a; and lim L

T—o00 \/> T—o0 \/T

= b.
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=T =T
Let (QT,...,QF) have law Pg;}TO’iZ,g’éw and define the sequence {Z*} of random k-dimensional vectors

4T <QT(tT) —ptT  QF(T) - ptT>
— \/T sy \/T .

Then as T — oo, ZT converges weakly to a random vector Z on R¥ with a probability density P
supported on Wy

The convergence result in Proposition [3.17] allows us to prove the following lemma, which roughly
states that if the entrance and exit data of a sequence of avoiding Bernoulli line ensembles remain in
compact windows, then with high probability the curves of the ensemble will remain separated from
one another at each point by some small positive distance on scale v/T'. This is how Proposition
will be used in the main argument in the text, although in Section [§] we give a detailed description
of the density p in Proposition [3.17]

Lemma 3.18. Fiz p,t € (0,1) and k € N. Suppose that 7 = (2T,...,21), 7 = (yT,...,yL) are
elements of Wy such that T > le — xZT >0 fori € [1,k]. Then for any My, Ms > 0 and € > 0
there exists Ws € N and § > 0 depending on p,k, My, My such that if T > Wi, |2T| < MivV/T and
|yl — pT| < Ma/T, then

avoid,Ber 1<i<k—1

]P)O’T’fT’gT < min [Ql(tT) — QiJrl(tT)] < 5\/T) < €.

Proof. We prove the claim by contradiction. Suppose there exist My, Ms,e > 0 such that for any
W5 € N and 6 > 0 there exists some T' > W5 with

po-LE " < min  [Qi(tT) — Qi1 (tT)] < NT) > e

avoid,Ber 1<i<k—1

Then we can obtain sequences T),, §,, > 0, T, / 00, §, \( 0, such that for all n we have

07T7"Tn,*Tn . Q(tT ) - Q+1(tT )
]P)avoiafi,Bez (1;%11?—1 |: — \/ﬁl < on | > e

Since |acZT”| < Miv/T, and |y;" — pT,| < Moy/T, for 1 < i < k, the sequences {21 )Ty},

{(g™ — pT},)//T,,} are bounded in R¥. It follows that there exist #,7 € R" and a subsequence

{T,,,} such that

7 Tom

T,

as m — oo (see |30, Theorem 3.6]). Denote

?anm —pTh,,

/T, Y

i /7Tnm

Fix § > 0 and choose M large enough so that if m > M then 4, < §. Then for m > M we have

— T,

(3.26) €< limianP’< min [Z" — Z]}] < 5nm> < limian( min [Z" — Z]},] < 5).

m—00 1<i<k—1 m—00 1<i<k—1

Now by Lemma (Z1", ..., Z}") converges weakly to a random vector Z on R¥ with a density p.
It follows from the portmanteau theorem |17, Theorem 3.2.11] applied with the closed set K = |0, ¢]

. i i m.__ gm < ; 7. _ 7. )
(3.27) hﬂr?j;lopp (1;%1?_1 [z —Z7%,] € K> <P (1;%1?_1 [Z; — Ziy1] € K)
Combining (3.26]) and ([3.27)), we obtain

k—1

(3.28) e<P (0 < lgglgig_l [Z; — Ziy1] < 5> < ZIP (0 < Zi—Ziy1 < 5) )
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To conclude the proof, we find a ¢ for which (3.28) cannot hold. For 77 > 0 put
E?:{ZeRk:ngi—zngﬁ}.

For each i € [1,k — 1] and n > 0, we have
(3.29) P(OSZi—Zi+1 S?]) _/ p'lEndzl---de.
RF ’

Clearly p-1zn — p- 1go pointwise as  — 0, and EY = {# € R¥ : z; = 2,1} has Lebesgue measure
0. Thus p-1z57 — O a.e. asn — 0. Since |p-1g1| < p and p is integrable, the dominated convergence
theorem and (3.29)) imply that

P(OSZZ‘—ZAi_FlST]) —0

as 7 — 0. Thus for each i € [1,k — 1] and € > 0 we can find an 7; > 0 such that 0 < n < »; implies
P(0 < Z; — Ziy1 <n) < ¢€/(k—1). Putting 6 = min;<;<;—1 7; we find that

k-1
S P(0<Zi- 2 <4) <«
=1

contradicting (3.28]) for this choice of 4.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.26!

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem Throughout this section, we assume that we
have fixed k € N with £ > 2, p € (0,1), a, A > 0, and

(N =@, Ly, ... LYY,

an («, p, \)-good sequence of [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles as in Definition all defined
on a probability space with measure P. The proof of Theorem depends on three results —
Proposition and Lemmas and In these three statements we establish various properties
of the sequence of line ensembles £V. The constants in these statements depend implicitly on a, p,
A, k, and the functions ¢1, ¢2, % from Definition which are fixed throughout. We will not list
these dependencies explicitly. The proof of Proposition is given in Section while the proofs
of Lemmas and are in Section 5| Theorem [2.26] (i) and (ii) are proved in Sections and

[4:3] respectively.

4.1. Preliminary results. The main result in this section is presented as Proposition below.
In order to formulate it and some of the lemmas below, it will be convenient to adopt the following
notation for any r > 0 and m € N:

(4.1) tm = |(r+m)N®].
Proposition 4.1. Let P be the measure from the beginning of this section. For any e > 0, r > 0
there exist § = 0(e,r) > 0 and N; = Ni(e,r) such that for all N > N1 we have

P(Z( —t1,t1, T, ?j,OO,LkN[[*tl,tl]]) < 5) < €,

where T = (LY (—t1),..., LY [(=t1)), ¥ = (LY (t1),..., LY [ (t1)), LY [—t1,t1] is the restriction of
L]kv to the set [—t1,t1], and Z is the acceptance probability of Definition .
The general strategy we use to prove Proposition is inspired by the proof of [9, Proposition

6.5]. We begin by stating three key lemmas that will be required. The proofs of Lemmas and
are postponed to Section [f and Lemma [4.4] is proved in Section [6]
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Lemma 4.2. Let P be the measure from the beginning of this section. For any e > 0, r > 0 there
exist Ry = Ry(e,r) > 0 and Ny = Na(e,r) such that for N > Ny

P ( sup [L{V(s) —ps] > RlNa/2> < e.

se [—t3,t3]

Lemma 4.3. Let P be the measure from the beginning of this section. For any e > 0, r > 0 there
exist Ry = Ra(e, ) > 0 and N3 = N3(e,r) such that for N > N3
P ( inf [L{ (s) —ps] < —RQND‘/2> <e.
SG[*tg,tg]

Lemma 4.4. Fiz k € N, k > 2, p € (0,1), r,a, M1, My > 0 . Suppose that lyoy : [—ts,t3] —
RU{—o0}, and &,y € Wi._1 are such that |Qupoia(—ts, ts3, &, Y, 00, lyor)| > 1. Suppose further that

(1) Supse[ftg,tg] [Ebot(s) _ps] < M2(2t3)1/2:

(2) —pts + My(2t3)'/% > 21 > 21 > max (Gor(—t3), —pts — M1 (2t3)1/?),

(3) pts + Mi(2t3)Y2 > y1 > yp_1 > max (o (t3), pts — Mi(2t3)1/?).
Then there exist constants h > 0 and Ny € N, depending on My, Mo, p, k,r, o, such that for any
€ >0 and N > N4y we have

(42) P7t3;t37fyg70075b0t <Z( —_ tla If]_7 Q(_tl)a Q(tl), OO, [bot[[—t]_, t]_ﬂ) S BE) S g,

avoid,Ber

where Z is the acceptance probability of Deﬁm’tz’on lpot[—t1,t1] is the vector, whose coordinates
match those of byt on [—t1,t1] and Q(a) = (Q1(a),...,Qr_1(a)) is the value of the line ensemble

- —ta.ts,7,§,00,0 -
Q=(Q1,...,Qr_1) whose law is P_'3"32:¥:°9%t qt location a.
’ ’ avoid,Ber

Proof of Proposition[{.1l Let ¢ > 0 be given. Define the event
En= {Lév—l(its) Fpts > —M1(2t3)1/2} N {L{V(its) Fpts < M1(2753)1/2} :

{ sup  [LY (s) — ps] §M2(2t3)1/2}.

SE[—tg,tg}

In view of Lemmas [4.2| and [4.3{ and the fact that P-almost surely LY (s) > LY (s) for all s € [~t3,t3]
we can find sufficiently large M;, My and No such that for N > Ns we have

(4.3) P(E%) < €/2.

Let B, N4 be as in Lemmafor the values M, Mj as above, the values «, p, k from the beginning
of the section and r as in the statement of the proposition. For § = (¢/2) - h we denote

V= {Z( — tl,tl,f, g,OO,L]kV[[—tl,tl]]) < 5}

and make the following deduction for N > Ny
P(VNEy) = E[E [1EN : 1V‘U(£N(*t3)»£N(t3)a L]kv[[t3,t3]])H =

(4.4) E[lEN -E[l{Z( —t1,t1, 7, §, 00, Ly [~t1,t1]) < 5}’a(£N(—t3),£N(t3),L,QV[[—tg,tg]])H =
E [1gy - Eavoid [L{Z( = t1,t1, £(—t1), £(t1), 00, Ly [t1,t1]) < 6}]] <E[1g, - €/2] < €/2.

. . —t3,t3,8N (—t3),L2N (t3),00,LN [—t3,t: . .
In 1} we have written E,,0;q in place of Eavjinger( 3),£7(ts) k [tastal to ease the notation; in

addition, we have that £V (a) = (LY (a),..., LY |(a)) and £ on the last line is distributed according
— N(_ N Nf_
to P ta,t3, L7 (~ta),£7 (ta) 00, Ly | t3’t3]]. We elaborate on 1) in the paragraph below.

avoid,Ber
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The first equality in (4.4) follows from the tower property for conditional expectations. The
second equality uses the definition of V' and the fact that 1z, is J(SN(—tg), N (ts), LY [t3, tg]])—
measurable and can thus be taken outside of the conditional expectation. The third equality uses
the Schur Gibbs property, see Definition [2.17] The first inequality on the third line holds if N > Ny
and uses Lemma with € = €/2 as well as the fact that on the event En the random variables
£N(—t3), &N (t3) and LY [—t3,t3] (that play the roles of 7,7 and ;) satisfy the inequalities

(1) SUDse(—gy1q) [Li (5) — ps| < Ma(2t3)'/2,
(2) —ptz + Mi(2t3)'/2 > LY (—t3) > LY | (—t3) > max (L} (—t3), —pts — M1 (2t3)'/?)
(3) pts + My (2t3)'/2 > L¥ (t3) > Ly (t3) > max (Ly) (t3), pts — Mi(2t3)1/?) .
The last inequality in (4.4]) is trivial.
Combining (4.4]) with (4.3]), we see that for all N > max(Ny, N4) we have
P(V)=P(VNEN)+P(VNES) <¢/24+P(EY) <k,

which proves the proposition. ]

4.2. Proof of Theorem (i). Since f‘T]LV are obtained from f by subtracting a deterministic
continuous function (namely As?) and rescaling by a constant (namely /p(1 — p)) we see that Py
is tight if and only if Py is tight and so it suffices to show that Py is tight. By Lemma [2.4] it
suffices to verify the following two conditions for all 7 € [1,k — 1], » > 0, and € > 0:

(4.5) lim limsup P(|fY(0)] > a) =0
A= N0
(4.6) lim lim sup P sup 1N (z) = N >e]| =0.
-0 Nooo zy€[—rr]|lz—y|<6

For the sake of clarity, we will prove these conditions in several steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove (4.5). Let € > 0 be given. Then by Lemmas and we can find
Ny, N3 and Ry, Ry such that for N > max(Ny, Na)

P ( sup [LY(s) — ps] > RlN“/2> < €/2,

se& [*tg 7t3]

IP’( inf [LY | (s) — ps] < —RgNa/Q) < €/2.

SE[—t3,t3]

In particular, if we set R = max(R, R2) and utilize the fact that LY (0) > --- > LY (0) we
conclude that for any ¢ € [1,k — 1] we have

P(|LY(0)| > RN*/?) < P(LY(0) > RiN®/?) + P(LE_1(0) < —RyNY/?) < ¢,
which implies .

Step 2. In this step we prove (4.6). In the sequel we fix r,e > 0 and i € [1,k — 1]. To prove (4.6)
it suffices to show that for any n > 0, there exists a § > 0 and Ny such that N > Ny implies

(4.7) P ( sup N () = N (y) > 6) <.

x,yG[—r,r],lm—y|§5
For § > 0 we define the event

3N*/2¢
(4.8) AN — { sup |ILY (z) — LY (y) — p(z — y)| = y } ,
z,y€[—t1,t1],|Jz—y|<EN
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where we recall that ¢; = |(r +1)N®] from (4.1). We claim that there exist o > 0 and Ny € N
such that for § € (0, dp] and N > Ny we have

(4.9) P(AY) <.

We prove (4.9)) in the steps below. Here we assume its validity and conclude the proof of (4.7).

Observe that if § € (O,min (50, € (8)\7")*1)), where A is as in the statement of the theorem, we
have the following tower of inequalities

z,y€|—r,r],|z—y|<s

P ( swp (@) = £ W)l = e) =

IP’( sup ‘N_“/Q (LY (N®) = LY (yN®)) —p(ﬂc—y)N““JrA(mQ—yQ)‘ Ze> <
(410) z,y€[—rr],|z—y|<o

IP’( sup N_O‘/2|L£V(xNa)—L£V(yNO‘)—p(m—y)NO"—I—D\MZe) <

z,y€|—r,r],|z—y|<s

3N/2¢

IP’( sup LY (2N®) = LY (yN®) — p(x — y)N®| >
z,y€l—r,r],|z—y|<s

) <P(AY) <.

In the first equality follows from the definition of fiN , and the inequality on the second line
follows from the inequality |22 — y?| < 274, which holds for all z,y € [—r,r] such that |z —y| < 4.
The inequality in the third line of follows from our assumption that § < e - (8Ar)~! and the
first inequality on the last line follows from the definition of Aév in 1) and the fact that t; > rN%.
The last inequality follows from our assumption that § < §p and (4.9). From we get .

Step 3. In this step we prove (4.9) and fix > 0 in the sequel. For 61, M; > 0 and N € N we
define the events

(4.11) Ey = {KIJI}?;(_I‘L;-V(ih) Fpt1| < M1Na/2} By ={Z(—t1,t1,%,§,00, Ly [-t1,t1]) > 61},

where we used the same notation as in Proposition [4.1| (in particular & = (LY (~t1),..., LY | (—t1))
and § = (LY (t1),..., LY |(t1))). Combining Lemmas and Proposition (4.1l we know that we
can find §; > 0 sufficiently small, M; sufficiently large and N € N such that for N > N we know

(4.12) P(EfUES) <n/2.

We claim that we can find 8o > 0 and Ny > N such that for N > Ny and § € (0,00) we have
(4.13) P(AY N E1 N Ey) < n/2.

Since

P(AY) = P(AY N E; N Ey) + P(AY N (ES U ES)) < P(AY N E; N Ey) + P(ES UES),
we see that (4.12)) and (4.13) together imply (4.9).

Step 4. In this step we prove (4.13]). We define the o-algebra
F =0 (LY [t 1], LY (1), Ly (1), .., Ly (1)) -

Clearly Eq, Ey € F, so the indicator random variables 15, and 1p, are F-measurable. It follows
from the tower property of conditional expectation that

(4.14) PAYNENE) =E [1Aév 1p, 1E2} —E [1,;1 15,E [1Aév |]-'” .
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By the Schur-Gibbs property (see Definition [2.17]), we know that P-almost surely

—t1,t1,@,7,00,L3) [~t1,t1]
(4.15) E 1y | F| =B ma o 1y ]
W b th tth R d Nk d d : t' f]P)itlytlyfﬂ'jyoo7L]kv|17t1’t1]] th tt P—tl,tl,fz,g
€ 11OW OoDserve a € hhadon-iN1Kkodym daerivative o avoid,Ber W1 respect to Ber
is given by
—t1,t1,f,ﬁ,OO,LN [[—tl,tl]]
(4 16) avoid,Ber g (Ql’ T Qk*l) _ 1{@12"'2Qk—12@k}
dpgg,thx,y Z(—ty,t1, 7, g,w,L]kVﬂ—tl,t1H)7

where 9 = (Q1,...,Qk—1) is ng’tl’f’g—distributed and Q) = L{f[[—tl,tl]]. To see this, note that
by Definition we have for any set A C Hf;ll Q(—ty,t1,x;,y;) that

B TANQ > > Qi 2 Q)

7t17t17f7g7007L{€V Hitl 7t1ﬂ

P A) = — =
avoid,Ber ( ) ]P)szthx,y(Ql > > Qk—l > Qk:)
—t 7t 7ﬂ7H
IEBelr ney [114 ) l{le'”ZQk—lek}] _ 1{@12"'2@1@712@1@} dP—tl,tl,a‘:’,g’
Z(—ty,t1, &, 7, 00, LN [—t1,t Ja Z(—t1, 1, 2, 00, LY [—t1, Ber -
1,01,Z,Y, 00, k [[ 1, 1]]) A ( 1,01,Z,Y, 00, k [[ 1 1]])

It follows from (4.14)), (4.16)), and the definition of E3 in that

1B§V'1{Q12-"2Qk} ” <
Z(—t1,t1, 2,9, Ly [—t1, t1]) | ] —

P(AY NE1NEy) =E [1E1 1z, ]E;?rvthf,?j [
(4.17) X

< E 1 1 E_tlvtlvag Bé\’ < 1 E 1 IP)_thtl,.f,?j BN

> Ey LB Bpe, T < 5—1 E ‘Pger ( 5 ) 7

where 97 is as in (4.11)), and

3N/2¢
stv—{ sup Qi(2) = Qi(y) —p(z —y)| 2 — }
xaye[ftlvtl]vpz*y‘gaNa
Notice that under P;er’tl’f’g the law of Q); is precisely Pgilr’tl’x“y", and so we conclude that
_ 77 . 3N/2¢
t1,t1,2, 0,2t1,0,y; —x;
(4.18) P TY(BY) = P ( sup () = £ly) = p(z —y)| = — ) :
z,y€[0,2t1],|z—y| <IN«

where ¢ has law P%iil’o’yrxi (note that in 1' we implicitly translated the path ¢ to the right
by t; and up by —z;, which does not affect the probability in question). Since on the event F; we
know that |y; — z; — 2pt;| < 2M1 N we conclude from Lemma that we can find Ny and dg > 0
depending on Mj,r, « such that for N > Ny and ¢ € (0, dg) we have

o 3N/2¢ 1)
(119)  1p, 0w ( wp i)~ t) e — ) = 2 ) <7
z,y€[0,2t1],|z—y| <IN

Combining (4.17)), (4.18]) and (4.19) we conclude (4.13), and hence statement (i) of the theorem.

4.3. Proof of Theorem (ii). In this section we fix a subsequential limit £ = (f°,..., f°))
of the sequence Py as in the statement of Theorem and we prove that £ possesses the partial
Brownian Gibbs property. Our approach is similar to that in [13| Sections 5.1 and 5.2]. We first
give a definition of measures on scaled free and avoiding Bernoulli random walks. These measures
will appear when we apply the Schur Gibbs property to the scaled line ensembles { fiN }f;ll.



34 TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES

Definition 4.5. Let a,b € N~®Z with a < b and x,y € N~=%/2Z satisfy 0 < y — x < (b— a)NO‘/Q.
Let ¢(T*) denote a random variable with law IP’%Z:O’Z as before Definition w We define IP;’;’;:N to
be the law of the C([a, b])-valued random variable Y given by

z o N7/2 [ (O-N DN (f — g) ) — ptNe|
Y(t) = , te€la,b].
p(1=p)
Now for i € [1, k], let £(V:?):% denote i.i.d. random variables with laws IP’%’JE\;’O’Z. Let 7,5 € (N~*/2Z)F
satisfy 0 < y; — x; < (b — a)N®/? for i € [1,k]. We define the [1, k]-indexed line ensemble YV by

2y 4+ N—/2 [g((b—a)zva, (wi—z)N)i((+ — q)N@) — pt Na}

V() = , Qe [kt € [a,b].

p(1—p)
We let P‘}fgf’% denote the law of Y. Suppose Z, i € (N*O‘/QZ)’“ N W}, where
Wi ={Z=(x1,...,21) ER¥ 1 xy > 29 > - > 13}

Suppose further that f : [a,b] — (—o0, 0], g : [a,b] — [—00,00) are continuous functions. We

define the probability measure Pz;f’o’ffj\f 7 to be P?fcﬁi’% conditioned on the event

E={f(r)=(r)> =W (r) > g(r) for r € [a,b]}.
This measure is well-defined if F is nonempty.

Next, we state two lemmas whose proofs we give in Section [7.5] The first lemma proves weak
convergence of the scaled avoiding random walk measures in Definition [{.5] It states roughly that
if the boundary data of these measures converge, then the measures converge weakly to the law of
avoiding Brownian bridges with the boundary limiting data, as in Definition [2.7]

Lemma 4.6. Fix k € N and a,b € R with a < b, and let f : [a — 1,b+ 1] — (—00,00], ¢ :
[a—1,b+4 1] — [—00,00) be continuous functions such that f(t) > g(t) for all t € [a — 1,b+ 1].
Let Z,5 € W¢ be such that f(a) > x1, f(b) > 1, g(a) < xx, and g(b) < y. Let any = [aN*| N~
and by = [bN¥|N™%, and let fn : [a—1,b+ 1] — (—o0,00] and gy : [a — 1,0+ 1] — [—00,00)
be continuous functions such that fy — f and gy — g uniformly on [a — 1,b+ 1]. If f = oo the
last statement means that fny = oo for all large enough N and if g = —oo the latter means that
gy = —oo for all large enough N.

Lastly, let N, gN € (N=2Z)F 0 Wy, write #¥ = (xV — paxN2)/\/p(1 —p), GV = (yN —
pbyN2)/\/p(1 —p), and suppose that N — z; and §Y — y; as N — oo for each i € [1,k].
Then there exists Ng € N so that Pgﬁ(;fé\”]’\]fN’gN’fN’gN is well-defined for N > Ny. Moreover, if YV
have laws IP’Z%E’Q}?NJN’JCN’QN and ZN = yN|[[17k]]X[a’b], i.e. ZN is a sequence of random variables
on C([1, k] x [a,b]) obtained by projecting YN to [1,k] x [a,b], then the law of ZV converges weakly

b7
to PZ;O’féy’f’g as N — oo.

The next lemma shows that at any given point, the values of the kK — 1 curves in £* are each
distinct, so that Lemma [4.6) may be applied.

Lemma 4.7. Let L>® be as in the beginning of this section. Then for any s € R we have L(s) =
(fio(s), ..., f224(s)) €e We_y, P-a.s.
Using these two lemmas whose proofs are postponed, we now give the proof of Theorem m (ii).

Proof. (of Theorem [2.26] (ii)) For clarity we split the proof into three steps.
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Step 1. We write ¥ = [1,k — 1] and £V = (], ... ,f,ﬁv_l), where we recall that

fV(s) = N=(LY (sN*) = psN®)/v/p(1 — p).

(2

Since £ is a weak subsequential limit of £V we know there is a subsequence {Np}2>>_; such that
LNn — £ We will still call the subsequence £V to not overburden the notation. By the
Skorohod representation theorem |1, Theorem 6.7|, we can also assume that LY and £ are all
defined on the same probability space with measure P and the convergence is happening P-almost
surely. Here we are implicitly using Lemma from which we know that the random variables £V
and £ take value in a Polish space so that the Skorohod representation theorem is applicable.
Fix a set K = [k1,k2] C [1,k — 2] and a,b € R with a < b. We claim that for any bounded
Borel-measurable function F': C(K x [a,b]) — R we have
(4.20) E[F(L|x(a) | Feat(K x (a,))] = Egy 59 [F(Q)),
where # = (f2(a), ..., [5(a)), § = (FR2(0),.., fR2(0), [ = fio, (with f§° = 400), g = fR0,),
the o-algebra Fez (K X (a,b)) is as in Definition and Q has law ngboféy /9 We mention that by
Lemmawe have P-a.s. that f>°(x) > fi1(z) for all i € [1,k — 2] so that the right side of (4.20] -
is well-defined. We will prove in the steps below. Here we assume its validity and conclude
the proof of the theorem.

We first observe from (4.20) that for any bounded Borel-measurable Fi : C([1,k—2] x[a,b]) — R
and F» : C([a,b]) — R we have P-almost surely

(4.21)  Fo(fR21) - BIFUL™ | p—2putan) | Fear (1, k= 2] % (a,0)] = Fo(f21) - B i (R Q)]
Let H be the class of bounded Borel-measurable functions H : C([1,k— 1] x [a,b]) — R that satisfy

(4'22) E[H(ﬁoo‘ﬂl,kfl]]x[a,b]) ‘feﬂﬁt([[l? k — 2ﬂ X (CL, b))] ngoféy fg[ (th)]’

where on the right side (Q, ¢) is the line ensemble with k£ — 1 curves, whose top k — 2 curves agree
with Q and the k — 1-st one agrees with g. From (4.21)) H contains functions of the form

k-1
H(f1, ..., fim1) = [ [ 1{fi € B}

i=1
for any Borel sets Bi,...,Br_1 C C([a,b]). In addition, it is clear from that H is closed
under linear combinations (by linearity of conditional expectations) and under bounded monotone
limits (by the monotone convergence theorem for conditional expectations). Thus by the monotone
class theorem [17, Theorem 5.2.2], A contains all bounded Borel measurable functions H : C([1, k—
1] % [a,b]) — R.

In particular, setting H(f1,..., fr—1) = {fi(s) > -+ > fr—1(s) for all s € [a,b]} in we
conclude that L’°°|[[17k_1]]x[a7b] is non-intersecting P-a.s. for any a < b. Taking a = —m, b = m and
a countable intersection over m € Z we conclude that £%° is non-intersecting P-a.s. The latter and
together imply that £°° satisfies the partial Brownian Gibbs property of Definition m

Step 2. In this and the next step we prove (4.20). Fix m € N, ny,...,ny, € X, t1,...,t,m € R, and
hi,...,hm : R = R bounded continuous functions. Define S = {i € [1,m] : n; € K,t; € [a,b]}. In
this step we prove that

(4.23) E [ﬁ hi(fa2 (ki ] [H hs(f2(5)) - Bt [H hs(Qn, <ts>>” :

s¢S seS
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where @ denotes a random variable with law ngjf’f 9. By assumption, we have
m m B

(4.24) i B \ T <ti>>] —E [H m(fgf(m)] .
1= =1

We define the sequences ay = |[aN*|N~%, by = [bNOﬂN o N = (LN (an), . Lij\g(aN)), g =

(LkNl(bN),...,Lfg\;(bN)), fn = fﬁ_l (where f¥ = +o00), gy = fk2+1. Since ay — a, by — b, we
may choose Ny sufficiently large so that if N > No, then ts < ay or ts > by for all s ¢ S with
ns € K. Since the line ensemble (LYY,..., LY |) in the definition of £V satisfies the Schur Gibbs

property (see Definition [2.17)), we see from Definition H that the law of LN |Kx[a,p) conditioned

on the o-algebra F = o f,ﬁ\lf 1 f,g“, f,ﬁ\f(aN), f,ﬁ\f(b]\/), A fg(aN), fg(bz\/)) is (upto a reindexing
of the curves) precisely ]P’Zf)\’o’zb é\’ ]’V REARLES Therefore, writing Z"V for a random variable with this

law, we have

(4.25) E [H hi(f) (£:)
i=1

Now by Lemman we have P-a.s. that fﬁfﬁl(a) > fgf(a) > > f,?;(a) > fggﬂ(a) and also
fkl—l( ) > fkl( ) > > f,f;’(b) > fgjﬂ(b). In addition, we have by part (i) of Theorem that
P-almost surely fy — f = f,gfﬁl and gy — g = f,f;rl uniformly on [a — 1,b+ 1] D [an,by], and

(N — pany N2 /\/p(1 —p) — &, (yN — pbyN/2)/\/p(1 —p) — § for i € [1,k — 1]. Tt follows

from Lemma [1.6] that

r an,bn, GV N,
Hhs(frjz\i(ts Ea'g’ozé\r]\/ y fN I [Hh ns—k:l—l-l t ))]] .

s¢S sesS

M 7b 7_‘N7_)N7 9. b
(4.26) ]\}gnoo Eggoié\:]\g; g7 NN [H hs<Z,]1\£_k1+1(ts)) EZvoffdy ho [H hs(Qns (ts))] :
s€S seS
Lastly, the continuity of the h; implies that
(4.27) Jim T A =[] h
s¢S s¢S

Combining (4.24]), (4.25)), (4.26]), and (4.27) with the bounded convergence theorem proves (4.23)).

Step 3. In this step we use (4.23)) to prove (4.20). The argument below is a standard monotone
class argument. For n € N we define piecewise linear functions

0, x>r+1/n,
Xn(z,7) =<1 —n(z—r), z€|r,r+1/n],
1, T <.
We fix mi,ma € N, ni,...,n;, ,ni,...,n2, €3, tl,...,t}nl,t%,..., 2, € R, such that (n},t}) ¢

K x [a,b] and (n? t2) € K x [a,b] for all . Then (4.23) implies that

19

mi mo M1
E | TDens (a0 [Txn£5 @000 | = E T xal£35 (), EZU"JW
i=1 Li=1

=1

oo

Letting n — oo, we have xp(z,7) = x(z,7) = 1;<,, and the bounded convergence theorem gives

HX foo az HX foo t2 ) :]E HX(fTOL?(tzl)vaZ EZUbofdyfg [HX ]] ’

i=1 Li=1
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Let H denote the space of bounded Borel measurable functions H : C(K X [a,b]) — R satisfying

(428)  E [, az->H<L°O|Kx[a,b]>] ~E [H X3S (E), 0BG 9 [H(Q)
i=1 i=1

The above shows that H contains all functions 14 for sets A contained in the 7-system A consisting
of sets of the form

{h € C(K x [a,b]) : h(n?,t?) < b; for i € [1,ma]}.
We note that H is closed under linear combinations simply by linearity of expectation, and if
H, € H are nonnegative bounded measurable functions converging monotonically to a bounded
function H, then H € H by the monotone convergence theorem. Thus by the monotone class
theorem |17, Theorem 5.2.2|, H contains all bounded o(.A)-measurable functions. Since the finite
dimensional sets in A generate the full Borel o-algebra Cx (see for instance |13, Lemma 3.1]), we
have in particular that F' € H.

Now let B denote the collection of sets B € Fept(K X (a,b)) such that

(4.29) E[1p - F(L|kxjon)] = E[Ls - Egi[F(Q)]

avoid

We observe that B is a A-system. Indeed, since holds for H = F, taking a;,b; — oo and
applying the bounded convergence theorem shows that holds with 15 = 1. Thus if B € B
then B¢ € B since 1ge = 1 —1p. If B; € B, i € N, are pairwise disjoint and B = |J; B;, then
1p =) ,1p,, and it follows from the monotone convergence theorem that B € B. Moreover,
with H = F implies that B contains the m-system P of sets of the form

{h € C(E£ xR) : h(n;,t;) < a; for i € [1,m1], where (n;,t;) ¢ K x (a,b)}.

By the m-A theorem |17, Theorem 2.1.6| it follows that B contains o(P) = Fezt(K X (a,b)). Thus
(T29) holds for all B € Fugy(K X (a,b)). It is proven in |13, Lemma 3.4] that E*>%%19[p(Q)] is

avoid
an Fegt(K X (a,b))-measurable function. Therefore (4.20) follows from (4.29) by the definition of
conditional expectation. This suffices for the proof.

0

5. BOUNDING THE MAX AND MIN

In this section we prove Lemmas[1.2]and [£.3]and we assume the same notation as in the statements
of these lemmas. In particular, we assume that £ € N, k£ > 2, p € (0,1), o, A > 0 are all fixed and

(e =@ Ly, ..., L)y

is an (a, p, A)-good sequence of [1, k]-indexed Bernoulli line ensembles as in Definition that are
all defined on a probability space with measure P. The proof of Lemma [£.2]is given in Section
and Lemma [£.3]is proved in Section [5.2]

5.1. Proof of Lemma Our proof of Lemma is similar to that of |7, Lemma 5.2]. For
clarity we split the proof into three steps. In the first step we introduce some notation that will be
required in the proof of the lemma, which is presented in Steps 2 and 3.

Step 1. We write sq4 = [[r + 4|N?%], s3 = | [(r + 3)|N“], so that s3 < t3 < s4, and assume that
N is large enough so that ¢¥(N)N® from Definition is at least s4. Notice that such a choice is
possible by our assumption that £V is an (a,p, A\)-good sequence and in particular, we know that
LY are defined at +s4 for i € [1,k]. We define events

E(M) = {\L{V(—s4) + psa| > MNG/Q}, F(M) = {L{V(—Sg,) > —ps3 + MNO‘/Q},
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G(M) =1 sup [LY(s)—ps] > (6r + 22)(2r + 10)"/2(M + 1)N/2 .
s€[0,s4]
If € > 0 is as in the statement of the lemma, we note by 1j that we can find M and Ny
sufficiently large so that if N > N7 we have

(5.1) P(E(M)) < e/4 and P(F(M)) < ¢/12.

In the remainder of this step we show that the event G(M) \ E(M) can be written as a countable
disjoint union of certain events, i.e. we show that

(5.2) |_| E(CL, b7$7£t0pa€b0t) = G(M) \E(M)a
(a,b,8,8top,Loot )ED(M)
where the sets E(a,b, s, liop, loot) and D(M) are described below.

For a,b, 21,220,235 € Z with z1 < a, 20 < b, s € [0,584], loot € Q—54,5,21,22) and by, €
Q(s, 84,b, 23) we define E(a,b, s, liop, lpor) to be the event that LY (—s4) = a, LY (s) = b, LY
agrees with £, on [s,s4], and LY agrees with £y, on [—s4,s]. Let D(M) be the set of tuples
(a,b, s, lrop, Lrot) satistying

(1) 0< s < sy,
(2) 0<b—a< s+ sy, la+psy < MNY? and b— ps > (6r + 22)(2r + 10)/2(M + 1)N/2,
(3) z1 < a, 29 < b, and lpo; € Q(—84, 8, 21, 22),
(4) b<2z3<b+ (s4— ), and lyop € Qs, 54,0, 23),
(5) if s < 8" < 84, 8 € Z then lypp(s') — ps’ < (61 + 22)(2r + 10)/2(M + 1)N*/2.
It is clear that D(M) is countable. The five conditions above together imply that

U E(a7 basagtopygbot) = G(M) \E(M)’
(a,b,5,8t0p,Lvor) ED (M)
and what remains to be shown to prove (5.2)) is that E(a,b, s, iop, lpot) are pairwise disjoint.

On the intersection of E(a,b, s, £op, lrot) and E(a, b, 3, gtop, gbot) we must have @ = LY (—s4) = a
so that @ = a. Furthermore, we have by properties (2) and (5) that s > § and § > s from which
we conclude that s = § and then we conclude b = b, liop = gtop, Loor = fbot. In summary, if
E(a,b, s, liop, loor) and E(a, b, §,Ztop,gbot) have a non-trivial intersection then (a,b, s, liop, lpot) =
(a, b, §,gtop,gbot), which proves .

Step 2. In this step we prove that we can find an Ny so that for N > Ny
(5.3) P ( sup [LY(s) —ps] > (61 + 22)(2r + 10)/2(M + l)NO‘/2> <P(G(M)) < €/2.
s€[0,t3]

A similar argument, which we omit, proves the same inequality with [—¢3,0] in place of [0, ¢3] and
then the statement of the lemma holds for all N > Ny, with Ry = (6r +22)(2r + 10)Y2(M + 1).
We claim that we can find Ny € N sufficiently large so that if N > Ny and (a,b, s, liop, lbot) €
D(M) satisfies P(E(a, b, s, liop, lvot)) > 0 then we have
_ 1
(5'4) P 84,8,a,b,00,0p0t (5(_83) > —pss + MNa/2) > g

avoid, Ber

We will prove ((5.4]) in Step 3. For now we assume its validity and conclude the proof of (5.3).

Let (a,b,s,%iop, lbot) € D(M) be such that P(E(a,b, s, liop, eot)) > 0. By the Schur Gibbs
property, see Definition we have for any ¢y € Q(—s4, s, a,b) that
(5.5) P (LY 54, 8] = o | E(a,b, 8, Lrop, loor)) = B, 5550000 ot (1 = g,

avoid,Ber
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where LY[—s4,s] denotes the restriction of LY to the set [—s4, s].
Combining (5.4) and (5.5) we get for N > Nj

P (L{V(_S-g) > —ps3 + MNa/2|E(CL, b7 S7£t0p7 gbot)) =
(5.6)

- 1
P oot (U(=ss) > —psa + MN*/?) > 2.

It follows from 1} that for N > N, we have

6/12 > IP(F(M)) Z Z P(F(M) ﬂE(a, b787€t0pa£bot)) =

(a:bzsyetopagbot)eD(M)»
]P)(E(avbysaetopyfbot))>0

Z ]P) (L{V(_SZ%) > —ps3 + MNa/2‘E(CL, b) S, gtopa gbot)) P (E(CL, b7 S, Etopa gbot)) >

(OT) (0.5 lropsbror) ED(M),
]P(E(avbvsvgtop 7£bot))>0

>

(a,b,S,ftopvzbot)ED(M)’
]P(E(a,b,s,ftop yﬁbot))>0

where in the last equality we used (5.2). From (5.1) and (5.7) we have for N > Ny = max(Nl, NQ)
P(G(M)) < P(E(M)) + P(G(M) \ E(M)) < /4 + /4,

P (E(a,b; 8, biop; boot)) = 5 - P(G(M) \ E(M)),

W
W =

which proves (5.3)).

Step 3. In this step we prove (5.4) and in the sequel we let (a, b, s, liop, lror) € D(M) be such that
P(E(a,b, s, liop, lbot)) > 0. We remark that the condition P(E(a,b, s, ltop, loot)) > 0 implies that
Qavoid(—S4, 8, a,b, 00, lper) is not empty. By Lemma we know that

]P)754’87(l7b7007€bot (ﬁ(—s;),) > —ps3 + MNa/Q) > szi,s,a,b (f(—s;),) > —ps3 + MNa/2> ’

avoid,Ber

and so it suffices to show that

(5.8) Ppe™™" (U(=s3) > —psy + MN*/2) >

Wl

One directly observes that

]P’Bii’s’“’b (6(_33) > —ps3 + MNO‘/2> = P%Z:—S“’O’b_a (6(54 —s3)+a> —ps3+ MN“/2> >
(5.9)
Py o (£(54 —s3) > p(sa—s3) + QMN‘*/Q) ,

where the inequality follows from the assumption in (2) that a + psg > —MN @/2 Moreover, since
b—ps > (6r +22)(2r +10)/2(M +1)N®/? and a + psy < MN®/? we have
b—a>p(s+ sq) + (6r +21)(2r + 10)Y2(M + 1)N®/? > p(s + s4) + (67 + 21)(M + 1)(s + 54) /2.
The second inequality follows since s 4+ s4 < 2s4 < (2r + 10)N<.
It follows from Lemma 3.8/ with M; = 0, My = (67 + 21)(M + 1) that for sufficiently large N
S4 — 83

(5000 Brr00m (0sa = sa) 2 T lp(s o+ sa) + Mals - 50)' %) = (s +s0)'Y) 2173,
4

S4—S3 N& _ 1
Note that =% > Grfone = 21

o and so for all V € N we have

S4 — S
54+ 343 [p(s + 54) + Ma(s + 54)/%] — (5 + s4) /4 >
(5.11) (67 + 21) (M + 1) (s + s4)*/?
p(sa — s3) + 1 — (s + s4)"/* > p(s4 — s3) + 2M N*/2.

2r +10
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Combining (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11)) we conclude that we can find Ny € N such that if N > Ny we
have (5.8)). This suffices for the proof.

5.2. Proof of Lemma We mention that the general idea behind the proof of Lemma has
similarities with the proof of |19, Proposition 2.7].

We begin by proving the following important lemma, which shows that it is unlikely that the
curve Lfc\ll falls uniformly very low on a large interval.

Lemma 5.1. Under the same conditions as in Lemma [{.3 the following holds. For any r,e > 0
there exist R > 0 and N5 € N such that for all N > N5

(5.12) P | sup (Lév_l(a:NO‘) —prN%) < —(AR? + ¢2(e/16) + 1)N®/? | <,
z€[r,R)

where A\, ¢ are as in the definition of an (a,p, \)-good sequence of line ensembles, see Definition

2.24) The same statement holds if [r, R] is replaced with [—R,—r| and the constants Ny, R depend

on e, as well as the parameters o, p, \, k and the functions ¢2,1 from Definition [2.2])

Proof. Before we go into the proof we give an informal description of the main ideas. The key to
this lemma is the parabolic shift implicit in the definition of an («, p, \)-good sequence. This shift
requires that the deviation of the top curve L{V from the line of slope p to appear roughly parabolic.
On the event in equation we have that the (k — 1)-th curve dips very low uniformly on the
interval [r, R] and we will argue that on this event the top k — 2 curves essentially do not feel the
presence of the (k — 1)-th curve. After a careful analysis using the monotone coupling lemmas from
Section [3.1| we will see that the latter statement implies that the curve LY behaves like a free bridge
between its end-points that have been slightly raised. Consequently, we would expect the midpoint
LY (N*(R +7)/2) to be close (on scale N*/?) to [LY(rN®) + LV (RN®)]/2. However, with high
probability [LY (rN®) 4 LY (RN®)]/2 lies much lower than the inverted parabola —\(R+r)2N®/2 /4
(due to the concavity of the latter), and so it is very unlikely for LY (N“(R + 7)/2) to be near it by
our assumption. The latter would imply that the event in is itself unlikely, since conditional
on it an unlikely event suddenly became likely.

We proceed to fill in the details of the above sketch of the proof in the following steps. In total
there are six steps and we will only prove the statement of the lemma for the interval [r, R], since
the argument for [—R, —r| is very similar.

Step 1. We begin by specifying the choice of R in the statement of the lemma, fixing some notation
and making a few simplifying assumptions.

Fix r,e > 0 as in the statement of the lemma. Note that for any R > r,

sup (L,iv_l(xNo‘) —pzN%) > sup (Lfcv_l(xNa) — pzN®).
r<z<R [r1<z<R

Thus by replacing r with [r], we can assume that r € Z, which we do in the sequel. Notice that
by our assumption that £V is (a, p, A)-good we know that holds trivially if £ = 2 (with the
right side of being any number greater than ¢/16 and in particular €) and so in the sequel we
assume that k > 3.

Define constants

3
5.13 C=,/8p(1—p)l ,
(5.13) \/p( p)log -— (11/12)176-9
and Ry > r sufficiently large so that for R > Ry and N € N we have

AR —1)?

(5.14) i

> 2¢9(¢/16) + 2 + k[C[RN®] — |[rN®|]N~/2,
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We define R = [Ro| + 1[gry]4r odd, S0 that R > Rg and the midpoint (R +r)/2 are integers. This
specifies our choice of R and for convenience we denote m = (R +r)/2.

In the following, we always assume N is large enough so that ¢(N) > R, hence Lfv are defined
at RN for 1 <i < k. We may do so by the second condition in the definition of an («, p, \)-good
sequence (see Definition .

With the choice of R as above we define the events
A= {L{V (MN®) — pmN® + Am2N/2 < —¢2(e/16)NO‘/2} ,
(5.15)
B=< sup (Lp_i(xN®) —pzN®) < —[AR? + ¢2(€/16) + 1N*/2 %
z€[r,R]
The goal of the lemma is to prove that we can find N5 € N so that for all N > N5
(5.16) P(B) <,
which we accomplish in the steps below.

Step 2. In this step we introduce some notation that will be used throughout the next steps. Let
v=|rN®| and I' = [RN®]. We also define the event

(5.17) F=¢ sup ‘lev(s) fps+>\82N_o‘/2‘ < [pa(e/16) + 1N/}

se{y,I'}
In the remainder of this step we show that F'N B can be written as a countable disjoint union
(5.18) FNnB= || EBE@&7 tw),

(Z,9,bot)ED
where the sets E(Z, ¥, lpot) and D are defined below.

For @, € Wy_o, 21,220 € Z, and lpyy € Q7T 21, 22), let E(Z, Y, lpor) denote the event that
LN(y) = x; and LN(T') = y; for 1 <i < k —2, and LY | agrees with £, on [y,T]. Let D denote
the set of triples (Z, ¥, fpor) satisfying

(1) 0<yj—a; <T'—yforl1<i<k-—2,

(2) |21 — py + MANT32| < ¢2(6/16)Na/2 and |y; — pI' + AT2N3%/2| < ¢y (e/16)N /2,

(3) 21 < @p—2, 22 < Yp—2, and Lyor € (7,1, 21, 22),

(4) supgep g)[loot(TN) — prN®| < —[AR? 4 ¢(e/16) + 1]N*/2.
It is clear that D is countable, the events E(Z, ¥, {pot) are pairwise disjoint for different elements in
D and is satisfied.

Step 3. We claim that we can find Ny so that for N > Ny we have
(5.19) P(AB(Z, 7, b)) > 1/4

for all (Z,9, lpot) € D such that P(E(Z, ¥, lpot)) > 0. We will prove (5.19) in the steps below. In
this step we assume its validity and conclude the proof of (5.16|).

It follows from (5.18) and (5.19) that for N > Ny and P(F N B) > 0 we have

P(A|F N B) = 3 P(AIE(, ﬁ[&fégtfg@ s loot)) -,

(£7g7£bot)ED’P(E(fagzebot)))>0

1 . Z(f7g’ébot)eD)P(E(ﬂ7:'j7£bot)))>0 ]P)(E(f’ g’ gbOt)) _ 1
4 P(F N B)
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From the third condition in the definition of an (o, p, )\)—good~seql1ence, see Definition we
can find Nj so that P(A) < ¢/8 for N > Nj. Hence if N > max(Ny, N2) and P(F' N B) > 0 we have

P(ANFNB)
.2 P(FNB)= ———= <A4P(A 2.
Lastly, by the same condition in Definition we can find Ny so that for N > Ny we have
(5.21) P(F°) =2-¢/8 =¢/4.

In deriving (5.21)) we used the fact that |[LY(y) — LY (rN®)| < 1, |[LY(T) — LY(RN?)| < 1 and
p € [0,1]. Combining (5.20) and (5.21) we conclude that if N > N5 = max(Ny, N1, No)

P(B) <P(FNB)+P(F°) <e¢/2+¢€/4 <k,

which proves ([5.16)).

Step 4. In this step we prove ([5.19). We define Z’, 5’ € 20;_5 through
=T+ (k—1-0)[CVT], y=9+(k—-1-))[CVT]fori=1,....k—2with
T = [py = AP N2 4[4 (e/16) + 1IN/2],5 = [pI = AT2N =22 4 (e/16) + 1]N°/?],
where C is as in and T'=T" — 7. Note that for any (&, ¥, lpet) € D we have
p>T>x >xand yp > >y >y

(5.22)

for each ¢ =1,...,k — 2. Furthermore,
Tp— Tig > CVT and Yi — Vi >CoVT
for all i = 1,...,k — 2 with the convention }_, =Z and y,_, =7.

We claim that we can find Ny so that for all N > Ny and (Z, 7, £yo¢) € D such that P(E(Z, 7, lpet)) >
0 we have T[22 (Q(y, T, 2%, y))| > [Qavoia(v: T> @, 7', 00, £por)| > 1 and moreover we have

(5.23) Pyl <Q1 (mN®) — pmN® + Am?N*/? < —¢2(6/16)N0‘/2) >1/3,
(5.24) PELT 7 Q> > Qo) 2 11/12,
where Q = (Q1,...,Qk—2) is ngfl’g’—distributed and we used the convention that Qr_1 = fpor.

We prove ((5.23)) and ([5.24) in the steps below. In this step we assume their validity and conclude
the proof of (5.19)).

Observe that for any (Z, ¥, lpor) € D such that P(E(Z, ¥, lpor)) > 0 we have the following tower of

inequalities provided that N > Ny
PIAIE(E, 7, ) = BLEET2 00 (Qu (mN®) — pmN® 4 Am® NP < —o(e/16)N") >

avoid, Ber

(525) PZ;)I(‘)%Z,ge,?’ZbOt (Ql (mNa) —pmNO‘ =+ )\mQNO‘/Q < _¢2(6/16)Noc/2) _

]P’}_g’;’f 7 ({Q1 (mN%) — pmN* + Am2Ne/? < —¢2(e/16)N°‘/2} N{@Q1>---> Qk—l})
]P’];ff YV (Qr > > Q1)
Let us elaborate on ([5.25) briefly. The condition that P(E(Z, 7, lpt)) > 0 is required to ensure

that the probabilities on the first line of 1) are well-defined and N > Ny ensures that all other
probabilities are also well-defined. The equality on the first line of (5.25)) follows from the definition

of A and the Schur Gibbs property, see Definition [2.17, and Q = (Q1,...,Qk_2) is Pl 5.00bhor_

avoid,Ber

distributed. The inequality in the first line of (|5.25)) follows from Lemma while the equality in
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the second line follows from Definition and now Q = (Q1,...,Qk_2) is ]P’}ggf,’g/—distributed
with the convention that Qr_1 = £por.

Combining (5.23)), (5.24) and (5.25)) we conclude that
P(AIE(Z, 9, bor)) > 1/3 = 1/12 = 1/4,

which proves (5.19).

Step 5. In this step we prove . We observe that since P(E(Z, ¥, lpot)) > 0 we know that
|Qavoid(v, T, Z, 7, 00, lpot)| > 1 and then we conclude from Lemma that there exist Ny € N such
that for N > Nj we have [Qavoid (7, Ty &', 7, 00, byt )| > 1.

Below ¢ will be used for a generic random variable with law P, where the boundary data
changes from line to line. With Z,7 as in ([5.22]), write Z = 7 — T and recall that T'=T" — ~. Then

Pl (e (MN®) — pmN® + Am2N*/2 < —¢2(e/16)Na/2) -
polm v (E(T/2) — pmN® + Am2N*/2 < —<Z>2(e/16)Na/2> -

(5.26) FBer (UT/2) = pmN* + MmN <~ (e/16)N/? = (k = 2)[CVT]) =

2 2 N3a/2

2 2
0,T,02 _ v+ T
PBGT <£(T/2)_Z/2<)\(2]\[3a/2

The equalities in ([5.26|) follow from shifting the boundary data of the curve ¢, while the inequality
on the third line follows from the definition of Z,7 as in ([5.22)).

From our choice of R in Step 1 and the definition of v,I" we know that
7?4 17 (R—7)2 7

a2 _rA —a/2 _
Saza Atz A Na22¢2(e/16)+2+k[0\/fw

PoTE (z(:r/z) _THY <72 + FZ) — [269(e/16) + 1 + Am2|N*/2 — k;(o\/:ﬁ> _

) — [2¢2(€/16) + 1 4+ Am2| N2 — k:(C\/ﬂ) .

A

)\ m.

The last inequality and ((5.26)) imply

(5.27) ]P’VB{,JJ:’py’l (e (mN®) — pmN® + Am?N°/? < _¢2(6/16)Na/2) >
| P%Zwloz (E(T/Q) — 5/2 < Na/2 _ T)\Nfa/Z) ‘

Let P be the probability measure on the space afforded by Theorem supporting a random
variable ¢(T'%) with law IF’%Z;O’Z and a Brownian bridge B? with diffusion parameter o = \/p(1 — p).
Then the probability in the last line of (5.26) is equal to

POT0Z (p(T/2) —2/2 < N2 — o AN~%2) = P (¢T2)(T/2) —2/2 < N*/2 — pAN"/2) >
Ber

(5.28) N

P (ﬁBf/2 <0 and A(T,z) < N/2 — MN‘O‘/2> > % _p (A(T, 7) > No/2 _ MN“W) ,

where we recall that A(7,%) is as in (3.2]). Since as N — oo we have

T~ (R—1r)N® and 2 j{’ C(r4n),
we conclude from Corollary that there exists NQ € N such that if N > maX(Nl, Ng) we have
(5.29) P (A(T, Z) > N°/2 - MN*”/Q) < é.
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Combining (5.27)), (5.28]) and (5.29) we obtain (5.23)).

Step 6. In this last step, we prove . Let fpo; be the straight segment connecting Z and 7,
defined in (5.22)). By construction, we have that there is N3 € N such that if N > N3 we have for
any (%, 7, lpot) € D that £, lies uniformly below the line segment 4., which in turn lies at least
C+/T below the straight segment connecting z)_,and y,_,. If Nj is as in Step 5 we conclude from

Lemma that there exists Ny € N such that if N > max(Ny, N3, Ny) and P(E(Z, 7, lyor)) > 0
k-2 11

=13
where the condition that N > Z\71 is included to ensure that the probability P%’gf/’g, is well-defined.

In deriving (5.30)) we also used ({5.13)), which implies
3
C = \/Sp(l —p)log = =) > +/8p(1 —p)log3.

(5.30) PEEET (Q) > o > Quly) > (1 _ 36702/817(1717))

(11/12)
We see that (5.30) implies (5.24)), which concludes the proof of the lemma. O
In the remainder of this section we use Lemma [5.1] to prove Lemma [£.3]
Proof. (of Lemma For clarity we split the proof into five steps.
Step 1. In this step we specify the choice of Ry in the statement of the lemma and introduce some

notation that will be used in the proof of the lemma, which is given in Steps 2-5 below. Throughout
we fix 7, € > 0. Define the constant

3
(5.31) Cr = \/1619(1 —p)log — 5y

Let R>r+3, M >0 and Nl € N be such that for N > Nl we have that the event

B= { sup  (Lp_(zN®) — pzN®) > —MNO‘/Q} N
xe

r+3,R

(5.32) [ ]
sup  (Ly_(zN®) — pzN®) > —MN©/?
z€[—R,—r—3]
satisfies
(5.33) P(B)>1—¢/2.
Such a choice of R, M, Ny is possible by Lemma
Let us set

SI:[_R'NQL SEZL—(T—I—:&)'NOCJ, Sf:[(r+3)'Na-|a SJZLR'NaJa
and for a € [s],s, ] and b € [s], s3] we define Z/, 5" € 2Wy_1 by

(5.34) @} = [pa — MN®*| — (i — 1)[C1(2R)"/*N*/],
| vi = lpb— MN*| — (i = D[C1(2R) 2N,
fori =1,...,k—1. We will write Z = ¢ — &/, and we note that z;_; > p(b —a) — 1 and also

2RN® > b—a > 2(r + 3)N®. The latter and Lemma imply that there exists Ry > 0 and

]\72 € N such that if N > Ny we have

(5.35) oYk ( [ionbf ] (¢(s) —ps) < —(Ro — M — 01(2R)1/2k)N°‘/2> < €/4.
s€|0,0—a
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This fixes our choice of Ry in the statement of the lemma.

With the above choice of Ry we define the event

(5.36) A= { inf [Lp (s) — ps] < —RQNW} :

SE[*tg,tg]
and then to prove the lemma it suffices to show that there exists N4y € N such that for N > Ny
(5.37) P(A) <e

Step 2. In this step, we prove that the event B from ([5.32)) can be written as a countable disjoint
union of the form

(538) B = |_| E(a,b, f7 ga Ebobe;)pg?(_)p)’

(avbvfzgvgbot ’etijp 9&?;;;) eD

where the set D and events E(a, b, Z, ¥, lbot; L1y @Bp) are defined below.

For a € [s{,s5] and b € [[sf, s3], ,7 € Wr_1, 21,22,21 s 25 € Z, lyor € Qa,b, 21, 22), Crop €

Qsy,a,21 ,xK-1) , Etop € Q(b,s5,yk_1, 25 ) we define E(a, b, ¥ y,ﬁbot,ﬁtop,ﬁtop) to be the event that
LN(a) = z; and LN (b) = y; for 1 <i <k — 1, and LY agrees with £, on [a,b], LY | agrees with
g;p top on [[b7 S;]]

We also let D be the collection of tuples (a, b, Z, ¥, Ebot,ﬁgjp,ﬁtop) satisfying:

on [s],a] and with ¢;

(1) a € [sy,s5], b€ [s],s5

(2) Z,§ € Wy—1,0 < y; — x5 <b—a, g —pa> —MN2 and y_; — pb> —MN/
(3) if c € [s1, s3] N (—00,a) then £;,,(c) — pc > —MN®/2,

(4) if d € [s7, s3] N (b, oo) then @;p(d) —pd > —MN®/2;

(5) 21 < Tg—1, 22 < Yk—1, and fbot € Q(a’a bv 21322)'

It is clear that D is countable, and that

B=  |J  E(a,b,,7 lot, ligy i),
(a7b7£7:’77£b0t)6D

so to prove |i it suffices to show that the events E(a, b, T, ¥, Lpot, Ciops Z;Zp) are pairwise disjoint.
Observe that on the intersection of E(a,b, ¥, 7, Ebot,ﬁt_op,ﬁfop) and E(a, b, T, 7, gbot,g;)p,gzrop), condi-
tions (2) and (3) 1mply that a = @, while conditions (2) and (4) that b = b. Afterwards, we conclude

that 2= 2, ¥ = 4, Lot = Cpot, (5. Etop and E;,p = étop, confirming ((5.38)).

top —
Step 3. In this step we prove . We claim that we can find N3 € N such that if N > N3 and
(a,b,Z,Y, Ebot,ﬁt_op,ﬁtop) €Dis such that ]P( (a,b, 2,9, Ebot,ﬂfop,@;p)) > 0 we have

(5.39) P(A|E(a,b, 2,7, lot, iy, lip)) < €/2.

We will prove ([5.39)) in the steps below. Here we assume its validity and conclude the proof of ([5.37)).
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If N > max (N, Ny, N3) we have in view of (5.38) and (5.39) that

P(A) <P(ANB) +P(B°) =P(B°) + > P(A|E(a, b, Z,F, lhot, Ligps Lp)) X
(@,0,2,7 Lvot Liop Loy ED
P(E(a,b,@,7Lyot Lrop liop) ) >0
RN _ € RN _
P(E(a,0, 7,7, lhot: i ) < P(BY) + 5 > P(E(a,b, &, , yot: Ligps Linp)) =
(aub’fvguebotvet_opvzj;p)eD

e+

P(E(ab,2,§,Lbot Liopiop) ) >0

top?

P(B°) + % P(B) < e,

where in the last inequality we used (5.33)). The above inequality clearly implies (|5.37)).

Step 4. In this step we prove (5.39). We claim that there exists Ny € N such that if N > Ny,
a € [s7,s7] and b € [s7, s3] we have that [[*=}' [(a, b, 2/, 4})| > 1 and

ab.i i 1
(5.40) PB’I;;, Q1= > Q1) > >

where Q = (Q1,...,Qk_1) is sz;fl’g/—distributed and we recall that 7, ¢ were defined in (5.34)).
We will prove ([5.40) in Step 5 below. Here we assume its validity and conclude the proof of ([5.39).

Observe that by condition (2) in Step 2, we have that 2} < pa—MN a/2 < g4 < x;, and similarly
yr < pb—MN®*2 <y, | <y, fori=1,..., k—1. From this observation we conclude that if N > N,

is sufficiently large and (a, b, ¥, ¥, Ebot,&;p,é"’ ) € D is such that P (E(a, b, Z, 7, Ebot,ﬁgjp,@zp)) >0

top
we have
P(A‘E(a/y b7 -i", g: Ebot, g;)p’ E;;p)) S
]P’< inf (L3"1(s) — ps) < —RaeN*/?| E(a,b, %, 7, ebot,et—op,e;p)> =
s€(a,b]
PZLbéfféO:fb“ (seir[}sz} (Qr—1(s) —ps) < _R2Na/2) <
(5.41) Py i Ber <Seir[sz] (Qr—1(s) —ps) < —RQNO‘/2> —

PETT (finf oo (Qu—1(s) — ps) < —RaN®/2} N {Q1 > - > Qp_1})
Pyt 7 Q1 > > Quoy)
PATT (infejay (Qui(s) — ps) < —RaN/?)
PR (Qr > > Qi) '

Let us elaborate on briefly. The first inequality in follows from the definition of A and
the fact that a < —t3 while b > t3 by construction. The condition P (E(a, b, T, 7, Ebot,ﬁt;p,ﬁzgp)) >0
ensures that the first three probabilities in are all well-defined. The equality on the second
line follows from the Schur Gibbs property and the inequality on the third line follows from Lemmas
and since 2} < z; and y, < y; by construction. To ensure that the probability in the fourth

line is well-defined (and hence Lemmas|3.1|and [3.2|are applicable) it suffices to assume that N > Ny,

=
pabds7
avoid,Ber’

<

in view of Lemma [2.16, The equality on the fourth line follows from the definition of
Definition [2.15] and the last inequality is trivial.

see
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By our choice of Ry, see 1) we know that there is N5 € N such that if N > Nj

P 7 ( it (Qua(s) ~ps) < —RzNCW) -

(5.42) PO 0 < inf ](é(s) —ps) < —RyN/? — m;H) <
s€|0,0—a

oYk < [ionbf | (£(s) — ps) < —(Ro — M — Cl(2R)1/2k:)Na/2> < ¢/
s€|0,0—a

Combining (5.40), (5.41)) and (5.41) we conclude that for N > N3 = max(]%, N5) we have
[F’(A|E(a,b,f,g’,€bot,£ e )) <2‘€/4:€/27

topr “top

which implies (/5.39).

Step 5. In this final step we prove . Set T = b — a and note that by our assumption
that a € [sy,s;] and b € [s{, s3] we know that (2r + 6)N® < T < 2RN®. This implies that
1+ C1(2R)'/2N/2 > T — T > C1V/T and likewise for y}. It follows from Lemma applied
with £,y = —oo that there is Ny € N such that if N > Ny we have T' > yi — ) > 0 for all i so that
152! 192(a, b, 2, 4})| > 1 and moreover

) 27
Puel (@ > > Qrn) = PR T (Qr > - > Q) >
(1 - 3e*cf/8p<1*p>)k_l >1/2
In deriving ([5.43)) we also used ([5.31)), which implies
3
_ _ % > \/8p(1—p)log3.
1 \/1617(1 p)log TGy = V8p(l —p)log3

Equation (5.43)) clearly implies ([5.40)) and this concludes the proof of the lemma. O

(5.43)

6. LOWER BOUNDS ON THE ACCEPTANCE PROBABILITY
We prove Lemma [4.4] in Section [6.1] by using Lemmal6.2] whose proof is presented in Section [6.2

6.1. Proof of Lemma Throughout this section we assume the same notation as in Lemma
i.e., we assume that we have fixed k € N, p € (0,1), My, My > 0, lpot : [—t3,t3] — RU{—00},
and Z, ¥ € Wy such that |Qgyeia(—ts, ts, Z, Y, 00, lpor)| > 1. We also assume that

(1) SUDse( gy 15] [boor(5) — ps] < Ma(2t3)'/2,

(2) —pts + Mi(2t3)/2 > 21 > 21 > max (ot (—t3), —pts — M1 (2t3)1/?),

(3) pts + Mi(2t3)Y2 > y1 > yp_1 > max (Lpor(ts), pts — Mi(2t3)'/2).

Definition 6.1. We write S = [—t3, —t1] U [t1,t3], and we denote by Q = (Q1,...,Qk-1) and
0 = (Ql,...,Qk,l) the [1,k — 1]-indexed line ensembles which are uniformly distributed on
Quvoid(—ts, t3, &, 7, 00, lpor) and Qayoid(—ts3, ts, T, ¥, 00, lpot; S) respectively. We let Py and P& denote
these uniform measures.

In other words, Q has the law of k — 1 independent Bernoulli bridges that have been conditioned
on not-crossing each other on the set S and also staying above the graph of ¢y, but only on the
intervals [—ts, —t1] and [t1,t3]. The latter restriction means that the lines are allowed to cross on
[—ti+ 1,1 — 1], and Qr—1 is allowed to dip below £pr on [—ti + 1,1 — 1] as well.

Lemma 6.2. There exists N5 € N and constants g, h > 0 such that for N > N5 we have
(6.1) Py (Z( — t1,t1, Q(—t1), Q(t1), boot [ t1, t1]) > g) > h.



48 TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES

We will prove Lemma [6.2] in Section [6.2] In the remainder of this section, we give the proof
of Lemma [{.4] using Lemma [6.2l The proof begins by evaluating the Radon-Nidokym derivative
between Py and Pg,. We then use this Radon-Nikodym derivative to transition between Q in
Lemmawhich ignores lpor on [—(t1—1),t1—1] and Q in Lemmawhich avoids lp,; everywhere.

Proof of Lemmal[{.4. Let us denote by Py and Py, the measures on [1,k — 1]-indexed Bernoulli

line ensembles ', £’ on the set S in Definition induced by the restrictions of the measures Pq,
Pg to S. Also let us write Qq(+) for Qgyeia(-) for simplicity, and denote by ,(S) the set of elements

of Quvoid(—t3, t3, Q(—t3), Q(t3)) restricted to S. We claim the Radon-Nikodym derivative between

these two restricted measures on elements B = (By, ..., By_1) of Q4(S) is given by

oy (o Por(®)

dPg, N Pa (B)

with Z' = Bg, [Z (—t1,t1, B(—t1), B(t1), Leot[—t1, 11])]. The first equality holds simply because the

measures are discrete. To prove the second equality, observe that

Q0 (—t1,t1,B(—t1), B(t1), lyot [—t1,11])]
1Qa(—t3,t3,Q(—t3), Q(3), lyot)|

[Ti2) (=1, t1, Bi(—t1), Bi(th))|

Q0 (=13, 13, Q(—t3), Q(t3), loot; S|

These identities follow from the restriction, and the fact that the measures are uniform. Then from
Definition 2.22] we know

(6.2) = (21 Z (—t1,t1,B (—t1) , B (t1) , byt [ t1, 11])

P (B) =
(6.3)
Pg,(%B) =

|0 (—t1,t1, B(—t1), B(t1), loot[—t1, t1])]
120 1Q(—t1, 11, Bi(—t1), Bi(th)))|

Z(—t1,t1,B(—t1), B(t1), lpor) =

and hence

Z —t1,t1, B; (~ t1), Bi(t1))|  |Qa(—t1, 81, B(=t1), B(t1), loor)| _
Ben(S) |Q( t3,t3,Q( t3), Q(ts), lhot; S)| TTE2) (1, 11, Bi(—t1), Bit1))]
)

Domea(s) [Qa(—t1,t1, B(—t1), B(t1), bhot)| Q0 (—t3, t3,Q(—t3), Q(t3), Loor)|
Qa(—t3,t3,Q(—1t3), Q(t3), lvot; S)| Q0 (—t3,t3,Q(—13), Q(t3), Loor; S|
Comparing the above identities proves the second equality in (6.2]).

Now note that Z (—t1,t1, B(—t1), B(t1), loot[—t1, 11]) is a deterministic function of ((B(—t1), B(t1)).
In fact, the law of ((B(—t1),B(t1)) under Pg, is the same as that of (Q(—t1),Q(t1)) by way of the
restriction. It follows from Lemma [6.2] that

Z, = Eﬁ/ [Z (_tla t17 %(_t1)> %(tl)) gbot[[_th tl]])]
=Egq [Z (—t1,t1,Q(—1), Q1) bt [ 11, t1])] = gh,

which gives us
(6.4) (ZH) < —.

Similarly, the law of (B(—t1),B(t1)) under Py is the same as that of (Q(—t1),Q(¢1)) under Pq.
Hence

Pq (Z(—t1,t17Q(—tl),ﬂ(tl),ﬂbot[[—tht1]]) < 9h5> =

(6.5)
Pay (Z (=1, 12, B(=11), B(t1), lrr[ 11, 1]) < ghe).



TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES 49

Now let us write B = {Z (—t1,t1,B(—t1), B(t1), lpot[—t1,t1]) < gh€} C Q4(S). Then according to
(6.2), we have

Po(E) = / 15 dPo — (z')—l/ 1 Z (—t1,t1, (1), B(t1), lhor[ 1. 1]) dPg, (B).
Qa(S) Qaq(S)
From the definition of F, the inequality (6.4), and the fact that 1 < 1, it follows that

Pgu®s<zr*/

Qa(9)

In combination with (6.5]), this proves (4.2) with h = gh.

1

O

6.2. Proof of Lemma In this section, we prove Lemma [6.2] We first state and prove two
auxiliary lemmas necessary for the proof. The first lemma establishes a set of conditions under
which we have the desired lower bound on the acceptance probability.

Lemma 6.3. Let € > 0 and VP > 0 be given such that VP > My + 6(k — 1)e. Suppose further
that d, be W1 are such that

(1) VtP(2t3)1/2 > ay + pty > ag_1 + pt1 > (Mo + 2€)(2t3)"/2;

(2) VIP(213)1/% > by — pty > b1 — pt1 > (M2 + 2€)(2t3)"/?;

(3) a; — Q41 > 36(2t3)1/2 and bl — bi+1 > 36(2t3)1/2 fOT‘ 1= 1, ey k—2.
Then we can find g = g(e, VP, M) > 0 and Ng € N such that for all N > Ng we have

(6.6) Z(—t1,t1,a,b, bt [—t1,t1]) > g.

Proof. Observe by the rightmost inequalities in conditions (1) and (2) in the hypothesis, as well as
condition (1) in Lemma that £y lies a distance of at least 2€(2t3)'/2 > 2¢(2t1)'/2 uniformly
below the line segment connecting ax_1 and bx_1. Also note that (1) and (2) imply |b; —a; —2pt;| <
(Vtor — My — 2¢)(2t3)'/? for each i. Lastly noting (3), we see that the conditions of Lemma
are satisfied with C' = 2e. This implies , with

o0

k—1
— 1 n—1_—e2n?/2p(1—p)
9= <2 - Z(—l) € per :

n=1

The next lemma helps us derive the lower bound A in (6.1]).

Lemma 6.4. For any R > 0 we can find V},V? > My + R, hy > 0 and N; € N (depending on R)
such that if N > N7 we have

(6.7) Py ((2t3)1/2V1t > Q1(£t2) F pta > Qp_1(Et2) F pta > (2753)1/2V1b> > hy.

Proof. We first define the constants V{ and hq, as well as two other constants C' and K7 to be used
in the proof. We put

3
C=,/8(1l—-p)l

(6.8) VP=M+Ck+My+R, K= 4r+10)V,

. 2k/2=5 (1 — ge—4/p(1-p)) <%%+M+W)
- exp | — :
! (np(1 = p)F7 g p(1=p)
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Note in particular that V> > My+ R. We will fix V{ > V}? in Step 3 below depending on h;. We will
prove in the following steps that for these choices of Vlb7 V', hy, we can find N7 so that for N > Ny
we have

(6.9) Pg (Qk—l(itz) F pta > (2t3)1/2V1b> > 2ha,
(6.10) Pg (@1(it2) Fpta > (2t3)1/2‘/1t> < hy.

Assuming the validity of the claim, we then observe that the probability in (6.7)) is bounded below
by 2h1 — hy = hy, proving the lemma. We will prove and (6.10) in three steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove that there exists N7 so that holds for N > N, assuming results

from Step 2 below. We condition on the value of Q at 0 and divide Q into two independent line
ensembles on [—t3,0] and [0, ¢3]. Observe by Lemma [3.2] that

(611) Py (Qror(ta) Fpta > (2t)2V)) 2 B80T o (Quoa (o) 7 pta > (23)2V))
With K; as in , we define events
Ez = {(Ql(o)a e Qi—1(0)) = 5}’ X = {Z € W1 : 21 > K1(2t3)Y? and PJS{ZS,’BCZ?S(EE) > 0},

and £ = | |z x £z By Lemma we can choose Ny large enough depending on M, C, k, Ma, R
so that X is non-empty for N > Ny. By Lemma we can find N so that
2k(K1 + My + 6)2>
p(1 =p)

(612)  PuiiT o(B) = Posnd o (Qua(0) 2 Ki(265)/2) = Aexp (—

for N > Ny, where A = A(p, k) is a constant given explicitly in (3.22]).
Now let Ql and Q2 denote the restrictions of Q; to [—t3,0] and [0, t3] respectively for 1 <i < k—1,
and write S1 = SN [—t3,0], So = SNJ0,t3]. We observe that if Z € X, then

—t3,t3,%,¥ A1 32 —t3,0,7,7 0,t3,2,y
(6'13) Pavoid,Ber;S (Qk—l - 51, Qk—l - 62 ’ EZ) IP)cwozd Ber;S1 (El) IP)avozd Ber;Ss (62)

In Step 2, we will find Ns so that for N > Ny we have

—13,0, ~ 1
6 14) ]P)avgzd %Zr :S1 <Q]1g_1(*t2) + pto > 2753 1/2Vb) Z
( . Poyt?,,f,g ~2 2 1/2 > 1

avoid,Ber;Ss <Qk—1(t2) plo > ( t3) V ) > Z

Using (6.12)), (6.13)), and (6.14)), we conclude that

—t 7t ’ﬂ7ﬂ A
P i Bovss (Qk—l(it2) F pla > (2t3)1/2V1b) >

A < 2k(K1+M1+6)2>
Zexp (-
16 p(1 = p)

for N > Ny = max(Ny, N1, No). In combination with (6.11)), this proves with hy = A/16 as

in .

Step 2. In this step, we prove the inequalities in (6.14) from Step 1, using Lemma . Let us
define vectors Z’, Z/, ij’ by

zf = | =pts — Mi(265)'?] = (i = )[C(2t5)"/],
P = [Ki26)'?] = (i - 1)[C(283)"/7],

vi = lpts — Mi(263)"?] = (i = D)[C(285)"/?].
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Note that = < zp_1 < x; and xj — zj, | > C(2t3)1/2 for 1 < i <k — 1, and likewise for z},y;. By
Lemma B.1] we have

Pt Biress (Qhos (o) + btz > (2t) VP ) 2P 0007 (Qhoa(—ta) + pta = (210)/2V7)

avoid,Ber;S avoid,Ber;S1

(6.15)

> ]P);teigovl"k—pqu (51(—152) 1 pty > (2t3)1/2vf’> . (1 . P;g,tg,i"'f’ (Q% > > Qllg_1>) .
To bound the first term on the second line, first note that x}_, > —pt3 — (My + C(k — 1))(2t3)'/?
and z), | > K1(2t3)"/% — C(k — 1)(2t3)"/? for sufficiently large N. Let us write Z, Z for these two
lower bounds. Then by Lemma we have an N3 so that for N > ]\73,
—t3,0,8% 1,71

t ty —t
(6.16) P, <€1(—t2) > tﬁiur 3t 25— (2t3)1/4> >
3 3

1
-

Moreover, as long as Né" > 2, we have for N > ]\7:? that

t3 —t2 (r+2)N¢ r+2 1
6.17 >l—-—>1- = .
(6.17) ts (r+3)No—1 r+5/2 2r+5
It follows from our choice of V¥ and Ky = 2(2r + 5)V{ in (6.8), as well as (6.17), that
t t3 — 1 t
t—?:z» 42 . 27— (2t3)Y = —pty — C(k — 1)(2t3)"/? — tEMl(2t3)1/2+
3 3 3

t3 — to 1/2 1/4 1/2 1/2 1
Ky (2t — (2t > —pty — Ck(2t — My(2t +
0 1(2t3) (2t3)"" = —pta (2t3) 1(2t3) o F

= —pty + (M1 + Ck + 2(My + R))(2t3)"/% > —pto + (2t3)/2VP.

K (2t5)"/?

For the first inequality, we used the fact that to/t3 < 1, and we assumed that Ny is sufficiently large
so that C(k —1)(2t3)'/2 4+ (2t3)1/*4 < Ck(2t3)'/? for N > N3. Using (6.16)), we conclude for N > N3
—t3,0,%) 1,2}y 1

(6.18) P (zl(—tg) +pty > (21:3)1/21/1?’) > <.

Since |2} — ) — pta| < (K1 4+ My +1)(2t2)'/2, we have by Lemma and our choice of C' that the
second probability in the second line of (6.15)) is bounded below by

(1 - 36—02/87’(1—1’))’{71 > 11/12

for N larger than some Ny. It follows from (6.15) and (6.18)) that for N > Ny = max(N3, Ny),

1 1 1

—t 707_:_’ A b
P s, (Qhoa(—t2) +pt2 2 (26) V) 2 5 — o =

proving the first inequality in (6.14)). The second inequality is proven similarly.

Step 3. In this last step, we fix V and prove that we can enlarge N7 from Step 1 so that ([6.10])
holds for N > Ny. Let C be as in , and define vectors ", 5" € 2,1 by

= [—pts + M1 (2t3)"/?] + (k — i) [C(2t5)"/*],
yl = [pts + My(2ts)"/%] + (k —i)[C(2t3)"/?].

Note that xj > x1 > z; and 2} —zf, | > C (2t3)'/2, and likewise for y!'. Moreover, (p,; lies a distance
of at least C(2t3)'/? uniformly below the line segment connecting /| and Yy_,- By Lemma
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we have

Pa (Q1(it2) + pt2 > (2t3)1/2V1t> < IP’;J;’?}BM’S 100sbpot ( sup [Ql(s) — ps| > (2t3)1/2V1) <

86[—t3,t3]

—t3,t3, //’ " ~
Bty (spyer_1y 0 [F1(5) — ps] = (219)'/207)

s) —
—ta 3,875 (7 ~
Pre Y <L1 > > Ly > 5b0t>

In the numerator in the second line, we used the fact that the curves il, e ,I:k_l are independent
under P;Z’ts’xl’yl, and the event in the parentheses depends only on L;. By Lemma since

min(z? + pts, ! — pt3) < (M; + C(k — 1))(2t3)"/2, we can choose V{ > VP as well as N5 large
enough so that the numerator is bounded above by hy/2 for N > Nj. Since |y — 2/ — 2pt3| < 1,
our choice of C' and Lemma give a Ng so that the denominator is at least 11/12 for N > N.
This gives an upper bound of 12/11 - hy/2 < hy in the above as long as N7 > max(N5, Nﬁ), which
concludes the proof of .

O
We are now equipped to prove Lemma . Let us put for convenience
t+t
(6.19) ty = { 1‘; QJ .

Proof. (of Lemmal6.2)) We first introduce some notation to be used in the proof. Let S be as in Defini-
tion[6.1] For @ d’'e 20;_1, let us write § = [~ta, —t:1]U[t1, t2], Q. d) = Quvoia(—ta, t2, &, d, 00, lyor; 5).
For s € S we define events

A@,ds) = {D € DG d) : Qrr(9) T ps > (Mz +1)(215) 2},

BEd, V', s) = {2 € A& d) : Qi(s) Fps < VI(2t3)'2],
(6.20) o ) )
C(c,d, e, s) = {Q € Q(c,d) : min [Qi(g&) — Qi+1(gs)] > 36(2t3)1/2} ,

1<i<k—2,ce{-1,1}

D(Ed, V', c,5) = A(&,d,s) N B(#d, V', s) N C(&,d, . s).

-

Here, € and VP are constants which we will specify later. By Lemma for all (¢,d) and N
sufficiently large we have
(6.21) DG, d, V' e,5) C {Z (—t1,t1,(—t1), Q(t1), loor[—t1,11]) > g}

for some g depending on €, VP, M,. The above gives all the notation we require.
We now turn to the proof of the lemma, which split is into several steps.

Step 1. In this step, we show that there exist R > 0 and Ny sufficiently large so that if ¢;_1 +pty >
(2t3)1/2(M2 + R) and di_1 — pty > (2t3)1/2(M2 + R), then for all s € S and N > Ny we have

—t2,t2,8,d,00,bot > 7 Q —to,t2,6d 99
(622) Pavoid,Ber;S’ (A(C, d, S)) = 20 and IP)avozd Ber;S (Qk 1‘5 gbOt|S) = 100"
Let us begin with the first inequality. We observe via Lemma [3.2] that
—t2,t2,6,d,00,lpot > 7 —to,ta,Ed > 7
(623) Pavoid,Ber;S’ (A(C’ d, S)) =z Pavoid,Be’r;S’ (A(C’ d, 5))

Now define the constant

(6.24) C= \/8]3(1 —p)log T

3
199/200)1/ (k1)
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and vectors &, d’ € 20y, by
= |=pt2 + (M + R)(2t3)"/?] — (i = 1)[C(2t2)/?],
d; = [pta + (M + R)(2t3)"/?] — (i — 1)[C(2t2)"/*].
Then by Lemma [3.1] we have

_tQ,tQ,aJ - 7 —t2,t2,3/,cf’ o
PaUOid»B€T§§ (A(C, d, 8)) =z Pavoid,Be?‘;S'(A(c vds 8)) =

(6'25) —tata,cp 1/2 —to,to,&",d’
P2 inf [((s) — ps] > (My + 1)(2t3) —(1 — gt (L > > Lk_1)>.

ses

By Lemma [3.14] and our choice of C, we can find Ny so that ]P’_tQ’th’C d' (Ly > -+ > Li—q1) >

199/200 > 39/40 for N > Ny. Writing z = d}_, — ¢}, the term in the second line of (6.25) is
equal to

P;’;i’t?’o’z( inf [¢(s) + ¢}y — ps] > (Ma + 1)(2753)1/2) >
sesS

%E?’O’Z(Se%ggm [0(s) = ps] = (~R+ Clk+1)(213)/?).
In the second line, we used the estimate ¢, | > —pta + (Ma + R — Ck)(2t3)'/2. Now by Lemma
3.10, we can choose R large enough depending on C, k, Ms, p so that this probability is greater than
39/40 for N greater than some Nj. This gives a lower bound in of 39/40 — 1/40 = 19/20 for
N > rnax(]%, ]\71), and in combination with this proves the first inequality in (6.22]).
We prove the second inequality in similarly. Note that since 0 (s) < ps + Mo (2t3)'/? on
[—t3,t3] by assumption, we have

—to,t2,C, d —t2,t2,EJ : _ 1/2
]P)avozd Ber;S (Qk 1’,5‘ > Ebot| ) - Pavoid,Ber;g (sE[Hg,tz] [Qkil(S) pS] = M2(2t3) ) S

(6.26) P;jj;?,i;%( inf  [Q-1(s) — ps] >M2<2t3)1/2) >

SE[—ta,t2]

]P%ff?’o’z< inf [0(s) — ps] > —(R—Ck)(2t3)1/2> ( P (> > ik_l)).
s€[0,2ta]

We enlarge R if necessary 0] that the probability in the third line of is > 199/200 for
N > NQ by Lemma and [3 implies as above that the second expression in the last line
of is > —1/20() for N > N3 This gives us a lower bound of 199/200 — 1/200 = 99/100
for N > Ny = max(Ng,Ng) as desired. This proves the two inequalities in - ) for N > Ny =
maX(No,Nl,NQ,Ng)

Step 2. In this step we fix R sufficiently large so that R > C from ([6.24]) and the inequalities in
(6.22)) both hold for this choice of R. Our work from Step 1 ensures that such a choice for R is
possible. Let Vi, V¥, and hy be as in Lemma for this choice of R. Define the set

E = {E’,cfe W1 : (2t3)1/2Vt > max(c1 + ptad; — pte) and

(6.27)
min(cg_1 + pte,dg_1 — pta) > (2t3)1/2Vb}

—

We show in this step that there exists V' > My + 6(k — 1) and Nj such that for all (¢,d) € E
s €S, and N > N; we have

—t2,t2,8,d,00, b0t = 7 1/top g
(628) Pavoid,Ber;S’ (B(C, d’ 4 ’ 8)) = 20 '
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Let C be as in (6.24)), and define ”,d"” € 2Wj,_, by
¢ = [—pta + (2t3)2V{] + (k — 1 — i) [C(2t2) /7],
dj = [pta + (2t3)'PV{] + (k — 1 = 4)[C(2t2)"/?].

Then ¢f > ¢y > ¢and ¢f —c¢f, , > C (2152)1/ 2 for each i, and likewise for d}. By Lemma the left
hand side of (6.28)) is bounded below by

_ =11 (i'// o _
Pt pers <Sup [Qi(s) = ps] < V”p(2t3)1/2) >
7 7 seS

(6:29) P20 ( sup [((s) = ps] < (V' —V{ — ck><2t3>1/2> -

sE[—ta,t2]

—t 7t 7_*//’d_‘//1 )e o
(1_PB;26 Oobt(le"'ZkalngotD-

In the last line, we have written 2’ = d} —¢?, and we used the fact that ¢] < —pto+ (Vi +Ck)(2t3)/2.
By Lemma we can find V' large enough depending on V{,C,k, p so that the probability in
the third line of (6.29) is at least 39/40 for N > Ny. On the other hand, the above observations

regarding ¢”, d”, and fyy, as well as the fact that |d — ] — 2pta| < 1, allow us to conclude from

Lemma that the probability in the last line of (6.29) is at least 39/40 for N > Ns. In apply-
/2

ing Lemma |3.14] we used the fact that Vlb > M + R, which implies that £, lies a distance of at
least R(2t3)'/? (and hence C(2t3)'/? as R > C' by construction) uniformly below the line segment
connecting ¢j_; and dj_;. We thus obtain a lower bound of 39/40 — 1/40 = 19/20 in for
Ny = max(Ny, Ns), which proves as desired.

Step 3. In this step, we show that with E, V{, and Vlb as in Step 2, there exist ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small and Nj such that for all (¢,d) € E and N > N, we have

—t2,t2,8,d,00,lp, = 7 y/stop 1
(6.30) 3 i Borss “(D(C,d, V' €, t12)) > 5
We claim that this follows if we find Nﬁ so that for N > NG,
—l2, 7476? - 7 = 7 - 7 9
(6.31) me;f;;w S(C@d e, t12) | A@@ d,t1) N B(E,d, VI, 1)) > =

To see this, note that ((6.22) and (6.28) imply that for N > max(No, V),
19 1 ) 99 4

20 20) 100 75
and then (6.31)) and the second inequality in (6.22) imply that for N > Ny = max(Ny, N1, Ng),
9 4 1 1

P It (AE d 1) 0 BE L V', 1) N C@d e t2)) > 15 7 — o6 > 5

—tyta,Cd L7 -
Paviid?BCer;S (A(C, d’ tl) N B(C7 d7 4 op’ tl)) > (

which gives 1} once we recall the definition of D(, d, Vior e, t12).

In the remainder of this step, we verify (6.31]). Observe that A(¢, d. t1) N B(¢, d, Vitep, t1) can be
written as a countable disjoint union:

(6.32) A@ L) N BELVr )= | | F@.b)

(@b)el
Here, for @,b € Wy_1, F(a@,b) is the event that Q(—t;) = @ and Q(t;) = b, and I is the collection
of pairs (a, l;) satisfying
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(1) OSmin(ai—ci, di—bi) Stg—tl andogbi—aiSQtl fOI‘lSiSk—l,

(2) min(ak,l + pt1, bg_1 —ptl) > (MQ + 1)(2t3)1/2,

(3) max(ay + pty, by — pt1) < V'P(2t3)'/2.
Now let Q! = (Q},...,Q}_,;) and Q% = (Q3,...,Q7_,) denote the restrictions of Q to [—tg, —t1]
and [[t1,t2] respectively. Then we observe that
(6.33) Pizt2dd (Ql = B!, 02 =%%| F(, 5)) =P hGd (gl _ggl) pluizbd (92 g2y

avoid,Ber;S avoid,Ber avoid,Ber
We also let T = {(a, 5) el: IP’;EZ?ZQ;’:;S(F(EL’, l;)) > 0}, and we choose N7 so that I is nonempty for
N > Ny using Lemma We now fix (@,b) and argue that we can choose € > 0 small enough
and Ng so that for N > Ng,

—tot2,8d o 7 o7 9
(6.34) plaiaid (o(c, d e 1) | F(a, b)> > .

Then using (6.34) and (6.32)) and summing over I proves (6.31) for N > Ng = max(N7, ]\78).

To prove (6.34), we first show that we can find § > 0 and N7 so that

ot EF 3
t b t 1y 1 1 1 2
(6.35) P ovoid, Bor (1;?53(2 [QF (—t12) — Qi11(—t12)] > 56(2t3)"/ ) > T

for N > N;. We prove this inequality using Lemma In order to apply this result, we first
observe that since | — t19 + %(tl +t2)] <1 by (6.19), we have

(6.36) 0<Qi(—t2) — Qi(—3(ti +t2)) < 1.

Now applying Lemma with My = Vi, My = VP we obtain N7 and 6 > 0 such that if N > Nv,
then

ity —11.28 3
to,—t1,, : 11 1 1 1/2
P oid,Ber (1 nin [QF(=5(h +12) = QL (=3 (0 +12))] < 3(t> — 1)V ) <1-
Together with (6.36]) and the fact that t3/4 < to — t1, this implies that

g 11,28 3

to,~t1,, : 1 1 1/2

(6.37) P ovoid,Ber (1;%1,?_1 Qi (—t12) — Qi11(—ti2)] < (6/2)(2t3)"* — 1) <1- 710
for N > N;. Now we observe that as long as N¢ > 1ti/:,)52, then (6/4)(2t3)"/2 < (6/2)(2t2)'/? — 1

for N > N7. This implies (6.35). A similar argument gives us a ¢ > 0 such that

—to,—t 7‘*7-‘ . = 3
P ovoid,Ber (1 Juin [Qi(—t12) — Qir1(—t12)] < ((5/4)(2t3)1/2> <1- 7%

for N > Ny7. Then putting € = min(d,4)/12 and using (6.33)), we obtain (6.34) for N > Ny.

Step 4. In this step, we find N3 so that

k—1
—ta,t2,8,d,00,0p0 > 7 1(1 = 4 2.2 _
(6.38) P 2t S bl (D&, d, VI, e h)) > <2 =D (et ’”)
n=1

for N > N3. We will find Ny so that for N > Np,
P—t2,t2,5,li_:0?7ebot (D(aof,VtOP,e,tl) ‘ D(éd;vtop7€7t12)> >

avoid,Ber;S
(6.39) | = k-1
< _ Z(_l)n—le—e2n2/2p(1—p)) )
2
n=1
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Then (6.30) implies (6.38) for N > N3 = max(]\_fg,Ng).
To prove (6.39) we first observe that we can write

(6.40) D(E,d, V' e,t15) = | | G(ab).

-,

Here, for @,b € 20j,_1, G(@,b) is the event that Q(—t12) = @ and Q(t12) = b, and J is the collection
of (@, b) satisfying

(1) 0 <min(a; — ¢, di — b;) <tg—tigand 0 < b; —a; < 2t for 1 <i <k —1,

(2) min(ay_1 + pty, bp_1 — pt1) > (My + 1)(2t3)"/2,
(3) max(ay + pt1, by — pt1) < Vt"p(?t?,)l/z,
(4) min(a; — air1, by — biy1) > 3e(2t3)Y/? for 1 <i <k —2.
We let J = {(@,b) € J : IF’;;ZQ;;O; ‘ot (G(@, b)) > 0}, and we take Ny large enough by Lemma[2.16

so that J # @. We also let D(V*P ¢ tl) denote the set consisting of elements of D(,d, VP, ¢, t;)
restricted to [—t12,%12]. Then for (a,b) € J we have

—t2,t2,8,d,00 b0t = 7 ystop o AN\ m—ti2,t12,3,0,00,8p0t [ T top
(6 41) PaUOid7BeT§S (D(C, d) V ) 6) tl) ‘ G(a7 b)) - Pavoid,Ber;g (D(V 5 6’ tl)) Z

Pz = (D! e 1) N {L1 = -+ = Licy > hoat} ) -

We observe that the event in the second line of occurs as long as each curve L; remains
within a distance of e(2t3)1/2 from the straight line segment connecting a; and b; on [—t12,t12],
for 1 < i < k — 2. By the argument in the proof of Lemma , we can enlarge Ny so that the
probability of this event is bounded below by the expression on the right in for N > No.
Then using (6.41)) and (6.40) and summing over .J implies (6.39).

Step 5. In this last step, we complete the proof of the lemma, fixing the constants g and h as well
as N5. Let g = g(e, VP My) be as in Lemma for the choices of €, V¥ in Steps 2 and 3, let

o k-1
h— th (2_2(_1)n 1 o€ 2n2 /2p(1— p))

n=1
with h1 as in Step 2, and let N5 = max(Ng, N1, N2, N3, N;), with N; as in Lemma In the
following we assume that N > N5. By (6.38)) we have that if (¢,d) € E and N > N3, then

—ta,t2,Ed,00,0
]ID 2,02,6,4, ) bot H
avoid,Ber;S ( )

v

o
h )

where H is the event that

(1) VPP (2t3)'/2 > Qu(—t1) + pt1 > Qr-1(—t1) + pt1 > (My + 1)(2t2)"/2,

(2) Vt"p(%g)l/2 > Q1(t1) — pt1 > Qr_1(t1) — pt1 > (Mo + 1)(2t3)"/2,

( ) Ql( ) Qprl( tl) > 36(2t2)1/2 and Qi(tl) Ql+1(t1) > 36(2t2)1/2 fori=1,...,k—
Let Y denote the event appearing in (6.7). Then we can write Y = |—|(€,J)eE Y (Z,d), where Y (€, d) is
the event that Q(—ts) = &, Q(t2) = d, and E is defined in Step 2. If E = {(&,d) € E : Pa(Y(c, d)) >
0}, we can assume by Lemma that N5 is large enough so that F # @. It follows from Lemma
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that IPQ(Y) > hy. We conclude from the definition of Pg that for all N > N,

- -

Po(H) 2 Py(HNY)= Y P5(Y(&d))-Py(H|Y(Ed) =

(@d)eE
> R —t2,t ,E’,d_‘,oo,f I} h - N _ h
Z PQ(Y(C’ d)) ' Pavzid?Ber;g ' t(H) = hil Z PQ(Y( ’d)) - hil Pﬁ(y) > h.
(&d)eE (Ed)eE
Now Lemma implies (6.1]), completing the proof. O

7. APPENDIX A

In this section we prove Lemmas [2.2] 2-4] 31 and [3:2]

7.1. Proof of Lemma We adopt the same notation as in the statement of Lemma [2.2] and
proceed with its proof.

Observe that the sets K1 C Ko C --- C 3 X A are compact, they cover ¥ x A, and any compact
subset K of 3 x A is contained in all K,, for sufficiently large n. To see this last fact, let w1, mo
denote the canonical projection maps of 3 x A onto 3 and A respectively. Since these maps are
continuous, 71 (K) and mo(K) are compact in ¥ and A. This implies that 71 (K) is finite, so it is
contained in ¥,,, = X N [—ni,n;] for some ny. On the other hand, m3(K) is closed and bounded
in R, thus contained in some closed interval [, 5] € A. Since a, \, @ and b, b, we can
choose ng large enough so that m(K) C [«, 8] C [an,, bn,]. Then taking n = max(ni,n2), we have
K Cm(K) xm(K) C X, X [an, by] = K.

We now split the proof into several steps.

Step 1. In this step, we show that the function d defined in the statement of the lemma is a metric.
For each n and f,g € C(X x A), we define

do(f,9) = sup |f(i,t) —g(i,t)],  d(f.9) = min{dn(f.g),1}
(i,t)EKn

Then we have
d(f,g) =Y 27"d(f.9)-
n=1

Clearly each d,, is nonnegative and satisfies the triangle inequality, and it is then easy to see that the
same properties hold for d,. Furthermore, d/, < 1, so d is well-defined and d(f, g) € [0,1]. Observe
that d is nonnegative, and if f = g, then each d},(f,g) = 0, so the sum d(f,g) is 0. Conversely, if
f # g, then since the K, cover ¥ x A, we can choose n large enough so that K,, contains an z with
f(z) # g(x). Then d,(f,g) # 0, and hence d(f,g) # 0. Lastly, the triangle inequality holds for d
since it holds for each d,.

Step 2. Now we prove that the topology 74 on C(3 x A) induced by d is the same as the topology
of uniform convergence over compacts, which we denote by 7.. Recall that 7. is generated by the
basis consisting of sets

Bi(f,e)={g€ C(ExA): sup |f(i.t)—g(i,t)| <.
(i,t)eK

for K € ¥ x A compact, f € C(X x A), and ¢ > 0, and 74 is generated by sets of the form

BE(f) ={g:d(f,9) < }.
We first show that 74 C 7.. It suffices to prove that every set BZ(f) is a union of sets B (f, €).
First, choose € > 0 and f € C(X x A). Let g € BY(f). We will find a basis element A, of 7. such
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that g € Ay C BI(f). Let 6 = d(f,g) < €, and choose n large enough so that > ,., 27" < %
Define Ay = Bk, (g, %), and suppose h € A,. Then since K,, C K,, for m < n, we have

- 5 — 5
d(f,h) < d(f,g) +dlg,h) <6+ 2 dy(g,h) + Y 27 e
k=1 k>n

Therefore g € A, C B4(f). Then we can write

U 4,
9€BI(f)
a union of basis elements of 7.
We now prove conversely that 7. C 74. Let K C ¥ x A be compact, f € C(X x A), and
e > 0. Choose n so that K C Ky, and let g € Bg(f,€) and § = supyex |f(z) — g(z)| < e. If
d(g,h) < 27™(e — ¢), then d},(g,h) < 2"d(g,h) < € — §, hence d,,(g,h) < € — 0, assuming without
loss of generality that ¢ < 1. It follows that

sup [ f(z) — h(@)] < 6+ sup g(x) ~ h(x)] < 8 +da(g.h) <0+ c—d=c
eK zeK

Thus g € 32 " (em )(g) C Bk (f,€), proving that B (f,€) € 74 by the same argument as above. We
conclude that 74 = 7.

Step 3. In this step, we show that (C'(X x A), d) is a complete metric space. Let {fy, }n>1 be Cauchy
with respect to d. Then we claim that {f,} must be Cauchy with respect to d,, on each K,,. This
follows from the observation that d),(fs, fm) < 2"d(fe, fm). Thus {f,} is Cauchy with respect to
the uniform metric on each K,,, and hence converges uniformly to a continuous limit f%» on each
K, (see [30, Theorem 7.15|). Since the pointwise limit must be unique at each z € ¥ x A, we have
fEn(z) = fEm(2) if 2 € K, N K,y Since U, K, = ¥ x A, we obtain a well-defined function f on all
of ¥ x A given by f(z) = lim, e f57(x). We have f € C(Z x A) since f|k, = f5» is continuous
on K, for all n. Moreover, if K C ¥ x A is compact and n is large enough so that K C K, then
because f, — f&» = f|k, uniformly on K,,, we have f, — f&»| = f|x uniformly on K. That is,
for any K C ¥ x A compact and € > 0, we have f,, € Bg(f,¢) for all sufficiently large n. Therefore
fn — f in 7., and equivalently in the metric d by Step 2.

Step 4. Lastly, we prove separability by adapting the arguments from |1, Example 1.3]|. For each
pair of positive integers n,k, let D, ; be the subcollection of C(X x A) consisting of polygonal
functions that are piecewise linear on {j} x I,, . ; for each j € ¥, and each subinterval

In,k,i: [an‘i'%(bn_an)a an“‘%(bn_an)]a 1<i<k,

taking rational values at the endpoints of these subintervals, and extended constantly to all of A.
Then D = U, 1Dy, i, is countable, and we claim that it is dense in 7.. To see this, let K C ¥ x A be
compact, f € C(X x A), and € > 0, and choose n so that K C K,,. Since f is uniformly continuous
on K, we can choose k large enough so that for 0 <@ < k, if t € I, ;. ;, then

‘f (4, (]7an+%(bn_an))| <e€/2

for all j € ¥,,. Using that Q is dense in R we can choose g € UpD,, ;. with |g(j, an + %(bn —ap)) —
f(d,an + £(by — ay))| < €/2. Then we have

‘f(jvt)*g(jaanjL%(bn*an))‘ <€ and ‘f(jat)*g(jaan+%(bn*an))’ <e€
Since g(j,t) is a convex combination of g(j, an + 2 (b, — an)) and g(j, arn + % (bn — an)), we get
9(j

1f(t) —

)] < e
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as well. In summary;,

sup |f(]7t)_g(])t)| S sup |f(.]>t)_g(]at)| <€,
Ut)eK (Jit)EKn

s0 g € Bx(f,€). This proves that D is a countable dense subset of C(X x A).

7.2. Proof of Lemma We first prove two lemmas that will be used in the proof of Lemma
The first result allows us to identify the space C(X x A) with a product of copies of C'(A). In
the following, we assume the notation of Lemma [2.4]

Lemma 7.1. Let m; : C(¥ x A) — C(A), i € 2, be the projection maps given by m;(F)(z) = F(i,x)
for x € A. Then the m; are continuous. Endow the space [[;cs, C(A) with the product topology
induced by the topology of uniform convergence over compacts on C(A). Then the mapping

F:CExA) —J[C@), £ @m(f))ies
€D
1s a homeomorphism.

Proof. We first prove that the m; are continuous. We know C'(X x A) is metrizable by Lemma
and by a similar argument so is C(A) (take ¥ = {0} in Lemma [2.2). Consequently, it suffices to
assume that f, — f in C(X x A) and show that m;(f,) — m(f) in C(A). Let K be compact in A.
Then {i} x K is compact in ¥ x A, and f, — f uniformly on {i} x K by assumption, so we have
mi(fo)lk = falgyxx = fliyxx = mi(f)|x uniformly on K. Since K was arbitrary, we conclude
that m;(fn) — m(f) in C(A) as desired.

We now observe that F' is invertible. If (fi)iex € [[;ex; C(A), then the function f defined by
f@i,-) = fi(-) isin C(¥ x A), since ¥ has the discrete topology. This gives a well-defined inverse for
F. Tt suffices to prove that F' and F~' are open maps.

We first show that F' sends each basis element Bg(f,e) of C(¥ x A) to a basis element in
[Lics; C(A). Note that a basis for the product topology is given by products [[,cy, Bx; (fi, €), where
at most finitely many of the K; are nonempty. Here, we use the convention that Bg(fi,e) = C(A).
Let 7wy, 5 denote the canonical projections of 3 x A onto 3, A. The continuity of 7s; implies that if
K C ¥ x A is compact, then 7y (K) is compact in ¥, hence finite. Observe that the set KN ({i} x A)
is an intersection of a compact set with a closed set and is hence compact in ¥ x A. Therefore the
sets K; = mpa(K N ({i} x A)) are compact in A for each i € ¥ since 7y is continuous. We observe
that F'(Bk(f,€)) = [l;ex, Us, where

Ui:BKZ.(Tri(f),E), if iGWz;(K),

and U; = C(A) otherwise. Since 7y (K) is finite and the K; are compact, we see that F(Bg/(f,€))
is a basis element in the product topology as claimed.

Lastly, we show that F~! sends each basis element U = [, .y, Bk, (fi, €) for the product topology
to a set of the form By (f,¢). We have K; = @ for all but finitely many i. Write f = F~1((fi)iex)
and K = Ujex({i} x K;). Notice that K is compact in ¥ x A as a finite union of compact sets (each
of {i} x K; is compact by Tychonoff’s theorem, |26, Theorem 37.3]). Moreover, one has

F=Y(U) = Bx(f.e),
which proves that F~! is also an open map.

0

We next prove a lemma which states that a sequence of line ensembles is tight if and only if all
individual curves form tight sequences.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that {L"},>1 is a sequence of ¥-indexed line ensembles on A, and let X' =
mi(L"). Then the X' are C(A)-valued random variables on (U, F,P), and {L"} is tight if and only
if for each i € ¥ the sequence {X['}n>1 is tight.
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Proof. The fact that the X' are random variables follows from the continuity of the m; in Lemma
and |17, Theorem 1.3.4]. First suppose the sequence {£"} is tight. By Lemma C(Z x A7)
is a Polish space, so it follows from Prohorov’s theorem, |1, Theorem 5.1], that {£"} is relatively
compact. That is, every subsequence {L£"*} has a further subsequence {L£"*¢} converging weakly to
some L. Then for each i € 3, since 7; is continuous by the above, the subsequence {m;(L"*¢)} of
{mi(L™)} converges weakly to m;(L) by the Continuous mapping theorem, [1, Theorem 2.7]. Thus
every subsequence of {m;(L£™)} has a convergent subsequence. Since C'(A) is a Polish space (apply
Lemma [2.2) with ¥ = {0}), Prohorov’s theorem, |1, Theorem 5.2|, implies {m;(L")} is tight.

Conversely, suppose {X['} is tight for all i € ¥. Then given ¢ > 0, we can find compact sets
K; C C(A) such that

P(XT ¢ Ki) < /2
for each i € 3. By Tychonoff’s theorem, |26, Theorem 37.3], the product K =[]
in [[;c5; C(A). We have

iexy I is compact

(7.1) P(XPiex ¢ K) <Y P(X] ¢ K;) <Ze/22—6
1€
By Lemma ., we have a homeomorphism G : [[;c5yC(A) — C(X¥ x A). We observe that
G((XMiex) = L™, and K = G(K) is compact in C(ExA). Thus £" € K if and only if (X)iex € K,
and it follows from (7.1) that
P(LteK)>1—e
This proves that {£"} is tight.

We are now ready to prove Lemma [2.4]

Proof. (of Lemma By a direct extension of |1, Theorem 7.3|, a sequence { P, },>1 of probability
measures on C([u, v]) with the uniform topology is tight if and only if the following conditions hold:

for some w € [u,v] we have lim limsup P,(|z(w)| > a) =0,
=00 p—oo

(7.2) o (

lim lim sup P,
0—0 n—oo

sup |z(s) —z(t)| > e) =0 foralle>D0.
[s—t|<é
If {£"}n>1 is tight we conclude the sequence {L|(,, b, }n>1 is tight for every m > 1. This is
because the projection map is continuous. The last two statements prove the “only if” part of the
lemma. In the remainder we focus on the “if” part, i.e. proving that {£"},>1 is tight, given that
conditions (i) and (ii) in the statement of the lemma are satisfied.

Fix ¢ € 3. By Lemma it suffices to show that the sequence {L£7'},>1 of C'(A)-valued random
variables is tight. From we see that conditions (i) and (ii) in the lemma imply that the sequence
{LE (b fn>1 18 tight for every m > 1. Let m, : C(A) = C([am, b)) denote the map f — fla,, 5]
and note that 7, is continuous. It follows from [17, Theorem 1.3.4] that 7, (L") = L[4, 5,,] 1S @
C([am, bm])-valued random variable. Tightness of the sequence implies that for any e > 0, we can
find compact sets K, C C([am,bm]) so that

P(mm(L}) & Kin) < €/2™
for each m > 1. Writing K = N%_, 7} (K,,), it follows that

P(LfeK)>1—-)Y ¢/2"=1-¢c

m=1
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To conclude tightness of { £}, it suffices to prove that K = N°_, 7.} (K, ) is sequentially compact in
C(A). We argue by diagonalization. Let {f,} be a sequence in K, so that fu|(4,, 5,,] € Km for every
m,n. Since K is compact, there is a sequence {n; ;} of natural numbers such that the subsequence
{fn1slfar,pi) J& converges in C([a1,b1]). Since Ky is compact, we can take a further subsequence
{nax} of {n1x} so that {fn,, |4z} converges in C([az,b2]). Continuing in this manner, we
obtain sequences {nyx} 2 {nax} 2 -+ so that {fn,, ,ljam bt converges in C([ap, by]) for all m.
Writing ny = nyk, it follows that the sequence {f,, } converges uniformly on each [ap, by,]. If K is
any compact subset of C'(A), then K C [ay,, by,] for some m, and hence {f,, } converges uniformly

on K. Therefore {fy,} is a convergent subsequence of {f,}.
O

7.3. Proof of Lemma We adopt the same notation as in the statement of Lemma and
proceed with its proof.

We first construct a candidate B and then we prove that B € Quy0iq(T0, 11, %, Y, f,g). Denote
By = f and Byy1 = g with 2o = f(Tp) and yo = f(T1). By Condition (3) of Lemma [2.16| we know
xzo > x1 and yo > y1. We define inductively B; for j = 1,...,k as follows (recall that By = f).
Assuming that B;_; has been constructed we let Bj(Tp) = z; and then for ¢ € [Ty, T} — 1] we define

BJ(Z) +1 if B](’L) +1< min{Bj,l(i -+ 1),]/]'}

(73) Bili+1) = {B(z) else.

This gives our candidate 8 = (B, ..., By). In order to verify that this candidate ensemble B is an
element of Quy0ia(To, 11, T, ¥, f,g), three properties must be ensured:

(a) B(Ty) =2 and B(Th) =9y
(7.4) (b) f(l) > B1(7,) > 2> Bk(l) > g(l) for all ¢ € [[To,Tl]]
(¢c) Bj(i+ 1) — Bj(i) € {0,1} for all i € [Tp, Ty — 1] and j € [1, k]

Property (c) follows directly from our definition in (7.3). We split the proof of (a) and (b) above
into three steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove that for each j = 1,...,k that B;_1(¢) > B;(i) for i € [Ty, T1]. If
j =1 and f = oo there is nothing to prove, so we may assume that either j > 2 or j =1 and f is
an up-right path — the proofs in these cases are the same. Suppose that for some i € [Ty, 71 — 1]
we have that B;(i) < B;j_1(i) then we know by construction that Bj(i + 1) = B;(i) or B;(i) + 1.
In the former case, we trivially get

BJ(Z + 1) = B](Z) S ijl(i) § ijl(i + 1),

where the last inequality used that Bj_; is an up-right path. If B;(i + 1) = B;(i) + 1 from (7.3
we see that Bj(i) +1 < Bj_1(i + 1) and so we again conclude that B;(i + 1) < Bj_i(i + 1). By
assumption we know that B;(Ty) = z; < xj_1 = Bj_1(Tp), and so by inducting on i from T to T}
we conclude that Bj_1(i) > Bj(i) for i € [Ty, T1] and j =1,..., k. To summarize, we have proved
that for ¢ € [To,71]

(7.5) f(i) = Bi(i) = -+ = By(3).

Step 2. In this step we prove (a). By construction we already know that 8(7y) = Z and so we only
need to prove that B(7}) = . We will show this claim inductively on j: we trivially know the claim
is true for j = 0, since yo = f(11) is given. Then suppose that B;(T1) = y; holds up to j =n — 1.
We seek to prove that B, (T1) = y,. Notice that by construction we know that B, (i) < y, for all
i € [To,T1] and so we only need to show that By, (T1) > yn.
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Suppose first that By, (i + 1) = By, (i) + 1 for all i € [Ty, T1 — 1]. Then we know that B, (T1) =
xn + (T1 — Tp) > yp by assumption (1) in Lemma and so we are done. Conversely, there is
an iy € [Tp, T1 — 1] such that By, (ig + 1) = By(ig) and we can take ip to be the largest index in
[To, T1 — 1] satisfying this condition. Observe that by we must have that either By, (ip) > yn
or By(ig) > Bp—1(ip + 1). In the former case, we see that since B,, is an up-right path we must
have B,(T1) > By(igp) > yn and again we are done. Thus we only need to consider the case
when By,_1(ip + 1) < By(ip). By the maximality of igp we know that B, (i + 1) = B, (i) + 1 for
i =149+ 1,...,T1 and so we see that

Bn(Th) = By(io + 1) + (T1 —ip — 1) = Bp(io) + (Th —ip — 1) >

Bp_1(iog+ 1)+ (T1 —ip — 1) > Bp—1(T1) = Yyn—1 > Yn.
Overall, we conclude in all cases that By, (71) > y, which concludes the proof of (a).

Step 3. In this step we prove (b), and in view of we see that it suffices to show that By (i) > g(4)
for all 7. If g = —oo there is nothing to prove and so we may assume that g is an up-right path.

Suppose that g(i) > By(i) for some i € [Ty, T1]. Since g(Tp) < Bi(Tp) = x by Condition (3)
in Lemma we know that there exists some point iy such that g(ig) = B(ig) and g(ig + 1) >
By (igp+1). In particular, since g and By, can each only increase by 1, this implies By (ig) = Bg(ip+1)
and g(igp+1) = g(ip)+1. This implies either By (ig) = yx or Bx(io)+1 > Br_1(i0+1). If Bi(ip) = yx
then by assumption (3) of Lemma we conclude

yr > g(T1) > glio+ 1) = g(ip) + 1 = Bi(ip) + 1 >y + 1,

which is an obvious contradiction.

Therefore, it must be the case that By(ig) + 1 > Bi_1(iop + 1) and then we conclude that
By_1(i9+1) = By_1(ig) = Bg(ig) in view of . By the same argument we see that By_1(ip+1) =
By_1(ip) can only occur if Bi_o(ig + 1) = Bi_2(io) = Bg—1(ip) and iterating this k times we
conclude that Bo(i() + 1) = Bo(’io) = Bl(io) = ... = Bk(io) = g(io) = g(io + 1) — 1. But then
g(io+1) > f(io + 1), which contradicts condition (3) in Lemma [2.16] The contradiction arose from
our assumption that g(i) > By(7) for some i € [Tp, T1] and so no such i exists, proving (b).

7.4. Proof of Lemmas and We will prove the following lemma, of which the two lemmas
are immediate consequences. In particular, Lemma is the special case when ¢° = ¢¢, and Lemma
is the case when ¥ = Z’ and ¢ = ¢’. We argue in analogy to |13, Lemma 5.6].

Lemma 7.3. Fiz k € N, Ty, Ty € Z with Ty < Ty, S C [To,T1], and two functions g°, gt :
[To, T1] — [—o00,00) with g* < g* on S. Also fix T,5,%',§" € Wy, such that z; < !, y; < 9!
for 1 < i < k. Assume that Qavoid(TmTlaf,gaooagb;S) and Qavoid(Tﬁaleflag/aooagt;S) are
both non-empty. Then there exists a probability space (2, F,P), which supports two [1, k]-indexed
Bernoulli line ensembles £ and £° on [To, T1] such that the law of £ (resp. Eb) under P is given
by Pfgﬁl:g;jzgw’gt (resp. Pfgﬁizgg’%’gb) and such that P-almost surely we have Li(r) > Lb(r) for
alli=1,...,k and r € [Ty, T1].

Proof. Throughout the proof, we will write £, s to mean Qg0id(70, 11, Z, ¥, 00, g% S) and Q:z,S to
mean Qupoia(T0, T1, T, 7', 00, g%; S). We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1. We first aim to construct a Markov chain (X", Y"),>¢, with X" € Q, 5, Y" € Q;S, with
initial distribution given by
X)(t) = min(z; +t —To, yi), Y, (t) = min(z; +t — Tp, u}),

for t € [Ty, T1] and 1 < i < k. First observe that we do in fact have X° € Qq,g, since X?(To) = 75,
XU =i, X2(t) < min(zj—1 +t—Tp, yi—1) = X2 1(t), and X2(t) > z;+t—Tp > ¢*(Tp) +t—Tp >
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g°(t). We also note here that X° is mazimal on the entire space Q(Tp, T1,Z, ), in the sense that
for any Z € Q(Tp, Th, 7, §), we have Z;(t) < X?(t) for all t € [Tp, T1]. In particular, X° is maximal
on Q5. Likewise, we see that Y is maximal on Qg g

We want the chain (X, Y™) to have the following properties:

1

2)
= =2 t
3) (Y™) is irreducible and aperiodic, with invariant distribution ]P’;Fggé:fge’f; 9

4) X <Y on [Ty, Ti] foralln > 0and 1 < < k.

X™)n>0 and (Y™),>0 are both Markov in their own filtrations,

n : : : : : : : 3 T07T17fu3770079b
(X™) is irreducible and aperiodic, with invariant distribution P, )" 575067,

(
(
(
(

This will allow us to conclude convergence of X™ and Y™ to these two uniform measures.

We specify the dynamics of (X™,Y™) as follows. At time n, we uniformly sample a triple (i, ¢, z) €
[1, k] x [To, Th] % [zk, v} — 1]. We also flip a fair coin, with P(heads) = P(tails) = 1/2. We update
X" and Y using the following procedure. If j # i, we leave X}, Y; unchanged, and for all points
s #t, weset X" (s) = XP(s). If Ty <t < Ty, X}t —1) =z, and XP(t+1) = 2+ 1 (note that
this implies X*(t) € {z, 2+ 1}), we consider two cases. If t € S, then we set

Xn+1(t) K + 1, if heads,
¢ z, if tails,

assuming this does not cause X/ () to fall below X7 (t), with the convention that X} =g If
t ¢ S, we perform the same update regardless of whether it results in a crossing. In all other cases,
we leave X?H(t) = X7(t). We update Y™ using the same rule, with g’ in place of ¢°.

We first observe that X™ and Y are in fact non-crossing on S for all n. Note X" is non-crossing,
and if X™ is non-crossing, then the only way X"*! could be crossing on S is if the update were to
push Xi"'H( ) below X7, ,(t) for some 4,t with ¢t € S. But any update of this form is suppressed, so
it follows by induction that X" € €, g for all n. Similarly, we see that Y € Qfl g

It is easy to see that (X™,Y™) is a Markov chain, since at each time n, the value of (X"+!1 y7+1)
depends only on the current state (X™,Y™), and not on the time n or any of the states prior to time
n. Moreover, the value of X"*! depends only on the state X", not on Y™, so (X") is a Markov
chain in its own filtration. The same applies to (Y™). This proves the property (1) above.

We now argue that (X") and (Y") are irreducible. Fix any Z € Q,.5. As observed above, we
have Z; < X? on [Ty, Ti] for all i. We argue that we can reach the state Z starting from X° in
some finite number of steps with positive probability. Due to the maximality of X°, we only need
to move the paths downward. If we do this starting with the bottom path, then there is no danger
of the paths X; crossing on S, or of X}, crossing ¢” on S. To ensure that X = Zj,, we successively
sample triples (k,t,z) as follows. We initialize t = To + 1. If X}'(t) = Zi(t), we increment ¢ by 1.
Otherwise, we have XJ'(t) > Zj(t), so we set z = X}'(t) — 1 and flip tails. This may or may not
push X (t) downwards by 1. We then increment ¢ and repeat this process. If ¢ reaches 77 — 1, then
at the increment we reset ¢ = Ty + 1. After finitely many steps, X; will agree with Z; on all of
[To,T1]. We then repeat this process for X" and Z;, with ¢ descending. Since each of these samples
and flips has positive probability, and this process terminates in finitely many steps, the probability
of transitioning from X™ to Z after some number of steps is positive. The same reasoning applies
to show that (Y™) is irreducible.

To see that the chains are aperiodic, simply observe that if we sample a triple (¢, Tp, z) or (¢, 11, 2),

then the states of both chains will be unchanged

]P)T07T17 §,00,9°
avoid,Ber;S

For simplicity, write p for the uniform measure. Then for all 7 € Q, g, we have pu(7) = 1/|Qq s|.

To see that the uniform measure on Qg is invariant for (X"), fix any w € Q5.
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Hence

> MBI —w| X =7 = o 3T B =0 | X" = 1)

S TGQQ’S

1
PX"l =7 | X" =w) = 1
2 K | )= sl

TGQLLS ’

TGQLMS

= w).
T p(w)

The second equality is clear if 7 = w. Otherwise, note that P(X, 11 = w|X,, = 7) # 0 if and only
if 7 and w differ only in one indexed path (say the ith) at one point ¢, where |7;(t) — w;(t)| = 1,
and this condition is also equivalent to P(X"*! = 7| X" = w) # 0. If X" = 7, there is exactly
one choice of triple (i,,2) and one coin flip which will ensure X/"™'(t) = w(?), i.e., X" = w.
Conversely, if X™ = w, there is one triple and one coin flip which will ensure X"+! = 7. Since the
triples are sampled uniformly and the coin flips are fair, these two conditional probabilities are in
fact equal. This proves (2), and an analogous argument proves (3).

Lastly, we argue that X" < Y;” on [Ty, T:] for all n > 0 and 1 < i < k. This is of course true
at n = 0. Suppose it holds at some n > 0, and suppose that we sample a triple (i,¢,z). Then the
update rule can only change the values of the X" (¢) and Y;"(¢). Notice that the values can change
by at most 1, and if Y*(¢) — X[*(t) = 1, then the only way the ordering could be violated is if Y;
were lowered and X; were raised at the next update. But this is impossible, since a coin flip of
heads can only raise or leave fixed both curves, and tails can only lower or leave fixed both curves.
Thus it suffices to assume X'(¢) = Y;"(¢).

There are two cases to consider that violate the ordering of X! (¢) and Y;*™(t). Either (i)
X;(t) is raised but Y;(t) is left fixed, or (ii) Yj(¢) is lowered yet X;(¢) is left fixed. These can only
occur if the curves exhibit one of two specific shapes on [t — 1,¢t + 1]. For X;(t) to be raised,
we must have X'(t — 1) = X*(¢t) = X]'(t + 1) — 1, and for Y;(¢) to be lowered, we must have
Yt —1)—1=Y"t) = Y"(t+1). From the assumptions that X'(t) = Y;*(t), and X]* < Y,
we observe that both of these requirements force the other curve to exhibit the same shape on
[t —1,t + 1]. Then the update rule will be the same for both curves for either coin flip, proving
that both (i) and (ii) are impossible.

Step 2. It follows from (2) and (3) and [27, Theorem 1.8.3] that (X™),>0 and (Y™),>0 converge

T07T1’f7g’oo$gb TO:Tlvf/,?jl:OO:gt 3 ; n n 3
weakly to P 0w gl e and Poip s respectively. In particular, (X™) and (Y™) are tight,

so (X™ Y"™),>0 is tight as well. By Prohorov’s theorem, it follows that (X", Y™) is relatively
compact. Let (n,,) be a sequence such that (X", Y"m) converges weakly. Then by the Skorohod
representation theorem |1, Theorem 6.7], it follows that there exists a probability space (2, F,P)
supporting random variables X", 9" and X, %) taking values in €, g, Qg g respectively, such that

(1) The law of (X™,2)™) under P is the same as that of (X", Y™),
(2) X"(w) — X(w) for all w € Q,
(3) V"(w) — Y(w) for all w € Q.

In particular, (1) implies that X" has the same law as X", which converges weakly to

T07T1’i7gvoo

= = b b
ploT130:00.97 1t follows from (2) and the uniqueness of limits that X has law P o ndoe? . Simi-

avoid,Ber;S
larly, 9) has law Pzggé’]géﬁéoo’gt. Moreover, condition (4) in Step 1 implies that X"(i,-) < 9" (i, -),

P-a.s., so X(i,-) < (i,-) for 1 <4 < k, P-a.s. Thus we can take £ = X and £ = 9).
[l

7.5. Proof of Lemmas [4.6] and In this section we use the same notation as in Section [4.3]
We first prove Lemma[£.6l We will use the following lemma, which proves an analogous convergence
result for a single rescaled Bernoulli random walk.
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Lemma 7.4. Let z,y,a,b € R with a < b, and let ay,by € N=Z, 2N,y € N~%27, be sequences
with ay < a, by > b, and |y — V| < (by — aN)NO‘/Q, Suppose ay — a, by — b. Write
N = (N = panN°) /(1 =p), V¥ = (YN — pbyN*?)/\/p(1 —p), and assume N — z,

N , N
g¥ = y as N — oo. Let YN be a sequence of random variables with laws P‘}ﬁ’e’:%x Y and let

ZN = YN|up. Then the law of ZN converges weakly to ]P’;fé:’y as N — oo.

Proof. Let us write 2V = (yN — 2V)N®/2? and Ty = (by — ay)N®. Let B be a standard Brow-
nian bridge on [0, 1], and define random variables BY, B taking values in C([ax,by]), C([a,b])
respectively via

- t— by —t
BN(t)—\/bN—aN-B< GN>+ IN N g IV N,

by —an bN—aN' by —an
- (t—a t—a b—t
B(t)=vb—a-B + Y+ - T
b—a b—a b—a

We observe that B has law P?fe’ﬁ’y and BY = B as N — oco. By |1, Theorem 3.1], to show that
ZN — B, it suffices to find a sequence of probability spaces supporting Y, BY so that
(7.6) p(BY YNy = sup [BN@t)-YN(#)| = 0 as N — oo,

te[(lN,bN]

It follows from Theorem that for each N € N there is a probability space supporting BV and
YN, as well as constants C,a’,a/ > 0, such that

(7.7) E e 80N < geotlor Nl pTw N,

where A(N, 2V, yN) = /p(1 — p) N/2p(BN,YN). Since (2N — pTn)N~% = /p(1 —p) (y — )
by assumption, there exist Nyp € N and A > 0 so that |z — pTn| < AN®/2 for N > N,. Then for
e >0 and N > Ny, Chebyshev’s inequality and ([7.7]) give

B(o(BY,Y™) > ) < CemaeVIImIN /2ol log N 42
The right hand side tends to 0 as N — oo, implying . (Il
We now give the proof of Lemma
Proof. (of Lemma We prove the two statements of the lemma in two steps.
Step 1. In this step we fix Ny € N so that Pzgo’féj’ij’gN’fN’gN is well-defined for N > Ngy. Observe
that we can choose € > 0 and continuous functions hq, ..., hy : [a,b] — R depending on a, b, &, ¥, f, g

with h;(a) = x4, hi(b) = y; for ¢ € [1, k], such that if u; : [a,b] — R are continuous functions with
p(ui, hi) = sup,epq) [ui(z) — hi(x)| < €, then

(7.8) flx) —e>ui(x)+e>ui(xr) —e> - >up(x) +e>up(r) —e>g(x) +e
for all z € [a,b]. By Lemma we have
(7.9) P40V (p(Qi hi) < e for i € [1,K]) > 0.

Since yN — 2V — p(by — an)N®/? — /p(1 —p) (y; — x;) as N — oo for i € [1,k] and p < 1, we
can find Ny € N so that for N > Ny, [y — 2| < (by — an)N®/2. Tt follows from Lemmathat
if YN have laquqIP’?fég,’}’\;fN’gN for N > Ny and ZN = )N)N\[[Lkﬂx[a,b}, then the law of ZV converges
weakly to P?c;nbe’i’y. In view of ((7.9) we can then find Ny so that if N > max(Ny, N2) then

(7.10) BN T (oD hs) < e for i € [1LK]) > 0.
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We now choose N3 so that sup,e(q—1,541) [f(2) = fn(2)] < €/4 and sup,cpo—1,p11] 19(7) —gn (2)] < €/4.
If f =00 (resp. g = —0), we interpret this to mean that fy = oo (resp. gy = —o0). We take Ny
large enough so that if N > Ny and [z —y| < N~%/2 then |f(z)— f(y)| < €/4 and |g(x)—g(y)| < €/4.
Lastly, we choose N5 so that Ny * < €/4. Then for N > Ny = max (N1, N2, N3, Ny, N5), we have

using ([7.8)) that
(7.11) {p(ON hy) <eforie[1,k]} C{fn >IN >--- >IN > gn on [an,by]}.
By ({7.10) and (7.11)) we conclude that
=N =N
PN ({fn = VY > = V) > gy on [an, by]}) >0,

2N 2N
which implies that P~ O’fé\’ N ININ g well-defined.

Step 2. In this step we prove that ZV — IPZ;}b(;ff’f 9 with ZV defined in the statement of
the lemma. We write ¥ = [1,k], A = [a,b], and Ay = [an,bn]. It suffices to show that for any
bounded continuous function F : C(X x A) — R we have

(7.12) lim E[F(2ZM)] = E[F(Q)],

N—oo

aib?f’g"fhg
where Q has law P " )

We define the functions Hy, : C(X x A) — R and H}Yg :C(Ex Ay) = R by
Heo(L)=1{f > L1 >---> L} >gon A},
HY (L) =1{f > L) >--- > L > gon Ay}
Then we observe that for N > Np,
E[F (LN [sxjan) H ]y (LY)]

where £V has law IP’SL%’Y e’:f}’\;fN’gN. By our choice of Ny in Step 1, the denominator in ([7.13)) is positive
for all N > Ny. Similarly, we have
ElF(L)Hyy(L)]

E[Hjy(L)] ’

where £ has law P%**7. From (7.13)) and ([7.14)), we see that to prove (|7.12]) it suffices to show that

free

for any bounded continuous function F': C(X x A) — R,
(7.15) i E[P(EY o) HY ()] = BIF(C)Hy (L))

(7.14) E[F(Q)] =

By Lemma |7.4 £N|Ex[a,b] = L as N — oo. Since C(X x A) is separable, the Skorohod

representation theorem |1, Theorem 6.7| gives a probability space (2, F,P) supporting C(X x Ay)-
2N 2N

valued random variables £V with laws P;fe’é”]v\;x Y and a C(X x A)-valued random variable £

with law P;;be’f’g such that £V Isx[a,p) — £ uniformly on compact sets, pointwise on Q. Here we rely

on the fact that apy, by are respectively the largest element of N™%Z less than a and the smallest
element greater than b, so that £V | x[a,5] Uniquely determines LN on [ay,by].
Define the events

Ei={w:f>Li(w)> > Lg(w)>gon |a,bl},
Ey ={w: Li(w)(r) < Liy1(w)(r) for some ¢ € [0,k] and r € [a, b]},
where in the definition of Ey we use the convention Ly = f, L;+1 = g. The continuity of F' implies

that F(CN’Zx[a,b])H]]v\][\,,gN (LN) — F(L) on the event Ej, and F(EN]ZX[a,b])H}YV’gN(EN) — 0 on the
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event Fs. By Lemma we have P(F; U E2) = 1, so P-a.s. we have F(£N|Ex[a,b})H}Y\,79N(£N) —
F(L)H¢q(L). The bounded convergence theorem then implies (7.15), completing the proof of
7.12). 0

We now state two lemmas about Brownian bridges which will be used in the proof of Lemma
[47 The first lemma shows that a Brownian bridge started at 0 almost surely becomes negative
somewhere on its domain.

0,70,y
free

Lemma 7.5. Fiz any T > 0 and y € R, and let Q denote a random variable with law P
Define the event C = {inf (o) Q(s) < 0}. Then PO () = 1.

free

Proof. Let B denote a standard Brownian bridge on [0, 1], and let
~ Sy
Bs = Byp + T fors € [0, 7.

Then B has the law of Q. Consider the stopping time 7 = inf{s > 0: B, < 0}. We will argue that
7 = 0 a.s, which implies the conclusion of the lemma since {7 = 0} C C. We observe that since B
is a.s. continuous and Q is dense in R,

{7 =0} = Nnen Use(0,1/n)n0 {Bs < 0} € Npeno(Bs : s < 1/n).

Here, 0(Bs : s < €) denotes the o-algebra generated by B, for s < e. We used the fact that for
a fixed €, each set {B, < 0} for s € (0,€) N Q is contained in this o-algebra, and thus so is their
countable union. It follows from Blumenthal’s 0-1 law |17, Theorem 7.2.3] that P(r = 0) € {0, 1}.
To complete the proof, it suffices to show that P(7 = 0) > 0. By , B, is distributed normally
with mean 0 and variance 02 = (s/T)(1 — s/T). We observe that for any s € (0,7T),

P(r < s) > P(By)p < —sy/T) = P(aN(0,1) > (s/T)y) =P (./\/(0, 1) > y/s/(T — s)) :
As s — 0, the probability on the right tends to P(NV(0,1) > 0) = 1/2. Since {r =0} = 2, {7 <
1/n} and {7 <1/(n+1)} C {r <1/n}, we conclude that
P(r=0) = li_}rn P(r<1/n)>1/2.

Therefore P(7 = 0) = 1.
O

The second lemma shows that a difference of two independent Brownian bridges is another Brow-
nian bridge.

Lemma 7.6. Let a,b,x1,y1,22,y2 € R with a < b. Let By(t), Ba(t) be independent Brownian
bridges from on [a,b] from x1 to y1 and from xo to yo respectively, as defined in (2.9). If B(t) =
By (t) — Ba(t) fort € [a,b], then 272 B is itself a Brownian bridge on [a,b] from 2712 (x1 — x3) to
2712 (y1 — ya).

Proof. By definition, for i = 1,2 we have

= (t—a b—1t t—a
B;(t) = (b—a)"?. B, 2 .y
0= - B (=2) + (=0 ) ot (=2 )
with B;(t) = W} — tW? for independent Brownian motions W' and W?2. We have
_ o 1/2 . ~ o =~ t —a b _t . o t —a . o
(7.16) B(t)=(b—a) (B1 — Ba) <b— a> + (b— u (1 —x2) + b a (y1 — y2).

Note that the process By — By is a linear combination of continuous Gaussian mean 0 processes, S0
it is a continuous Gaussian mean 0 process, and is thus characterized by its covariance. Since B (-)
and Bs(-) are both Gaussian with mean 0 and the covariance min(s, t), their difference By (-) — Ba(-)
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a Brownian bridge B on [a, b], and hence equation [7.16| can be rewritten
-~ (t—a b—t t—a
—-1/2 —(h_ N1/2. Co—1/2(,. t—ayN o172,
2712B(t) = (b—a) B(b—a>+<b—a> 2712 (z z2)+<b_a> 27 (g1 — y2)-

This is a Brownian bridge on [a, b] from 271/2(zy — 29) to 27 1/2(y; — y2) as desired. O

is also Gaussian with mean 0 and covariance 2m1ni t). This implies that 2-/2(B; — Bs) is itself

To conclude this section, we prove Lemma [4.7]

Proof. (of Lemma Suppose that £ is a subsequential limit of ( le by f,f;v_ 1). By possibly
passing to a subsequence we may assume that ( le sy f,ﬁv_ ) = L. We will still call the
subsequence ( le ey f,ﬁ[ 1) to not overburden the notation. By the Skorohod representation theo-
rem |1, Theorem 6.7], we can also assume that (f1,..., fk 1) and £ are all defined on the same
probability space with measure P and the convergence is happening P-almost surely. Here we are
implicitly using Lemma [2.2] from which we know that the random variables (f{,..., f¥ ) and £
take value in a Polish space so that the Skorohod representation theorem is applicable.

Let us denote the random variables with laws ( le sy f,iv_ ) by & N and the one with law £
by X and so XV — X almost surely w.r.t. P. In particular, X"V(s) — X(s) for any s € R. Recall
that fN(s) = N~2(LN(sN®) — psN®) 4 As?, so XN (s) = N~2(LN (sN®) — psN*)//p(1 — p),
where £V has the law of LY.

Suppose that Xj(s) = X;11(s) for some i € [1,k — 2]. Then we have X (s) — X/Y,(s) = 0, ie.,
N=2(LN(sN) = LN (sN®)) — 0 as N — oco. Let us write a = |sN*| N~ b= [(s+2)N¥|N
and 2V = LY (aN®) — LN (aN®), y¥ = LN (BN®) — LN (bN®). Then N=%/2zN — 0. If Q;, Qi1

. D . N(aNo),LN (bN® b,L Ne), LN (bN©
are independent Bernoulli bridges with laws sz’ﬂ (aN®),L7(BN®) and }P’% or (N L5 ( ), then

¢ = Q; — Q41 is a random walk bridge taking values in {—1,0, 1} from (a,2™V) to (b, y"). Let us
denote the law of N~%/2¢//p(1 — p) by IF’;;;Z}IN’Z/N.

By Lemma (2N + N=2Q; 11 — ptN®)//p(1 — p) and (N + N=*2Q; — ptN*)/\/p(1 — p)
converge weakly to the law of two Brownian bridges B? from £°(s) to £°(s + 2) and B! from
L£321(s) to £3,(s + 2) respectively. Consequently, their difference N=%/2¢/,/p(1 — p) converges
weakly to the difference of two independent Brownian bridges, B! — B?. By Lemma this
difference is equal to 21/2B, where B is a Brownian bridge B on [s,s+ 2] from 0 to 2 2-1/2y where

y = L°(s4+2)— L5, (s+2). In other words, B has law chf;2 0272y Pherefore Pd’f’f oy converges
$,5+2,0,y

weakly to ]P)free . With probability one, min,g[s 449 B+ < 0 by Lemma (7.5 Thus given ¢ > 0,
we can choose N large enough so that the probability of N=%/2¢/\/p(1 — p), or equivalently £,
remaining above 0 on [a, ] is less than §. Thus for large enough N we have

P (77°(0) = £21(9) < Bl (sup £05) 2 0) < 6) <

s€la,b]
P (Z(a,b, LY (aN®), LN (bN*), 00, L}) < ) .
Here, Z denotes the acceptance probability of Definition [2.22] This is the probability that & — 1
independent Bernoulli bridges Q1, ..., Qx_1 on [a,b] with entrance and exit data £V (a) and £V (b)
do not cross one another or Eév . The last inequality follows because ¢ has the law of the difference
of @; and Q;4+1, and the acceptance probability is bounded above by the probability that @); and

Qi+1 do not cross, i.e., that Q; — Q;4+1 > 0. By Proposition given € > 0 we can choose 4 so that
the probability on the right in (7.17)) is < e. We conclude that

P (fz‘oo(s) = zoil(s)) = 0.

(7.17)



TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES 69

8. APPENDIX B

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition [3.17, which roughly states that if the boundary
data of an avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble converges then the fixed time distribution of the ensemble
converges weakly to a random vector with density p. In the process of the proof we will identify
this limiting density p.

Throughout this section we fix & € N and consider sequences of [1, k]-indexed line ensembles

with distribution given by Pg;ﬁfl’% . i the sense of Definition |2.15, Recall that this is just the law
of k independent Bernoulli random walks that have been conditioned to start from Z = (z1, ..., xg)
at time 0 and end at ¥ = (y1, -+ ,yx) at time T and are conditioned on never crossing. Here &,

y € Wy, satisfy T > y; —x; > 0 for i = 1,...,k, which by Lemma [2.16| ensures the well-posedness

Of ]P)07T’f7g
avoid,Ber*
In Section B} we introduce some definitions and formulate the precise statements of the two

results we want to prove as Propositions[8.2]and [83] In Section [8.2] we introduce some basic results
about skew Schur polynomials and express the fixed time distribution of avoiding Bernoulli line
ensembles through these polynomials in Lemma[8.7 In Sections [8:3] and [8:4] we prove Propositions
[B-2] and [8:3] for an important special case. In Section 8.5 we introduce some notations and results
about multi-indices and multivariate functions which paves the way for the full proofs of Propositions
[R.21 and [8.3] in that section and Section [8.6

8.1. Weak convergence. We start by recalling and introducing some helpful notation. Recall,
We={ZeRiz; >z > - >u}, We={ZeRF:z; >z > - >}

Definition 8.1. Here we recall the scaling from Proposition We fix p,t € (0,1), and @, b e W.
Suppose that 77 = (27, ... ,xz) and 3T = (yf,... ,y,{) are two sequences of k-dimensional vectors
in 2, such that

T T _ T

lim Ti _ a; and lim Yi — P2 _ b;

T—oo /T T—o0 \/T
for i =1,...,k. Define the sequence of random k-dimensional vectors Z1 by

LT@T) — ptT LT(tT) — ptT
(8.1) ZT:(ZIT,...,Z,Z):( L(t7) —ptT L () —p )
VT VT

where (LY,..., L}) is P92 _distributed.

We next define a class of functions that will be used to express the limiting density p in Proposition
These functions depend on two vectors @,b € Wy, as well as parameters p,t € (0,1) through
the quantities

B2 abt =y ek = ma—y e = ga g

Suppose the vectors @ and b have the following form

d=(a1,...,a5) = (Q1,...,00,...,0p,...,Qp)
—— —_———

mi1 m.

(8.3) . !
b= (b1,....b5) = (B1,-- -, B1,- -, Bgs-- -, Bq)

n ng

where a; > ag > -+ > ap, f1 > P2 > -+ > By and Y8 m; = Y1 n; = k. We denote
m = (my,---,mp), @ = (n1,---,ny) and define two determinants ¢(d, Z,m) and (b, Z,7) as
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follows

((c1(t,p)zj) e (t’p)alzj)izl,...,ml

j:17"'7k

o(d, z,m) = det :
ct(t 2 i—lecl(tp)apz]- =1

(( 1( ap) ]) i=1,...,mp

i=1,...k

8.4 ‘ J=1,...,
(54 ((02(t7p)zj)%lecr"(t’p)ﬂlzj)i:l,...,nl
]:17" 7k

j=1,...k

(8.5) H(Z) = ¢(@ z,m) - (b, Z,i) - He—cs(ap)zg

The function H implicitly depends on p,t, k‘,c‘i,l_; but we will not reflect this dependence in the
notation. The following result summarizes the properties we will require from H(Z). Its proof can
be found in Sections and B3

Proposition 8.2. Fiz p,t € (0,1) and @,b € Wy, and let H(Z) be as in . Then we have:
(1) H(Z) >0 for all 7 € Wy,.
(2) H(Z) =0 for 2 € Wi, \ W¢ and H(Z) > 0 for 2 € W¢.
(3) Z = fWk H(2)dZ € (0,00), where dZ stands for the usual Lebesgue measure.

In view of Proposition [8.2| we know that the function
(8.6) p(Z) = p(z1,...,2k) = Zc_1 ’ 1{Zl>22>'">2k} - H(%),

defines a density on RF. This is the limiting density in Proposition We end this section by
stating the main convergence statement we want to establish.

Proposition 8.3. Assume the same notation as in the Definition [8.1 Then the random vectors
ZT converge weakly to p as in as T — oo.

The way the proof of the above two propositions is organized in the remainder of the section is
as follows. We first prove Proposition and Proposition for the case when a@,b € W — this is

done in Sections and respectively. Afterwards we will prove Proposition for vectors d, b
that have the form in |D in Section and then use Proposition for the case a@,b € W}, and
the monotone coupling Lemma [3.1] to prove Proposition [8.3]in the general case in Section [8.6]

8.2. Skew Schur polynomials. In this section we give some definitions and elementary results
regarding skew Schur polynomials, which are mainly based on |25, Chapter 1]. Afterwards we
explain how the fixed time distribution of an avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble is expressible in
terms of these skew Schur polynomials.

Definition 8.4. Partitions, skew diagrams, interlacing, conjugation

(1) A partition is an infinite sequence A = (A1, A2, ..., Ar,...) of non-negative integers in de-
creasing order Ay > Ay > --- > A\, > --- and containing only finitely many non-zero terms.
The non-zero A; are called parts of A, the number of parts is called the length of the partition
A, denoted by I()\), and the sum of the parts is the weight of A, denoted by |A|.
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(2) A partition A is graphically represented by a Young diagram that has \; left-justified boxes
on the top row, \s boxes on the second row and so on. Suppose A and p are two partitions,
we write A D p if A; > p; for all i € N. We call the set-theoretic difference of the two Young
diagrams of A and p a skew diagram and denote it by A/p.

(3) Partitions A = (A1, A, -+ ) and p = (u1, 2, - ) are call interlaced, denoted by p < A, if
M 2> > Ao > g > -

(4) The conjugate of a partition X is the partition X’ such that

- >
A, I?Zalx{j DA >0}
In particular, A} = I()\), Ay = [()\) and notice that A” = X. For example, the conjugate of
(5441) is (43331).

According to Definition [8.4] we directly get that if 4 C A then I[(A) > I(p) and I(N) > I(¢/). Also,
@ = X implies p C A. Also as explained in |25, pp. 5] we have that if 4 < A are interlaced, then
X, — pf =0 or 1 for every i > 1.

Definition 8.5. Elementary Symmetric Functions. For each integer r > 0, the r-th elementary
symmetric function e, is the sum of all products of r distinct variables x;, so that eg = 1 and

(8.7) e = Z Ty Tiy * T,

i1 <ig <<y
for r > 1. For r < 0, we define e, to be zero. In particular, when z1 = 29 = --- = z,, = 1,
Tpyl = Tpgo = -+ =0, e, is just the binomial coefficient when 0 < r < n:

e (1") = (Z)

Next, we introduce Skew Schur Polynomial based on |25, Chapter 1, (5.5), (5.11), (5.12)].

and e, = 0 when r > n.

Definition 8.6. Skew Schur Polynomial, Jacob-Trudi Formula
(1) Suppose pu C A are partitions. If u < A are interlaced, then the skew Schur polynomial sy,

with single variable = is defined by s/, (z) = A =#l Otherwise, we define sy/u(x) = 0.
(2) Suppose p C A are two partitions, define the skew Schur polynomial s) /u With respect to

variables x1, 2, -+, Xy by
n n 7 i—1
(88) S)\/u(xl, e ,xn) = ZHSVi/Z,Fl (.732) = Z LULV v I
(v) i=1 (v) i=1
summed over all sequences (v) = (9, v, -+ v™) of partitions such that ¥ = pu, v = X
and ¥ < v! < ... < p" In particular, when z; = 9 = --- = z,, = 1, the skew Schur

polynomial is just the number of such sequences of interlaced partitions (v). This definition
also implies the following branching relation of skew Schur polynomials:

(8.9) Si/u(T1y ooy n) = ZSR/A(:UL oy Tm) S u(Tmats -5 Tn),
A

where 1 <m < n and s,,/,(9) = 1{x = A}.
(3) We also have the following Jacob-Trudi Formula |25, Chapter 1, (5.5)] for the skew Schur
polynomial:

(810) S)\/N = det (e,\;_#;_iﬂ-)

where m > [()'), and e, is the elementary symmetric function in Definition .

1<ij<m
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Based on the above preparation, we are ready to state the following lemma giving the distribution
of avoiding Bernoulli line ensembles at time [tT].

Lemma 8.7. Assume the same notation as in Definition denote m = |tT], n = T — |tT|
and assume m,n € N. Then, the avoiding Bernoulli line ensemble at time m has the following
distribution:

POTI 7 (Lclr(m):)‘la 7Lg(m):)‘k):

avoid,Ber
(8.11) det (6/\1-—3:]T—z‘+j(1m)>1§i’j§k - det (ey?—)\j—i—&—j(ln))

det (ey;_x?_i+j(1m+”))
where Ay > Ao > --- > A\ are integers.

Proof. Notice that if we shift all x;,y; and \; by the same integer, both sides of (8.11]) stay the same
and so we may assume that all of these quantities are positive by adding the same large integer to
all the coordinates. We then let x be the partition with parts k; = y;f, 1 be the partition with

wi = ! and X be the partition with parts \; for i =1,..., k. All three partitions have length k. In
view of (8.10]) we see that the right side of (8.11) is precisely

=P\ 1"
(8.12) RHS of §11) = ”“ ) T/A( )
ww(1T)
Let Q(0,T,z7,4") be the set of all avoiding Bernoulli line ensembles from 7 to %, and anal-
ogously define Q(0,m,z”,\) and Q(0,n,\,§"). Then we get by the uniformity of the measure

pOTE T o

avoid,Ber

(8.13) LHS of _ 120 ‘Q( %
Let us define the set
TB,W ={0 . A N =g AT =k X< X for i =0, , T —1}.
Notice that by the definition of Q(0,T,#T,4T) the map f: Q(0,T,zT,47) — TBZ/M given by
f(€) = (£(,0),....£(- T)),

where 2( ) stands for the partition with parts £(¢,7) for i = 1,...,k defines a bijection between
Q0, 7,27, 47) and TBT/ and so we conclude that

1<i,j<k
Y

1<i,j<k

|- 12(0,n, A, 7))
ST '

9 i

|Q(07T7 fT _»T)’ - |TBn/u| - Sn’/u’(lT)z
where in the last equality we used (8.8). Applying the same argument to Q(0,m,Z’,\) and
Q(0,n, A\, §") we conclude
(814) \Q(O,m,fT,)\)\ = S)\//M/(lm), ]Q(O,n,)\,g’T)\ = Sﬂ//)\/(ln), ‘Q(O,T, .’Z"T,gT)’ = SN//M/(lT).

Combining §12), B13) and (B.14) gives (B-11). O

8.3. Proof of Proposition for d, be W . In this section we prove a few technical results we
will need later as well as Proposition for the case when a, b have distinct entries.

Lemma 8.8. Suppose that p € (0,1) and R > 0 are given. Suppose that x € [-R,R] and N =
pn +/nx € [0,n] is an integer. Then

15 NII= (V2m) ™" - exp (—M) - exp (N log (T)) exp (0(n71/2))
exp (—nlog(1l —p) — (1/2)logn — (1/2)log (p(1 — p)))
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where the constant in the big O notation depends on p and R alone. Moreover, there exist positive
constants C,c > 0 depending on p alone such that for all large enough n € N and N € [0, n],

(8.16) en(1™") < C-exp <N log b nlog(l —p) — (1/2)log n> - exp (—cn_l(N —pn)g) :
Remark 8.9. Notice that when R > 0 is fixed and N € [pn — Ry/n,pn + R\/n] we have N € [0,n]
for all large enough n so that our insistence that N € [0,n] in the first part of Lemma does
not affect the asymptotics. The second part of the lemma, equation (8.16)), also trivially holds if
N ¢ [0,n] since en(1™) = 0 in this case by Definition

Proof. For clarity the proof is split into several steps.
Step 1. In this step we prove (8.15)). Using Definition we obtain

n!
1 1= —
(8.17) () = S =)
We have the following formula [29] for n > 1
(8.18) n! = V2mnn"e "e™, where o1 <rn < oo

Applying (8.18]) to equation (8.17)) gives
exp ((n+1/2)logn — (N +1/2)log N — (n — N +1/2)log(n — N) + O (n™1))

en(1") = V2
(8.19) _ (m)—l - exp <(n+ 1/2)logn — (N +1/2) log;\; —(n—N+1/2) IOg(r__]j\)[n> .

exp (—(N + 1/2)log(pn) — (n — N 4+ 1/2) log((1 — p)n) + O (1)) .
Denote A = /nxz = O (nl/ 2), and we now use the Taylor expansion of the logarithm and the
expression for N to get
N A A 1A
log— =log|14+— ) = 7_77_%0(71*3/2)
pn pn pn 2p32n?
Analogously, we have
n—N A A 1 A?
logzlog(l—)z— - = +O<n_3/2>
(1—p)n (1—p)n (1—=pn  2(1—p)*n?
Plugging the two equations above into equation (8.19) we get

en(1") = (V2r) " - exp <—(N+ 1/2) L}A LA +0 (n—?’/?)D .

n 2p2n2
2
(8.20) exp <—(n - N+1/2) [—(1 —Ap)n — ;(1 _Ap)2n2 +0 <n3/2>]> .
exp ((n+1/2)logn — (N +1/2)log(pn) — (n — N +1/2)log((1 — p)n) + O (n™ 1))

We next observe that

A(N+1/2)  (n—N+1/2)A A? _
T m T a-pn  ai—pn P (n 1/2>
A2(N+1/2)  A’(n—N+1/2) A2 _
(8.21) 2n2p? + 2(1 —p)2n2  2p(1 —p)n +0 (” 1/2)

(n+1/2)logn — (N + 1/2)log(pn) — (n — N +1/2)log((1 — p)n) =

1 1 1
NlogJ - ilogp(l —p) — élogn—nlog(l - D)
p
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Plugging into we arrive at .

Step 2. In this step we prove . If N =0 or n we know that ex(1™) = 1 and then
is easily seen to hold with C' = 1 and any ¢ € (0, min(—logp, —log(1 — p))). Thus it suffices to
consider the case when N € [1,n — 1] and in the sequel we also assume that n > 2.

Combining and we conclude that
(8.22) en(1") <exp((n+1/2)logn — (N +1/2)logN — (n — N +1/2)log(n — N))
From (8.22) we get for all large enough n that
¢n = log[en(1") - exp (=N log((1 — p)/p) + nlog(l — p) + (1/2) log n)]

1 1 1 1— 1
< (n+ i)logn— (N + i)logN— (n— N+ §)log(n—N) — Nlog P +nlog(l—p)+ §logn
=(n+1/2)logn — (N +1/2) logﬁ — (N +1/2)log(pn) — (n— N +1/2) logu
pn (1—p)n

’ P +nlog(l —p) + (1/2)logn

—(n—N+1/2)log((1 —p)n) — Nlog
— N1/l Y N+ 1/210g =N (1/2) log (p(1
= —( +/)Og;n—(n— +/)Ogm—(/)0g(p( - p))

— (4 A+ 1/2)log (1 4 ﬁ) (1= p)n—A+1/2)log <1 _ (1_Ap)n> _ %log (p(1 = p))
S Cl +wn(A)

where C'; > 0 is sufficiently large depending on p alone and

s s
8.23 = — 1/2)1 14— ) —((1- — 1/2)1 1— —
823) vl =t s+ 1/20g (14 2] < (=g s 1210 (10 =)
where s € [-pn + 1, (1 — p)n — 1]. We claim that we can find positive constants Co > 0 and ¢ > 0
such that for all n sufficiently large and s € [—-pn + 1, (1 — p)n — 1] we have
(8.24) Yn(s) < Cy —cen™1s?

We prove (8.24]) in Step 3 below. For now we assume its validity and conclude the proof of (8.16)).
In view of ¢, < C1 + ¥ (s) and (8.24)) we know that

en(1") < exp (C1 + Co + Nlog((1 — p)/p) — nlog(1 — p) — (1/2)logn) - exp(—en™ (N — pn)?),

which proves (8.16) with C' = e“17C2,
Step 3. In this step we prove (8.24]). A direct computation gives

, = —10 i o —; 1 1 1 1
P (s) = 1g<1+pn>+lg(1 (1_p)n>+2 pn+t+2 T
P(s) = n+1)-82+2p—1)nn+1)-s+plp—1n%(n+1)+ (1/2)n?
' (pn+ 9)%(L— p)n — 5)2

Notice that the numerator of ¢//(s) is a quadratic function with min at ,,;, = —

(8.25)

(2p—l)n(n+1) _

2(n+1)
(—p+1/2)n, which is the midpoint of the interval [-pn+1, (1—p)n—1]. Consequently, the numerator
reaches its maximum at either one of the two endpoints of the interval [—pn + 1, (1 —p)n — 1]. The
denominator is the square of a parabola that reaches its minimum also at the endpoints of the

interval [—pn + 1, (1 — p)n — 1]. Therefore, we conclude that

" Z o N —in?+1 B 1 1 1 1
(826) n(s) S¢n<_pn+1)_ n((l_p)n_l)_(i_il)g__i_ n—1 2 ’ (n—1)2




TIGHTNESS OF BERNOULLI GIBBSIAN LINE ENSEMBLES 75

where ¢ = 1/4. Next, we prove (8.24) under two cases when s € [—-pn+1,0] and s € [0, (1—p)n—1],
respectively.
1°. When s € [-pn + 1,0], by the fundamental theorem of calculus and (8.26)) we get

2p—1

0
Un(s) = (0) — / YY)y = ¢7,(0) — (—s)(—2en™") = WO —pn 2en” s,

and a second application of the same argument yields for s € [—pn + 1, 0]

0 0 _ —1)s
n(5) = 1n(0) / W (y)dy < — / (M oen- y> dy — m g2,

Whenp <1/2, 2p2p1 ;))n < %El 1%’” = 2}1__2%, so (|8.24)) gets proved with Cy = % When p > 1/2,

4)) gets proved Co = 0.
20, When s €10,(1 = p)n — 1], using the fundamental theorem of calculus and (8.26) we get

2p — —1
Uy (s / U (y)dy <= —2en” s,
nl 2p(1—p)n )
and a second application of the same argument yields for s € [0, (1 — p)n — 1]
1>3 -1.2
ns) = 00)+ [ W)y < —ens?,
2p( p)n
When p > 1/2, 2(132(101__2)2 < (2p2p(11)(1p)p = Qgpl, so (8.24) gets proved with Cy = g—;l. When
p < 1/2, (8.24) gets proved Co = 0. Combining cases 1° and 2° we complete the proof. O

Lemma 8.10. Assume the same notation as in Definition . Fiz 7 € R* such that 21 > -+ > 2.
Suppose that Ty € N is sufficiently large so that for T > Ty we have

VT +ptT > VT + k+1 and VT + pT > 21VT + ptT + k + 1,
and define )\? = LzZ\/T +ptT| fori=1,...,k (to ease notation we suppress the dependence of A
on T in what follows). Setting m = [tT'| and n =T — m define

(8.27) AN(T) = det (Q\F:p;&iﬂ(lm)) - det (ey;.-t,\jfwj(ln))

1<i,j<k 1<ij<k’

BA(T) = (V2r)k - exp (KT log(1 — p) + klog T + (k/2) log(p(1 — p))) -

8.28 _ k
( ) exp <—log <1pp> Z(sz - 7«‘?)) - AN(T)

We claim that
Jim By(T) = (2m)7F/% - exp(—(k/2) log(p(1 — p)) — (k/2)log(t(1 — t)))-

(8.29) k

det [ecl(t,p)aizlj}k . det [ecg(t,p)biz‘j}k . Hexp _Cl(t7p)a12 + 02(t7p)b12 )
i,j=1 N e 2

Proof. Let us write

1 2
Ay = det (eki*z;‘r*”j(lm))1<ij<k’ A5 = det (eygf,\j—iﬂ(l”)) L<ij<h’ and

3 m-+n
A3 = det (eyiT_m;“_H_j(l ))lﬁi,jgk .
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Then from Lemma we have

AL — det [exp <_ (ima) +j—-i- pm)2> exp (0 <T1/2)>] (am)

(530 2(1—p)pm
| _ ) _ _ L=\~ 7
exp | —kmlog(1 —p) — (k/2) logm — (k/2) log(p(1 — p)) + log | — > (hi—af)
=1
_ (yf = Aj+j—i—pn) _ B
A3 = det [exp (— 221 ~ > exp (O (T 1/2))} - (V2m)7k
(8.31) i o ) i Lop\ e
exp | —knlog(1 —p) - (k/2)logn - (k/2) log(p(1 — p)) + log | — > i =)
=1
(yf — ] +j—i—pT)? _ _
. A3 = det |exp (— 21(1 e ) exp <O (T UQ))] - (V2m) 7k

k
L—p
exp (—kT log(1 — p) — (k/2)log T — (k/2)log(p(1 — p)) + log (p) > i - ﬂﬂ?))
=1
where the constants in the big O notation are uniform as z; vary over compact subsets of R.

Combining (8.31)), (8.30) and (8.28) we see that
BA(T) = (2m) "2 - exp(—(k/2) log(p(1 — p)) — (k/2)log(t(1 — 1)) + O(T"))-
(8.33) (2 — a;)? (b; — 2;)?
det |exp | —a—"l 4 O(T /2 >] - det {ex (— L, +O(T~1/? >]
[ p( 2p(1 —p)t ( ) P\ 2pa—pa—1 ( )
Taking the limit 7" — oo in 7 and using the identities

det |e —7(% —ay)” = det [ecl(tvp)aizj] g ﬁ e _a (t,p)( 24+22)), and

ij=1
(8.34) )
(bi — ) t)biz; | ® c2(t,p) 1o | o
d t _ — d t |: 02( 7p) zzji| . _ ) b 4
e [exp < 2 —p)(1=1) et |e e Z1_[16Xp 5 (b; + z7)
we get (8.29).
Lemma 8.11. Suppose the vector m = (my, ..., myp) satisfies k =Y 0 m;, and aq > ag > -+ >

ap. Then the following determinant

J= 7"'7k
U = det :
i—1 _apzi) .
(Zj e ])'L:lw--»mp
j=1,...k
is non-zero for any 7 = (21, ..., zx) € R¥ whose entries are distinct.

Proof. We claim that, the following equation with respect to z over R
G+ &z 4+ Em 2™ e ot Emptotmy a1+ + 2T e =0
has at most (k — 1) distinct roots, where (£1,...,&) € R¥ is non-zero.

Denote the rows of the matrix in the definition of U by vy, ..., v;. If the above claim holds, we
can conclude that we cannot find non-zero (&1, -+ , &) € RF such that & vy + - - - + &vp = 0. Thus,
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the k row vectors of the determinant are linearly independent and the determinant is non-zero.
Thus it suffices to prove the claim, and we do it by induction on k.

1°. If k = 2, the equation is (&1 + £22)e®? = 0 or {1e** + &e*2? = 0, where £1,£2 € R cannot be
zero at the same time. Then, it’s easy to see that the equation has at most 1 root in two scenarios.
2°. Suppose the claim holds for & < n.

3°. When k = n + 1, we have the equation

(Er+&z+ -+ Em 2™ M 4 (Gnytdmy 41 o+ &2 e =0

but now Y ¥ m; = n+1. WLOG, suppose (&1, ... ,&m, ) has a non-zero element and & is the first
non-zero element. Notice that the above equation has the same roots as the following one:

F(z) = (&26—1 +-+ frmzmlil) +oo (§m1+-~~+mp—1+1 +oF szmpil)e(apial)z =0

Assume it has at least (n + 1) distinct roots m; < 2 < -+ < npa1. Then F'(z) = 0 has at least n
distinct roots §1 < - -+ < d, such that my < §; < ny < --- < 8, < N1, by Rolle’s Theorem. Actually,
F'(2) = (§(0=1))2" 24 Ay (ma —1)2™ %) - +( Tty g 41T H &P ez =

where &/, i = mj + 1,--- ,k are coefficients that can be calculated. This equation has at most
(mi—1)+mg+---+my —1=n—1roots by 2°, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, our
claim holds and we have proved the lemma. ]

Proof. (of Proposition When a, be Wp) Let us fix 2 € W, and define AT as in Lemma We
also let a:;f and yZT be sequences of integers such that

T T _ T
lim i =qa; and lim Y — P

T—o0 \/> T—o0 \/T

fori=1,...,k. In view of the Jacobi-Trudi formula (8.10) we know that By(7) as in Lemma m
are non-negative and from (8.29)) they converge as T' tends to infinity to

(2m) 7*/2 - exp(—(k/2) log(p(1 — p)) — (k/2) log(t(l —t)))-
c1(t,p)a? + ca(t, p)b?
He xp ( 2 > ’

On the other hand, we have that when the entries of @, b are distinct

— b

det [er mﬂ’“

i -det[ (’pbzﬁ}

i,j=1

k

. H e—ca(tp)z}
1

i=1

H(Z) = det [ecl(tm)aizj] K

k
- det {662(@17)51'2]}
3,j=1

4=

The last two statements imply that H(Z) > 0 and from Lemma we have H(Z) # 0 so that
H(Z) >0 for 2 € W¢. If € Wy, \ W¢ then z; = z; for some i # j and then we see that H(Z) =0
since the matrices in determinants in the equation above for H(Z) have i-th and j-th column that are
equal, which makes the determinant vanish. This proves the first two statements in the proposition.

To prove the third statement observe that by the continuity, non-negativity of H(Z) and the fact
that it is strictly positive in the open set W we know that Z. € (0,00] and so we only need to
prove that Z, < co. Using the formula

k

det [Aiyj]i-c’jzl = Z (=17~ H Ai,ff(i)

oESE =1
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and the triangle inequality we see that

Z Hecl (t:p)as(5)%j < Z Hecl(t,p 1 |a¢|)-|z]'\

det [ecl (typ)aizj}

(8.35) e R
. i k
< k! . HQC”ZJ", where Cl = ch(tap)|ai|
i=1 =1

Analogously, define the constant Cy = Zle ca(t, p)|bi| and we have

k
(8.36) dot [e2trma]" | <t [T
W=t
Using ([8.35)) and ([8.36|) we get
(8.37) |H(2)| < (k!)? HeClzzI c3(tp)z]

where C' = (1 + Cs. Since the right side of ( is integrable (because of the square in the
exponential) we conclude that H(Z) is also integrable by domination and so Z. < oo as desired. [

8.4. Proof of Proposition for a, be Wy . For clarity we split the proof into several steps.

Step 1. In this step we prove that Z. from Proposition in the case when Ei,g have distinct
entries satisfies the equation

c C k
(838)  Zo=(2mE((1—pt(1 —1)F e T Tl LR et [emmim 0]
/L?J:

Let By(T) be as in Lemma for A € Wy, with 7,47 as in the statement of the proposition.
It follows from Lemma [R.7] that

> BA(T) _ (vV2m)* - exp(kT log(1 — p) + (k/2)log T + (k/2) log p(1 — p))-

Tk/2
AEW,

k
l-p
exp< 10%( p )ZWT _%T)) et (e -a-s (")

i=1
where we recall that m = [tT'| and n = T — m. Taking the T' — oo limit in (8.39) and using (8.32)

we obtain

(8.39)

BA(T
(8.40) lim MT)
T—o00 Tk/2

AEW;,

k
= det [ O]
i,j=1
For A\ € 20;, and T € N we define Q,(T) to be the cube [\ T—V/2 —pt/T, (A +1)T /2 —pt/T) x

x T2 = pt/T, (A + 1)T~ Y2 — pt+/T) and note that Qy(T) has Lebesgue measure T—%/2,
In addition, we define the step functions fr through

(8.41) = > BAT) - 1g,1(2)
AEW
and observe that
BA\(T) N
(8.42) Z " ) fr(2)dz
A€W,

where dZ represents the usual Lebesgue measure on RF.
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In view of (8.29) we know that for almost every 7= (21, ,2;) € R¥ we have

Jm fr(2) = 1550y - H(z) - 2rp(1 —p)t(1 —1))72-

Hexp( 1(t,p)a? ;Cz(t )b > .

We claim that there exists a non-negative integrable function g on R¥ such that if T is large enough

(8.44) \fr(z1,. . 26)] <lg(z1,-..,2k)|
We will prove (8.44)) in Step 2 below. For now we assume its validity and conclude the proof of (8.38)).

R‘

(8.43)

From (8.43]) and the dominated convergence theorem with dominating function g as in (8.44)) we
know that

1(t t,p)b?
8.45) lim | fr(Ddz= [ HE)(@rp( - p)t(1 — 1)) Hexp( (t.p)ai + (1) >dz.
T—oo JRE Wi, 2
Combining (8.45)), (8.42)) and (8.40) we conclude that
— L (b—a;)?1F By catmadre )l +ea(t p)b?
(3.46)  det [e‘w—m( i—ai) ] = [ H(Z) - @rpl—p)t(1—t)"5 - He dz.
ij=1 W

which clearly establishes (8.38]).

Step 2. In this step we demonstrate an integrable function g that satisfies (8.44)). Let us fix
ANEW. If N\ >zl +m+1or N <al for somei € {1,2,...,k} we know that

det (eA =0.

qm )
o =it )1§z’,jgk

To see this, observe that if As > x1 + m + 1 then the top-right s x (k — s)-th block in the matrix
consists of zeros (since ey (1™) = 0 for N > m+1). Thus if A and B are the top-left (s—1) x (s —1)
submatrix and bottom-right (k — s+ 1) x (k — s 4+ 1) submatrix we would have that
det (e/\i*””jT*”j(lm)>1gi,jgk =det A - det B,

but then det B = 0 since its top row consists of 0’s. Similar arguments show that the determinant
is 0 if Ay < 2T for some s € {1,2,...,k}, where now we would get a block of 0’s in the bottom left
corner using en(1™) =0 for N < 0. From the definition of B)(T") we conclude that By(T") = 0 if
A\ > :): +m+lor )\ < ac . Similarly, we have that B)(T) = 0 ifyiT >N, +n+1or yiT < \; for
some i € {1,2,...,k}, using that

n —
det (e,7_5, (1 ))&M ~0

in this case. Overall, we conclude that B)(T") = 0 unless

m>N—xl >0andn >yl — N\ >0forallic{1,... k}
which implies that for all large enough 1" we have
(8.47) B)(T') = 0, unless |\; — ac;f +j—i <A+pmand |yl — N +j—i] < (1+pn
for all 4,7 € {1,--- ,k}. To see the latter, suppose that there exist i,j such that (1 4+ p)m
|A; — a:f + j —i|. Then we have

A+pm <X —al +j—il <N —al|+k+ ol — 2T = |\ — 2] |+ O(VT).
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When T is sufficiently large, the above inequality implies \; — 2] & [0,m] so that B(T') = 0, and
similar result holds for y/ — A, + j — i, which justifies (8.47). From the definition of B, (T") we know

BAT) = Cr - det[E(\; — ] +j —i,m)]};_, - det[E(y] — Xj +j —i,n)]};—;, where
1—
(8.48) E(N,n) =en(1") - exp ( Nlog ( ) +nlog(l—p)+ (1/2)log n> , and
p

Cr = (V2m)* (p(1 — p))*/? - exp(klog T — (k/2)logn — (k/2) logm).
Notice that C7 is uniformly bounded for all T large enough, because

k k k T2
8.49 klogT — =1 — =1 = —1
(849)  Flog T~ g1ogn g 1ogm = 1o ( i)

= —g log(t(1—1t))+ O (T_l)

and O (T _1) is uniformly bounded.
In view of (8.16)) we know that we can find constants C1, ¢; > 0 such that for all large enough T
and N; € [0,m]| and Ny € [0,n] we have

(8.50)  E(Ny,m) < Cyexp(—cym ™ (Ny —pm)?) and E(Na,n) < Cyexp(—cin™ (Ny — pn)?)

Observing that e,(1") = 0 for » > n or r < 0, we know that 1_' also hOldb for all Ny €

[—(1 4+ p)m, (1 + p)m]| and N3 € [—(1 + p)n, (1 + p)n]. Combining (8.47] and (8.50) we see
that for all A € 20, and T sufficiently large

k
0<BAT) <O [[H{ni—a] +5—il < (U +p)m}- Lyl — N +5—il < (1+p)n}
(851) 0,7TESE 1=1
exp (—ET_l [()\Z — \/Taa(i) — ptT)% + (VTh; — Ar(iy + ptT)2D
where ¢, C>0 depend on p,t, k but not on T provided that it is sufficiently large.

In particular, we see that if Z € R¥ then either Z ¢ Q) (T) for any A € 20, in which case fr(Z) =0
or Z € Q\(T) for some A € Wy, in which case (8.51) implies

2
(8.52) 0< fr(2) <C Z HeXp (—c((zi — agi)® + (b — 2:(3))?))

where C, ¢ > 0 depend on p,t, k but not on T provided that it is sufficiently large. We finally see
that (8.44)) holds with g being equal to the right side of (8.52]), which is clearly integrable.

Step 3. Our work in Steps 1 and 2 implies that the density p(Z) we want to prove to be the weak
limit of ZT has the form

k
p(2) = 27" - det [e° (,pm} |
(8.53) =t

Ze = (2m)5(p(1 = p)t(1 = )% - ¢TI EL L SR 0 g [ e

- det [ t:p)bi Zﬂ} He_c3 P)Z | where

i,j=1
k

MES

ij=1
We fix a compact set K C Wy and for Z € K we define A\T(2) € 20, through
M(2) = |ptT + zTY?| fori=1,... k.
In this step we prove that
: 1,87 — s —
(8.54) Tim T2 BT (LT ) = N (3), - L (m) = M (2) = 0(2),

avoid, Ber
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where the convergence is uniform over K. Combining (8.11), (8.28]),(8.32), (8.33)), (8.34) we get
T B L (LT (m) = N (D), L (m) = N[(2) = [L+ 0T /)] (2m) M2,

avoid,Ber

det [ecl(t’p)“izﬂ} - det [ecQ(t’p)bi’zj} -exp(—(k/2)log(p(1 —p)) — (k/2)log(t(1 —t)))-

k T T, i _ 2
ca(t,p), o, o c2tsp) 0 | o (y; —xj +j—i—pT)
I | B2 402y b 2y . det _
11 exp < 5 (aj + z7) 5 (b7 + 27) et |exp 51— p)pT

where the constants in the big O notation are uniform over K. Using that

T2l 4 j—i—pT)?
det [exp (—(yz i I pT)

= det [e‘m(bi‘“m} 1+ o(1)]
2(1 = p)pT ’

where the constant in the little o notation does not depend on K and (8.53) we see that
fT T — — — —
T2 P e (LT (m) = A(2), - L (m) = A[(2)) = [L+ O(T V)L + o(1)] - p(2),

avoid, Ber

which implies ((8.54]).

Step 4. In this step, we prove that for any compact rectangle R = [uq,v1] x - -+ X [ug, vg] C W¢

(8.55) lim P(z1 € R) = / p(2)dz,
R

T—o0

: : 0,T,z7 5" ;
where we have written P in place of P * d.Ber 1O €ase the notation.

Define m! = [w;v'T + ptT] and M} = |v;v/T + ptT|. Then we have:

7

P(Z" € R) :P<ui\/f+ptT§LiT(LtTJ) < VT +ptT,i = 1k>

My My
= > 0 D PLT(T)) = My, LE(ET)) = W)
M=m?  Ag=mT
My My
=Y Y T—k/Q.Tk/Q.P(LlT(LtTJ):Al,...,Lg(Lm):Ak):/ ho(2)dZ,
M=mT  Ap=m? RE
where hp(Z) is the step function
M M
@)= Y S (B T2 BT = A, LE(ET)) = M),
A=mT Ae=m}

where as in Step 1, Q(T) is the cube [\MT Y2 — ptv/T, (A + 1)TY2 — pt/T) x -+ - x [\eT /2 —
ptVT, (A, + 1)T~Y/2 — pt/T). The last equation and (8.54) together imply that

P (2" € R) = L+ o(1)] -/Rp(z)dz

Letting T — oo in the last equation we obtain (8.55)).

Step 5. In this step, we conclude the proof of the proposition. By [17, Theorem 3.10.1] to prove
the weak convergence of ZT' to p it suffices to show that for any open set U C Wy we have

(8.56) liminf P(ZT € U) > / p(2)dz.
U

T—oo

In the remainder we fix an open set U C W} and prove (8.56]).
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From |31, Theorem 1.4] we know that we can write U = U2, R;, where R; = [u}, v}] x -+~ X [u}, fuk]
are rectangles with pairwise disjoint interiors. Let us ﬁX n E N and € > 0 and put R = [ul +e,v] —
€] X +++ x [ul + €, v — €. By finite additivity of P and ( we know

liminf P(Z7 € U) > liminf P(Z7 € U, Rf) = liminf Y P(Z7 € RY) 2)dz = [ p(2)dz.
i inf P( ) 2 liminf P(Z" € UL, R) = limin Z Z z U{fff%j
We can now let ¢ — 0+ and n — oo above and apply the monotone convergence theorem to conclude
that the right side converges to |, y P(2)dz. Here we use that p is continuous and non-negative. Doing
this brings us to and thus we conclude the statement of the proposition.

8.5. Proof of Proposition for any a, be Wi. In this section, we give the proof of Proposition
for any a@,b € Wy. In what follows we assume that @, b have the form in l
here for the reader’s convenience.

), which we recall

C_i:(al""7a’k’):(a17“'7a17”'7apa”'7ap)
mi mp
(8.57) }
b:(b1>"' 7bk):(/817"' 7/317"' 7/3q:"' aﬁq)
N’ ~——
ni Ng

We recall that a1 > ag > -++ > ap, 1 > B2 > -+ > Byand > b m; = > 1 n; = k. We denote
m=(my, - ,my), 7= (n1, - ,ng). If @, b have the above form we recall from 1' that

(8.58) H(Z) = ¢(@, 2, m) - (5, %, ) He (v

where ¢ and v are as in (8.4)).
We next introduce some new notation that will be useful for our arguments. For any ¢ > 0 we
define the vectors @ and b through

(8.59) (a5 ) mytomi y4j = @i+ (m; —j+ e fori=1,...,pand j =1,...,m;,
(O ) mgtotniatj =Bi+(ni—j+Defori=1,...,gand j =1,...,n;
Similarly, we define the vectors @, and 56_ through
(@ Ymytegm14j = —jefori=1,...,pand j=1,...,my,
(b;)n1+...+ni_1+j =pi—gefori=1,...,qand j=1,...,n;

We next let H, H. be as in for the vectors @, b and @., b,

€ 7€ €

(8.60)
respectively. In particular,

NI

Observe that by construction we have a ,gf € W¢ for all € € (0,1) that are sufficiently small,
which we implicity assume in the sequel. It follows from our work in Section [8.3 that

k
(8.61) HZE(2) = det [601 (tm)(a?)izj}

ij=1 ‘det { et )Zﬂ

3,j=1

zZF = H*(2)dz € (0,00)
Wy

and so the functions
(8.62) pr(2) =[ZX]7" - HZ (2)

are well-defined densities on Wj.
We next recall some basic notation for multivariate Taylor series, following |3, Chapter 3]. Suppose
o= (o1,...,0%) is amulti-index of length k. In our context, we require o1, . .., o} be all non-negative
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integers (some of them might be equal). We define |o| = ZZ 1 0; as the order of o. Suppose
7 = (1,...,7k) is another multi-index of length n. We say 7 < o if 1; < o; fori =1,--- k. We
say 7 < o if 7 < ¢ and there exists at least one index ¢ such that 7; < ;. Then, deﬁne the partial
derivative with respect to the multi-index o

ool f(xy, -, xp)
dx]'Ox? - - OaP*”
We also have the Taylor expansion for multi-variable functions:

1

D7 f(w1, -+ ap) =

(8.63) flay, - m) = D7 (@)@ — o)” + Rl (%, %)
lo|<r
In the equation, o! = oqlog!---0y! is the factorial with respect to the multi-index o, ¥y =
(m?, e ,a:g) is a constant vector at which we expand the function f, (¥ — Zy)? stands for (z1 —

x?)"l ooz — x%)"’v, and

Rl (57 = 3 %D"f(fo +0(F — 70))(& — &0)°
o:lo|=r+1
is the remainder, where 6 € (0,1).

We also need some notation for permutations. Suppose s, is a permutation of {1,...,n}, and
Sn (i) represents the z' th element in the permutation s,. We define the number of inversions of
sp by I(sn) = >0 Z] i1 s, (i)>sn(j)}- For example, the permutation s, = (1,...,n) has 0
number of inversions, while the permutation s5 = (3,2,5,1,4) has number of inversions equal to
24+1+240+0=5. Define the sign of permutation s, by sgn(s,) = (—1)/»). For instance,
sgn((1,...,n)) =1 and sgn(ss) = —1 in the previous example.

We now turn to the proof of Proposition

Proof. (of Proposition |8.2)) For clarity we split the proof into two steps.
Step 1. In this step we prove that for every z' € Wy we have

lim e Zi= (%) 25 (%) HE(2) = 0(m) - C(7) - H(Z), where

e—0+
Hi! [T G2 andcC@ Hnt T G—av.

1<j1<g2<m; 1<j1<ja2<n;

(8.64)

As the cases are very similar we only show (8.64)) for H}". Equation (8.64) would follow if we can
show that

my k
lim e 21 (%) . det [ecl(t’p)(a?)ﬂj] = C(m) - p(a, Z,m),
(8.65) e—0+ ij=1
im e 2 (%) atp) )iz _ oy (E 2 m
61_1>I(J)r1+e 112) . det [e JLJ:1 C(7) - (b, Z, 1)

Let us put f(G,2) = det [e° (’p)c’zf]k] 1 9@ 2) = det[ 02(”’)0129]13 PREDY & (%), v =
b ("1) By the multi-variable Taylor series expansion we know that

. D7f(a,z), . L
(8.66) fakz=">" ;!)(aj @)’ + R, (@F,d, 7).
o] <u
where
= 1 o — =\ D\ [ = Y
(8.67) Rl (@fa2= Y —D7f@+6@ -a.2) @ -a’.
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and 0 € (0,1). We also observe, by basic linear algebra, that for any multi-index a = (v, . .., o)
k

(8.68) D°f(7,2) = det | (e (b p)zy) ™ e 0|
17]:

We note that if |o| < u then there exist i € {1,...,p} and j1,j2 € {1,...,m;} such that j; # jo
and Oy, 4ot 1441 = Omy+tms_1+jo- Lhe latter implies that D7 f(d@, 2) = 0 since by the
latter is the determinant of a matrix with two equal rows. An analogous argument shows that
Def(a@,z) = 0 unless |o| = v and {om,4gm; 145 : 4 = 1,...,m;} = {0,1,...,m; — 1} for all
ie{l,...,p}.

On the other hand, if |o| = v and {om, 4 4m; 1+ : J =1,...,mi} = {0,1,...,m; — 1} for all
i€ {l,...,p} we have that

o= (c',0% ... 0P),

where 0! € S,,,, (the permutation group of {0,1,...,m; — 1}). Using the multi-linearity of the

determinant we obtain for all such o that

D°f(a,z L A B AL 6))

7f(a, ?) (Eij —a)’ =¢€¢"-F(o)-p(d z,m), where F(o) = H sgn(e’) 112y .
i=1

o! m;!

Summing over all o we conclude that

Do f(@ z u
S D@D G gy — g zm) -]
=1

o!

1 o
mil H (]2 —J1) =€" (@, z,m)- C(m)7

lo|<u 1<j1<ja<m;

where in deriving the above we used the formula for a Vandermonde determinant, cf. |25 pp. 40].
Combining the latter with (8.66]) and (8.67) we conclude that

(8.69) e f(@F 2) — COn) - o(@ Z,m)| < |e R, (@F,d,2)| = O(e).
Analogous arguments show that

(8.70)

Combining (8.69) and (8.70) we conclude (8.65]).

Step 2. In this step we conclude the proof of the proposition. In view of and the fact that
HF(Z) > 0 for Z € W¢ (we proved this in Section we conclude that H(Z) > 0 for 2 € Wy.
Also by Lemma we know that H(Z) # 0 for 2 € W} and so indeed, H(Z) > 0 for 7 € W.
Furthermore, we know that H (%) = 0 for 2 € W}, \ W since the determinants in the definition of
H (Z) vanish due to equal columns when z' € W), \ W¢. Finally, we observe that by and
we know that there exist positive constants D,d > 0 independent of € provided it is sufficiently
small such that

(8.71) |77 He(2)| < D - exp (] — es(tp)[I£]%) ,
where as usual ||7]|? = Zle 22, In view of (8.71) and the dominating convergence theorem, we
conclude that H(Z) is integrable and since it is continuous and positive on Wy we conclude that

Z. € (0,00) as desired. O
The above proof essentially shows the following statement.

Corollary 8.12. Let @, be Wy Let pE be as , and let p be as in Propositionfor the two
vectors @,b. Then p= weakly converge to p as € — 0+.
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Proof. We use the same notation as in the proof of Proposition [B:2] above. As the proofs are
analogous we only show that p weakly converges to p. We claim that for any Borel set B C W,

(8.72) lim [ e U VHT(2)ds = C(m) - () - / H(z)dz.
Assuming the validity of (8.72)) we see that for any Borel set B C W}, we have
H(z)d C(m)-C)- [,H(2)d
/ p(z)dz = w = lim (in) (_Tf) /s €+(Z> © — lim / pd(2)dz,
B Jw, H(z)dz =0+ C(m) - C(i0) - [y, HE(2)dz =0+ Jp
which proves the weak convergence we wanted. Thus we only need to show ({8.72)).

In view of (8.64) we know that e “"VH_(z) converges pointwise to C(m) - C(7) - H(z) and then
(8.72) follows from the dominated convergence theorem, once we invoke (8.71). ]

8.6. Proof of Proposition for any a, be Wi.. We fix the same notation as in Section and
suppose that e > 0 is sufficiently small so that @, br € W . To prove the proposition it suffices to

show that for any & € R* we have that

3 07T7ﬂT7JT > bod
(8.73) i Pogia B (210 < v 21 <o) = / p(2)d?,
WiNR
where R = (—o00, 1] X -+ X (=00, ¢i].
We define the vectors fZT and y‘j o through
(JJ:T)m1+~-+mi,1+j = $%1+...+mi71+j + L\/T(mZ —j+1)e]fori=1,...,pand j=1,...,m,

(y:T)n1++nz—1+J - y77111+~“+ni,1+j + \‘\/T(nl _] + ]‘)GJ for i = 17 -5 q and .] = 17 <oy Ny
Similarly, we define the vectors f;T and g]: o through
(@)t tmi 14§ = Ty by 4 — |VTje| fori=1,...,pand j =1,...,m;,

(y;T)n1+m+ni,1+j = yfl+...+m._1+j — L\/Tjej fori=1,...,qgand j =1,...,n,.

It follows from Lemma B.1] that
ot

07T7£:T1y€ T T T 0,7,77 7T T T
(8 74) avoid,Ber (Z]_ S Cl7 ceey Zk S Ck‘) S PCL’UOid,BeT (Z]_ S Cl, ceey Zk S Ck) S
’ 0.1 iy /T .
]Pavoid,Ber (Zl <c,.. Zk < Ck;) .
Taking the limit as T'— oo in (8.74) and applying our result from Section we obtain
=T T
/ pt(2)dz <lminfPOTE Y (7T < ey, ZF < ¢) <
WiNR T— o0 ’

(8.75)

. 0,1.#7 47 (T T N
limsupP, 5 2 (Z] <a,...,Z; <) < p (2)dz.
T—00 ’ WirNR

Taking the € — 0+ limit in (8.75) and invoking Corollary we arrive at (8.73). This suffices for
the proof.
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