
Stationary measure for the open KPZ equation

IVAN CORWIN
Department of Mathematics, Columbia University

AND

ALISA KNIZEL
Department of Statistics, the University of Chicago

Abstract

We provide the first construction of stationary measures for the open KPZ equa-
tion on the spatial interval [0,1] with general inhomogeneous Neumann bound-
ary conditions at 0 and 1 depending on real parameters u and v, respectively.
When u+ v ≥ 0 we uniquely characterize the constructed stationary measures
through their multipoint Laplace transform which we prove is given in terms of
a stochastic process that we call the continuous dual Hahn process.

Our work relies on asymptotic analysis of Bryc and Wesołowski’s [18] Askey-
Wilson process formulas for the open ASEP stationary measure (which in turn
arise from Uchiyama, Sasamoto and Wadati’s [50] Askey-Wilson Jacobi ma-
trix representation of Derrida, Evans, Hakim and Pasquier’s [25] matrix product
ansatz) in conjunction with Corwin and Shen’s [21] proof that open ASEP con-
verges to open KPZ under weakly asymmetric scaling.

© 2000 Wiley Periodicals, Inc.

1 Introduction

The open Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation models stochastic interface
growth on [0,1] subject to inhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions at 0 and
1. The equation is written as

∂T H(T,X) =
1
2

∂
2
X H(T,X)+

1
2
(∂X H(T,X))2 +ξ (T,X),

where ξ is space-time white noise and for all T > 0 we impose the boundary con-
ditions

∂X H(T,X)|X=0 = u, ∂X H(T,X)|X=1 =−v, u,v ∈ R.
This requires a careful definition that we provide here, following [21, Definition
2.5].

Let C([0,∞),C([0,1])) denote the space of continuous functions from [0,∞)→
C([0,1]) where C([0,1]) is the space of continuous function from [0,1]→ R. Let
(Ω,F ,P) denote a probability space which supports a space-time white noise ξ

and a random almost-surely strictly positive function Z0 taking values in C([0,1])
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2 I. CORWIN AND A. KNIZEL

and satisfying supX∈[0,1]E[Z0(X)p] < ∞ for all p > 0. For t ≥ 0, let Ft denote
the filtration generated by Z0 and (ξ (s,x))s≤t,x∈[0,1]. Then the mild solution to the
stochastic heat equation (SHE) inhomogeneous Robin boundary conditions is a
random function Z ∈C([0,∞),C([0,1])) satisfying:
• Initial data: Z(0, ·) = Z0(·) almost surely (here and below f (·) denotes the func-

tion · 7→ f (·)) as random functions in C([0,1]).
• Measurability: Z(t, ·) is measurable with respect to Ft for all t ≥ 0.
• Duhamel form of SHE: For all T > 0 and X ∈ [0,1]

Z(T,X) =
∫ 1

0
Pu,v(T,X ,Y )Z0(Y )dY +

∫ 1

0

∫
∞

0
Pu,v(T −S,X ,Y )Z(S,Y )ξ (dS,dY )

where the integral against ξ is in the sense of Itô, and Pu,v(T,X ,Y ) is the Gauss-
ian heat kernel on [0,1] with inhomogeneous Robin boundary conditions, i.e.,
for all T > 0 and X ,Y ∈ (0,1)

∂T Pu,v(T,X ,Y ) = ∂
2
X Pu,v(T,X ,Y ),

with Pu,v(0,X ,Y ) = δX=Y and, for all T > 0 and Y ∈ [0,1],

∂X Pu,v(T,X ,Y )|X=0 = (u− 1
2
)Pu,v(T,0,Y ),

∂X Pu,v(T,X ,Y )|X=1 =−(v− 1
2
)Pu,v(T,1,Y ).

The existence, uniqueness and strict positivity (i.e., provided that Z0 is almost
surely strictly positive then almost surely (Z(t,x))t≥0,x∈[0,1] is likewise strictly posi-
tive) for the solution of the SHE are proved in [21, Proposition 2.7] and [44, Propo-
sition 4.2].

The Hopf-Cole solution to the open Kardar-Parisi-Zhang with inhomogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions parameterized by u,v ∈ R and initial data H0 =
logZ0 ∈ C([0,1]) is then the random function H ∈ C([0,∞),C([0,1])) defined on
the same probability space as above by the equality

H(t,x) := logZ(t,x), ∀t ≥ 0,x ∈ [0,1].

Owing to the strict positivity, this logarithm is well-defined.

Informally one writes the SHE as the solution to the following stochastic PDE

∂T Z(T,X) =
1
2

∂
2
X Z(T,X)+ξ (T,X)Z(T,X)

for T ≥ 0 and X ∈ [0,1] with boundary conditions that for all T > 0,

∂X Z(T,X)|X=0 = (u− 1
2
)Z(T,0), ∂X Z(T,X)|X=1 =−(v− 1

2
)Z(T,0).

Justifying the above Hopf-Cole notion of solution to the KPZ equation has a long
history going back in the full-line case to [9]. For the above open KPZ equation,
[32] uses regularity structures to show that this Hopf-Cole solution arises when
one smoothes the noise ξ (in which case all equations make classical sense) and
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then renormalizes the solution as the smoothing is removed. Note that in going
from the SHE 1 to KPZ equation boundary condition 1 we have removed a factor
of 1/2. This is simply a convention used to match the parameterization of the KPZ
boundary conditions present in [32] and [33].

Our aim in this work is to provide a characterization of stationary solutions to
the above open KPZ equation. The solution to the open KPZ equation is a Markov
process in time with state space given by C([0,1]). This process does not have
stationary probability measures in the usual sense since there is an overall drift and
diffusion of the height function (in a similar spirit to how the SSRW does not have
a stationary probability measure). However, as we will show, the open KPZ in-
crement Markov process (H(T,X)−H(T,0))T≥0,X∈[0,1] does have stationary prob-
ability measures. Precisely, we say that a probability measure µu,v on C([0,1])
is stationary for the open KPZ increment process if the following holds: For all
time T ≥ 0, the law of (H(T,X)−H(T,0))X∈[0,1] equals µu,v where H(T,X) is
the Hopf-Cole solution to the open Kardar-Parisi-Zhang with inhomogeneous Neu-
mann boundary conditions parameterized by u,v ∈R and initial data H0 ∈C([0,1])
whose law is µu,v. Rather than working directly with the stationary measure µu,v,
we will often find it easier to think of a random function Hu,v ∈C([0,1]) whose law
is µu,v, e.g. the canonical process on the probability space (C([0,1]),F ,µu,v) with
F the Borel sigma-algebra for C([0,1]).

Theorem 1.2 provides the first construction of stationary probability measures
µu,v for the open KPZ increment process for all choices of u and v. For u+v≥ 0, we
completely characterize µu,v via a duality — its multi-point Laplace transform is
explicitly given in terms of a Markov process that we call the continuous dual Hahn
process. A simple case of these formulas shows that for u,v > 0 and c ∈ (0,2u),

(1.1) E
[
e−cHu,v(1)

]
= ec2/4 ·

∞∫
0

e−r2 · |Γ(
c
2+u+ir)Γ(− c

2+v+ir)|2

|Γ(2ir)|2
dr

∞∫
0

e−r2 · |Γ(u+ir)Γ(v+ir)|2

|Γ(2ir)|2
dr

.

The notation on the left-hand side needs a bit of explanation. As noted above, we
are using Hu,v(X ;ω) to denote the canonical process associated with the probability
space (C([0,1]),F ,µu,v). The expectation E simply denotes integrating against the
measure µu,v. In other words it could be written as

∫
C([0,1]) e−cω(1)dµu,v(ω). How-

ever, as is often the case in working with random variables versus their measures,
we find it more clear to simply think of Hu,v as a random function with law µu,v. In
(1.1), Hu,v(1) records the net height change across the interval [0,1]. For u,v > 0
and c ∈ (0,2u) the integral on the right-hand side involves a continuous integrand.
In the case where either u or v are negative, the formula has an extension (that fol-
lows from our main result, Theorem 1.2, below) involving a continuous integrand
plus a sum of discrete atoms.
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The Laplace transform formulas for µu,v were inverted after the first version
of this paper was posted. In the mathematics literature this came in work of [14]
while in the physics literature it came in work of [8]. The inversions provide a
satisfying probabilistic description for the stationary measures: µu,v is equal to the
distribution of 2−1/2W +Y where W and Y are independent stochastic processes
that we now briefly describe. W ∈ C([0,1]) is a standard Brownian motion. Y ∈
C([0,1]) is given by a reweighing of a Brownian motion of variance 1/2 as follows.
Write the law of Y as PY and the law of Brownian motion with variance 1/2 as PBM.
Then, the Radon-Nikodym derivative dPY

dPBM
(β ) for β ∈C([0,1]) is proportional to

e−2vβ (1)
(∫ 1

0
e−2β (t)dt

)−u−v

.

This description has been proven rigorously in [14, Proposition 1.7] provided u+
v ≥ 0 and min(u,v)>−1, and is conjectured in [8] to hold for all values of u and
v. For u+ v = 0, Y reduces to a Brownian motion with drift and one sees that
2−1/2W +Y has the law of standard Brownian motion with drift u = −v (i.e., the
law of the random function on [0,1] given by X 7→ B(X)+uX where B is a standard
variance 1 Brownian motion).

Let us also note one further development since this paper was originally posted.
For the half-space KPZ equation, [6] constructed what is conjectured to be the full
set of stationary measures. The approach taken therein is quite different than here
and proceeds through studying the half-space log-gamma polymer model. Inter-
estingly, the above sort of structure for the stationary measure (as a reweighing of
simple random-walk type objects) can be seen directly already at the level of the
log-gamma polymer. As such, it would be interesting to find a more direct proof
of the above open KPZ stationary measure description in which this structure is
already apparent at the level of a discretization of the process.

The aim of the rest of this introduction is to state our main result, Theorem 1.2.
This requires introducing two other Markov processes — the open ASEP on an
interval and the continuous dual Hahn process. We proceed with those first.

1.1 The open ASEP
Fix six parameters q ∈ [0,1), α,β > 0, γ,δ ≥ 0, and N ∈ Z≥1. Open ASEP

is a continuous-time Markov process taking values in the state space {0,1}J1,NK.
The state at time t is denoted by τ(t) = (τ1(t), . . . ,τN(t)); sites x ∈ {1, . . .N} where
τx(t) = 1 are said to be occupied by a particle, and those where τx(t) = 0 are unoc-
cupied. The process is defined via the rates of its transitions as follows: Particles
jump left or right from occupied sites to unoccupied sites within J1,NK at rate q or
p = 1, respectively; at the left boundary, sites become occupied (if presently unoc-
cupied) at site 1 at rate α and become unoccupied (if presently occupied) at rate γ;
at the right boundary, particles become occupied (if unoccupied) at site N at rate δ

and become unoccupied (if occupied) at rate β . All moves are from independent
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exponential clocks. As it is easy to write down the generator of this process from
the above description we do not labor this point (we also do not make use of this).

The open ASEP has a unique stationary probability measure πASEP
N (τ), with the

dependence on the other parameters q,α,β ,γ,δ implicit. In other words, πASEP
N

uniquely satisfies L πASEP
N = 0 where L is the generator of open ASEP. Note

that in this paper we only use the term stationary to refer to this sort of temporal
statistical stationarity, not any sort of spatial shift-invariance (which anyway does
not make much sense in this context). We will denote the expectation of a function
f : {0,1}J1,NK → R under πN(τ) by

(1.2) ⟨ f ⟩N := ∑
τ∈{0,1}J1,NK

f (τ) ·πASEP
N (τ).

This is in accordance with notation used in much of the physics and mathematics
literature around this model. For τ (defined on some probability space) distributed
according to πASEP

N we write

(1.3) hN(x) =
x

∑
i=1

(2τi −1)

for the associated random height function. Extend this to a continuous function on
[0,N] by linear interpolation.

From the occupation variable process τ(t) defined above, we define the ASEP
height function Markov process hN(t,x). The subscript indicates the lattice size
N, and the time t and spatial location x are both arguments. The dependence of
hN(t,x) on the other parameters q,α,β ,γ,δ will be generally suppressed. The
height function is defined for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ J0,NK as

hN(t,x) := hN(t,0)+
x

∑
i=1

(2τi(t)−1), hN(t,0) :=−2NN(t)

where the net current NN(t) equals the number of particles to enter into site 1
from the left reservoir minus the number of particles to exit from site 1 into the
left reservoir, up to time t. The height function definition is extended to x ∈ [0,N]
by linear interpolation—see Figure 1.1. Just as for the open KPZ equation, the
open ASEP height function process will not have a stationary measure. However,
its the increment process (which is essentially just the τ process) will: If hN(x) is
randomly chosen as in (1.3), then starting the ASEP height function process from
that initial data we immediately get that the law of hN(t, ·)−hN(t,0) as a function
of · will be t-independent.

It is convenient to work with a particular parameterization for open ASEP. Con-
sider the functions

κ
±(q,x,y) :=

1
2x

(
1−q− x+ y±

√
(1−q− x+ y)2 +4xy

)
.
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FIGURE 1.1. Open ASEP with system size N = 10 and its height function hN(t,x). Red
arrows indicate some possible moves with rates labeled.

Let us define (q,A,B,C,D) in terms of (q,α,β ,γ,δ ) as

(1.4) A = κ
+(q,β ,δ ), B = κ

−(q,β ,δ ), C = κ
+(q,α,γ), D = κ

−(q,α,γ)

Given q, (1.4) provides a bijection between {(α,β ,γ,δ ) : α,β > 0, γ,δ ≥ 0} and
{(A,B,C,D) : A,C > 0, B,D ∈ (−1,0]}.

In order to make contact with the open KPZ equation we have to assume that
the rates vary with N and two parameters u,v ∈ R as follows.

Assumption 1.1. Let

(1.5) q = exp
(
− 2√

N

)
, A = qv, B =−q, C = qu, D =−q.

Solving for α,β ,γ and δ in terms of q,u and v,

(1.6) α =
1

1+qu , β =
1

1+qv , γ =
qu+1

1+qu , δ =
qv+1

1+qv .

Let hN(X) be a random height function defined as in (1.3) whose law is the push-
forward of the ASEP stationary measure πASEP

N . Define a diffusive scaling of
hN(X), keeping track of N in the super-script and keeping track of the parame-
ters u and v in the subscript: For X ∈ [0,1]∩Z/N let

(1.7) H(N)
u,v (X) := N−1/2hN(NX)

and then linear interpolate to all X ∈ [0,1]. Finally, let µ
(N)
u,v denote the law of H(N)

u,v ,
i.e., the stationary measure itself.

The scaling of q in (1.5) in conjunction with the height function scaling in
(1.7) is called weak asymmetry scaling. The conditions on A,B,C and D in (1.5)
correspond to α,β ,γ and δ which satisfy Liggett’s condition [38, 39] that α +
γ/q = 1 and β + δ/q = 1. Moreover, from (1.6) we see that α,β ,γ and δ satisfy
triple point scaling, which means that as N → ∞,

α =
1
2
+

u
2

N−1/2 +o(N−1/2), β =
1
2
+

v
2

N−1/2 +o(N−1/2),

γ =
1
2
− u

2
N−1/2 +o(N−1/2), δ =

1
2
− v

2
N−1/2 +o(N−1/2).
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1.2 Continuous dual Hahn process
The open KPZ stationary measures that we construct can be characterized via

a duality with another stochastic process which we call the continuous dual Hahn
process (denoted below by Ts). This is a special limit of the Askey-Wilson pro-
cesses constructed by Bryc and Wesołowski [18]; see Section 6. The continuous
dual Hahn process depends on two parameters u,v∈R which are assumed through-
out to satisfy the relation u+ v > 0. The definition of this process is simplest (and
also appears in [11]) when u,v > 0 and thus for the sake of this introduction we
will only define it in that case here. Section 6.2 addresses the considerably more
complicated general case of u+ v > 0.

We will only define the continuous dual Hahn process Ts for s ∈ [0,Cu,v) (see
subsequent work of [12] for an extension to all of R) where

(1.8) Cu,v :=

{
2 if u ≤ 0 or u ≥ 1,
2u if u ∈ (0,1).

Formulas become more involved outside [0,Cu,v) and will not be needed.
For u,v > 0 and s ∈ [0,Cu,v) define a measure ps with density given by

ps(r) :=
(v+u)(v+u+1)

8π
·

∣∣∣Γ( s
2
+ v+ i

√
r

2

)
·Γ
(
− s

2
+u+ i

√
r

2

)∣∣∣2
√

r · |Γ(i
√

r)|2
1r>0.

This family of infinite measures will turn out to be preserve by our Markov process
and necessary in the statement of our main results.

Following [51], we define the orthogonality probability measure for the contin-
uous dual Hahn orthogonal polynomials as follows: For a ∈ R and b = c̄ ∈ C \R
with Re(b) = Re(c)> 0 let

CDH(x;a,b,c) :=
1

8π
·

∣∣∣∣Γ(a+ i
√

x
2

)
·Γ
(

b+ i
√

x
2

)
·Γ
(

c+ i
√

x
2

)∣∣∣∣2
Γ(a+b) ·Γ(a+ c) ·Γ(b+ c) ·

√
x · |Γ(i

√
x)|2

1x>0.

For s, t ∈ [0,Cu,v) with s < t and m,r ∈ (0,∞), define a measure ps,t(m, ·) with
density in r by

ps,t(m,r) := CDH

(
r;u− t

2
,
t − s

2
+ i

√
m

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
m

2

)
.

The continuous dual Hahn process (with u,v > 0) {Ts}s∈[0,Cu,v) is the Markov
process with state-space R>0 and transition probabilities given by ps,t . Lemma 6.9
verifies that the ps,t satisfy the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation. That lemma also
verifies that if T0 is started according to the infinite distribution p0 then the infinite
distribution of Ts is ps for all s ∈ [0,Cu,v).
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1.3 Statement of the main result
For d ∈ Z≥1 we will assume that

X⃗ = (X0, . . . ,Xd+1) where 0 = X0 < X1 < · · ·< Xd ≤ Xd+1 = 1,

c⃗ = (c1, . . . ,cd) where c1, . . . ,cd > 0,(1.9)

s⃗ = (s1 > · · ·> sd+1) where sk = ck + · · ·+ cd and sd+1 = 0.

We are now prepared to state our main theorem. Part (1) shows the existence
of stationary measures for the open KPZ increment process as limits of stationary
measures for the WASEP increment process (i.e., with parameters scaled as in
(1.5)). Part (2) records a coupling between these stationary measures in which
height differences are stochastically ordered relative to a certain ordering of the
boundary parameters. Part (3) records the simple Brownian case for the stationary
measure which occurs when u+ v = 0. Part (4) records a duality which comes
from switching the roles of u and v. Part (5) provides a unique characterization
of the WASEP derived stationary measures for the open KPZ increment process
provided that u+ v > 0 (the u+ v = 0 case was already addressed in part (3)).
This characterization is given by a remarkable duality formula which relates the
Laplace transform of the KPZ stationary measure to the continuous dual Hahn
process introduced above and in greater generality in Section 6.2. This shows that
provided u+ v > 0, there is a unique limit point in part (1).

Section 2 gives an outline of the key ideas and logic that go into the proof of
these results.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that open ASEP satisfies Assumption 1.1 for all N.

(1) Tightness and construction of WASEP-stationary measures: For any u,v ∈
R, the N-indexed sequence of laws of µ

(N)
u,v (recall from Assumption 1.1) are

tight in the space of measures on C([0,1]) and all subsequential limits µu,v
are stationary measures for the open KPZ increment process and are almost
surely Hölder α for all α < 1/2. Call any such subsequential limit a WASEP-
stationary measure for the open KPZ increment process.

(2) Coupling: For any M ∈ Z≥2, u1 ≤ ·· · ≤ uM and v1 ≥ ·· · ≥ vM, assume that
{µui,vi}

M
i=1 are WASEP-stationary measures that arise in part (1) along the

same subsequence as N → ∞. Then there exists a probability space which
supports M random functions {Hui,vi}

M
i=1 in C([0,1]) such that marginally each

Hui,vi has distribution µui,vi and such that for all 0 ≤ X ≤ X ′ ≤ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤
j ≤ M,

Hui,vi(X
′)−Hui,vi(X)≤ Hu j,v j(X

′)−Hu j,v j(X).

(3) Brownian case: For u+ v = 0, there is a unique WASEP-stationary measure
µu,−u for the open KPZ increment process that coincides with the law of stan-
dard Brownian motion of drift u =−v.
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(4) Duality: For any u,v ∈ R let µu,v and µv,u be a pair of WASEP-stationary
measures for the open KPZ equation which arise in part (1) along the same
subsequence as N → ∞. Then the corresponding stochastic processes X 7→
Hu,v(X) and X 7→ Hv,u(1−X)−Hv,u(1) have the same law in C([0,1]).

(5) Explicit Laplace transform characterization: For u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0,
the measures µ

(N)
u,v converge to a unique limit µu,v as N → ∞ (hence there is a

unique WASEP-stationary measure). This limit µu,v is supported on C([0,1])
and is determined by its multi-point Laplace transform formula: For any d ∈
Z≥1, X⃗ , c⃗ and s⃗ as in (1.9), provided s1 < Cu,v, see (1.8),

E
[
e
−

d
∑

k=1
ckHu,v(Xk)

]
=

E
[
e

1
4

d+1
∑

k=1
(s2

k−Tsk )(Xk−Xk−1)
]

E
[
e−

1
4T0
] =: φu,v(⃗c, X⃗)(1.10)

where on the left-hand side Hu,v has law µu,v and on the right-hand side where
Ts is the continuous dual Hahn process started with T0 according to the infinite
distribution p0 (see Section 1.2 and 6.2). In particular, this implies that H(N)

u,v ⇒
Hu,v as stochastic processes in C([0,1]).

As remarked earlier, the Laplace transform formula can be inverted. This was
achieved after the posting of this paper by [14] and [8], see also [13] where in
particular the relationship between the results in [14] and [8] is discussed. The
inversion relies on the spectral decomposition of the heat kernel with an expo-
nential potential (known as Liouville quantum mechanics in physics). The condi-
tion u+ v > 0 that we assume corresponds to the fan region for open ASEP/KPZ.
While we do not currently have formulas for u+ v < 0 (the shock region), the de-
scription given in [8] offers a plausible conjecture for the stationary measure with
those parameters. With our methods, it should also be possible to access the sta-
tionary measure for the open KPZ increment process on an interval [0,M] for any
M > 0. Taking the M → ∞ limit should make contact with the KPZ equation in
a half-space. See [7, 8] for some discussion on this limit procedure and [6] for an
alternative approach to construct the half-space KPZ increment process stationary
measures.

Another important remark is that while our tightness result implies existence of
stationary measures for the open KPZ increment process, it does not imply unique-
ness. Even for parameters where we prove that WASEP-stationary measures are
unique (i.e. uniqueness of the limit points of the scaled open WASEP stationary
measures), we do not rule out the existence of other stationary measures for the
open KPZ increment process with the same boundary parameters. However, based
on related results in the literature, we conjecture that the stationary measures we
have constructed are unique for all choices of u and v.

Conjecture 1.3. Fix any u,v ∈ R. Consider any two random functions H0, H̃0 ∈
C([0,1]), supported on the same probability space. On this probability space,
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define a space-time white noise ξ with the time variable ranging over R and let
H(T,X ;−T0) and H̃(T,X ;−T0) denote the solutions to the open KPZ equation
started at time −T0 with initial data H0 and H̃0, respectively. Then the follow-
ing one force one solution principle holds: For any S < S′ the random functions
(T,X) 7→ H(T,X)−H(T,0) and (T,X) 7→ H̃(T,X)− H̃(T,0) in C([S,S′],C([0,1]))
converge almost surely to the same limit as T0 → ∞. In particular, for any fixed
u,v ∈ R there exists a unique stationary measure for the open KPZ increment pro-
cess.

For the KPZ increment process with periodic boundary conditions [35] showed
uniqueness of the Brownian bridge stationary measure while [34] constructed the
infinitesimal generator and estimated its spectral gap, establishing L2 exponential
ergodicity. Further, [48] demonstrated the one force one solution principle. Let us
also mention related work of [5, 27, 28] for the stochastic Burgers equation, and
work on the mixing time of open ASEP [19, 24, 31, 37, 49].

Finally, we remark that Theorem 1.2 (2) and (3) combine to show that incre-
ments of Hu,v ∈C([0,1]) with law µu,v (for any WASEP-stationary measure coming
for Theorem 1.2 (1)) are stochastically sandwiched between Brownian motions of
different drifts. Take M = 3 and let u1 = −v,u2 = u,u3 = u and v1 = −u,v2 =
v,v3 = v. Then Theorem 1.2 (3) implies that along every subsequence of N → ∞,
µ
(N)
u1,v1 converges to µu1,v1 which is the law of a standard Brownian motion B−v of

drift −v; similarly µ
(N)
u3,v3 converges µu3,v3 which is the law of a standard Brownian

motion Bu of drift u. There is a subsequence along which µ
(N)
u2,v2 converges to the

limit µu2,v2 . Thus, Theorem 1.2 (2) implies that for all 0 ≤ X ≤ X ′ ≤ 1,

(1.11) B−v(X ′)−B−v(X)≤ Hu,v(X ′)−Hu,v(X)≤ Bu(X ′)−Bu(X)

with B−v,Hu,v,Bu are all random C([0,1]) functions defined on a common prob-
ability space with marginals given by µu1,v1 , µu2,v2 , and µu3,v3 , respectively. The
Brownian case in Theorem 1.2 follows easily from the known fact that Bernoulli
product measure is the stationary measure for open ASEP when u+ v = 0. This is
the only case when the stationary measure for open ASEP is simple and of product
form. For general parameters it is quite complicated. For ASEP on the full line
or torus, the stationary measure is product Bernoulli so for full line [30] and peri-
odic [35] KPZ increment processes the stationary measure is Brownian (two-sided
Brownian motion with general drift, or Brownian bridge with any fixed height
shift).

Outline
Section 2 reviews the key ideas in the proof of Theorem 1.2. The proofs of

Theorem 1.2 (1)-(4) are in Section 5 and rely on Section 3 (the weak asymmetry
scaling under which open ASEP height function process converges to the open KPZ
equation height function process) and Section 4 (coupling results for open ASEP).
The proof of Theorem 1.2 (5) is given in Section 7. The starting point in this proof



STATIONARY MEASURE FOR THE OPEN KPZ 11

(given in Section 6) is Corollary 2.2 (see also Proposition 2.1 and [18, Theorem
1]) which relates the generating function for the open ASEP stationary measure to
the Askey-Wilson process. Section 6.2 defines the continuous dual Hahn process
which arises as a special limit of the Askey-Wilson process. The main calculation
in the proof of Theorem 1.2 (5) is Proposition 7.1 which computes the limit of the
open ASEP stationary measure generating function. Combining this with some of
the results in Theorem 1.2 (1)-(4) we show weak convergence and that the limit of
the open ASEP formula gives the open KPZ Laplace transform formula claimed
in the theorem. The proof of this limit is given in Section 8 and relies heavily on
precise asymptotics for q-Pochhammer symbols. These asymptotics are stated as
Proposition 2.3 and proven in Section 9.

Notation

Lower versus upper case variables will refer to discrete versus continuous ob-
jects, respectively. For integers a ≤ b, let Ja,bK := {a, . . . ,b} and Z≥a = Z∩ [a,∞)
(and likewise for Z replaced by R and ≥ replaced by >, ≤ or <). We will use the
standard notation for the Pochhammer and q-Pochhamer symbols: For j ∈Z≥0 and
x ∈R, define [x] j := (x)(x+1) · · ·(x+ j−1) with the convention that [x]0 := 1. For
multiple arguments x1, . . .xn ∈ R, define [x1, . . . ,xn] j := [x1] j · · · [xn] j. For a,q ∈ C,
with |q|< 1, and j ∈Z≥0∪{∞}, define (a;q) j := (1−a)(1−aq) · · ·(1−aq j−1) and
(a1, . . . ,an;q) j = (a1;q) j · · ·(a j;q) j. We will often omit the dependence on q and
write (a) j or (a1, . . . ,an) j. We also use the notation Γ(x1, . . . ,xn) := Γ(x1) · · ·Γ(xn).
We will denote i :=

√
−1.

2 Key ideas in proving Theorem 1.2

2.1 Key ideas in proving Theorem 1.2 (1)-(4)

The open ASEP height function process converges to the open KPZ equation
height function process under suitable weak asymmetry and triple point scaling.
This result is basically contained in [21, 44] (see Section 3). To apply it to the
open ASEP height function stationary measure, we need to verify Hölder bounds
on the exponential of H(N)

u,v (X). These can be deduced from the following consid-
erations. When u+v = 0, the open ASEP stationary measure is product Bernoulli.
This implies tightness of the height function H(N)

u,−u and Hölder bounds for it, and
yields Theorem 1.2 (3). To move to general u,v we use the fact that here exists an
attractive coupling between versions of open ASEP with different boundary rates
(a finite N version of Theorem 1.2 (2)). This coupling implies that the increments
of the stationary height function are bounded above and below by random walk
increments (by appealing to the u+v = 0 result). This yields Hölder bounds for all
u and v.
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2.2 Key ideas in proving Theorem 1.2 (5)
The starting point for our work is the matrix product ansatz, introduced by

Derrida, Evans, Hakim and Pasquier [25], which describes the stationary mea-
sure in terms of certain non-commuting operator products. Useful (infinite) matrix
representations for these operators related to Askey-Wilson polynomials [4, 36].
Jacobi matrices were discovered by Uchiyama, Sasamoto and Wadati [50]; based
on a slightly more general matrix representation, Corteel and Williams [20] devel-
oped a combinatorial description for the open ASEP stationary measure in terms
of tableaux combinatorics. So far these formulas for the stationary measure have
not been used for the type of asymptotics we need to perform in order to access the
KPZ equation, though [50] did perform other interesting asymptotics.

More recently, relying on the work of Uchiyama, Sasamoto and Wadati [50],
Bryc and Wesołowski [18] discovered a way to rewrite the Askey-Wilson Jacobi
matrix solution to the matrix product ansatz in terms of the Askey-Wilson processes.
These Markov processes were introduced earlier in [17] in relation to quadratic
harnesses. Askey-Wilson polynomials are orthogonal martingale polynomials for
these processes. The following remarkable identity is our starting point.

Proposition 2.1 (Theorem 1 of [18]). Let ⟨ · ⟩N denote the expectation with respect
to the stationary measure πASEP

N of open ASEP parameterized by q and (A,B,C,D)
as in (1.4). Assume that AC < 1. Then for 0< t1 ≤ t2 ≤ ·· · ≤ tn, the joint generating
function of the stationary measure for open ASEP can be expressed as〈 N

∏
j=1

tτ j
j

〉
N
=

E
[
∏

N
j=1
(
1+ t j +2

√
t jYt j

)]
2NE

[
(1+Y1)

N
] ,

where {Yt}t≥0 is the Askey-Wilson process with parameters (A,B,C,D,q) defined
in Section 6.

An immediate corollary [16, Section 4.3] of this is the multi-point Laplace
transform formula for H(N)

u,v (X) (defined from τ by combining (1.7) and (1.3)) un-
der the stationary measure πASEP

N .

Corollary 2.2. As in (1.4), let ⟨ · ⟩N denote the expectation with respect to the sta-
tionary measure πASEP

N of open ASEP parameterized by q and (A,B,C,D). Assume
that AC < 1. For any d ∈ Z≥1, let X⃗ , c⃗ and s⃗ be as in (1.9), c̃ ∈ R. Then

φ
(N)(⃗c, c̃, X⃗) :=

〈
e−∑

d
k=1 ckH(N)

u,v (X (N)
k )−c̃H(N)

u,v (1)
〉

N
=

E

[
d+1
∏

k=1

(
cosh

(
s̃(N)

k

)
+Y

e−2s̃(N)
k

)nk−nk−1
]

E
[
(1+Y1)

N
]

(2.1)

where s̃(N)
k = N−1/2(sk + c̃) for k ∈ J1,d +1K, X (N)

k := N−1⌊NXk⌋, nk = ⌊NXk⌋ for
k ∈ J1,dK, and Ys is the Askey-Wilson process (Definition 6.1) with parameters
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A,B,C,D,q matching those of the ASEP we are considering, and with marginal
distribution πs (see (6.8)) at all times s. When c̃ = 0 we will write φ (N)(⃗c, X⃗)

instead of φ (N)(⃗c,0, X⃗) and use sk instead of s̃k on the right-hand side of (2.1).

Note that the restriction that the ck are strictly positive comes from the increas-
ing nature of the t’s from Proposition 2.1. We do not know how to analytically
continue to general ck. However, for our purposes it is sufficient to work with the
positive ck and also to assume c̃= 0. In that case we when c̃= 0 we write φ (N)(⃗c, X⃗)

instead of φ (N)(⃗c,0, X⃗).
Using this corollary we see that the finite N Laplace transform can be written

as (see also (8.9))

φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) =

φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)

φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗0, X⃗)

, φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) := E

[
Nu+vG (N)

(
(Ŷ(N)

s1 , . . . , Ŷ(N)
sd+1); c⃗; X⃗

)]
.

Here we have set (see (8.2)) Ŷ(N)
s := 2N (1−Yqs) and (see (8.8))

G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) := 1⃗r∈Rd+1
≤4N

·2−N
d+1

∏
k=1

(
cosh

(
sk√
N

)
+1− rk

2N

)N(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)

.

It is easy to check that as a function in r⃗, G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) converges point-wise to (see
(7.2))

G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) := exp

(
1
4

d+1

∑
k=1

(s2
k − rk)(Xk −Xk−1)

)
.

The overwhelming majority of the work is thus left to show that in an appropriate
strong sense

Nu+vLaw(Ŷ(N)
s1 , . . . , Ŷ(N)

sd+1)⇒ Law(Ts1 , . . . ,Tsd+1)

where Ts is the continuous dual Hahn process started at Ts1 according to the infinite
measure ps1 . In fact, what is really needed is the convergence of

(2.2) φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)→ φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) := E

[
G
(
(Ts1 , . . . ,Tsd+1); c⃗; X⃗

)]
from which the convergence φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)→ φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) readily follows.

The Ŷ(N) process can be thought of as a secant process to the Askey-Wilson
process. If one conditions on its value at s1 then the distribution of its values at
times s2, . . . are given by the product of bona-fide transition probabilities. On the
other hand, the marginal distribution that we have assumed of the Askey-Wilson
process requires rescaling by Nu+v to have a non-trivial limit as N → ∞. As a
result, in the limit N → ∞, the marginal distribution of Ŷ(N) ends up becoming
an infinite measure. This means that in order to establish the limit (2.2) we must
establish both point-wise convergence and rather strong bounds on the marginal
and transitional measures used to define the Ŷ(N) process, so as to be able to apply
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the dominated convergence theorem. Owing to the fact that these measures are
written in terms of q-Pochhammer functions, this analysis ends up involving rather
refined asymptotics of log(±qz;q)∞ for q= e−κ with both κ and z varying in certain
potentially unbounded ranges.

Before delving into those asymptotics, let us explain one final wrinkle in the
proof of Theorem 1.2 (5). The argument described above ultimately shows (see
Proposition 7.1) that the Laplace transform φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) of the finite dimensional

marginals of µ
(N)
u,v converge to a limit φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) as N → ∞, provided the spectral

variables c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d . However, this does not immediately means that µ

(N)
u,v

converges to a limit itself. Indeed, if we knew independently that φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) was the
Laplace transform (in the c⃗ variables) of some probability distribution µu,v then this
would imply that µ

(N)
u,v ⇒ µu,v. This is due to a generalization (see [16, Appendix

A]) of an old result of [22]. The work of [14] (subsequent to our current paper)
established this property of φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) provided min(u,v) > −1 (in addition to the
ongoing assumption here that u+ v > 0). That, however, does not cover the full
range of u and v.

In any case, prior to this inversion work we developed a rather different route
to show that φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) is the Laplace transform of some probability distribution
µu,v and hence that µ

(N)
u,v ⇒ µu,v. Our approach uses some of the additional prob-

abilistic information about the µ
(N)
u,v measures provided to us by the earlier parts

of Theorem 1.2. Namely, we use the tightness of µ
(N)
u,v (from Theorem 1.2 (1) and

uniform control over exponential moments µ
(N)
u,v (from Theorem 1.2 (2) and (3)) to

show that φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) coincides on an open set with the Laplace transform of some
sub(sub)sequential weak limits of µ(N)u,v. This identifies uniquely the weak limits
along all subsubsequences as being the same, and hence shows convergence of the
original sequence of measures. This combination of integrable (exact asymptotic
calculation) and probabilistic (the tightness and coupling arguments) methods is
quite powerful and allowed us to proceed where each method on its own failed to
produce results.

As noted above, the proof of the Laplace transform convergence φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)→

φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) constitutes the most technically demanding part of this work. The start-
ing point for this convergence is the fact that the Askey-Wilson process marginal
distributions and transition probabilities are written explicitly in terms of the Askey-
Wilson orthogonality measure, which in turn is written in terms of q-gamma func-
tions (i.e., certain q-Pochhammer symbols).

Thus, one of the key technical challenges here is to develop an explicit asymp-
totic expansion of q-Pochhammer symbols (really the q-gamma function) as q → 1
with precise error bounds which can be controlled uniformly over all arguments.
Recall that for a,q ∈C, |q|< 1, we let (a;q) j := (1−a)(1−aq) . . .

(
1−aq j−1

)
and

write (a1, . . . ,an;q) j = (a1;q) j . . .(a j;q) j. We often drop the q dependence. Let us
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define for z ∈ C and κ > 0 the following functions:

A +[κ,z] =−π2

6κ
−
(

z− 1
2

)
logκ − log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

]
,(2.3)

A −[κ,z] =
π2

12κ
−
(

z− 1
2

)
log2.(2.4)

Proposition 2.3. For κ ∈ (0,1) let q = e−κ . For z ∈ C and m ∈ Z≥1

log(qz;q)∞ = A +[κ,z]−
m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err+m [κ,z],(2.5)

log(−qz;q)∞ = A −[κ,z]−
m−1

∑
n=1

(2n −1)
Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err−m [κ,z].(2.6)

where Bk(z) and Bk denote Bernoulli polynomials and Bernoulli numbers (Section
9.1). For any α ∈ (0,π), ε ∈ (0,1/2) and b ∈ (m−1,m) there exist C,κ0 > 0 such

that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈ C with |Im(z)|< α

κ

(2.7) |Err±m [κ,z]| ≤C
(

κ(1+ |z|)2 +κ
b(1+ |z|)1+2b+ε

)
.

The bound on Err+m [κ,z] further holds with the condition |Im(z)|< α

κ
replaced by

|Im(z)|< 2α

κ
. Furthermore, for any r > 0, ε ∈ (0,1/2) and b ∈ (m− 1,m) there

exist C,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈C with dist(Re(z),Z≤0)> r,
(2.7) continues to hold.

Observe that since eπi =−1,

(2.8) log(qz;q)∞ 7→ log(−qz;q)∞ when z 7→ z+
π

κ
i.

Thus, the restriction that |Im(z)|< α

κ
is quite natural and not really a restriction

since we can extract asymptotics for log(qz;q)∞ for general imaginary part using
the above fact in conjunction that log(qz;q)∞ remains invariant under z 7→ z+ 2π

κ
i.

This invariance easily implies the claims after equation (2.7) as corollaries of that
bound with the restriction |Im(z)|< α

κ
in place.

We will, in fact, only make use of the m = 1 case of the proposition, though
we leave the general result since it is not much harder to prove and may be of
subsequent use to others.

The q-gamma function is closely related to (qz;q)∞ and given by Γq(z) = (1−
q)1−z (q;q)∞

(qz;q)∞
, thus our result can be seen as an asymptotic result for the q-gamma

function as well. Asymptotics of Γq have been studied in a number of contexts
previously, e.g. [23, 41, 42, 52]. In all of those works (and others) the error bounds
are either for z fixed as κ goes to zero, or κ fixed as z goes to infinity in some
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direction. To our knowledge, there has been no analysis of how these two limits
balance. This balance, however, is extremely important for us since we will deal
with measures that are defined with respect to these q-Pochhammer symbols and
certain key asymptotics that we perform in Section 8 will involve probing |z| of
order κ−1, with κ going to zero.

The proof of Proposition 2.3 (Section 9) relies on complex analytic methods
often used in analytic number theory [43, 47] such as the Mellin transform and the
use of gamma, zeta, Hurwitz zeta and Jacobi theta functions. The formula (2.5) can
already be found in [52, Theorem 2], though the error bound stated there involves
fixed z with κ tending to zero. In fact, the proof of [52, Theorem 2] relies on an
incorrect result, [52, Lemma 5], which claims that ζ (s,z) = O(|t|2N+1) as |t|→ ∞

uniformly for z in any compact subset of Re(z) > 0. Here ζ (s,z) is the Hurwitz
zeta function and s = σ + it with real σ >−2N for N ∈Z≥1 and t ∈R. Proposition
9.5 provides a correct bound on the Hurwitz zeta function with exponential growth
e|Arg(z)·t| and important polynomial factors which ultimately translate into our error
bound above. The analysis of (−qz;q)∞ is similar, though it involves the Dirichlet
eta function as well.

We close this discussion by comparing our proof to that of [16] who studied
the scaling limit of the ASEP stationary measure for q (and the boundary param-
eters) fixed, as opposed to scaling with N. There they also utilized the Askey-
Wilson processes, but there were two major simplifications. The first was that the
q-Pochhammer symbols that come up there are easily controlled since q is not vary-
ing. This renders the asymptotics of the Laplace transform considerably simpler.
The second is that the limiting Laplace transform was recognizable as the Laplace
transform of a probability distribution due to their work in [15]. This avoided the
need for the additional twist described above. Another difference with [16] is that
they were only concerned with taking a limit of the stationary measure — they do
not show that this limit measure is stationary for some limiting Markov process. In
our case, additional probabilistic/stochastic analytic work is needed to show that
the limiting measures are stationary measures for the open KPZ equation height
function increment process. These remarks are not meant to diminish the work
of [16] but rather indicate how it serves a key starting point for this current paper
which has to confront a number of additional conceptual and technical challenges.

3 Weak asymmetry limit to the open KPZ equation

The open ASEP height function process (recall from Section 1.1) converges to
the Hopf-Cole solution to the open KPZ equation under the following assumptions
on parameters. Here we will not necessarily assume that ASEP is started from
its stationary measure, but rather allow for a very general class of initial data that
satisfy some Hölder bounds.

Assumption 3.1.
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(1) Weak asymmetry scaling: q = exp
(
− 2√

N

)
.

(2) Liggett’s condition: α + γ/q = 1 and β +δ/q = 1.
(3) Triple point scaling: For some u,v ∈ R, as N → ∞

α =
1
2
+

u
2

N−1/2 +o(N−1/2), β =
1
2
+

v
2

N−1/2 +o(N−1/2),

γ =
1
2
− u

2
N−1/2 +o(N−1/2), δ =

1
2
− v

2
N−1/2 +o(N−1/2).

(4) 4 : 2 : 1 height function scaling: For T ≥ 0 and X ∈ [0,1] define

H(N)
u,v (T,X) := N−1/2hN(

1
2

eN−1/2
N2T,NX)+(

1
2

N +
1

24
)T,

Z(N)
u,v (T,X) := eH(N)

u,v (T,X),

where hN is the ASEP height function process.
(5) Hölder bounds on initial data: The N-indexed sequence of open ASEP initial

data hN(0, ·) satisfies that for all θ ∈ (0,
1
2
) and n ∈ Z≥1, there exist positive

C(n),C(θ ,n) such that for every X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1] and N ∈ Z≥1

∥Z(N)
u,v (0,X)∥n≤C(n), and ∥Z(N)

u,v (0,X)−Z(N)
u,v (0,X ′)∥n≤C(θ ,n)|X −X ′|θ .

Here ∥·∥n:= (E[|·|n])1/n where E is expectation over hN(0, ·) (recall that we are
not currently assuming that the law of this initial data is stationary).

Proposition 3.2. Consider any N-indexed sequence of open ASEPs with parame-
ters and initial datum satisfying all Assumption 3.1. Then the law of Z(N)

u,v (·, ·) ∈
D([0,T0],C([0,1])) (the Skorohod space) is tight as T → ∞ for any fixed T0 > 0
and all limit points are in C([0,T0],C([0,1])). If there exists a (possibly random)
non-negative-valued function Z0 ∈ C([0,1]) such that, as N → ∞, Z(N)

u,v (0,X) =⇒
Z0(X) in the space of continuous processes of X ∈ [0,1]), then Z(N)

u,v (T,X) =⇒
Zu,v(T,X) in D([0,T0],C([0,1])) for any T0 > 0 as N → ∞, where Zu,v(T,X) in
C([0,T0],C([0,1])) is the unique mild solution to the stochastic heat equation with
boundary parameters u and v, and initial data Z0(X) (recall the definition from the
beginning of Section 1).

The Skorohod space is used above since ASEP takes discrete jumps in time.

Proof. This result is essentially contained in [21] for u,v ≥ 1/2 and [44] for gen-
eral u,v ∈R. The tightness is from [21, Proposition 4.17] and [44, Proposition 5.4]
while the convergence result is from [21, Theorem 2.18] and [44, Theorem 1.1].
The only difference from those works is that we have used a different parametriza-
tion. For the tightness, the boundary parameters play no role and hence our re-
sult follows immediately from that of [21, 44]. For the convergence result, our
parametrization can relatively easily be matched to that used in [21, 44] and their
parameters A and B correspond to u−1/2+o(1) and v−1/2+o(1) respectively.
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The o(1) terms go to zero as N go to infinity and thus do not affect the limiting
equation (as can be justified either by a coupling argument or by tracing through
the proof in [21, 44]). □

4 Attractive coupling of different boundary parameters

This prepares us for the proof of Theorem 1.2 (1)-(4) in Section 5.

4.1 Coupling via multi-species open ASEP
We prove an attractive coupling of open ASEPs with different boundary con-

ditions. This means that if the occupation variables start ordered between different
ASEPs, then they will remain ordered. As is standard in proving attractive cou-
plings (e.g. [1]), we appeal to a multi-species version of the model. For M = 2,
part (1) below coincides with [31, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 4.1. Fix q ≥ 0, any M ≥ 2 and any non-negative real numbers {α i}M
i=1,

{β i}M
i=1, {γ i}M

i=1 and {δ i}M
i=1 such that for all i < j,

α
i ≤ α

j, β
i ≥ β

j, γ
i ≥ γ

j, δ
i ≤ δ

j.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . ,M} fix any initial data τ i = (τ i
x)x∈J1,NK ∈ {0,1}N such that for

all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ M, τ i ≤ τ j (i.e., τ i
x ≤ τ

j
x for all x ∈ J1,NK). Let τ i(·) denote the N

site open ASEP with parameter (q,α i,β i,γ i,δ i) started with τ i(0) = τ i. Then:

(1) There exists a single probability space supporting M processes τ1(·), . . . ,τM(·)
and has the property that for all t ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ i < j ≤ M, τ i(t)≤ τ j(t).

(2) Let τ̃ i denote an occupation vector distributed according to the stationary mea-
sure for the N site open ASEP with parameters (q,α i,β i,γ i,δ i). Then there
exists a coupling of all M stationary measures such that for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ M,
τ̃ i ≤ τ̃ j.

Proof. The second claim follows immediately from the first by taking time to in-
finity and using the uniqueness of the stationary measure. The first claim can be
shown by appealing to a multi-species open ASEP. Consider an M species ver-
sion of open ASEP where sites can be occupied by a single particle of species 1
through M. This process has the following transition rates (as a convention let
α0 = β M+1 = γM+1 = δ 0 = 0)

(1) For x ∈ J1,N−1K, if sites x and x+1 are occupied by AB (i.e., there is a species
A particle at site x and a species B particle at site x+1), then this becomes BA
with rate 1 if A < B and rate q if A > B.

(2) If site 1 is occupied by A, then this becomes B at rate αB −αB−1 if A > B and
at rate γB − γB+1 of A < B.

(3) If site N is occupied by A, then this becomes B at rate β B −β B+1 if A < B and
at rate δ B −δ B−1 if A > B.
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Denote the occupation variables for this process by η i
x(t)∈ {0,1} where i∈ J1,MK,

x ∈ J1,NK and t ≥ 0. In other words, η i
x(t) = 1 if there is a species i particle at posi-

tion x at time t, and 0 otherwise. From these multi-species occupation variables we
define τ i

x(t) = ∑
i
j=1 η

j
x (t) From the τ i

x in the statement of the lemma we define ini-
tial data for the multi-species ASEP by η

j
x (0) = τ i

x−τ i−1
x (with the convention that

τ0
x = 0). It is evident that τ i

x(0) = τ i
x and that marginally, for each i ∈ J1,MK, τ i(t)

evolves as a process in t precisely as open ASEP with parameters (q,α i,β i,γ i,δ i).
This implies the desired attractive coupling since for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ N, the differ-
ence τ

j
x (t)− τ i

x(t) = ∑
j
k=i+1 ηk

x (t) is positive, hence τ i
x(t)≤ τ

j
x (t) as desired. □

4.2 Height function coupling and its implications
Armed with the attractive coupling of Lemma 4.1 we may now prove the fol-

lowing results.

Proposition 4.2. Fix u,v ∈ R and consider the stationary measure for N site open
ASEP parameterized as in (1.5) of Assumption 1.1 by u and v. As in (1.7), define
the diffusive scaled stationary height function H(N)

u,v (X) ∈C([0,1]), and then define
its exponential transform Z(N)

u,v (X) := exp(H(N)
u,v (X)). Then the following holds (in

points (4) and (5) below we use the notation ∥·∥n:= (⟨|·|n⟩N)
1/n where ⟨·⟩N is the

expectation from (1.2) with respect to the open ASEP stationary measure πASEP
N ):

(1) As processes in C([0,1]) as N → ∞ H(N)
u,−u(X) =⇒ Bu(X) where Bu is a stan-

dard Brownian motion with drift u (i.e. Bu(X) = B(X)+ uX for B a standard
variance 1 Brownian motion and X ∈ [0,1]).

(2) For any u,v ∈ R, H(N)
u,v (·) and H(N)

v,u (1−X)−H(N)
v,u (1) have the same law as

random functions in C([0,1]).
(3) For all u and v such that u+ v ≥ 0 there exists a coupling of H(N)

u,v with H(N)
u,−u

and H(N)
−v,v such that for all X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1] with X ≤ X ′,

H(N)
−v,v(X

′)−H(N)
−v,v(X)≤ H(N)

u,v (X ′)−H(N)
u,v (X)≤ H(N)

u,−u(X
′)−H(N)

u,−u(X).

For all u and v such that u+ v ≤ 0 there exists a coupling of H(N)
u,v with H(N)

u,−u

and H(N)
−v,v such that for all X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1] with X ≤ X ′,

H(N)
−v,v(X

′)−H(N)
−v,v(X)≥ H(N)

u,v (X ′)−H(N)
u,v (X)≥ H(N)

u,−u(X
′)−H(N)

u,−u(X).

(4) For all u,v ∈ R we have the following Hölder bound. For all θ ∈ (0,
1
2
) and

every n ∈ Z≥1, there exists a constant C(θ ,n,u,v) > 0 such that for every
X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1] and every N ∈ Z≥1,

(4.1) ∥H(N)
u,v (X)−H(N)

u,v (X ′)∥n ≤C(θ ,n,u,v)
∣∣X −X ′∣∣θ .
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(5) For all u,v ∈R we have the following Hölder bounds. For all n ∈Z there exists
C(n,u,v)> 0 such that for all N ∈ Z≥1 and all X ∈ [0,1]

(4.2) ∥Z(N)
u,v (X)∥n≤C(n,u,v),

and for all θ ∈ (0,
1
2
) and every n ∈ Z≥1, there exists a constant C(θ ,n,u,v)>

0 such that for every X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1] and every N ∈ Z≥1,

(4.3) ∥Z(N)
u,v (X)−Z(N)

u,v (X ′)∥n ≤C(θ ,n,u,v)
∣∣X −X ′∣∣θ .

Proof. Part (1) follows from that fact that when v = −u, AC = 1 (recall A and C
from (1.5)) which implies (see [16, Remark 2.4], [29], or [33]) that the open ASEP
stationary measure is product Bernoulli with particle density ρ = (1+A)−1. As in
(1.3), for x ∈ J0,NK define hN;u,−u(x) = ∑

x
i=1(2τi − 1) where τ has this stationary

Bernoulli product measure. This means that hN;u,−u(·) is a random walk with i.i.d.
±1 increments, increasing by 1 with probability ρ(u) = (1+qu)−1 and decreasing

by 1 with probability 1− ρ(u). Since ρ = ρ(u) =
1
2
(1− uN−1/2 +O(N−1)) the

mean of the jump distribution for hN;u,−u(x) is uN−1/2 +O(N−1) and the variance
is 1+O(N−1/2). It then follows from Donsker’s invariant theorem that under diffu-
sive scaling H(N)

u,v (X) = N−1/2H(N)
u,−u(NX) converges as a process in C([0,1]) to Bu,

a standard Brownian motion with drift u, as claimed. Part (2) follows immediately
from the particle/hole duality for open ASEP. Part (3) follows immediately by ap-
plying Lemma 4.1 with M = 3 to sandwich the u,v height function by the u,−u
and −v,v one.

Part (4) makes use of results we have already demonstrated in Parts (1) and (3)
above. By Part (1), H(N)

−v,v and H(N)
u,−u are both diffusively rescaled random walks and

by Part (3), the increments of H(N)
u,v are bounded below and above in our coupled

probability space by the increments of H(N)
−v,v and H(N)

u,−u (depending on the sign of
u+v, the ordering is switched). Taking the nth power of these inequalities and then
expectations yields

∥H(N)
u,v (X ′)−H(N)

u,v (X)∥n
n

≤ 2max
(∥∥∥H(N)

−v,v(X
′)−H(N)

−v,v(X)
∥∥∥n

n
,
∥∥∥H(N)

u,−u(X
′)−H(N)

u,−u(X)
∥∥∥n

n

)
.

(Here we have used the following argument. Given two non-negative numbers a
and b, note that max(a,b)≤ a+b ≤ 2max(a,b). Now, consider two non-negative
random variables A and B. The first inequality gives E[max(A,B)] ≤ E[A]+E[B]
and using the second inequality we find that E[A] +E[B] ≤ 2max(E[A],E[B])).
Thus, in order to prove the Hölder bound (4.1) for H(N)

u,v , it suffices to show it for
both H(N)

−v,v and H(N)
u,−u. These bounds, however follow readily since H(N)

−v,v and H(N)
u,−u

are diffusively rescaled simple random walks which converge to drifted Brownian
motions.
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Turning to Part (5), we first show (4.2). As in the Part (4) proof we may use the
coupling in Part (3) to show that

(4.4) ∥Z(N)
u,v (X)∥n

n ≤ 2max
(
∥Z(N)

−v,v(X)∥n
n,∥Z(N)

u,−u(X)∥n
n

)
.

So, it is sufficient to show (4.2) with Z(N)
u,v (X) replaced by both Z(N)

−v,v(X) and Z(N)
u,−u(X).

Each of these expressions involves the exponential of a diffusively scaled i.i.d. sim-
ple random walks. As we did not include the analogous calculation in Part (4), we
include this.

Let y1, . . . ,yN be i.i.d. random variables with P(y1 = 1) = ρ := (1+qu)−1 and
P(y1 = −1) = 1−ρ . Then we claim that for all n ∈ Z≥1 there exists C(n,u) > 0
such that

(4.5) E
[(

eN−1/2(y1+···+yM)
)n]

≤C(n,u)

for all M ≤ N ∈ Z≥1. It is clear that (4.2) immediately follows by combining this
with (4.4) and the random walk description of both Z(N)

−v,v(X) and Z(N)
u,−u(X). So, we

now focus on proving (4.5).
By independence of the yi, we can rewrite the left-hand side of (4.5) as

(4.6) E
[(

eN−1/2(y1+···+yM)
)n]

=
(

ρenN−1/2
+(1−ρ)e−nN−1/2

)M
.

Taylor expanding yields the asymptotics that ρenN−1/2
+ (1 − ρ)e−nN−1/2

= 1 +
(n2/2+ un)N−1 + o(N−1). Raising this to the Mth power yields a bound on the
right-hand side of (4.6) like e(n

2/2+un)X where X = M/N ∈ [0,1]. The maximum
occurs at either X = 0 or X = 1 depending on the sign of n2/2+un, and thus letting
C(n,u) = max(1,en2/2+un) seems to work. To make the above argument rigorous
we just need to control the Taylor expansion error. If ρenN−1/2

+(1−ρ)e−nN−1/2 ≤ 1
then the right-hand side in (4.6) is maximized when M = 0, otherwise it is maxi-
mized when M = N. In the first case when M = 0, the right-hand side of (4.6) is
obviously bounded by 1. So, it suffices to bound the right-hand side of (4.6) when
M = N.

We recall a few elementary inequalities which control the Taylor expansion and
provide bounds which hold for all n,N ∈ Z≥1 and u ∈ R. Below, C will denote a
positive constant. Recall that q = e−2N−1/2

. We can bound |ρ − (1
2 −

u
2 N−1/2)|≤

C|u|3N−3/2. With this we can show that∣∣∣ρenN−1/2
+(1−ρ)e−nN−1/2 −

(
cosh(nN−1/2)+ sinh(nN−1/2)uN−1/2

)∣∣∣
≤C cosh(nN−1/2)|u|3N−3/2.

Bounding

|cosh(nN−1/2)− (1+
n2

2
N−1)|≤Cn4N−2, |sinh(nN−1/2)−nN−1/2|≤Cn3N−3/2,



22 I. CORWIN AND A. KNIZEL

and cosh(nN−1/2)≤ cosh(n) for N ∈ Z≥1, we deduce that∣∣∣ρenN−1/2
+(1−ρ)e−nN−1/2 −

(
1+
(n2

2
+un

)
N−1

)∣∣∣≤C(u,n)N−3/2.

Here and below C(u,n)> 0 depends on u and n (though may vary between lines).
From this it follows that (ρenN−1/2

+(1−ρ)e−nN−1/2
)N ≤C(u,n) as needed to show

(4.2).
We now turn to showing (4.3). This bound follows by combining the result of

Part (4) with the already showed inequality (4.2) in Part (5). First note that for all
a,b∈R, |ea−eb|≤max(ea,eb)|a−b|. Substituting a=H(N)

u,v (X) and b=H(N)
u,v (X ′),

taking expectations and using Cauchy-Schwarz yields ∥Z(N)
u,v (X)− Z(N)

u,v (X ′)∥n≤
∥max(Z(N)

u,v (X),Z(N)
u,v (X ′))∥2n·∥H(N)

u,v (X)−H(N)
u,v (X ′)∥2n. The result of Part (4) pro-

vides us with control over the second term on the right-hand side thus it suffices to
prove that there exists C′(n,u,v)> 0 such that for all X ,X ′ ∈ [0,1]

(4.7)
∥∥∥max

(
Z(N)

u,v (X),Z(N)
u,v (x′)

)∥∥∥
2n
≤C′(n,u,v).

We already know how to control the n-norms of the individual terms inside
of the max in the left-hand side of (4.7) by the already proved bound (4.2). We
need to control to the n-norm of the max. For positive random variables A and
B, using the binomial expansion and Cauchy-Schwarz we show that for any m ∈
Z≥1, E[max(A,B)m]≤ 2m maxk∈J0,mKE[A2k]1/2E[B2(m−k)]1/2. Substituting m = 2n,

A = Z(N)
u,v (X), B = Z(N)

u,v (X ′) and using the bound proved in (4.2) it follows that
E[A2k]1/2 ≤C(2k,u,v)k and likewise E[B2(m−k)]1/2 ≤C(2(m− k),u,v)m−k. Thus,

∥max(Z(N)(x),Z(N)(x′))∥2n≤ 2 max
k∈{0,...,2n}

C(2k,u,v)
k

2n C(2(2n− k),u,v)
2n−k

2n

which we can take to be C′(n,u,v). This proves (4.7) and completes the proof of
(4.3). □

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1)-(4)

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1): That the law µ
(N)
u,v of H(N)

u,v (·)∈C([0,1]) is tight as N →∞

follows from Proposition 4.2 (4) and the fact that H(N)
u,v (0) = 0 by applying the Kol-

mogorov continuity theorem. That theorem further implies that all subsequential
limits µu,v of µ

(N)
u,v are supported on the space of Hölder α functions for all α < 1/2.

Now, consider any subsequence {Nk}∞
k=1 along which µ

(Nk)
u,v converges to a

limit µu,v. Let H(N)
u,v (·) ∈ C([0,1]) be distributed according to the law µu,v. We

claim that all of the conditions of Assumption 3.1 are satisfied. Weak asymme-
try, Liggitt’s condition and the triple point scaling assumptions all follow from the
choice of parameters we have made in Assumption 1.1 and the Hölder bounds on
the initial data are shown in Proposition 4.2 (5). Finally, since we have assumed
that the subsequence {Nk} is such that H(Nk)

u,v (·)⇒ Hu,v(·) as random functions in
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C([0,1]), it follows likewise that Z(Nk)
u,v (X) ⇒ Zu,v(X) = eHu,v(X). Thus Proposi-

tion 3.2 implies that Z(Nk)
u,v (T,X)⇒ Zu,v(T,X) in D([0,T0],C([0,1])) for any T0 > 0

where Zu,v(T,X) ∈ C([0,T0],C([0,1])) the unique mild solution to the SHE with
boundary parameters u and v and initial data Z0(X) = eHu,v(X). Since the initial
data for the open ASEP height process was chosen to be stationary (in terms
of the height function increment process) it follows immediately that the law of
X 7→ Z(Nk)

u,v (T,X)/Z(Nk)
u,v (T,0) ∈ C([0,1]) is independent of T . By the convergence

to the SHE, the same is true for X 7→ Zu,v(T,X)/Zu,v(T,0)∈C([0,1]) and taking the
logarithm of this implies that the law of X 7→ Hu,v(T,X)−Hu,v(T,0) ∈C([0,1]) is
likewise independent of T . This implies that the law µu,v of any limit point of µ

(N)
u,v

will be a stationary measure for the open KPZ equation height function increment
process.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (2): Proposition 4.2 (3) implies that the coupling holds along
any subsequence {Nk}∞

k=1 such that all of the {µ
(Nk)
ui,vi }M

i=1 converge to the limit points
{µui,vi}M

i=1; hence it passes to the limit.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (3): This follows from Proposition 4.2 (1) in conjunction
with the result in Part (1) of this theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (4): Proposition 4.2 (2) implies that the desired equality holds
along any subsequence {Nk}∞

k=1 such that µ
(Nk)
u,v and µ

(Nk)
v,u converges to their limit

points µu,v and µv,u; hence it passes to the limit.

6 Askey-Wilson and continuous dual Hahn processes

6.1 Definition of the Askey-Wilson process
Fix q ∈ (−1,1) and a,b,c,d ∈ C be such that

(6.1) ac,ad,bc,bd,qac,qad,qbc,qbd,abcd,qabcd ∈ C\ [1,∞),

and such that either all a,b,c,d are real, or two of them are real and two form a
complex conjugate pair (e.g. a,b ∈R and c = d̄), or they form two complex conju-
gate pairs (e.g. a = c̄ and b = d̄). We will not need the Askey-Wilson polynomials,
but rather just their orthogonality measure.

Askey-Wilson probability measure

Fix parameters (a,b,c,d,q). Under assumption (6.1) the corresponding Askey-
Wilson polynomials are orthogonal with respect to a unique compactly supported
probability measure. This Askey-Wilson probability measure on R is defined by
the values it takes on Borel sets V ⊂ R, which we write as AW (V ;a,b,c,d,q).
As shown in [17, Theorem A.1] or [4, Theorem 2.5], the Askey-Wilson probabil-
ity measure can be decomposed into an absolutely continuous part and a discrete
finitely supported atomic part. The density, relative to the Lebesgue measure, of
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the absolutely continuous part will be denoted by AW c and the discrete part, which
is a sum of weighted Dirac delta functions, will be denoted by AW d . Thus,

AW (V ;a,b,c,d,q) =
∫

V
AW c(x;a,b,c,d,q)dx+AW d(V ;a,b,c,d,q).

The density AW c is supported on x ∈ Sc := [−1,1] and given by
(6.2)

AW c(x;a,b,c,d,q) =
(q,ab,ac,ad,bc,bd,cd)∞

2π(abcd)∞

√
1− x2

∣∣∣∣ (e2iθx)∞

(aeiθx ,beiθx ,ceiθx ,deiθx)∞

∣∣∣∣2,
with x = cosθx. (We have dropped the q in the q-Pochhammer symbols.) The
discrete part AW d is given by

(6.3) AW d(V ;a,b,c,d,q) = ∑
y∈V∩Sd(a,b,c,d,q)

AW d(y;a,b,c,d,q),

a sum of delta functions with masses AW d(y;a,b,c,d,q) at points y∈Sd(a,b,c,d,q)
The set Sd(a,b,c,d,q) and masses AW d are given as follows. If |a|, |b|, |c|, |d|< 1
the set Sd(a,b,c,d,q) is empty. By (6.1), if χ ∈ {a,b,c,d} has |χ|> 1 then it must
be real. Each χ ∈ {a,b,c,d} with |χ|> 1 generate its own set of atoms, the union
of which constitutes Sd(a,b,c,d,q). By (6.1), any element χ ∈ {a,b,c,d} with
|χ|> 1 must be distinct from all other elements in that set. There are finitely many
atoms generated by such χ and they are at locations

(6.4) y j =
1
2

(
χq j +

1
χq j

)
, for j ∈ Z≥0 such that |χq j|≥ 1.

Each atom has a different mass. When χ = a, these are given as (here y j are as
above with χ = a)

AW d(y0;a,b,c,d,q) =

(
a−2,bc,bd,cd

)
∞

(b/a,c/a,d/a,abcd)
∞

,(6.5)

AW d(y j;a,b,c,d,q)
AW d(ya

0;a,b,c,d,q)
=

(
a2,ab,ac,ad

)
j

(
1−a2q2 j

)
(q,qa/b,qa/c,qa/d) j (1−a2)

( q
abcd

) j
,

where, in the second line, we assume that j ∈ Z≥1 such that |χq j|≥ 1. For other
values of χ , the masses are as above except with a and χ swapped.

Askey-Wilson process

Following [17] we define the Askey-Wilson process, a time–inhomogeneous
Markov process that depends on parameters A,B,C,D,q. We assume that A,B,C,D
correspond to the ASEP parameters α,β ,γ,δ via (1.4), in which case A,C > 0 and
B,D ∈ (−1,0]. Additionally, we will assume that AC < 1, as is necessary for the
existence of the Askey-Wilson processes. This puts us in the fan region of the open
ASEP phase diagram.
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Definition 6.1. Under the above assumptions on A,B,C,D, the Askey-Wilson pro-
cess is the time-inhomogeneous Markov process {Ys}s∈[0,∞) whose time- inhomo-
geneous state-space and transitional probability distributions are given as follows.
Define the continuous and discrete atomic part of the time s state-space as

(6.6) Sc
s = Sc := [−1,1], Sd

s := Sd
(

A
√

s,B
√

s,
C√

s
,

D√
s
,q
)

where Sd(a,b,c,d,q) is defined as in Section 6.1. Let Ss := Sc
s ∪Sd

s represent the
time s state-space for the Askey-Wilson process. For any s < t the transitional
probability distribution πs,t from x ∈ Ss to any Borel V ⊂ R is

(6.7) πs,t(x,V ) :=AW
(

V ;A
√

t,B
√

t,
√

s
t

(
x+
√

x2 −1
)
,

√
s
t

(
x−
√

x2 −1
))

,

where, for x ∈ Sc, we define x ±
√

x2 −1 = e±iθx with θx defined through x =
cosθx. From the definitions of the Askey-Wilson probability measure, for x ∈ Ss,
the support of πs,t(x, ·) is St . This defines the Askey-Wilson process.

We will also make use of a family of probability distributions πs with support
Ss defined such that for any Borel V ⊂ R,

(6.8) πs(V ) := AW
(

V ;A
√

s,B
√

s,
C√

s
,

D√
s

)
.

As explained below, the Askey-Wilson process started with distribution πs at time
s will have the property that it marginally has the distribution πt at any later t > s.

Both πs and πs,t have absolutely continuous and discrete atomic parts. For
x ∈ Sc we denote the density of πs by πc

s (x) and for x ∈ Sd
s we denote the mass

πs(·) assigns to x by πd
s (x). Likewise for the transitional probability distribution if

x ∈ Sc and y ∈ Sc then we write π
c,c
s,t (x,y) for the density in y; if x ∈ Sc and y ∈ Sd

t

then we write π
c,d
s,t (x,y) for the mass assigned to y; if x ∈ Sd

s and y ∈ Sc then we
write π

d,c
s,t (x,y) for the density in y; and if x ∈ Sd

s and y ∈ Sd
t then we write π

d,d
s,t (x,y)

for the mass assigned to y. For all other values of x and y, we declare that these
functions are zero.

The existence and uniqueness of the Askey-Wilson process defined above is
shown in [17, Section 3] as is the property that it preserves the πs marginals. In
particular, [17, Proposition 3.4] shows that for all Borel sets V ⊂ R (and in the
second equation, for all x ∈ Ss)∫

R
πs(dx)πs,t(x,V ) = πt(V ), and

∫
R

πs,t(x,dy)πt,u(y,V ) = πs,u(x,V ).

The first identity implies that the Askey-Wilson process started under πs at time s
has marginal distribution πt at time t, while the second is the Chapman-Kolmogorov
identity necessary to define the Markov process.
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6.2 The continuous dual Hahn process
The open KPZ stationary measures that we construct in Theorem 1.2 (5) is

characterized by a duality with the continuous dual Hahn process that we de-
fine here (the special case of this when u,v > 0 was already defined in Section
1.2). This time-inhomoeneous Markov process is a certain limit of the Askey-
Wilson processes [18] (see Section 6.1). We will use the standard notation for the
Pochhamer symbol: For j ∈ Z≥0 and x ∈R, define [x] j := (x)(x+1) · · ·(x+ j−1)
with the convention that [x]0 := 1. For multiple arguments x1, . . .xn ∈ R, define
[x1, . . . ,xn] j := [x1] j · · · [xn] j. Likewise, define Γ(x1, . . . ,xn) = Γ(x1) · · ·Γ(xn).

We will define the time-inhomogeneous state-spaces Ss and transitional prob-
ability distributions ps,t for the continuous dual Hahn process, and show their con-
sistency. We will also define a family {ps}s of infinite measures supported on
the state-spaces for this process that are preserved by the transitional probability
distributions. All of these distributions are all related to generalized beta inte-
grals [3, 51]. We will only define the continuous dual Hahn process for times in
s ∈ [0,Cu,v) where we recall from (1.8) that [0,Cu,v) always has a non-empty inte-
rior. [12] has subsequently extended this definition to all times in R, though we do
not need to rely on that.

We start by defining the family {ps}s of infinite measures along with their sup-
ports Ss that will also serve as the support for the continuous dual Hahn process.
We emphasize that the ps are not probability distributions but rather positive distri-
butions of infinite mass. For the remainder of the definitions below, we will assume
that u+ v > 0. We will also adopt the following notation. For u,v,s ∈ R and j ∈ Z
define

(6.9) uu
j(s) :=−4(u+ j− s/2)2 and vv

j(s) :=−4(v+ j+ s/2)2.

Similarly, if u− s/2 < 0 or v+ s/2 < 0 we define (respectively)

S U d,u
s :=

⌊−u+s/2⌋⋃
j=0

{uu
j(s)}, S V d,v

s :=
⌊−v−s/2⌋⋃

j=0

{vv
j(s)}.

Here d indicates that this will be the support for a discrete atomic measure.

Definition 6.2. Assume that u,v ∈R with u+v > 0 and s ∈ [0,Cu,v). For any Borel
V ⊂ R, define the infinite measure

ps(V ) :=
∫

V∩S c
s

pc
s(r)dr+ ∑

r∈S d
s ∩V

pd
s (r)

where the support of the absolutely continuous part is S c
s := (0,∞) and its density

is defined as

pc
s(r) :=

(v+u)(v+u+1)
8π

·

∣∣∣Γ( s
2 + v+ i

√
r

2 ,− s
2 +u+ i

√
r

2

)∣∣∣2
√

r · |Γ(i
√

r)|2
1r>0,
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and the support S d
s and masses pd

s (r) of the discrete part are as follows: If u−
s/2 < 0 then S d

s = S U d,u
s and for j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K, the masses at the points

of the support are given by

pd
s
(
uu

j(s)
)
=

Γ(v−u+ s,v+u+2)
Γ(−2u+ s)

·
(u+ j− s/2) · [2u− s,v+u] j

(u− s/2) · [1,1− v+u− s] j
.

If v+ s/2 < 0 then S d
s = S V d,v

s and for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, the masses at the
points of the support are given by

pd
s
(
vv

j(s)
)
=

Γ(u− v− s,2+ v+u)
Γ(−2v− s)

·
(v+ j+ s/2) · [2v+ s,v+u] j

(v+ s/2) · [1,1−u+ v+ s] j
.

If neither of these conditions hold, then S d
s =∅ and there is no discrete part. Since

u+v > 0, it is not possible that both conditions hold. Define the total support of ps
to be

(6.10) Ss = S c
s ∪S d

s .

This will also serve as the support for the continuous dual Hahn process. Since
S c

s ∩S d
s = ∅, in the proof of Lemma 6.9 we will find it convenient to overload

notation and write ps(x) for the density function ps(x) when x ∈ S c
s and for the

mass function ps(x) when x ∈ S d
s .

To define the transition probability distributions we first define the orthogonal-
ity measure for the continuous dual Hahn orthogonal polynomials.

Definition 6.3. Assume that a,b,c ∈ R with a+b,a+ c > 0 or a ∈ R and b = c̄ ∈
C\R with Re(b) = Re(c)> 0. For such a,b,c, define

CDHc(x;a,b,c) :=
1

8π
·

∣∣∣∣Γ(a+ i
√

x
2
,b+ i

√
x

2
,c+ i

√
x

2

)∣∣∣∣2
Γ(a+b,a+ c,b+ c) ·

√
x · |Γ(i

√
x)|2

1x>0.

Definition 6.4. Assume that a < 0 and that F is a finite subset of R with size
|F |= ⌊−a⌋+1 and elements x0 < x1 < · · ·< x⌊−a⌋. Assume that b,c and j satisfy
one of the three conditions:

• b = c̄ ∈ C\R with Re(b),Re(c)> 0, and j ∈ J0,⌊−a⌋K;
• b,c ∈ R with a+b,a+ c > 0, and j ∈ J0,⌊−a⌋K;
• b,c ∈ R and b,b+ c,c−a > 0, with a+b =−k ∈ Z≤0, and j ∈ J0,kK.

For a,b,c, F , and j as above, define

CDHd(x j;a,b,c;F ) :=
[2a,a+b,a+ c] j · (a+ j) ·Γ(b−a,c−a)
[1,a−b+1,a− c+1] j ·a ·Γ(−2a,b+ c)

· (−1) j.

For all other first arguments, define CDHd(·;a,b,c;F ) = 0.



28 I. CORWIN AND A. KNIZEL

Definition 6.5. We will define the measure CDH(V ;a,b,c;F ) (for Borel subsets
V of R) under three possible sets of conditions on parameters:

P: For a ≥ 0; F = ∅; and either b = c̄ ∈ C \R with Re(b),Re(c) > 0 or
b,c ∈ R>0, define

CDH(V ;a,b,c;F ) :=
∫

V
CDHc(x;a,b,c)dx.

N1: For a < 0; F a finite subset of R with size |F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 and elements
x0 < x1 < · · · < x⌊−a⌋; and either b = c̄ ∈ C \R with Re(b),Re(c) > 0 or
b,c ∈ R with a+b,a+ c > 0, define

CDH(V ;a,b,c;F ) :=
∫

V
CDHc(x;a,b,c)dx+ ∑

x∈F∩V
CDHd(x;a,b,c;F )

N2: For a < 0; F a finite subset of R with size |F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 and elements
x0 < x1 < · · ·< x⌊−a⌋; and b,c ∈R with b,b+c,c−a > 0 and a+b =−k ∈
Z≤0, define

CDH(V ;a,b,c;F ) := ∑
x∈F∩V

CDHd(x;a,b,c;F ).

Lemma 6.6. In all three cases of Definition 6.5, CDH(·;a,b,c;F ) is a probability
measure on R.

Proof. This follows from (3.1), (3.3) and (3.4) in [51] as a limit when Wilson
polynomials degenerate to dual continuous Hahn polynomials. In particular, this
limit corresponds to taking one of the parameters of the Wilson polynomials to
infinity. The case when a = 0 does not seem to be covered therein, but can be
recovered by taking the limit as a → 0. □

We now define what will be the transition probability distribution of the contin-
uous dual Hahn process.

Definition 6.7. Assume that u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0 and s, t ∈ [0,Cu,v) with s < t.
For any Borel set V ⊂ R we define the transition probability ps,t as follows. For
m ∈ S c

s = (0,∞)

(6.11) ps,t(m,V ) := CDH

(
V ;u− t

2
,
t − s

2
+ i

√
m

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
m

2
;S U d,u

t

)
.

If u− s/2 < 0, so that S d
s = S U d,u

s , then for j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K

(6.12) ps,t(uu
j(s),V ) := CDH

(
V ;u− t

2
,−u+

t
2
− j,u+

t
2
− s+ j;S U d,u

t

)
.

If v+ s/2 < 0, so that S d
s = S V d,v

s , then for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K

(6.13) ps,t(vv
j(s),V ) := CDH

(
V ;v+ j+

t
2
,

t
2
− s− v− j,u− t

2
;S V d,v

t

)
.

For all other first arguments besides those described above, we define ps,t = 0.
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As in Definition 6.2 we introduce the following notation: If x ∈S c
s and y ∈S c

t
then we write pc,c

s,t (x,y) for the density in y of the absolutely continuous part of
the measure ps,t(x, ·); If x ∈ S c

s and y ∈ S d
t then we write pc,d

s,t (x,y) for the mass
assigned to y of the discrete atomic part of the measure ps,t(x, ·); If x ∈ S d

s and
y ∈ S c

t then we write pd,c
s,t (x,y) for the density in y of the absolutely continuous

part of the measure ps,t(x, ·); If x ∈ S d
s and y ∈ S d

t then we write pd,d
s,t (x,y) for the

mass assigned to y of the discrete atomic part of the measure ps,t(x, ·).
In the proof of Lemma 6.9 we will find it convenient to overload notation and

write ps,t(x,y) to denote the corresponding density or mass function dictated by
whether x and y are in their discrete or continuous supports (for example, when
x ∈ S c

s and y ∈ S d
t , ps,t(x,y) = pc,d

s,t (x,y)).

The following lemma verifies that ps,t is, indeed, a probability distribution and
provides conditions under which the density or mass function is non-zero.

Lemma 6.8. Assume that u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0 and s, t ∈ [0,Cu,v) with s < t.
For any x ∈ Ss, ps,t(x, ·) in Definition 6.7 defines a probability distribution whose
support is contained in St . For all x ∈ Ss and y ∈ St , ps,t(x,y) ≥ 0 (we are
using the overloaded notation from the end of Definition 6.7) and the only choices
of x and y for which ps,t(x,y) = 0 are: (1) x ∈ S c

s and y ∈ S d
t = S V d,v

t ; (2)
x ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s and y ∈ S d

t = S U d,u
t ; (3) x ∈ S d

s = S U d,u
s and y ∈ S c

t ; (4)
x ∈ S d

s = S U d,u
s , y ∈ S d

t = S V d,v
t ; (5) x = uu

j(s) ∈ S d
s = S U d,u

s , y = uu
k(s) ∈

S d
t = S U d,u

t with k > j.

Proof. There are three cases to consider: (6.11), (6.13) and (6.12).

In (6.11): If u− t/2 ≥ 0, then case P of Definition 6.5 applies with

a = u− t/2, F = S U d,u
t , b =

t − s
2

+ i
√

m
2

, c =
t − s

2
− i

√
m

2

since a ≥ 0, F = ∅ and b = c̄ with Re(b) =
t − s

2
> 0; if u− t/2 < 0, then case

N1 of Definition 6.5 applies with the same choices of parameters since a < 0,

|F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 and b = c̄ with Re(b) =
t − s

2
> 0. We see from above that for

x ∈ S c
s , the measure ps,t(x, ·) is supported and everywhere non-zero (in terms of

its density or mass function) on S c
t ∪S U d,u

t . In particular, when u− t/2 ≥ 0 and
v+t/2< 0, the mass function ps,t(x,y) is zero on the discrete set y∈S d

t =S V d,v
t .

In (6.12): Since u− s/2 < 0, so does u− t/2 < 0. In that case N2 of Definition 6.5
applies with

a = u− t/2, F = S U d,u
t , b =−u+

t
2
− j, c = u+

t
2
− s+ j
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since a < 0, |F |= ⌊−a⌋+1, b ≥ t − s
2

> 0, b+c = t − s > 0, c−a = t − s+ j > 0

and a+ b = − j for j ∈ Z≥0. We see from this that for x = uu
j(s) ∈ S U d,u

s , the

measure ps,t(x,y) is non-zero only when y = uu
k(t) ∈ S U d,u

t with k ∈ J0, jK.

In (6.13): If v+ j+ t/2 ≥ 0, then case P of Definition 6.5 applies with

a = v+ j+ t/2, F = S V d,v
t , b =

t
2
− s− v− j, c = u− t

2

since a ≥ 0, F = ∅, b ≥ t − s
2

> 0 (since j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K) and c > 0 (since

when v+ s/2 < 0 it follows that u > 0 and hence t ∈ [0,Cu,v) implies that t < 2u);
if v+ j+ t/2 < 0, then case N1 of Definition 6.5 applies with the same choices of
parameters since a < 0, |F |= ⌊−a⌋+1, a+b = t−s > 0 and a+c = v+u+ j > 0.
We see from above that for x ∈ S V d,v

s , the measure ps,t(x, ·) is supported and
everywhere non-zero (in terms of its density or mass function) on S c

t ∪S V d,v
t .

In particular if u− t/2 < 0, the mass function ps,t(x,y) is zero on the discrete set
y ∈ S d

t = S U d,u
t . □

The next lemma is key to defining the continuous dual Hahn process and to
showing that it preserves the class of marginal measures ps.

Lemma 6.9. Let u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0 and 0 ≤ s < t < w < Cu,v. For any Borel
V ⊂ R,∫
R

ps(dm)ps,t(m,V ) = pt(V ), and
∫
R

ps,t(m,dr)pt,w(r,V ) = ps,w(m,V ).

We prove this after defining the continuous dual Hahn process.

Definition 6.10 (Continuous dual Hahn process). Let u,v ∈ R with u + v > 0.
The continuous dual Hahn process is the Markov process {Ts}s∈[0,Cu,v) with time-
inhomogeneous state space Ss from (6.10) and transition probability given by ps,t .
This process is well-defined since Lemma 6.9 shows that Chapman-Kolmogorov is
satisfied. Lemma 6.9 also proves that if the continuous dual Hahn process is started
at time 0 according to the infinite measure p0 then at time s ∈ [0,Cu,v) the marginal
infinite measure for the process will be given by ps.

The preservation of the family ps should be thought of as similar to the fact that
Brownian motion preserves Lebesgue measure.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 6.9. We start by recall-
ing the orthogonality probability measure for the Wilson orthogonal polynomials
from [51].

Definition 6.11. Let a,b,c,d ∈ C either form two conjugate pairs such that a = b̄,
c = d̄, one conjugate pair (either a = b̄ or c = d̄) and one pair of real numbers,
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or four real numbers; in all cases assume that Re(b),Re(c),Re(d) > 0. For such
a,b,c,d, define

Wc(x;a,b,c,d) :=
Γ(a+b+ c+d)

∣∣∣Γ(a+ i
√

x
2 ,b+ i

√
x

2 ,c+ i
√

x
2 ,d + i

√
x

2

)∣∣∣2
8π ·Γ(a+b,a+ c,b+ c,a+d,b+d,c+d)

√
x · |Γ(i

√
x)|2

.

Definition 6.12. Assume that a < 0 and that F is a finite subset of R with size
|F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 with elements x0 < x1 < · · · < x⌊−a⌋. Assume that b,c,d and j
satisfy one of the three conditions:

• b ∈ R>0, c = d̄ ∈ C\R with Re(c),Re(d)> 0, and j ∈ J0,⌊−a⌋K;
• b,c,d ∈ R>0, with a+d,a+ c > 0, j ∈ J0,⌊−a⌋K;
• b,c,d ∈ R with b,b+ c,c−a > 0, a+b =−k for k ∈ Z≥0, and j ∈ J0,⌊−a⌋K.

For a,b,c,d, F , and j as above, define

Wd(x j;a,b,c,d;F ) :=
[2a,a+b,a+ c,a+d] j · (a+ j)

[1,a−b+1,a− c+1,a−d +1] j ·a

×Γ(a+b+ c+d,b−a,c−a,d −a)
Γ(−2a,b+ c,c+d,b+d)

.

For all other first arguments, define Wd(x j;a,b,c,d;F ) = 0.

Definition 6.13. We will define the measure W(V ;a,b,c,d;F ) (for Borel subsets
V of R) under four possible sets of conditions on parameters:

P1: For a≥ 0; F =∅; b∈R>0; and either c= d̄ ∈C\R with Re(c),Re(d)> 0
or c,d ∈ R>0, define

W(V ;a,b,c,d;F ) :=
∫

V
Wc(x;a,b,c,d)dx.

P2: For a = b̄ ∈C\R with Re(a),Re(b)> 0; F =∅; and either c = d̄ ∈C\R
with Re(c),Re(d)> 0 or c,d ∈ R>0, define

W(V ;a,b,c,d;F ) :=
∫

V
Wc(x;a,b,c,d)dx.

N1: For a < 0; F a finite subset of R with size |F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 and ele-
ments x0 < x1 < · · · < x⌊−a⌋; b ∈ R>0; and either c = d̄ ∈ C \R with
Re(c),Re(d)> 0 or c,d ∈ R with a+ c,a+d > 0, define

W(V ;a,b,c,d;F ) :=
∫

V
Wc(x;a,b,c,d)dx+ ∑

x∈F∩V
Wd(x;a,b,c,d;F )

N2: For a < 0; F a finite subset of R with size |F |= ⌊−a⌋+ 1 and elements
x0 < x1 < · · ·< x⌊−a⌋; b ∈ R>0 with a+b =−k for k ∈ Z≥0; and c,d ∈ R
with b+ c,b+d,c−a,d −a > 0, define

W(V ;a,b,c,d;F ) := ∑
x∈F∩V

Wd(x;a,b,c,d;F ).
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Lemma 6.14. In all cases of Definition 6.13, W(·;a,b,c,d;F ) is a probability
measure on R.

Proof. This follows directly from the identities (3.1), (3.3) and (3.4) in [51]. The
case when a = 0 does not seem to be covered therein, but can be recovered by
taking the limit as a → 0. □

We can now give the proof of Lemma 6.9.

Proof of Lemma 6.9. The idea is to rewrite the relations in Lemma 6.9 in terms of
the CDH(·;a,b,c;F ) and W(·;a,b,c,d;F ) measures, and then use the fact that
they integrate to 1 to demonstrate the desired identities.

Proving the first identity in Lemma 6.9. It suffices to prove that

(6.14)
∫
R
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r) = pt(r)

for all r ∈R. Here we have overloaded the pt and ps,t notation (as density and mass
functions) as explained at the end of Definitions 6.2 and 6.7. For r /∈St , pt(r) = 0.
Likewise, for such r it is easy to see from the five cases in Lemma 6.8 that the
left-hand side in (6.14) is also zero. Thus, we assume now that r ∈ St . We can
now divide and rewrite (6.14) as∫

R

ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)
pt(r)

= 1.

To show this identity, we identify the integrand above with the continuous dual
Hahn probability measure (hence its integral is 1). There are three cases which we
address below.

Case 1. For r ∈ S c
t ,

(6.15)
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDH

(
dm;v+

s
2
,
t − s

2
+ i

√
r

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
r

2
;S V d,v

s

)
.

To prove this, observe that for m ∈ S c
s we may rewrite

(6.16)
ps(m)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDHc

(
m;v+

s
2

;
t − s

2
+ i

√
r

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
r

2

)
.

The computation here is obtained by regrouping the terms and using the idenity
Γ(x+1) = xΓ(x). Similarly, for m = vv

j(s) ∈ S d
s = S V d,v

s ,

(6.17)
ps(m)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDHd

(
m;v+

s
2
,
t − s

2
+ i

√
r

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
r

2
;S V d,v

s

)
.

From Lemma 6.8 we have that for m = uu
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S U d,u
s , ps,t(m,r) = 0.

Depending on the value of v, we see that the parameters in (6.16) and (6.17) either
satisfy P or N1 in Definition 6.5 and either way we arrive at (6.15) and verify that
the right-hand side is a probability measure.
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Case 2. For r = uu
k(t) ∈ S d

t = S U d,u
t ,

(6.18)
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDH

(
dm;u+ k− s

2
,v+

s
2
,−u− k+ t − s

2
;S d,u

s

)
.

To prove this, observe that for m ∈ S c
s we may rewrite

(6.19)
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDHc

(
m;u+ k− s

2
,v+

s
2
,−u− k+ t − s

2

)
.

Similarly, for m = uu
j(t) ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s ,

(6.20)
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDHd

(
m;u+ k− s

2
,v+

s
2
,−u− k+ t − s

2
;S U d,u

s

)
.

From Lemma 6.8 we have that for m = vv
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s , ps,t(m,r) = 0. De-

pending on the value of u, the parameters in (6.19) and (6.20) either satisfy P or N1
in Definition 6.5 and either way we arrive at (6.18) and verify that the right-hand
side is a probability measure.

Case 3. For r = vv
k(t) ∈ S d

t = S V d,v
t ,

(6.21)
ps(dm)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDH

(
dm;v

s
2
,−v− s

2
− k,v+ t − s

2
+ k;S V d,v

s

)
.

To prove this, observe that for m = vv
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s we may rewrite

(6.22)
ps(m)ps,t(m,r)

pt(r)
= CDHd

(
m;v+

s
2
,−v− s

2
− k,v+ t − s

2
+ k;S V d,v

s

)
.

From Lemma 6.8 we have that for m = uu
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S U d,u
s , ps,t(m,r) = 0 and

likewise for m ∈ S c
s , ps,t(m,r) = 0. The parameters in (6.22) satisfy N2 in Def-

inition 6.5 and thus we arrive at (6.21) and verify that the right-hand side is a
probability measure.

Proving the second identity in Lemma 6.9. It suffices to prove that

(6.23)
∫
R

ps,t(m,dr)pt,w(r,x) = ps,w(m,x)

for all m,x ∈ R. As in the proof of the first identity, we are overloading the ps,t
notation (as density and mass functions) as explained at the end of Definition 6.7.
If m /∈ Ss or x /∈ St then ps,w(m,x) = 0. It is likewise easy to see that in this case,
the right-hand side of (6.23) is also zero. The five cases in Lemma 6.8 identify the
choices of m ∈ Ss and x ∈ St for which we still have ps,w(m,x) = 0. It is easy to
check from that list that for these choices of m and x, the right-hand side of (6.23)
is also zero. Thus, we may now assume that m and x are such that ps,w(m,x)> 0.

In that case, we may divide and rewrite (6.23) as
∫
R

ps,t(m,dr)pt,w(r,x)
ps,w(m,x) = 1. To show

this identity, we identify the integrand above with the Wilson probability measure
(hence its integral is 1). There are five cases which we address below. In light
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of the five cases in Lemma 6.8, we see that these are the only cases in which
ps,w(m,x) > 0. Since the proofs hear are similar to those used to show the first
identity in Lemma 6.9, we simply record the five cases. To shorten notation, write
(⋆) := ps,t(m,dr)pt,w(r,x)

ps,w(m,x) . Then

Case 1. For m ∈ S c
s and x ∈ S c

w,

(⋆) =W

(
dr;

w− t
2

+ i
√

x
2
,
w− t

2
− i

√
x

2
,
t − s

2
+ i

√
m

2
,
t − s

2
− i

√
m

2

)
.

P2 in Definition 6.13 applies.

Case 2. For m ∈ S c
s and x = uu

k(w) ∈ S d
w = S U d,u

w ,

(⋆) =W

(
dr;u+ k− t

2
,w− t

2
−u− k,

t − s
2

+ i
√

m
2

;
t − s

2
+ i

√
m

2
;S U d,u

t

)
.

Depending on the value of u, either P1 or N1 in Definition 6.13 applies.

Case 3. For m = vv
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s and x ∈ S c

w,

(⋆) =W

(
dr;v+ j+

t
2
,−v+

t
2
− s− j,

w− t
2

+ i
√

x
2
,
w− t

2
− i

√
x

2
;S V d,v

t

)
.

Depending on the value of v, either P1 or N1 in Definition 6.13 applies.

Case 4. For m = vv
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S V d,v
s and x = vv

k(s) ∈ S d
w = S V d,v

w ,

(⋆) =W
(

dr;v+ k+
t
2
,−v− t

2
− j,−v+

t
2
− k− s,v− t

2
+ j+w;S V d,v

t

)
.

N2 in Definition 6.13 applies.

Case 5. For m = uu
j(s) ∈ S d

s = S U d,u
s and x = uu

k(w) ∈ S d
w = S U d,u

w with
k ∈ J0, jK,

(⋆) =W
(

dr;u− t
2
+ k,−u+

t
2
− j,−u− t

2
− k+w,u+

t
2
+ j− s;S U d,u

t

)
.

N2 in Definition 6.13 applies. □

7 Asymptotics of the ASEP generating function and proof of Theorem
1.2 (5)

The main technical ingredient to proving Theorem 1.2 (5) is provided by Propo-
sition 7.1 which is stated below and proved in Section 8. Before stating the propo-
sition, we rewrite the function φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) in (1.10) as in Section 2 as

(7.1) φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) =
φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗)

φ̃u,v(⃗0, X⃗)
, φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) := E

[
G
(
(Ts1 , . . . ,Tsd+1); c⃗; X⃗

)]
,
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where T is the continuous dual Hahn process started with T0 distributed according
to the infinite measure p0. Explicitly, this means that

φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) =
∫

G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)
d

∏
i=1

psi+1,si(ri+1,dri) ·psd+1(drd+1)

where ps and ps,t (recall Definitions 6.2 and 6.7) are the marginal and transition
measures for the continuous dual Hahn process with this initial distribution (recall
Definition 6.10), and the function G is defined as

(7.2) G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) := exp

(
1
4

d+1

∑
k=1

(s2
k − rk)(Xk −Xk−1)

)
.

Recall that s⃗ = (s1 > · · · > sd+1) is related to c⃗ = (c1, . . . ,cd) as in (1.9) by sk =
ck+ · · ·+cd for k ∈ J1,dK and sd+1 = 0. In (7.1) we are considering transition from
ri+1 to ri between times si+1 and si (recall si+1 < si). This slightly odd labeling
of time (and hence of the r variables) comes from a time reversal in the Askey-
Wilson process which produces the continuous dual Hahn process. For d ∈ Z≥1
define Cd,u,v := 1

dCu,v where Cu,v is defined in (1.8). The following result is proved
in Section 8.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that q,A,B,C and D satisfy Assumption 1.1 and are pa-
rameterized by N and u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0; let H(N)

u,v be the random function
in C([0,1]) defined in (1.7) whose law µ

(N)
u,v is that of the diffusively scaled open

ASEP height function stationary measure with the above specified parameters. For
d ∈ Z≥1, let X⃗ , c⃗ and s⃗ be as in (1.9) and let φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) denote the Laplace trans-

form of H(N)
u,v defined in (2.1) with c̃ = 0. Then, for all c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)

d , we have the
point-wise convergence of the open ASEP Laplace transform

(7.3) lim
N→∞

φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗).

Remark 7.2. The point-wise convergence in (7.3) is only stated for c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d .

Here we explain why. The Askey-Wilson process marginal and transition probabil-
ity distribution involves a mixture of an absolutely continuous and discrete atomic
part. The nature of the atomic part depends on the number of parameters whose
norm exceeds 1. By limiting the range of the ck we limit which atoms can arise. If
we permitted the ck to be larger, we would need to keep track of additional groups
of atoms as well as transition probabilities between them which would increase the
complexity of notation and require additional care. For our purposes it is sufficient
that we have convergence on some open interval.

There is an alternative approach to minimize the contribution of atoms. (This
possible approach came out in discussions with Yizao Wang, after communicating
a draft of our paper to him.) We could utilize the more general formula in Corollary
2.2 for φ (N)(⃗c, c̃, X⃗) and choose c⃗ and c̃ so that −2v < sk + c̃ < 2u (the interval
(−2v,2u) is non-empty since u+v > 0). This avoids atoms coming from the a and
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c terms in (8.16) but may introduce atoms coming from the b and d terms in that
equation. These atoms are located near −1 and it seems that their contribution will
disappear in our scaling limit. We do not pursue it here.

Let us briefly compare our proof below to the style of proof used in [18].
Therein, the authors used the fact that their limiting Laplace transform formula
could be identified as the Laplace transform for a bona-fide probability measure
(this identification is made in [15]). On account of this, the authors are able to
apply a result which generalizes [22] and shows that convergence of the Laplace
transform on any open set to a Laplace transform of some other probability measure
implies weak convergence of the underlying probability measures to that limiting
measure. If we wanted to apply this exact approach in our current situation we
would need to know a priori that φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) is the Laplace transform for some prob-
ability measure. When we first posted this paper, such an identification was an open
problem, hence we came up with another approach. Since first posting this paper,
this fact has been established in [14] when min(u,v)>−1 (see also [8]). Since the
restriction on min(u,v) > −1 does not cover the full range of u+ v > 0, we still
provide our approach which does not rely on the identification of the limit as the
Laplace transform of a probability measure. Our approach uses some probabilistic
information about the WASEP process, namely tightness and uniform control over
exponential moments (both of which follow from a nice coupling of the station-
ary measure with random walks) to show that φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) coincides on an open set
with the Laplace transform of some sub(sub)sequential weak limits. This identifies
uniquely the weak limits along all subsubsequences as being the same, and hence
shows convergence of the original sequence of measures.

Using Proposition 7.1 we may now give the proof of Theorem 1.2 (5).

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (5). There are two things to show here. The first is that when
u+v > 0, the tight sequence of measures µ

(N)
u,v (i.e. the laws of H(N)

u,v (·) ∈C([0,1]))
from Theorem 1.2 (1) has a unique limit point. To show this it suffices to show that
the finite dimensional distributions of H(N)

u,v (·) converge weakly. The second is to
show is that the Laplace transform of the limiting finite dimensional distributions
are given by φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) as claimed in (1.10).

Fix any d ∈ Z≥1 and 0 < X1 < · · ·< Xd ≤ 1, and let X (N) = N−1⌊NX⌋. We will
consider the sequence of random vectors H(N)

u,v (X⃗) :=(H(N)
u,v (X (N)

1 ), . . . ,H(N)
u,v (X (N)

d ))

and use P(N) to denote the law of the corresponding random vector. For c⃗ ∈Cd we
let L(N)(⃗c) :=

∫
Rd e⃗c·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x) denote the Laplace transform of P(N). Note that

L(N)(⃗c) = φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) = ⟨e−∑

d
k=1 ckH(N)

u,v (X (N)
k )⟩N .

Theorem 1.2 (1) shows that {P(N)}N is a tight sequence as N →∞. In particular,
for any subsequence Nk this implies that there exists a further subsubsequence Nk j

along which the P(Nk j ) converge weakly to a limit which we will denote by P(∞).
A priori, P(∞) may depend on the choice of subsequence and subsubsequence. We
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will show that it does not. This will imply that the original sequence P(N) converges
weakly to P(∞) as well.

Proposition 7.1 shows that there exists an open interval I ⊂R (e.g. I = (0,Cu,v)

works) so that limN→∞ φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) = limN→∞ L(N)(⃗c) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) for all c⃗ ∈ Id . This

convergence, of course, extends to the subsubsequence Nk j . We claim that the
Laplace transform L(∞)(⃗c) :=

∫
Rd e⃗c·⃗xP(∞)(d⃗x) of P(∞) is finite for all c⃗ ∈ Cd and

that for c⃗ ∈ Id it agrees with φ so that L(∞)(⃗c) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗). Let us assume this
claim for the moment. Then by analyticity of L(∞)(⃗c) we see that the knowledge
of φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) for c⃗ ∈ Id uniquely (by uniqueness of analytic continuations) char-
acterizes the Laplace transform elsewhere, including on the imaginary axis. On
account of this and the Cramer-Wold device, we can uniquely characterize the
law of P(∞) from φu,v(⃗c, X⃗). Since the same φ arises for any choice of subsub-
sequence Nk j , this implies that P(∞) does not depend on the choice of subsubse-
quence and hence that P(N) converges weakly to P(∞) which has Laplace trans-
form L(∞) which coincides with φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) for c⃗ ∈ Id . Finally, note that we have
been dealing above with convergence of (H(N)

u,v (X (N)
1 ), . . . ,H(N)

u,v (X (N)
d )). This also

implies that (H(N)
u,v (X1), . . . ,H

(N)
u,v (Xd)) converges weakly to the same limit since

|H(N)
u,v (X (N))−H(N)

u,v (X)|< N−1/2.

What remains from above is to prove the claim that L(∞)(⃗c) is finite for all
c⃗ ∈ Cd and that L(∞)(⃗c) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) for c⃗ ∈ Id . To prove the first part of this claim
we appeal to (1.11) (which follows from Theorem 1.2 (2) and (3)) which implies
that if (Hu,v(X1), . . . ,Hu,v(Xd)) has distribution P(∞) then there exists a coupling of
that random vector w with B−v, a standard Brownian motions of drift −v, and with
Bu, a standard Brownian motion of drift u, such that B−v(Xk)≤ Hu,v(Xk)≤ Bu(Xk)
for all k ∈ J1,dK. Owing to this and the Gaussian tails of Brownian motion, it
follows easily that the Laplace transform L(∞)(⃗c) is finite for all c⃗ ∈ Cd .

Finally, we claim that limN→∞ L(N)(⃗c) = L(∞)(⃗c) for all c⃗ ∈ Cd . From this it
will immediately follow that L(∞)(⃗c) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗) for c⃗ ∈ Id . To show the claim it
suffices to show the following: For all ε > 0 there exists M > 0 such that for all
N ∈ Z≥1 ∪{∞},

(7.4)
∫
Rd

1{||⃗x||> M}ec⃗·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x)< ε,

where ||⃗x||= max(|x1|, . . . , |xd |). By convergence of P(N) to P(∞),

lim
N→∞

∫
Rd

1{||⃗x||≤ M}ec⃗·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x) =
∫
Rd

1{||⃗x||≤ M}ec⃗·⃗xP(∞)(d⃗x)

for all M > 0. Combining this with the error bound claimed in (7.4) proves that
limN→∞ L(N)(⃗c) = L(∞)(⃗c).
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To prove (7.4) we use Cauchy-Schwarz to show that∫
Rd

1{||⃗x||> M}ec⃗·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x)≤
√
P(N)(||⃗x||> M)

∫
Rd

e2⃗c·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x).

By tightness we know that for any ε > 0 there is some M > 0 so that for all N ∈
Z≥1 ∪ {∞}, P(N)(||⃗x||> M) < ε . So, it suffices to show that the other term on
the right-hand side stays uniformly bounded in N. Notice that by repeated use of
Hölder’s inequality we can bound∫

Rd
e2⃗c·⃗xP(N)(d⃗x)≤

d

∏
k=1

(∫
R

e2dckxk P(N)(dxk)

)1/d

,

where we are writing P(N)(dxk) for the marginal of P(N) in the xk coordinate. The
integrals on the right-hand side above can be rewritten in terms of the notation
of Proposition 4.2 as E[Z(N)

u,v (Xk)
2dck ]. For ck > 0, we can bound E[Z(N)

u,v (Xk)
2dck ]≤

E[Z(N)
u,v (Xk)

n]+1 where n is any integer which is larger than 2dck; for ck < 0, we can
similarly bound E[Z(N)

u,v (Xk)
2dck ] ≤ E[Z(N)

u,v (Xk)
n]+ 1 where n is any integer which

is smaller than 2dck. In either case, we can uniformly bound E[Z(N)
u,v (Xk)

n] via the
bound (4.2) in Proposition 4.2 (5). This proves (7.4). □

We close this section by recording one of the results proved above that general-
izes (7.3) to all c⃗ ∈ Cd .

Lemma 7.3. For all c⃗ ∈ Cd , limN→∞ φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) = φu,v(⃗c, X⃗).

8 Proof of Proposition 7.1

We start, in Section 8.1, with a heuristic explanation for the convergence in
Proposition 7.1. In Section 8.2 we introduce scalings of our Askey-Wilson pro-
cess formulas in a manner fitting for asymptotics. Section 8.3 contains precise
bounds and asymptotic results involving these scaled Askey-Wilson process for-
mulas (these are proved later in Section 8.5). Section 8.4 puts these bounds and
asymptotics together to prove the convergence in (7.3)—thus proving Proposition
7.1. The key technical input to the asymptotics performed in this section are the
q-Pochhammer asymptotics from Proposition 2.3 (which are proved in Section 9).

8.1 Heuristic for the convergence (7.3)

Corollary 2.2 provides a formula, (2.1), for φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) in terms of a ratio of

expectations over the Askey-Wilson process. In the numerator of this ratio, there is
a product over d+1 terms which take the form (assume Xk ∈Z/N for the moment)

(8.1)
(

cosh
(

sk/
√

N
)
+Ye−2sk/

√
N

)N(Xk−Xk−1)
.
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As N → ∞, we are taking the sk to be fixed and positive, and likewise for the dif-

ference Xk −Xk−1. As N → ∞, we have that cosh(sk/
√

N)≈ 1+
s2

k
2N

. The question
is how does Ye−2sk/

√
N behave. Recall that from Section 6.1 there are two parts to

the support of the Askey-Wilson process Ys, an absolutely continuous part of sup-
port Sc

s = [−1,1] and a discrete atomic part Sd
s support above 1. In our scaling, the

atomic part lives in a N−1 window above 1. Thus, writing Ye−2s/
√

N = 1−Ŷ(N)
s /(2N)

and assuming that Ŷ(N)
s is of order one, (8.1) behaves (for N large enough) like

2N(Xk−Xk−1) times e
1
4 (s

2−Ŷ(N)
s )(Xk−Xk−1). This is the origin of the G function in (7.1).

There are a few issues complicating the above heuristic. Recall that in (2.1) we
are considering the Askey-Wilson process Ys with marginal distribution πs. Under
our scalings, while the discrete part of Ye−2sk/

√
N does converge to a limit in a N−1

window above 1, the absolutely continuous part does not stay in that window. In
fact, it remains of full support in Sc = [−1,1] even though the window is of order
N−1 around 1. However, the G function has strong decay as the Ye−2sk/

√
N variable

drops below a N−1 window of 1. Thus, we need to justify that the contribution to
the expectation coming from Ye−2sk/

√
N below this window is negligible in the large

N limit. Furthermore, we need to determine what happens to Ye−2sk/
√

N when we
only consider it in this window. This leads to the continuous dual Hahn process
that we have introduced in Section 6.2. (The continuous dual Hahn process can
be thought of as a tangent process to the Askey-Wilson process.) We will see that
the marginal distribution in this N−1 window has a limit when compensated by a
suitable power of N. The limit is no longer a probability measure, but rather of
infinite mass. However, the transition probabilities of the Askey-Wilson process
converge to bona-fide transition probabilities.

8.2 Rewriting formulas to take asymptotics
Recall that q,A,B,C and D satisfy Assumption 1.1 and are parameterized by

N (through q = e−2/
√

N) and u,v ∈ R with u+ v > 0. In what follows we will
assume that our Askey-Wilson processes Y depend N, u and v through these pa-
rameters q,A,B,C,D. As N changes, the law of the process changes. Though this
dependence will be implicit at times, it should not be forgotten.

We will assume here and below that the Askey-Wilson process Ys is always
taken with marginal distribution πs for all s. Define the centered and scaled Askey-
Wilson process

(8.2) Ŷ(N)
s := 2N (1−Yqs) .

Due to the factor qs = e−2s/
√

N , the process Ŷ(N)
s involves a time reversal of Y.

Thus, its transition probabilities involve a conjugation by the marginal distribution.
In writing down the marginal distribution and transition probabilities of Ŷ(N) we
distinguish the absolutely continuous and discrete atomic part of the support and
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measure. This is important since there is a Jacobian factor which is present when
the measure is absolutely continuous, though not when it is discrete.

Remark 8.1. This time reversal, which was also used in [16], is convenient con-
ceptually since it allows us to write out limiting formulas in terms of a process
that moves forward in time. It is not strictly necessary, though. We have opted to
include it since it more closely matches [16].

For any Borel V ⊂R, denote the marginal probability that Ŷ(N)
s ∈V by π̂

(N)
s (V ).

This probability measure can be written as the sum of an absolutely continuous part
and a discrete atomic part. We denote the density of the absolutely continuous part
by π̂

(N),c
s (y) and the probability mass of the discrete atomic part by π̂

(N),d
s (y). The

support of π̂
(N),c
s is Ŝ(N),c

s = Ŝ(N),c := [0,4N] and does not depend on s. The support
of the discrete atomic part is Ŝ(N),d

s :=
{

y ∈ R : 1− y
2N

∈ Sd
qs

}
where Sd

qs is defined
via (6.6) with A,B,C,D and q scaled dependent on N and u and v as in the statement
of Proposition 7.1. We will use π

(N),c
s and π

(N),d
s to denote πc

s and πd
s from (6.8)

where A,B,C,D and q are scaled dependent on N and u and v as noted above.
Similarly, we introduce a superscript (N) for the transition probabilities defined in
(6.7).

For any s the marginal distribution of Ŷ(N)
s is specified by (y ∈ Ŝ(N),c in the first

formula and y ∈ Ŝ(N),d
t in the second)

(8.3) π̂
(N),c
t (y) =

1
2N

π
(N),c
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
, π̂

(N),d
t (y) = π

(N),d
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
.

Using the same convention as described below (6.7), for x ∈ Ŝ(N),c we write
π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (x,y) for the transition probability density supported on y ∈ Ŝ(N),c while

π̂
(N),c,d
s,t (x,y) is the mass function for y ∈ Ŝ(N),d

t . Similarly, for x ∈ Ŝ(N),d
s we write

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (x,y) for the transition probability density supported on y ∈ Ŝ(N),c while

π̂
(N),d,d
s,t (x,y) is the mass function for y ∈ Ŝ(N),d

t . For all other values of x or y, we
declare these functions to be zero. With this notation we have
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π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (x,y) =

1
2N

π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs

(
1− y

2N
,1− x

2N

)
·

π
(N),c
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
π
(N),c
qs

(
1− x

2N

)(8.4)

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (x,y) =

1
2N

π
(N),c,d
qt ,qs

(
1− y

2N
,1− x

2N

)
·

π
(N),c
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
π
(N),d
qs

(
1− x

2N

)(8.5)

π̂
(N),c,d
s,t (x,y) = π

(N),d,c
qt ,qs

(
1− y

2N
,1− x

2N

)
·

π
(N),d
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
π
(N),c
qs

(
1− x

2N

)(8.6)

π̂
(N),d,d
s,t (x,y) = π

(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
1− y

2N
,1− x

2N

)
·

π
(N),d
qt

(
1− y

2N

)
π
(N),d
qs

(
1− x

2N

) .(8.7)

We need one last piece of notation. For X⃗ , c⃗ and s⃗ as in (1.9) and r⃗ =(r1, . . . ,rd+1)
define

(8.8) G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) := 1⃗r∈Rd+1
≤4N

·2−N
d+1

∏
k=1

(
cosh

(
sk√
N

)
+1− rk

2N

)N(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)

.

Recall that X (N) = N−1⌊NX⌋. Now, we can rewrite (2.1) as in (7.1):
(8.9)

φ
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) =

φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)

φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗0, X⃗)

, φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) := E

[
Nu+vG (N)

(
(Ŷ(N)

s1 , . . . , Ŷ(N)
sd+1); c⃗; X⃗

)]
,

or more explicitly,

(8.10) φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) =

∫
G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)

d

∏
i=1

π̂
(N)
si+1,si(ri+1,dri) ·Nu+v

π̂
(N)
sd+1(drd+1).

The inclusion of the factor Nu+v will be seen below as necessary to have φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗)

converge to a limit as N → ∞ (in particular, it is required in Lemma 8.3 for the
convergence of the marginal distribution to a non-trivial limit). Since φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) is

a ratio of such terms, its inclusion in both the numerator and denominator does not
change the ratio.

8.3 Lemmas for asymptotics and bounds
We provide the key technical results necessary to prove the point-wise conver-

gence in (7.3). The proofs of these lemmas are postponed until Section 8.5. We
assume the scalings in Proposition 7.1 and the notation introduced in Section 8.2.

Equation (8.10) is our starting point for asymptotics. In order to take N → ∞

therein, we must control the convergence of G (N) (in terms of a point-wise limit
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and dominating function) and the convergence of the Ŷ process. We start with the
G (N) function.

Lemma 8.2. For every compact interval I ⊂ R there exists a constant C > 0 such
that for all c⃗ ∈ Id and all r⃗ ∈ Rd+1,

(8.11) G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)≤C
d+1

∏
k=1

e−(Xk−Xk−1)
rk
4 +

|rk |
2N

where X⃗ and c⃗ are as in (1.9). For all r⃗ (N) ∈ Rd+1 if limN→∞ r⃗ (N) = r⃗,

(8.12) lim
N→∞

G (N)(⃗r (N); c⃗; X⃗) = G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗).

The next four lemmas provide limits with quantified error bounds for the mar-
ginal and transition measures of Ŷ. These limits are written in terms of the contin-
uous dual Hahn process transition measures and family of marginal distributions
from Definitions 6.7 and 6.2. The first lemma deals with the continuous part π̂

(N),c
t

of the distribution of Ŷt , and the second with the discrete part.

Lemma 8.3. For all t ∈ R and all η > 1, there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ ∈ R>0
such that for all N > N0 and r ∈ [0,4N],

(8.13) Nu+v
√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c
t (r) = pc

t (r) · eÊrr
(N),c
t (r),

where the error term satisfy

(8.14)
∣∣∣Êrr(N),c

t (r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

For each fixed r ∈ R≥0 we have the point-wise convergence

(8.15) lim
N→∞

Nu+v
π̂
(N),c
t (r) = pc

t (r).

The next lemma deals with the atomic part π̂
(N),d
t of Ŷt . We show that the

locations and masses of the finitely many atoms have limits as N → ∞ and that
those match with pd

t from Definition 6.2.

Recall from Section 8.2 that we write π
(N),d
t to denote the atomic measure πd

t
from (6.8). In light of (6.8) and (6.3), for any Borel set V ⊂ R

π
(N),d
t (V ) = ∑

y∈V∩Sd(a,b,c,d,q)

AW d(y;a,b,c,d,q)

where q = e−2/
√

N and

(8.16) a = qv+t/2, b =−q1+t/2, c = qu−t/2, d =−q1−t/2.

If t ∈ (−2,2) then |b|, |d|< 1. Since ac = qu+v < 1, it follows that at most one of
|a| or |c| can exceed 1.
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When u− t/2 < 0, |c|> 1 and the set of atoms in π
(N),d
t are given by

u(N),u
j (t) :=

1
2

(
qu+ j−t/2 +q−(u+ j−t/2)

)
, j ∈ J0, . . .⌊−u+ t/2⌋K.

Similarly, when v+ t/2 < 0, |a|> 1 and thus based on the discussion prior to
(6.4), we conclude that the set of atoms in π

(N),d
t are given by

v(N),v
j (t) :=

1
2

(
qv+ j+t/2 +q−(v+ j+t/2)

)
, for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− t/2⌋K.

These account for all of the atoms in Sd(a,b,c,d,q). Finally, let us denote

(8.17) û(N),u
j (t) :=−2N

(
u(N),u

j (t)−1
)
, v̂(N),v

j (t) :=−2N
(

v(N),v
j (t)−1

)
.

The support, Ŝ(N),d
t , of π̂

(N),d
t is the union of these atoms. At most one type of

atoms, either from u or v, will appear for a given t. As q varies with N, the number
and type of atoms remains fixed.

Lemma 8.4. Assume t ∈ (−2,2). The location and masses of the (finitely many)
atoms of π̂

(N),d
t converge to those of pd

t (recall (6.9)). Explicitly, when v+ t/2 < 0
the atoms of π̂

(N),d
t are at v̂(N),v

j (t) for j ∈ J0, . . .⌊−v− t/2⌋K and

(8.18) lim
N→∞

v̂(N),v
j (t) = vv

j(t) :=−4(v+ j+ t/2)2.

Similarly, when u− t/2 < 0 the atoms of π̂
(N),d
t are at û(N),u

j (t) for j ∈ J0, . . .⌊u−
t/2⌋K and

(8.19) lim
N→∞

û(N),u
j (t) = uu

j(t) :=−4(u+ j+ t/2)2.

There exists C,χ ∈ R>0 such that for all N ∈ Z≥1 and all atoms

Nu+v
π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

j (t)) = pd
t (v

v
j(t)) · eÊrr

(N),d
t (vv

j(t)),

Nu+v
π̂
(N),d
t (û(N),u

j (t)) = pd
t (u

u
j(t)) · eÊrr

(N),d
t (uu

j(t))

where the error terms satisfy

(8.20)
∣∣∣Êrr(N),d

t (vv
j(t))

∣∣∣, ∣∣∣Êrr(N),d
t (uu

j(t))
∣∣∣≤CN−χ .

In particular,

lim
N→∞

Nu+v
π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

j (t)) = pd
t (v

v
j(t)),

lim
N→∞

Nu+v
π̂
(N),d
t (û(N),u

j (t)) = pd
t (u

u
j(t)).

(8.21)

The next two lemmas deal with the transition probabilities for Ŷ. The first of
these lemmas deals with the continuous part of the transition probability while the
second deals with the discrete part.
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Lemma 8.5. For all real s < t and η > 1, there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ ∈ R>0
such that for all N > N0 the following bounds hold:

(1) For all m,r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N]√
1− r

4N
π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r) = pc,c

s,t (m,r) · eÊrr
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r),

where the error term satisfies

(8.22)
∣∣∣Êrr(N),c,c

s,t (m,r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
m)η +CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

For each fixed m,r ∈ R we have the point-wise convergence

(8.23) lim
N→∞

π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r) = pc,c

t (m,r).

(2) If s, t ∈ (−2,2) and v+ s/2 < 0, so that Ŝ(N),d
s is entirely composed of v atoms

v̂(N),v
j (s) for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, see (8.17), then for each j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K,

and all r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N]

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t

(
v̂(N),v

j (s),r
)
= pd,c

s,t (vv
k(s),r) · eÊrr

(N),d,c
s,t (vv

k(s),r)

where the error term satisfies

(8.24)
∣∣∣Êrr(N),d,c

s,t (vv
k(s),r)

∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+
√

r)η .

In particular, for each fixed j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K and r ∈ R≥0,

(8.25) lim
N→∞

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t

(
v̂(N),v

j (s),r
)
= pd,c

s,t (vv
k(s),r) .

(3) If s, t ∈ (−2,2) and u− s/2 < 0, so that Ŝ(N),d
s is entirely composed of u atoms

û(N),u
j (s) for j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K, see (8.17), then for each j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K

and all r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N]

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t

(
û(N),u

j (s),r
)
= pd,c

s,t
(
uu

j(s),r
)
= 0.

Lemma 8.6. The locations and masses of the (finitely many) atoms of the transition
probability distributions π̂

(N),d,d
s,t and π̂

(N),c,d
s,t converge to those of pd,d

s,t and π
c,d
s,t . For

all s, t ∈ [0,Cu,v) with s < t

(1) If v+ s/2 < 0, then for all j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, the discrete support of
π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
v̂(N),v

j (s), ·
)

coincides with the set of points v̂(N),v
k (t)

for k ∈ J0,⌊−v− t/2⌋K (if v+ t/2 > 0 then there are no atoms) and the masses
satisfy the following bound: There exists C,χ ∈R>0 such that for all N ∈ Z≥1,
all j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, and all k ∈ J0,⌊−v− t/2⌋K

(8.26) π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
v̂(N),v

j (s), v̂(N),v
k (t)

)
= pd,d

s,t
(
vv

j(s),v
v
k(t)
)
· eÊrr

(N),d,d
s,t
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where the error term satisfies

(8.27)
∣∣∣∣Êrr(N),d,d

s,t

∣∣∣∣≤CN−χ .

In particular,

lim
N→∞

π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
v̂(N),v

j (s), v̂(N),v
k (t)

)
= pd,d

s,t
(
vv

j(s),v
v
k(t)
)
.

(2) If u− s/2 < 0, then for all j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K, the discrete support of
π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
û(N),u

j (s), ·
)

is the set of points û(N),u
k (t) for k ∈ J0, jK and the masses

satisfy the following bound: There exists C,χ ∈R>0 such that for all N ∈ Z≥1,
all j ∈ J0,⌊−u− s/2⌋K, and all k ∈ J0, jK

(8.28) π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
û(N),u

j (s), û(N),u
k (t)

)
= pd,d

s,t
(
uu

j(s),u
u
k(t)
)
· eÊrr

(N),d,d
s,t

where the error term satisfies

(8.29)
∣∣∣∣Êrr(N),d,d

s,t

∣∣∣∣≤CN−χ .

In particular,

lim
N→∞

π̂
(N),d,d
s,t

(
û(N),u

j (s), û(N),u
k (t)

)
= pd,d

s,t
(
uu

j(s),u
u
k(t)
)
.

(3) If v+ s/2 < 0 and m ∈ Ŝ(N),d = [0,4N], then the measure π̂
(N),c,d
s,t (m, ·) has

no discrete atomic part. If u − s/2 < 0 and m ∈ Ŝ(N),d = [0,4N], then the
measure π̂

(N),c,d
s,t (m, ·) has discrete support equal to the set of points û(N),u

k (t)
for k ∈ J0,⌊−u + s/2⌋K and the masses satisfy the following bound: There
exists C,χ ∈ R>0 such that for all N ∈ Z≥1, all m ∈ Ŝ(N),d = [0,4N] and all
k ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K,

π̂
(N),c,d
s,t

(
m, û(N),u

k (t)
)
= pc,d

s,t (m,uu
k(t)) · eÊrr

c,d
s,t (m,uu

k(t))

where the error term satisfies∣∣∣Êrrc,d
s,t (m,uu

k(t))
∣∣∣≤CN−χ .

Remark 8.7. Lemmas 8.5 and 8.6 prove convergence of the transition probabilities
for Ŷ(N) to those of T, and Lemmas 8.3 and 8.4 prove the convergence of the their
state spaces (in addition to the convergence of a family of marginal distributions).
This implies that as Markov processes on the time interval [0,Cu,v), Ŷ

(N)
s converges

in finite-dimensional distributions to Ts. Of course, our results prove precise error
bounds on the convergence of the transition probabilities too.
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8.4 Proof of Proposition 7.1
Recall φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) from (7.1).

Lemma 8.8. For c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d , φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗), φ̃u,v(⃗0, X⃗) ∈ (0,∞).

Proof. We show that φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗)∈ (0,∞) for c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d since φ̃u,v(⃗0, X⃗)∈ (0,∞)

follows similarly. For c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d , sk := ck + · · ·+ cd ∈ [0,Cu,v) for all k ∈

J1,d + 1K. The support of the integrand defining φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) is Ss1 × ·· · ×Ssd+1

(see Definition 6.2). For fixed u and v, there exists a constant L < 0 such that for
all s ∈ [0,Cu,v) the support Ss is lower bounded by L. This follows immediately
from the definition of Ss as the union of S c

s = (0,∞) with S d
s , a finite number of

negative discrete atoms, whose locations vary continuously with s. Owing to this
lower bound and the ordering of the Xk variables, there exists a constant C > 0 such
that for all c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)

d

(8.30) φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗)≤C
∫
R

e−
(1−Xd )

4 rp0(dr).

We used G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)≤Ce−
(1−Xd )

4 rd+1 for r⃗ ∈ Ss1 ×·· ·×Ssd+1 , and then Lemma 6.9
to integrate out the variables r1, . . . ,rd .

We claim that the integral on the right-hand side of (8.30) is finite. The atoms
in p0 have a finite contribution to the integral on the right-hand side of (8.30), so
it remains to control the integral on (0,∞). In that case, the measure p0(dr) can
be written as pc

0(r)dr where the density function pc
0(r) is given in Definition 6.2

Using the asymptotic behavior of the gamma function for small (9.1) and large
(9.2) imaginary parts, we see that for any fixed u,v with u+ v > 0, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

(8.31) C−1 f (r)≤ pc
0(r)≤C f (r) where f (r) :=

{
r1/2 r ≥ 1
ru+v−1 r ∈ (0,1)

.

Substituting this into the right-hand side of (8.30) and using the integrability of
r−1/2 at 0, and the decay coming from e−

(1−Xd )
4 r at infinity, we find that the right-

hand side of (8.30) is finite.
Turning to the positivity of φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) for c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)

d ,

(8.32) φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗)≥ G (⃗2; c⃗; X⃗)
∫

[1,2]d+1

d

∏
i=1

pc,c
si+1,si

(ri+1,ri)dri ·pc
sd+1

(rd+1)drd+1.

The inequality follows from the definition of φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) and the positivity of the
integrand therein in conjunction with the lower bound G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) ≥ G (⃗2; c⃗; X⃗) for
r⃗ ∈ [1,2]d+1 and the fact that on [1,2] the transition and marginal distributions are
absolutely continuous. There exists C > 0 so that G (⃗2; c⃗; X⃗)≥C for c⃗∈ (0,Cd,u,v)

d .
It remains to show that the integral in the final line of (8.32) over [1,2]d+1 is

strictly positive for any c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d . Our assumption on c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)

d implies
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that sk − sk+1 = ck > 0. Using this and the explicit formulas for the marginal and
transition density functions (see Definitions 6.2 and 6.7), we see that for all c⃗ ∈
(0,Cd,u,v)

d there exists a constant C > 0 such that pc,c
si,si+1(ri,ri+1),p

c
sd+1

(rd+1) ≥ C
for all r⃗ ∈ [1,2]d+1. □

Turning to the proof of Proposition 7.1, by Lemma 8.8 we see that in order to
prove φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) → φu,v(⃗c, X⃗), it suffices to show that φ̃

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) → φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) for

c⃗ ∈ (0,Cd,u,v)
d for all k ∈ J1,dK, and for c⃗ = 0⃗. We will just deal with the first

case, since the second case where c⃗ = 0⃗ follows similarly. The idea in the proof is
to use the convergence lemmas in Section 8.3 to show point-wise and dominated
convergence of the integrand in φ

(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) to that of φu,v(⃗c, X⃗). There is a bit of

bookkeeping since the measures we consider have mixed discrete and absolutely
continuous support.

In the definition of φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) we can insert a multiplicative factor 1 as ∏

d+1
i=1 (1ri≥0+

1ri<0). Expanding leads to 2d+1 terms, each one corresponding to a choice of
whether we integrate over the continuous part of π̂(N) when ri ≥ 0 or the atomic
part when ri < 0. Explicitly,

φ̃
(N)
u,v (⃗c, X⃗) = ∑

I⊂J1,d+1K
∑
rI

∫
rJ

G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)
d

∏
i=1

π̂
(N),ai+1,ai
si+1,si (ri+1,ri)(8.33)

×Nu+v
π̂
(N),ad+1
sd+1 (rd+1).

Here J is the complement of I in J1,d+1K; the sum over rI is an |I|-fold summation
over ri ∈ Ŝ(N),d

si for i ∈ I; the integral over rJ is really a |J|-fold integral as the r
variables with indices in J vary in Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N] (note, we have suppressed the
∏ j∈J dr j symbols); and the variables ai take values in the set of symbols {c,d}
with ai = d when i ∈ I and ai = c when i ∈ J.

As N varies, the number of atoms in the atomic parts of π̂(N) does not change
(i.e. Ŝ(N),d

s is independent of N). Therefore, the form of the decomposition (8.33)
remains stable with N. Moreover, φ̃u,v(⃗c, X⃗) admits the same form of decomposi-
tion. Thus, in order to show the convergence of φ̃ (N) to φ̃ , it suffices to show that for
any choice of I, the corresponding sum over the rI and integral in the remaining rJ
variables in (8.33) converges to its proposed limit. The sum over rI can be indexed
in terms of the labels of the elements chosen from each Ŝ(N),d

si . By labels we mean
that for each i ∈ I, we may identify ri ∈ Ŝ(N),d

si by a label ℓi such that ri = xu
ℓi
(si)

or ri = xv
ℓi
(si) (depending on whether we are dealing with u or v atoms). For each

choice of I there are a finite number of choices of labels {ℓi}i∈I . If for every choice
of I and every choice of labels, we can prove convergence of the remaining integral
in the rJ variables, then we will have achieved our goal of proving the point-wise
limit in (7.3).
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Lemmas 8.4 and 8.6 show that the locations and masses of the atoms of the
π̂(N) measures converge as N → ∞ to those of the p measures and Lemmas 8.3 and
8.5 show the point-wise convergence of the densities of the absolute continuous
parts of the π̂(N) measures to those of the p measures. Equation (8.12) in Lemma
8.2 shows how G (N) converges point-wise to G . In light of these results it fol-
lows that for each choice of I and labels {ℓi}i∈I , the integrand in (8.33) converges
point-wise to its proposed limit. To show convergence of the integral itself, it suf-
fices to demonstrate a dominating function and then use the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem.

We will assume below that Xd < 1. When Xd = 1, the functions G (N) and
G do not depend on rd+1 and thus we can integrate out the rd+1 variable. Since∫

π̂
(N)
sd+1,sd+1(rd ,drd)π̂

(N)
sd+1(drd+1) = π̂

(N)
sd (drd), the formula for φ̃ reduces to a similar

one but with one fewer variable, which can be bounded in the same manner as
below.

Since Ŝ(N),d
s has a uniform lower bound as s varies, and Ŝ(N),c

s = [0,4N], we can
use (8.11) of Lemma 8.2 to show that there exist c,C > 0 such that

(8.34) G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)≤Ce−c(r1+···rd+1)

as the rk vary over the Ŝ(N)
sk for k ∈ J1,d+1K. Using this bound along with Lemmas

8.3, 8.4, 8.5 and 8.6 we arrive at the following bound: Fix η = 3/2, then there
exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and c,c′,C,C′,χ ∈ R>0 such that for all N > N0, all ri ∈ Ŝ(N),d

si

with i ∈ I and all r j ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N] for j ∈ J, we have∣∣∣∣∣G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)
d

∏
i=1

π̂
(N),ai+1,ai
si+1,si (ri+1,ri) ·Nu+v

π̂
(N),ad+1
sd+1 (rd+1)

∣∣∣∣∣(8.35)

≤Ce−c(r1+···rd+1)∏
j∈J

eCN−χ (1+√r j)
η

d

∏
i=1

pai+1,ai
si+1,si

(ri+1,ri) ·pad+1
sd+1

(rd+1)

≤C′e−c′(r1+···rd+1)
d

∏
i=1

pai+1,ai
si+1,si

(ri+1,ri) ·pad+1
sd+1

(rd+1)

For the first inequality we used (8.34) along with the bounds from Lemmas 8.3
and 8.5; the second inequality uses e−creCN−χ (1+

√
r)η ≤C′e−c′r for a large enough

C′ > 0 and a small enough c′ > 0.
The point of (8.35) is that it now provides us with an N-independent dominating

function. If we can show that for each I ⊂ J1,d +1K,

(8.36) ∑
rI

∫
rJ

C′e−c′(r1+···rd+1)
d

∏
i=1

pai+1,ai
si+1,si

(ri+1,ri) ·pad+1
sd+1

(rd+1)< ∞

we will be done owing to the point-wise convergence we have already shown.
Let us first consider (8.36) with I such that d + 1 ∈ I. In that case, the rd+1

variable is summed over the finite number of atoms in S d
0 , each of which has
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a finite mass. Thus, for such terms in (8.36) we can bound p
aI(d+1)
sd+1 (rd+1) ≤ C.

All of the other terms pai+1,ai
si+1,si (ri+1,ri) are either densities or masses of probability

measures. Owing to this and the fact that e−c′r is upper bounded by a constant for
r ∈ Ss it immediately follows that the sum over rI and integral over rJ is likewise
bounded by a constant.

For I such that d +1 /∈ I, the rd+1 variable is integrated over S c = (0,∞). The
term p

ad+1
sd+1 (rd+1) now represents the density of that infinite measure. As in the

previous paragraph we may integrate/sum out all of the other variables r1, . . . ,rd at
the cost of a constant factor. Thus, we are left to bound

∫
∞

0 e−c′rpc
0(r)dr < ∞, which

is done precisely as in the proof of Lemma 8.8. This shows that the right-hand side
of (8.35) is a dominating function, completing the proof of Proposition 7.1.

8.5 Proof of lemmas in Section 8.3
Proof of Lemma 8.2

To prove (8.11) we show that

G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) = 1⃗r∈Rd+1
≤4N

·
d+1

∏
k=1

(
1+ sinh2

(
sk

2
√

N

)
− rk

4N

)N(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)

≤
d+1

∏
k=1

exp

(
N(X (N)

k −X (N)
k−1)

4N

(
4N sinh2

(
sk

2
√

N

)
− rk

))

≤C
d+1

∏
k=1

e−(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)
rk
4 ≤C

d+1

∏
k=1

e−(Xk−Xk−1)
rk
4 +

|rk |
2N .

The first equality is by the definition of G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) and the hyperbolic trigono-
metric identity cosh(x)+1

2 = 1+ sinh2(
x
2
). The next inequality uses that (1+ x)a ≤

eax for a ∈ Z≥0 and x ∈ R≥−1. In particular, we take a = N(X (N)
k − X (N)

k−1) and

x = sinh2
(

sk

2
√

N

)
− rk

4N
. The sinh2 is always non-negative and due to the indica-

tor function 1⃗r∈Rd+1
≤4N

we may assume that
rk

4N
≤ 1. After applying the inequal-

ity we drop the indicator function. The next inequality relies on the fact that

N sinh2
(

sk

2
√

N

)
can be bounded above by a constant provided that the sk vary

in a compact set (which follows from the assumption on the c⃗ ∈ Id). The constant
C will depend on the set I. The final inequality uses the fact that |X (N)

k −Xk|≤ N−1,

which means that we can replace the X (N)
k by their limiting values Xk at the cost of

introducing the factor |rk|/2N in the exponential.
Owing to the triangle inequality, to prove (8.12) it suffices to show that

(8.37)
lim

N→∞
G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗) = G (⃗r; c⃗; X⃗), lim

N→∞

∣∣∣G (N)(⃗r(N); c⃗; X⃗)−G (N)(⃗r; c⃗; X⃗)
∣∣∣= 0.
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The first limit in (8.37) follows immediately from Taylor expansion of the sinh
function and the convergence of (1+ x/N)N to ex and X (N)

k to Xk.
The second limit in (8.37) will make use of two elementary inequalities. The

first is that for all a1, . . . ,ad+1,b1, . . . ,bd+1 ∈ R bounded in absolute value by M ∈
R>0,

∣∣∏d+1
k=1 ak −∏

d+1
k=1 bk

∣∣≤Md
∑

d+1
k=1 |ak−bk|. We apply this inequality with a(N)

k =(
1+sinh2

(
sk

2
√

N

)
−

r(N)
k
4N

)N(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)
and b(N)

k =
(

1+sinh2
(

sk

2
√

N

)
− rk

4N

)N(X (N)
k −X (N)

k−1)
.

For X⃗ , s⃗ fixed, it is easy to see that we can find some M large enough so that
|a(N)

k |, |b(N)
k |≤M for all k ∈ J1,d+1K and all N ∈Z≥1. Thus, it suffices to show that

limN→∞|a(N)
k −b(N)

k |= 0. Notice that a(N)
k can be written in the form (1+ ã(N)

k /L)L

where L = N(Xk −Xk−1). There exists some compact interval I such that ã(N)
k ∈ I

for all N ∈Z≥1. Likewise b(N)
k can be written in the same form in terms of b̃(N)

k and
we can find some compact interval I so that b̃(N)

k ∈ I for all N ∈ Z≥1 as well. The
convergence limN→∞|r(N)− r|= 0 implies that limN→∞|ã(N)

k − b̃(N)
k |= 0. To finish

the proof, we use the following elementary inequality: For any compact interval
I ⊂ R there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all L large enough and ã, b̃ ∈ I,
|(1+ ã/L)L − (1+ b̃/L)L|≤ C|ã− b̃|. This implies the second limit in (8.37) and
completes the proof.

Notation for asymptotics
Recall A ±[κ;z] from (2.3) and (2.4). For k,N ∈ Z≥1 and z1, . . . ,zk ∈ C, define

(8.38) A ±
N [z1, · · · ,zk] =

k

∑
i=1

A ±[
2√
N
,zi].

Here we have fixed that κ =
2√
N

, in which case q = e−κ .

Setting m = 1 in Proposition 2.3 shows that for q = e−κ and z ∈ C,

(8.39) log(±qz;q)∞ = A ±[κ;z]+Err±1 [κ;z]

where Err±1 [κ;z] satisfies (2.7). For k,N ∈ Z≥1 and z1, . . . ,zk ∈ C, define

(8.40) E±
N [z1, · · · ,zk] =

k

∑
i=1

Err±1 [
2√
N
,zi].

Proof of Lemma 8.3

For r ∈ R≥0, limN→∞ Êrr
(N),c
t (r) = 0, so (8.15) follows from (8.14). It remains

to prove (8.14). We proceed in three steps. In step 1, we write down π̂
(N),c
t (r). In

step 2, we further rewrite π̂
(N),c
t (r) in terms of a limiting term and error terms as in

Section 8.5. In step 3, we control the error terms using the bounds in Proposition
2.3.
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Step 1. For r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N], in light of (6.2), (6.8) and (8.3) we have

(8.41) π̂
(N),c
t (r) = π̂

(N),c
t;v,1,u,1(r)

where we define

π̂
(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r) :=

1
8πN

√ r
4N

√
1− r

4N

×(8.42)

(q,−qv+ṽ+t ,qv+u,−qv+ũ,−qu+ṽ,qṽ+ũ,−qu+ũ−t)
∞

∣∣∣(qi
√

Nθr)
∞

∣∣∣2
(qv+ṽ+u+ũ)

∞

∣∣∣(qv+t/2+i
√

N θr
2 ,−qṽ+t/2+i

√
N θr

2 ,qu−t/2+i
√

N θr
2 ,−qũ−t/2+i

√
N θr

2 ,)
∞

∣∣∣2
and where we have used the notation (suppressing the N dependence above)

(8.43) θr = θ
(N)
r := arccos

(
1− r

2N

)
.

Observe that if we send r 7→ 4N − r, then θr 7→ π −θr and thus also qi
√

N θr
2 7→

−qi
√

N θr
2 and qi

√
Nθr 7→ qi

√
Nθr . These transformations imply that π̂

(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r) trans-

forms under this change of variables by swapping the tilde and non-tilde variables:

(8.44) π̂
(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(4N − r) = π̂

(N),c
t;ṽ,v,ũ,u(r).

In light of this transformation we will now consider the asymptotics behavior
of π̂

(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r) for r ∈ [0,2N]. We will show (generalizing (8.13)) that, provided

u+ v > 0 and ũ+ ṽ > 0, r ∈ [0,2N]

Nu+v
√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ = pc

t;v,u(r) · eÊrr
(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r)

where the error term satisfies the bound

(8.45)
∣∣∣Êrr(N),c

t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

as in (8.14) and where pc
t;v,u = pc

t is given in Definition 6.2 (and does not depend on
ṽ or ũ). By combining this bound, the transformation (8.44) and the growth bound
(8.31) on pc

t we can easily deduce that equation (8.13) also holds for r ∈ [2N,4N]
with the claimed error bound (8.14). Thus, we focus the rest of this proof on
demonstrating (8.45) under the restriction r ∈ [0,2N].

Step 2. By Taylor expanding around r = 0 we can write

(8.46)
√

Nθ
(N)
r =

√
r+Eθ

N(r),

where Eθ
N(r) is the remainder. With this and (8.39), we rewrite (8.42) as

log
[√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c
t;v,ṽ,u,ũ(r)

]
=− log

[
8πN

√
r

4N

]
+AN(

√
r)+EA

N (r)+EE
N(r).

(8.47)
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In the above formula, for a ∈ R≥0, we have defined

AN(a) :=A +
N

[
1,v+u, ṽ+ ũ, ia,−ia

]
+A −

N

[
v+ ṽ+ t,v+ ũ,u+ ṽ,u+ ũ− t

]
−A +

N

[
v+u+ ṽ+ ũ,v+

t
2
+ i

a
2
,v+

t
2
− i

a
2
,u− t

2
+ i

a
2
,u− t

2
− i

a
2

]
−A −

N

[
ṽ+

t
2
+ i

a
2
, ṽ+

t
2
− i

a
2
, ũ− t

2
+ i

a
2
, ũ− t

2
− i

a
2

]
.(8.48)

Here EA
N (r) comes from the Taylor expansion (8.46) and is given by

(8.49) EA
N (r) := AN

(√
r+Eθ

N(r)
)
−AN(

√
r).

Define the function EN(a) exactly as in (8.48), except with the A symbol replaced
by EN , as in (8.40). EE

N(r) comes from Proposition 2.3 and is

(8.50) EE
N(r) = EN

(√
r+Eθ

N(r)
)
= EN

(√
Nθ

(N)
r

)
.

The first two terms on the right-hand side of (8.47) can be simplified consider-
ably using the explicit expressions for A ±[κ;z] from (2.3) and (2.4). In particular,
when AN(

√
r) is expanded, all of the terms that have a prefactor π2 coming from

(2.3) and (2.4) end up canceling out. Combining the remaining terms we find that

− log
[

8πN
√

r
4N

]
+AN(

√
r) =

log

 Γ(v+u+ ṽ+ ũ)
Γ(v+u)Γ(ṽ+ ũ)

∣∣∣Γ(u− t
2 + i

√
r

2 ,v+ t
2 + i

√
r

2

)∣∣∣2
8π

√
r · |Γ(i

√
r)|2

− (v+u) log(N).

Recalling (8.41), it follows by taking ṽ = ũ = 1 in the above formula and using
Γ(v+u+2)

Γ(v+u)
= (v+u)(v+u+1) that (recall also the formula in Definition 6.2 for

pc
t )

(8.51) log
[

Nu+v
√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c
t (r)

]
= log [pc

t (r)]+EA
N (r)+EE

N(r).

Similarly, using (8.44) we see that

(8.52) log
[

N2
√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c
t (4N − r)

]
= log [pc

t (r)]+E′A
N (r)+E′E

N (r)

where E′A
N (r) and E′E

N (r) are defined exactly as EA
N (r) and EE

N(r) are above but
with (v,u) and (ṽ, ũ) swapped.

Step 3. It remains to bound for r ∈ [0,2N] the two error terms EA
N (r) and EE

N(r)
in (8.51) and E′A

N (r) and E′E
N (r) in (8.52). The analysis is exactly the same in both

cases so we will just focus on the first set of error terms. To be precise, in this step
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we will show that for all η > 1, there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ > 0 such that for
all N > N0 and r ∈ [0,2N]

(8.53)
∣∣∣EA

N (r)
∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣EE

N(r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

From this and (8.51), the desired bound in (8.14) immediately follows. Thus we
will show (8.53). In demonstrating those bounds we will also need to control Eθ

N(r),
so we start with that.

Bounding |Eθ
N(r)|. For r ∈ [0,2N],

(8.54)
√

Nθ
(N)
r ≤

√
π2

8
r and Eθ

N(r)≥ 0.

The first inequality in (8.54) is equivalent to the inequality

(8.55) arccos(1− x/2)≤
√

π2

8
x for x ∈ [0,2]

which can easily be shown by matching the values at x = 0 and x = 2 of both sides
and then showing that the derivative of the difference strictly decreases (hence the
difference is strictly concave). The second inequality in (8.54) is equivalent to
arccos(1− x/2)−

√
x ≥ 0 for x ∈ [0,2] and is also shown by taking derivatives.

Now we claim that for all η > 1 there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ > 0 such that
for all N > N0 and r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,2N],

(8.56) Eθ
N(r) log(N)≤CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

Note that by (8.54), Eθ
N(r)≥ 0. Changing variables x = r/N, (8.56) reduces this to

(8.57) arccos
(

1− x
2

)
−
√

x ≤ C(1+
√

Nx)η

Nχ+1/2 log(N)
for x ∈ [0,2].

We split the demonstration of (8.57) into two cases. Let xN be such that
(1+

√
NxN)

η−1

Nχ log(N)
=

1. Then, since
(1+

√
Nx)η−1

Nχ log(N)
≥ 1 for x ∈ [xN ,2], we have on that interval that

arccos
(

1− x
2

)
−
√

x ≤C
√

x ≤C
1+

√
Nx√

N
(1+

√
Nx)η−1

Nχ log(N)
≤ C(1+

√
Nx)η

Nχ+1/2 log(N)

where in the first inequality we can take C =
√

π2/8− 1 owing to (8.55). We do
not require anything on the value of χ . This shows (8.57) for x ∈ [xN ,2].

Tuning to the case of x ∈ [0,xN ], observe that xN goes to zero as N grows and

xN ≤ N
2χ

η−1−1 log(N)
2

η−1 . Provided that χ <
η −1

2
(so xN goes to zero as a power

law in N), for x ∈ [0,xN ] we can use Taylor expansion with remainder to show
that there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C ∈ R>0 such that for all N > N0 and x ∈ [0,xN ],
arccos

(
1− x

2

)
−
√

x ≤ Cx3/2. From this we see that all that is left is to show that
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on the interval x ∈ [0,xN ], x3/2 ≤ C (1+
√

Nx)η

Nχ+1/2 log(N)
. Clearly this is true when x = 0

(where both sides are zero). If we can show that the derivatives are likewise or-
dered on x ∈ [0,xN ] then the above inequality will immediately follow. Calculat-
ing those derivatives we find that showing their ordering reduces to showing that
x ≤ (1+

√
Nx)η−1

Nχ log(N) which easily follows from Taylor expansion with remainder on

(1+
√

Nx)η−1. Thus, we have shown (8.56).

Bounding |EE
N(r)|. Recall that EN(r) is defined in (8.50) (the function EN(a) is

defined exactly as in (8.48), except with the A symbol replaced by EN , as in (8.40))

as a sum of many terms of the form Err±1 [κ,z] for κ =
2√
N

and for various choices

of the variable z. Some of the assignments of the variable z depend on r while
others do not (though may still depend on other variables like u,v, t). We refer to
the former terms as Type (1) and the later as Type (2). For Type (2) terms, we see
from (2.7) in Proposition 2.3 that for any z fixed and b∈ (0,1), we can find a κ0 > 0
and a C > 0 so that for all κ < κ0 (or equivalently we can find N0 ∈ Z≥1 so that for
all N > N0),

|Err±1 [κ,z]|≤C(κ +κ
b)≤C′N−b/2.

From this we see that the contribution of Type (2) terms to |EE
N(r)| satisfies the

bound in (8.53).
Now, let us consider how Type (1) terms contributes to |EE

N(r)|. These terms

take the form Err±1 [κ,z] for either z = zc(r) = c± i
√

N
θ
(N)
r

2
with some fixed real c

(e.g. c = 0 or c = u− t
2

) or z =±i
√

Nθ
(N)
r . Call the first type of term Type (1a) and

the second Type (1b). Observe that for r ∈ [0,2N], θ
(N)
r ∈ [0,π/2]. This means that√

Nθ
(N)
r ∈ [0, π

κ
]. For Type (1a) terms this range is further divided by 2 and hence

|Im(z)|≤ α

κ
for α = π/2. Since this α < π , we can apply (2.7) from Proposition

2.3 to show that for any b ∈ (0,1) and ε ∈ (0,1/2), there exists C,κ0 > 0 such that
for all κ < κ0 and r ∈ [0,2N]

(8.58)
∣∣∣Err±1 [κ,z]∣∣∣≤C

(
κ(1+ |z|)2 +κ

b(1+ |z|)1+2b+ε

)
where z = c± i

√
N

θ
(N)
r

2
. For the Type (1b) terms, observe that it is only Err+1 that

arises in EE
N(r). Recalling from Proposition 2.3 that the bound (2.7) on Err+m [κ,z]

holds with |Im(z)|< 2α

κ
(for α ∈ (0,π)) we see that (8.58) holds when ± is re-

stricted to + and z = c± i
√

Nθ
(N)
r .

It just remains to massage the bound in (8.58) into the claimed form. To do
this, note that for Type (1) choices of z = z(r), with r ∈ [0,2N], we have that
|z(r)|≤ c+C

√
r for some choices of c,C > 0. This implies that for any b ∈ (0,1)
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and ε ∈ (0,1/2), there exists C > 0 such that for all r ∈ [0,2N],∣∣∣Err±1 [κ,zc(r)]
∣∣∣≤C

(
N−1/2(1+

√
r)2 +N−b/2(1+

√
r)1+2b+ε

)
.

The second term on the right-hand side above is already of the form CN−χ(1+√
r)η where η can be taken arbitrarily close to 1 by turning b and ε close to zero,

and where χ = b/2. The first term N−1/2(1+
√

r)2 can also be put in this form
since for a large enough constant C > 0,

N−1/2(1+
√

r)2 = N−1/2(1+
√

r)2−η(1+
√

r)η ≤CN− η−1
2 (1+

√
r)η

where the inequality uses that 1+
√

r ≤ C′N1/2 for some suitably large constant

C′ > 0. Taking χ =
η −1

2
puts this bound in the form CN−χ(1+

√
r)η . Therefore,

we conclude that the contribution of Type (1) terms to |EE
N(r)| satisfies the bound in

(8.53). Combining this with the previous conclusion for Type (2) terms, we arrive
at the bound in (8.53) on |EE

N(r)|.

Bounding |EA
N (r)|. Recall that EA

N (r) is defined in (8.49) in terms of AN(a) de-
fined in (8.48). From (8.48), we see that AN(

√
r+Eθ

N(r))−AN(
√

r) involves many
cancellations. All of the terms in (8.48) which do not depend on the argument a im-
mediately cancel when taking this difference. Recalling the definition of A ±[κ,z]
from (2.3) and (2.4), we also see that the terms in those functions involving π2 do
not depend on the z argument and hence also cancel upon taking a difference. Let
us take an accounting of which terms remain. From A +, we need to account for (1)

the (z− 1
2
) log(κ) terms and (2) the log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

]
terms, while from A −, we need

only account for (3) the (z− 1
2
) log(2) terms. Let us consider each of these types of

term separately and show how their contributions can be bounded by expressions
of the form of the right-hand side of (8.53).

Type (1) terms contribute to AN(
√

r + Eθ
N(r))−AN(

√
r) expressions of the

form iE
θ
N(r)
2 log(κ). Since κ =

2√
N

, the magnitude of such terms is proportional

to Eθ
N(r) log(N). The bound we established in (8.56) implies that the contribu-

tion to |EA
N (r)| of Type (1) terms can be bounded by CN−χ(1+

√
r)η provided

χ is small enough. This is precisely of the form of the right-hand side of (8.53).
Note that Type (3) terms which arise from A − involve Eθ

N(r) log(2). Since for
N ≥ 2, log(2)≤ log(N), the argument above immediately controls those terms by
CN−χ(1+

√
r)η as well.

All that remains is to control the contribution to |EA
N (r)| from the Type (2) terms

coming from log
[

Γ(z)√
2π

]
in A +. These contributions are of the form log [Γ(z′c(r))]−

log [Γ(zc(r))] where z′c(r) = c± i
√

r+Eθ
N(r)

2 and zc(r) = c± i
√

r
2 (case (1)), or z′c(r) =
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c± i
(√

r+Eθ
N(r)

)
and zc(r) = c± i

√
r (case (2)). The proof in both cases is iden-

tical (just the constants change), so we focus on the first case. Similarly, the argu-
ment we present works just as well for ±=+ and ±=−, so we will just address
the + case. We claim that for any c ∈ R fixed, there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ > 0
such that for all N > N0 and r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N]

(8.59)
∣∣∣ log[Γ(z′c(r))]− log[Γ(zc(r))]

∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+
√

r)η .

We will show this separately for r ∈ [r0,4N] and for r ∈ [0,r0], where r0 is specified
momentarily. The purpose of this split is that for large r we can use the asymptotic
behavior of the Gamma function in the imaginary direction. For small r we can use
the uniform continuity of the gamma function provided c /∈ Z≤0. If c ∈ Z≤0, we
need to account for the divergence from the pole, but after doing that we can still
show the desired bound. We proceed with this argument now.

Observe that by the fundamental theorem of calculus, for r > 0,
(8.60)

log[Γ(z′c(r))]− log[Γ(zc(r))] =
∫ √

r+Eθ
N (r)

2
√

r
2

∂y log[Γ(c+ iy)]dy =
∫ √

r+Eθ
N (r)

2
√

r
2

iψ(c+ iy)dy

where in the second equality uses the Cauchy-Riemann equation to write ∂y log[Γ(c+
iy)] = iψ(c+ iy) where ψ is the digamma function. Thus,

(8.61)
∣∣∣ log[Γ(z′c(r))]− log[Γ(zc(r))]

∣∣∣≤ Eθ
N(r)
2

sup
y∈[

√
r

2 ,
√

r+Eθ
N (r)

2 ]

|ψ(c+ iy)|.

It follows from the asymptotic expansion for the digamma function in [26, equation
(5.11.2)] or [40, page 18] that any c there exists C,y0 > 0 such that for |y|> y0,

|ψ(c+ iy)|≤C log(|y|). Let r0 = 4y2
0 (so that

√
r0

2
= y0). Thus there exists C,C′ > 0

such that for r > r0,∣∣∣ log[Γ(z′c(r))]− log[Γ(zc(r))]
∣∣∣≤CEθ

N(r) log[|z′c(r)|]≤C′Eθ
N(r) log(N)

where the second inequality comes from the fact that for r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N] we
can bound |z′c(r)|≤ C′′ log(N) for some C′′ > 0. Now we may appeal to (8.56) to
bound the right-hand side above by CN−χ(1+

√
r)η as desired in (8.59).

It remains to demonstrate (8.59) when r ∈ [0,r0]. First assume that c /∈Z≤0. For
z in any compact set away from Z≤0, analyticity implies that |ψ(z)| is uniformly
continuous. Combining this observation with (8.61), we find that | log[Γ(z′c(r))]−
log[Γ(zc(r))]| ≤ CEθ

N(r). Again, owing to (8.56) we may bound this above by
CN−χ(1+

√
r)η as desired in (8.59).

For the case when c ∈ Z≤0 we must appeal to the behavior of ψ(z) near its
poles Z≤0. As in [40, page 14], we have that for z in a vertical strip with real
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part in [c− 1/2,c+ 1/2], the function ψ(z) = −(z− c)−1 +ψc(z) where ψc(z) is
analytic in the strip. This and (8.60) imply

log(Γ(z′c(r)))− log(Γ(zc(r))) =
∫ √

r+Eθ
N (r)

2
√

r
2

(
−y−1 +ψc(c+ iy)

)
dy.

This shows that there exists a constant C > 0 such that∣∣∣ log(Γ(z′c(r)))− log(Γ(zc(r)))
∣∣∣≤C log

(√
r+Eθ

N(r)√
r

)
+CEθ

N(r).

The second term Eθ
N(r)| is bounded by appealing to (8.56). For the first,

log
(√

r+Eθ
N(r)√

r

)
= log

(
1+

Eθ
N(r)√

r

)
≤

Eθ
N(r)√

r
≤C′ · r

N
,

for some constants C,C′ > 0. Since r ∈ [0,r0], for any choice of η > 1 and χ < 1
there is a constant C > 0 such that

r
N

≤ CN−χ(1+
√

r)η . This bound is of the
form of (8.59). Putting together the cases considered above we have shown that
(8.59) holds. This completes the proof of (8.53) for |EA

N (r)| and hence completes
Step 3 and the proof of Lemma 8.3.

Proof of Lemma 8.4

The convergence of the location of the atoms in (8.18) and (8.19) follows im-
mediately from (8.17) by Taylor expanding in N. The convergence of the masses
of these atoms in (8.21) follows immediately from the bounds in (8.20). Thus, our
problem reduces to showing (8.20). We will deal with the case when v+ t/2 < 0
since the other case of u− t/2 < 0 proceeds exactly in the same manner. From
(6.5) we can write down the weights of the atoms as (recall the parametrization for
a,b,c,d from (8.16))

π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

0 (t)) =

(
q−2v−t ,−qu+1−t ,−q1+u,q2

)
∞

(−q1−v,qu−v−t ,−q1−v−t ,q2+v+u)
∞

,

(8.62)

π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

j (t))

π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

0 (t))
=

(
q2v+t ,−qv+1+t ,qv+u,−qv+1

)
j ·
(
1−q2v+2 j+t

)
(q,−qv,q1−u+v+t ,−qv+t) j · (1−q2v+t)

·
(
q−v−u−1) j

,

where j ∈ J1,−v− t/2K. Since v+ t/2 < 0 and u+ v > 0, there is no chance of
division by zero in the above formulas.



58 I. CORWIN AND A. KNIZEL

Recalling the notation from (8.38) and (8.40), Proposition 2.3 with m= 1 yields
(here (A ±

N +E±
N )[· · ·] := A ±

N [· · ·]+E±
N [· · ·])

log
(

Nu+v
π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

0 (t))
)
= (u+ v) logN +(A +

N +E+
N )[−2v− t,2]

− (A +
N +E+

N )[u− v− t,2+ v+u]+ (A −
N +E−

N )[u+1− t,u+1]

− (A −
N +E−

N )[1− v,1− v− t].(8.63)

Simplifying the A terms, the N dependence drops and

A +
N [−2v− t,2]−A +

N [u− v− t,2+ v+u]+A −
N [u+1− t,u+1]

−A −
N [1− v,1− v− t]+ (u+ v) logN = log

[
pd

t (v
v
0(t))

]
,(8.64)

where pd
t (vv

0(t)) is given in Definition 6.2.
Since u,v and t are fixed, it follows from (2.7) that the four error terms in (8.63)

can be bounded in absolute value by CN−χ for some C > 0 and any χ ∈ (0,1/2)
(recall that κ = 2N−1/2). Combining this observation with (8.64) proves (8.20) for
j = 0.

In the same manner, we can bound the asymptotic behavior of the other j ∈
J1,−v− t/2K masses. In order to do this we must take into account the additional
multiplicative terms, all of which are of the form 1− qa, 1+ qa, or qa for some
choices of real a. We use the following error bound: For a ∈ R, if we write

(8.65)
1−qa

1−q
= a · eE

1
N(a),

1+qa

1+q
= eE

2
N(a), qa = eE

2
N(a)

then there exist constants Ca > 0 such that

(8.66)
∣∣E1

N(a)
∣∣ , ∣∣E2

N(a)
∣∣ , ∣∣E3

N(a)
∣∣≤CaN−1/2.

Applying these bounds to the formula for π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

j (t)) in (8.62) and rewriting

the additional factors multiplying π̂
(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

j (t)) in the form of 1−qa, 1+qa and
qa for various choices of a, we see that(

q2v+t ,−qv+1+t ,qv+u,−qv+1
)

j

(
1−q2v+2 j+t

)
(q,−qv,q1−u+v+t ,−qv+t) j (1−q2v+t)

(
q−v−u−1) j

=
(v+ j+ t/2) · [2v+ t,v+u] j

(v+ t/2) · j! [1−u+ v+ t] j
eE

Mj
N

where
∣∣∣EM j

N

∣∣∣≤CN−1/2 for some constant C > 0. Recognizing that

Γ(u− v− t,2+ v+u)
Γ(−2v− t)

·
(v+ j+ t/2) · [2v+ t,v+u] j

(v+ t/2) · j! [1−u+ v+ t] j
= pd

t (v
v
j(t)),

we arrive at (8.20), thus completing the proof of Lemma 8.4.
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Proof of Lemma 8.5

There are three parts to this lemma.

Part 1. Observe that (8.23) immediately follows from (8.22). It remains to prove
the bound (8.22). The proof of this result very closely follows that of Lemma 8.3.
From (8.4) it follows that for m,r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N],

(8.67) π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r) =

1
2N

π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,1− m

2N

)
· π̂

(N),c
t (r)

π̂
(N),c
s (m)

.

Lemma 8.3 controls π̂
(N),c
t (r) and π̂

(N),c
s (m). Thus, we need only to control

π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,1− m

2N

)
.

It is useful to factorize this in order to utilize certain symmetries. Define

f (N),c
t;u,ũ (r) :=

∣∣∣∣(−qũ+t/2+i
√

Nθr/2,qu+t/2+i
√

Nθr/2
)

∞

∣∣∣∣2,
g(N),c

s;u,ũ (m) :=

∣∣∣∣(qi
√

Nθm ;q
)

∞

∣∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣(−qũ+s/2+i
√

Nθm/2,qu+s/2+i
√

Nθm/2
)

∞

∣∣∣∣2
,

h(N),c
s,t;u,ũ(m,r) :=

1
4πN

√m
N

√
1− m

4N

×
(
q,−qu+ũ+s,qt−s

)
∞

(−qu+ũ+t)
∞

1∣∣∣∣(q(t−s)/2+i
√

N(θr+θm)/2,q(t−s)/2+i
√

N(−θr+θm)/2
)

∞

∣∣∣∣2
,

where we used the notation from (8.43) (suppressing the N dependence above) that

θa = θ
(N)
a := arccos

(
1− a

2N

)
.

Defining

π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs,u,ũ (x,y) :=

2N f (N),c
t;u,ũ (2N(1− x)) ·g(N),c

s;u,ũ (2N(1− y)) ·h(N),c
s,t;u,ũ (2N(1− x),2N(1− y))

it follows from (6.2) that

π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,1− m

2N

)
= π

(N),c,c
qt ,qs;u,1

(
1− r

2N
,1− m

2N

)
.
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Observe that if we send m 7→ 4N − r, then θr 7→ π −θr and thus also qi
√

N θr
2 7→

−qi
√

N θr
2 and qi

√
Nθr 7→ qi

√
Nθr . These transformations imply that

(8.68) f (N),c
t;u,ũ (4N − r) = f (N),c

t;ũ,u (r), g(N),c
s;u,ũ (4N −m) = g(N),c

s;ũ,u (m).

As in the proof of Lemma 8.3, by using the transformation (8.68) it will suffice
to consider the asymptotics behavior of these f and g functions just for m ∈ [0,2N]
and r ∈ [0,2N].

Using the notation from (8.43) and the notation from Section 8.5, we may write

log
[√

1− m
4N

· 1
2N

· π
(N),c,c
qt ,qs;u,ũ

(
1− r

2N
,1− m

2N

)]
=

− log
[

4πN
√

r
N

]
+AN;u,ũ(

√
m,

√
r)+EA

N;u,ũ(m,r)+EE
N;u,ũ(m,r).(8.69)

The function AN,u,ũ(a,b) is defined for a,b ∈ R≥0 by

(8.70) AN,u,ũ(a,b) := A f
N;u,ũ(a,b)+A g

N;u,ũ(a,b)+A h
N;u,ũ(a,b)

where

A f
N;u,ũ(a,b) := A +

N [u+
t
2
+ i

b
2
,u+

t
2
− i

b
2
]+A −

N [ũ+
t
2
+ i

b
2
, ũ+

t
2
− i

b
2
],

A g
N;u,ũ(a,b) := A +

N [ia,−ia]−A +
N [u+

s
2
+ i

b
2
,u+

t
2
− i

b
2
]−A −

N [ũ+
s
2
+ i

b
2
, ũ+

s
2
− i

b
2
],

A h
N;u,ũ(a,b) := A +

N [1, t − s]+A −
N [u+ ũ+ s]−A −

N [u+ ũ+ t]−

A +
N [

t − s
2

+ i
a+b

2
,
t − s

2
− i

a+b
2

,
t − s

2
+ i

a−b
2

,
t − s

2
− i

a−b
2

].

The error term EA
N;u,ũ(m,r) is defined as

EA
N;u,ũ(m,r) := EA , f

N;u,ũ(m,r)+EA ,g
N;u,ũ(m,r)+EA ,h

N;u,ũ(m,r),

where, for • ∈ { f ,g,h} we have

EA ,•
N;u,ũ(m,r) := A •

N;u,ũ

(√
m+Eθ (m),

√
r+Eθ (r)

)
−A •

N;u,ũ(
√

m,
√

r).

Similarly, we define the error term

EE
N,u,ũ(m,r) := EN;u,ũ

(√
m+Eθ

N(m),
√

r+Eθ
N(r)

)
,
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where EN;u,ũ(a,b) is defined exactly as in (8.70), except with the A symbol re-
placed by EN , as in (8.40).

Next we use (8.68) and the arguments from Lemma 8.3 to get an analogue of
(8.53), i.e. for all η > 1 there exists N0 ∈Z≥1 and C,χ > 0 such that for all N > N0
and m,r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N], and • ∈ { f ,g}∣∣∣EA ,•

N;u,ũ(m,r)
∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣EE

N;u,ũ(m,r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
m)η +CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

We can also prove such a bound for EA ,h
N;u,ũ(m,r) directly by using Proposition 2.3

(since t−s > 0 we use the part of the proposition which assumes the condition that
dist(Re(z),Z≤0)> r for some r > 0).

Using the explicit formulas for A ± from (2.3) and (2.4), when ũ = 1 we may
simplify the above calculation to see that

− log
[

4πN
√

r
N

]
+AN,u,1(

√
m,

√
r)(8.71)

= log


∣∣∣Γ(u+ s

2 + i
√

m
2 , t−s

2 + i
√

m+
√

r
2 , t−s

2 + i
√

m−
√

r
2

)∣∣∣2
8π ·

√
r ·Γ(t − s)

∣∣∣Γ(u+ t
2 + i

√
r

2 , i
√

m
)∣∣∣2

 .
There is a 4π factor on the left-hand side above versus 8π on the right-hand side.
This extra factor of two comes from an imbalance between the second order ex-
pansion in the A +

N and A −
N . From Lemma 8.3, we may write

log

[ √
1− r

4N π̂
(N),c
t (r)√

1− m
4N π̂

(N),c
s (m)

]
= log

[
pc

t (r)
pc

s(m)

]
+ Êrr

(N),c
t (r)− Êrr

(N),c
s (m)

where the error terms Êrr
(N),c
t (r) and Êrr

(N),c
s (m) are controlled by the bounds in

(8.14). In light of (8.67), we may combine this with (8.71) and (8.69) to conclude
that (recall Definition 6.7)

log
(√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r)

)
=

log


∣∣∣Γ(u+ s

2 + i
√

m
2

)
Γ

(
t−s

2 + i
√

m+
√

r
2

)
Γ

(
t−s

2 + i
√

m−
√

r
2

)∣∣∣2
8π ·

√
r ·Γ(t − s)

∣∣∣Γ(u+ t
2 + i

√
r

2

)
Γ(i

√
m)
∣∣∣2

pc
t (r)

pc
s(m)


+EA

N;u,1(m,r)+EE
N;u,1(m,r)+ Êrr

(N),c
t (r)− Êrr

(N),c
s (m)

= log
[
pc,c

s,t (m,r)
]
+ Êrr

(N),c,c
s,t (m,r),
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where Êrr
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r) := EA

N;u,1(m,r)+EE
N;u,1(m,r)+ Êrr

(N),c
t (r)− Êrr

(N),c
s (m). The

simplification which produces pc,c
s,t (m,r) above can be verified by appealing to the

explicit formula for pc,c
s,t (m,r) from Definition 6.7.

Combining 8.5 with (8.14) in Lemma 8.3 (that |Êrr
(N),c
t (r)|≤ CN−χ(1+

√
r)η

and likewise with r replaced by m) we see that Êrr
(N),c,c
s,t (m,r) is likewise bound in

absolute value by CN−χ(1+
√

m)η +CN−χ(1+
√

r)η which completes the proof
of (8.22) and hence part 1 of this lemma.

Part 2. Since (8.25) follows from (8.24), it remains to prove (8.24).
We may rewrite (8.5) as

(8.72) π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (v̂(N),v

j (s),r) = π
(N),c,d
qt ,qs (1− r

2N
,v(N),v

j (s)) · π̂
(N),c
t (r)

π̂
(N),d
s (v̂(N),v

j (s))
,

where r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N] and v(N),v
j (s), for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, constitutes all of

the atoms in S(N),d
s . (Recall that v̂(N),v

j (s) and v(N),v
j (s) are related by (8.17).) For

r ∈ Ŝ(N),c, we may use (6.7) to rewrite, for Borel V ⊂ R,

(8.73) π
(N)
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,V
)
= AW

(
V ;qv+ s

2 ,−q1+ s
2 ,q

t−s
2 +i

√
N θr

2 ,q
t−s

2 −i
√

N θr
2

)
.

Based on the discussion about atoms in Section 6.1 we observe that as long as

1+
s
2
> 0 and

t − s
2

> 0 (both of which necessarily hold since we have assumed

s < t and s, t ∈ (−2,2)), the only atoms are those coming from the q
v+

s
2 term.

This term has absolute value exceeding 1 and hence we see that the atoms of this
measure are precisely v(N),v

j (s) for j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K.

By (6.5), the weight π
(N),c,d
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,v(N),v

0 (s)
)

at v(N),v
0 (s) is

(8.74)

(
q−2v−s,−q1+t/2+i

√
N θr

2 ,−q1+t/2−i
√

N θr
2 ,qt−s

)
∞(

−q1−v,q−v+t/2−s+i
√

N θr
2 ,q−v+t/2−s−i

√
N θr

2 ,−qv+t+1
)

∞

,

while, for j ∈ J1,⌊−v− s/2⌋K the weights at v(N),v
j (s) are

π
(N),c,d
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,v(N),v

j (s)
)
= π

(N),c,d
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,v(N),v

0 (s)
)
×M j

where the additional multiplicative factor M j is defined as
(8.75)(

q2v+s,−q1+v+s,qv+t/2+i
√

N θr
2 ,qv+t/2−i

√
N θr

2

)
j

(
1−q2v+2 j+s

)
(

q,−qv,q1+v+s−t/2+i
√

N θr
2 ,q1+s+v−t/2−i

√
N θr

2

)
j
(1−q2v+s)

·
(
−q−v−t) j

.
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In (8.74) and (8.75) there are no instances of division by zero. This would arise
in (8.74) if −v+ t/2− s ∈ Z≤0 and in (8.75) if 1+ v+ s− t/2+ j − 1 = 0 for
j ∈ J1,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, or if 2v+ s = 0. However, since v+ s/2 < 0 and that s < t,
none of these occur.

Using notation from Section 8.5, we may rewrite (8.74) as

log
[
π
(N),c,d
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,v(N),v

0 (s)
)]

= AN(
√

r)+EA
N (r)+EE

N(r).(8.76)

The function AN(a) is now (compared to the proof of Lemma 8.3) defined for
a ∈ R≥0 as

AN(a) :=A +
N [−2v− s, t − s]+A −

N

[
1+

t
2
+ i

a
2
,1+

t
2
− i

a
2

]
−A +

N

[
−v+

t
2
− s+ i

a
2
,−v+

t
2
− s− i

a
2

]
−A −

N [1− v,v+ t +1] .(8.77)

The error term EA
N (r) := AN

(√
r+Eθ (r)

)
−AN(

√
r). The error term EE

N(r) :=
EN
(√

r+Eθ
N(r)

)
, where EN(a) is defined as in (8.77), except with the A replaced

by EN .
Using the explicit formulas for A ± from (2.3) and (2.4), we may simplify

(8.78) AN(
√

r) = log

[∣∣∣Γ( t
2 − s− v+ i

√
r

2

)∣∣∣2
Γ(−2v− s, t − s)

]
.

From Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 8.4 we may write

log

√1− r
4N π̂

(N),c
t (r)

π̂
(N),d
s

(
v̂(N),v

j (s)
)
= log

[
pc

t (r)
pd

s (vv
j)

]
+ Êrr

(N),c
t (r)− Êrr

(N),d
s (vv

0(s)),

where Êrr
(N),c
t (r) and Êrr

(N),d
s (vv

0(s)) are controlled by (8.14) and (8.20). In light
of (8.72), we may combine this with (8.78) and (8.76) to conclude (with Definition
6.7) that

log
[√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (v̂(N),v

0 (s),r)
]
= log

[
pd,c

s,t (vv
0,r)

]
+ Êrr

(N),d,c
s,t (vv

0(s),r),

where Êrr
(N),d,c
s,t (vv

0(s),r) := EA
N (r)+EE

N(r)+ Êrr
(N),c
t (r)− Êrr

(N),d
s (vv

0(s)). Just as
in the proof of Lemma 8.3, since Proposition 2.3 can be applied directly we can
show that for all η > 1 there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ > 0 such that for all N > N0

and r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N], |Êrr
(N),d,c
s,t (vv

0(s),r)|≤CN−χ(1+
√

r)η . This completes the
proof of (8.24) and hence part 2 of this lemma when j = 0.
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When j ∈ J1,⌊−v− s/2⌋K, we must consider M j in (8.75). We claim that

(8.79) M j =

[
2v+ s,v+ t

2 + i
√

r
2 ,v+ t

2 − i
√

r
2

]
j
(2v+2 j+ s)[

1,1+ v+ s− t
2
+ i

√
r

2 ,1+ v+ s− t
2
− i

√
r

2

]
j
(2v+ s)

(−1) j · eE
Mj
N (r)

where E
M j
N (r) satisfies the following bound: For all η > 1 there exists N0 ∈ Z≥1

and C,χ > 0 such that for all N > N0 and r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N],

(8.80)
∣∣∣EM, j

N (r)
∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+

√
r)η .

If we combine the above claim with our already established result for j = 0, we may
use Definition 6.7 to match our formula with that of pd,c

s,t (xu
j ,r) so as to conclude

that

log
[√

1− r
4N

π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (v̂(N),v

j (s),r)
]
= log

[
pd,c

s,t (vv
j,r)
]
+ Êrr

(N),d,c
s,t (vv

j(s),r)

where Êrr
(N),d,c
s,t (vv

j(s),r) := Êrr
(N),d,c
s,t (vv

0(s),r) + E
M j
N (r) is bounded in absolute

value by CN−χ(1+
√

r)η . This shows (8.24) and hence part 2 of the lemma for
j ∈ J1,⌊−v− s/2⌋K.

It remains to demonstrate (8.79) with the error bound (8.80). All of the terms
in M j which involve 1− qa, 1+ qa or qa for real a can be controlled via (8.65)
and (8.66), just as in the proof of Lemma 8.4. The only terms in M j which are
not controlled by these bounds are those involving i

√
Nθr/2. To deal with those

terms we make use of a more general version of the first growth bound above:
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all z ∈ C 1−qz

1−q = z · eE
4
N(z) where the

error bound satisfies
∣∣E4

N(z)
∣∣≤CN−1/2(1+ |z|). By combining this bound with the

control on θr demonstrated earlier in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma 8.3 we claim
the following bound: for a ∈ R,

(8.81)
1−qa+i

√
Nθr/2

1−q
= (a+ i

√
r/2) · eE

4
N(a,r)

where E4
N(a,r) satisfies the bound that for any fixed a and for all η > 1 there

exists N0 ∈ Z≥1 and C,χ > 0 such that for all N > N0 and r ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N],∣∣E4
N(a,r)

∣∣ ≤ CN−χ(1+
√

r)η . Combining this bound with (8.81), we can deduce
that (8.80) holds and hence complete the proof of this part of the lemma.

Part 3. We may explicitly write π̂
(N),d,c
s,t (û(N),u

j (s),r) exactly as in (8.72) except

with u replacing v there. This formula involves the measure π
(N)
qt ,qs

(
1− r

2N
,V
)

defined on Borel V ⊂ R, and (8.73) provides a formula for this measure in terms
of the Askey-Wilson measure. We are concerned presently with the atomic part
of this measure. However, inspection of the a,b,c,d parameters of that measure
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reveals that as long as v+
s
2
> 0, 1+

s
2
> 0 and

t − s
2

> 0, this measure has no

atomic part. Our assumption in this part is that u− s
2
< 0. If v+

s
2
≤ 0 as well, this

would imply that u+ v < 0 which violates our assumption that u+ v > 0. Thus,
there is no atomic part and so π̂

(N),d,c
s,t (û(N),u

j (s),r) = 0. This completes the proof
of this part and hence the entire lemma.

Proof of Lemma 8.6
For parts 1 and 2 of this lemma, let us rewrite (8.7) so that for x ∈ Ŝ(N),d

s and
y ∈ Ŝ(N),d

t

(8.82) π̂
(N),d,d
s,t (x,y) = π

(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
1− y

2N
,1− x

2N

)
· π̂

(N),d
t (y)

π̂
(N),d
s (x)

.

Part 1. Since we have assumed that v+ s/2 < 0, Ŝ(N),d
s equals the set of v̂(N),v

j (s)

such that j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K. There are three possibilities for Ŝ(N),d
t : (1) If v+

t/2 < 0 then Ŝ(N),d
t equals the set of v̂(N),v

k (t) such that k ∈ J0,⌊−v− t/2⌋K; (2) If
v+ t/2 > 0 and u− t/2 > 0 then Ŝ(N),d

t is empty; (3) If v+ t/2 > 0 and u− t/2 < 0
then Ŝ(N),d

t contains u-atoms û(N),u
k (t). However, this third possibility is excluded

since the condition v+ s/2 implies that u > 0 and by our assumption that t < Cu,v
it follows that u− t/2 > 0 (recall when u > 0, Cu,v = min(2u,2) so t < Cu,v means
t < 2u). The case of empty support Ŝ(N),d

t requires no further argument, so from
here on out we assume that we are in the first case where v+ t/2 < 0.

In Lemma 8.4 we have already controlled the convergence of the discrete mar-
ginal distribution masses. So, recalling that v̂(N),v

k (t) and v(N),v
k (t) are related by

(8.17), our problem now reduces to studying the behavior of π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs . We may use

(6.7) to rewrite, for any Borel subset V ⊂ R,

(8.83) π
(N)
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),V
)
= AW

(
V ;qv+ s

2 ,−q1+ s
2 ,q

t−s
2 +v+k+ t

2 ,q
t−s

2 −(v+k+ t
2 )
)
.

We will analyze the probability masses in (8.83) when V = {v(N),v
j (s)} for

j ∈ J0,⌊−v− s/2⌋K. The support of the measure π
(N)
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),V
)

may actually

include more atoms that just this set, namely coming from the fact that q
t−s

2 +v+k+ t
2

may have absolute value exceeding 1. We do not, however, need to consider
these atoms since in (8.82) we are restricting ourselves to having the first variable
x ∈ Ŝ(N),d

s , which does not include these additional atoms.
We use (6.5) to write out these masses. The weight at v(N),v

0 (s) is

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),v(N),v
0 (s)

)
=

(
q−2v−s,−qv+k+1+t ,qt−s,−q1−v−k

)
∞

(−q1−v,qk+t−s,q−2v−k−s,−qv+t+1)
∞
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while, for j ∈ J1,⌊−v− s/2⌋K the weights at v(N),v
j (s) are

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),v(N),v
j (s)

)
= π

(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),v(N),v
0 (s)

)
×M j

where the additional multiplicative factor M j is defined as

M j :=

(
q2v+s,−q1+v+s,q2v+k+t ,q−k

)
j

(
1−q2v+2 j+s

)
(q,−qv,q1−k−t+s,q1+2v+k+s) j (1−q2v+s)

·
(
−q−v−t) j

.

The analysis of these formulas follows the same approach as the earlier lemmas,
for example Part 2 of Lemma 8.5. In fact, since all exponents are real, the analysis
and control of error terms is even simpler. As such, we just record the limiting
expressions which arise from applying Proposition 2.3. Observe that

lim
N→∞

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),v(N),v
0 (s)

)
=

Γ(k+ t − s,−2v− k− s)
Γ(−2v− s, t − s)

lim
N→∞

M j =
[2v+ s,2v+ k+ t,−k] j (2v+2 j+ s)

[1,1− k− t + s,1+2v+ k+ s] j (2v+ s)
(−1) j.

Putting these expressions together with our knowledge of the asymptotic behavior
of π̂

(N),d
t (v̂(N),v

k (t)) and π̂
(N),d
s (v̂(N),v

j (s)), we readily confirm the expansion (8.26)
and error bound (8.27).

Part 2. Since we have assumed that u− s/2 < 0, Ŝ(N),d
s equals the set of û(N),u

j (s)
such that j ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s/2⌋K. Since s < t it follows that u− t/2 < 0 as well thus
Ŝ(N),d

t equals the set of û(N),u
k (t) such that k ∈ J0,⌊−u+ t/2⌋K. As we will see, the

transition mass from û(N),u
j (s) to û(N),u

k (t) is zero when j < k.
In Lemma 8.4 we have already controlled the convergence of the discrete mar-

ginal distribution masses. So, recalling that v̂(N),v
k (t) and v(N),v

k (t) are related by
(8.17), our problem now reduces to studying the behavior of π

(N),d,d
qt ,qs . We may use

(6.7) to rewrite, for any Borel subset V ⊂ R,

(8.84) π
(N)
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),V
)
= AW

(
V ;qv+ s

2 ,−q1+ s
2 ,q

t−s
2 +u+k− t

2 ,q
t−s

2 −(u+k− t
2 )
)
.

Atoms in the Askey-Wilson measure on the right-hand side of (8.84) arise when
arguments exceed 1 in absolute value. Since u−s/2< 0, it follows (since u+v> 0)
that v+ s/2 > 0 so |qv+ s

2 |< 1. Likewise, since we have assumed that s > −2,
|−q1+ s

2 |< 1. The fourth argument necessarily satisfies |q t−s
2 −(u+k− t

2 )| because for
k ∈ J0,⌊−u+ t

2⌋K, we have that t − s− u+ s
2 − k ≥ t−s

2 > 0. The absolute value
of the third argument |q t−s

2 +u+k− t
2 | can exceed 1 if u+ k− s

2 < 0. In that case, this

term will contribute atoms at u(N),u
k+i (s) for i ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s

2 − k⌋K, which is a subset

of Ŝ(N),d
s . For all other elements in Ŝ(N),d

s , there will be no atom in this transition
probability.



STATIONARY MEASURE FOR THE OPEN KPZ 67

It remains to compute the masses of the atoms in the Askey-Wilson process
(8.83) at u(N),u

k+i (s) for i ∈ J0,⌊−u+ s
2 − k⌋K. For this we use (6.5), noting that in

this case we have to switch the a and c arguments in the formula for the masses.
This yields

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),u(N),u
k (s)

)
=

(
q−2u−2k+s,−qv+1+s,qv−u−k+t ,−q1−u−k+t

)
∞

(qv−u−k+s,−q1−u−k+s,q−2u−2k+t ,−qv+t+1)
∞

,

while for i ∈ J1,⌊−u+ s
2 − k⌋K

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),u(N),u
k+i (s)

)
= π

(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),u(N),u
k (s)

)
×Mi

where the additional multiplicative factor Mi is defined as

Mi =

(
q2u+2k−s,qv+u+k,−qu+1+k,qt−s

)
i

(
1−q2u+2k+2i−s

)
(q,qu−v+1+k−s,−qu+k−s,q2u+2k−t+1)i (1−q2u+2k−s)

·
(
−q−v−2t+s)i

.

The analysis of these formulas follows the same approach as the earlier lemmas,
for example Part 2 of Lemma 8.5. In fact, since all exponents are real, the analysis
and control of error terms is even simpler. As such, we just record the limiting
expressions which arise from applying Proposition 2.3. Observe that

lim
N→∞

π
(N),d,d
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),u(N),u
k (s)

)
=

Γ(v−u− k+ s)Γ(−2u−2k+ t)
Γ(−2u−2k+ s)Γ(v−u− k+ t)

and that

lim
N→∞

Mi =
[2u+2k− s,v+u+ k, t − s]i (2u+2k+2i− s)

[1,u− v+1+ k− s,2u+2k− t +1] j (2u+2k− s)
(−1)i.

Putting these expressions together with our knowledge of the asymptotic behavior
of π̂

(N),d
t (û(N),u

k (t)) and π̂
(N),d
s (û(N),u

k+i (s)), we readily confirm the expansion (8.28)
and error bound (8.29).

Part 3. First consider the case when u− t/2 < 0. In this case, the discrete support
of the measure π̂

(N),c,d
s,t (m, ·) is given by Ŝ(N),d

t which equals the set of û(N),u
k (t) such

that k ∈ J0,⌊−u+ t/2⌋K. We may rewrite (8.6) as
(8.85)

π̂
(N),c,d
s,t

(
m, û(N),u

k (t)
)
=

1
2N

· π
(N),d,c
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),1− m
2N

)
·

π̂
(N),d
t

(
û(N),u

k (t)
)

π̂
(N),c
s (m)

.

We have already studied the behavior of the marginal distribution terms on the
right-hand side above, thus we focus now on π

(N),d,c
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),1− m
2N

)
. In (8.84)

we rewrote this in terms of the Askey-Wilson process. The density of the absolutely
continuous part of that measure is given in (6.2) and using that expression and
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mimicking the asymptotic analysis in the proof of Lemma 8.5, we show that√
1− m

4N

2N
· π

(N),d,c
qt ,qs

(
u(N),u

k (t),1− m
2N

)
=∣∣∣Γ(u+ s

2 + i
√

m
2 ,u+ j− s

2 + i
√

m
2 ,−u− j+ t − s

2 + i
√

m
2

)∣∣∣2
8π ·

√
m ·Γ(v+u+ j,v−u− j+ t, t − s) ·

∣∣∣∣Γ(i
√

m)

∣∣∣∣2
· eẼrr

(N),d,c
s,t (m,uu

k(t))

and that for all η > 1, there exists N0 ∈Z≥1 and C,χ ∈R>0 such that for all N >N0
and all m ∈ Ŝ(N),c = [0,4N]∣∣∣Ẽrr(N),d,c

s,t (m,uu
k(t))

∣∣∣≤CN−χ(1+
√

m)η .

In light of (8.85), combining the above error bound with our bounds on
π̂
(N),d
t

(
û(N),u

k (t)
)

and π̂
(N),c
s (m) from Lemma 8.4 and 8.3, we arrive at the claimed

result from the lemma. Note that the factor of
√

1− m
4N cancels with a correspond-

ing factor coming from our application of Lemma 8.3 and that the matching to
pc,d

s,t
(
m,uu

k(t)
)

can be seen from Definition 6.7.
Now let us turn to the case when v+ t/2 < 0. In this case, the discrete support

of the measure π̂
(N),c,d
s,t (m, ·) is given by Ŝ(N),d

t which equals the set of v̂(N),v
k (t) such

that k ∈ J0,⌊−v− t/2⌋K. We may rewrite (8.6) as in (8.85) with u replaced by v.
Focusing on π

(N),d,c
qt ,qs

(
v(N),v

k (t),1− m
2N

)
we see that the explicit expression for this

include q−k inside the q-Pochhammer symbols in the numerator. This implies that
the numerator is zero. By inspect, the denominator is non zero. This implies that
π̂
(N),c,d
s,t

(
m, û(N),u

k (t)
)

is identically zero, completing the proof of part 3 and hence
the lemma.

9 Asymptotics of (±qz;q)∞: Proof of Proposition 2.3

Throughout we will use the notation s = σ + it and let Arg(s) ∈ [−π,π] denote
the argument of the complex number s.

9.1 Preliminaries from analytic number theory
Gamma function

For s ∈ C with Re(s)> 1 define the gamma function as

Γ(s) :=
∫

∞

0
e−xxs−1dx.

This can be meromorphically continuated with

(9.1) simple poles at Z≤0 and Ress=−k [Γ(s)] =
(−1)k

k!
for k ∈ Z≤0.
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The Euler reflection formula shows that Γ(1− s)Γ(s) = π

sin(πs) . For s = σ + it, [47,
(21.51)] shows that:

Lemma 9.1. For any compact K ⊂R and ε > 0 there exists t0 > 0 such that for all
σ ∈ K and t with |t|> t0,

(9.2)
∣∣∣∣ |Γ(s)|√

2π|t|σ−1/2e−π|t|/2
−1
∣∣∣∣< ε.

Zeta and eta functions
(See [40, Sections 1.3–1.4].) The Riemann zeta function ζ (s) is defined for

Re(s)> 1 as

ζ (s) :=
∞

∑
n=1

1
ns

and is the z = 1 specialization of the Hurwitz zeta function ζ (s,z), which is defined
for Re(s)> 1 and Re(z)> 0 as

(9.3) ζ (s,z) :=
∞

∑
n=0

1
(n+ z)s .

Still assuming Re(s)> 1 and Re(z)> 0, the Hurwitz zeta function admits an inte-
gral representation as

(9.4) ζ (s,z) =
1

Γ(s)

∫
∞

0

e−ρzρs−1

1− e−ρ
dρ.

As functions of s, both ζ (s) and ζ (s,z) can be meromorphically extended to the
complex plane and yield meromorphic functions having simple poles only at s = 1
with residues

(9.5) Ress=1 [ζ (s)] = Ress=1 [ζ (s,z)] = 1.

We will use of the following evaluation formulas for the zeta function

(9.6) ζ (2) =
π2

6
, ζ (0,z) =

1
2
− z,

as well various derivatives and limits
dζ (s,z)

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= log
[

Γ(z)√
2π

]
, ζ

′(0) =−1
2

log(2π),(9.7)

lim
s→1

ζ (s,z)− 1
s−1

=−ψ(z), lim
s→1

ζ (s)− 1
s−1

=−ψ(1).

Above we have used the digamma function ψ(z) =
Γ′(z)
Γ(z)

whose evaluation ψ(1) =

−γ is given by the Euler-Mascheroni constant γ .
Finally, the Dirichlet eta function η(s) is defined for Re(s)> 0 as

η(s) :=
∞

∑
n=1

(−1)n−1

ns ,
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and is related to the zeta function via

(9.8) η(s) = (1−21−s)ζ (s).

From this one sees that the eta function is an entire function (the 1− 21−s factor
cancels the first order pole of the zeta function at s = 1).

Bernoulli polynomials

The Bernoulli polynomials {Bn(x)}n∈Z≥0
are be defined via the generating func-

tion expression
tetx

et −1
=

∞

∑
n=0

Bn(x)
tn

n!
.

In particular, Bn(x) is a degree n polynomial in x with the first few polynomials

given by B0(x) = 1, B1(x) = x− 1
2

, B2(x) = x2 − x+
1
6

, and so on. We recall some
results we will need from [2, Sections 12.11-12.12]. The Bernoulli polynomials
satisfy

(9.9) Bn(1− x) = (−1)nBn(x) and Bn(x+1)−Bn(x) = nxn−1,

which implies that, through taking x = 0, Bn(1) = Bn(0) for n ∈ Z≥2 and B1(1) =
1
2
=−B1(0). The Bernoulli numbers are defined as Bn :=Bn(0). Besides B1 =−1

2
,

all other odd indexed Bernoulli numbers are 0.
In terms of the Bernoulli polynomials, we have that for n ∈ Z≥0

(9.10) ζ (−n,z) =−Bn+1(z)
n+1

, and ζ (−n) = (−1)n Bn+1

n+1
.

Asymptotics of ζ (s) and ζ (s,z)

We will need the following asymptotic result for the Riemann zeta function
which can be found in [47, Section 43]. For σ ∈ [0,1], the bound proven below is
suboptimal, though sufficient for our purposes. The Lindelöf function µ(σ) deter-
mines the optimal growth exponent. The Lindelöf hypothesis posits that µ(1/2) =
0, though this is far from proved. We use µ̃(σ) below to represent an upper bound
on this exponent as σ varies.

Lemma 9.2. For any compact K ⊂ R, there exists a C, t0 > 0 such that |ζ (s)| ≤
C|t|µ̃(σ) for all s = σ + it with σ ∈ K and |t|> t0. Here µ̃(σ) is defined by

µ̃(σ) =


0 for σ ≥ 1,
1−σ

2 for σ ∈ [0,1],
1
2 −σ for σ ≤ 0.

Next, we prove a simple bound on the Hurwitz zeta function.
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Lemma 9.3. For all σ0 > 1 there exists a C > 0 such that for all s with σ > σ0 and
all z ∈ C with Re(z)> 0, we have

|ζ (s,z)|≤Ce|Arg(z)·t|.

Proof. From (9.3) and the triangle inequality, |ζ (s,z)|≤ ∑
∞
n=0|(n+ z)−s|. Note that

|(n+ z)−s|= |n+ z|−σ eArg(n+z)·t . Since Re(z) > 0, |n+ z|> |n| and |Arg(n+ z)|<
|Arg(z)|. Thus we can further bound |ζ (s,z)|≤ ∑

∞
n=0|n|−σ e|Arg(z)·t| ≤ Ce|Arg(z)·t|

where the constant C can be taken as 1+ζ (σ0). □

Controlling |ζ (s,z)| when Re(s)≤ 1 is considerably hard. It will be important
to demonstrate bounds in that case which contain the z dependence on the sub-
leading polynomial terms. Such bounds are provided below as Proposition 9.5. In
the proof of the proposition, we will make use of an integral formulas for ζ (s,z).
There are many related formulas available in the literature (cf. [40, Section 1.4]).
We could note find a precise statement of the formula in Lemma 9.4, thus we prove
it here.

Lemma 9.4. For s = σ + it /∈ Z≤0, |Arg(z)|< π and d ∈ (0,1) with σ +d /∈ Z≤0,

ζ (s,z) =
1

2zs +
z1−s

s−1
+

z−s

2πiΓ(s)

d+i∞∫
d−i∞

Γ(−u,u+ s)z−u
ζ (−u)du

− z−s

Γ(s)

⌊−(σ+d)⌋

∑
k=0

Γ(k+ s)ζ (k+ s)
(−1)kzk+s

k!
,(9.11)

(Recall Γ(a,b) = Γ(a)Γ(b)) where the summation in k is dropped if σ +d > 0.

Proof. We will make use of the following formula [46, (3.3.9)]

(9.12)
1

2πi

c+i∞∫
c−i∞

Γ(s,a− s)x−sds =
Γ(a)

(1+ x)a ,

which is valid so long as Re(a)> c > 0 and |Arg(x)|< π .
Start by assuming σ > 1, |Arg(z)|< π and c ∈ (1,σ). Then from the definition

of ζ (s,z) (this formula appears as in [45, (2.1)])

zs
ζ (s,z) = 1+

∞

∑
n=1

(
1+

n
z

)−s

= 1+
1

Γ(s)

∞

∑
n=1

1
2πi

c+i∞∫
c−i∞

Γ(y,s− y)
(

n
z

)−y

dy

= 1+
c+i∞∫

c−i∞

Γ(y,s− y)zyζ (y)dy
2πiΓ(s)

= 1+
−c+i∞∫

−c−i∞

Γ(−u,s+u)z−uζ (−u)du
2πiΓ(s)

=
1
2
+

z
s−1

+

d+i∞∫
d−i∞

Γ(−u,s+u)zuζ (−u)du
2πiΓ(s)

,
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for d ∈ (0,1). The first equality is by the definition of the Hurwitz zeta function; the
second is by (9.12); the third is from interchanging the summation and integration
(justified by Fubini) and appealing to the definition of the zeta function (we assume
σ > c > 1 here); the fourth equality is the simple change of variables u =−y; and
the final equality follows from shifting the contour of integration to the right from
−c+ iR to d + iR for d ∈ (0,1). In this shifting, we encounter two poles, one
at u = −1 (from ζ (−u)) and one at u = 0 (from Γ(−u)). The first two terms in
the final line come from evaluating these residues, see (9.1) and (9.5). To justify
shifting the contours we must show that the integrand decays sufficiently fast for
|Im(u)| large. Using the bounds from Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 we can prove uniformly
in the strip between −c+ iR and d + iR, exponential decay like e(|Arg(z)|−π)|Im(u)|

(recall that |Arg(z)|< π) as |Im(u)|→ ∞.
We have shown that for |Arg(z)|< π , σ > 1 and any d ∈ (0,1):

(9.13) ζ (s,z) =
1

2zs +
z1−s

s−1
+

z−s

2πiΓ(s)

d+i∞∫
d−i∞

Γ(−u,u+ s)z−u
ζ (−u)du.

By (9.7) it follows that ζ (s,z)− z1−s

s−1
is an entire function. For a fixed value

of d ∈ (0,1), the integral in (9.13) is analytic in s provided σ +d > 0. By analytic
continuation, the formula (9.13) actually holds for all σ >−d.

In order to extend to a formula for σ ≤−d we will need to make some contour
deformations and account for some residues.

Our aim is now to establish a formula for s = σ + it when σ < −d. For the
moment, let us assume that t ̸= 0 and let us fix some d ∈ (0,1) and assume that
σ <−d and that σ +d /∈ Z≤0. Fix some σ̃ <−d and let ε0 = |t|/2 (which is non-
zero by our temporary assumption) and ε1 = (⌈−σ̃⌉+ σ̃)/2. By Cauchy’s theorem
without changing the value of the integral we can deform to the contour C:

C =[d − i∞,d − i(t + ε0)]∪ [d − i(t + ε0),ε1 − σ̃ − i(t + ε0)]∪
[ε1 − σ̃ − i(t + ε0),ε1 − σ̃ − i(t − ε0)]∪
[ε1 − σ̃ − i(t − ε0),d − i(t − ε0)]∪ [d − i(t − ε0),d + i∞].

The purpose of this deformation is that the integral is now analytic in s provided
that σ ≥ σ̃ . Let us now assume that σ = σ̃ . To reach a final formula we will
deform C back to the original contour d+ iR. In doing so, we cross poles from the
Γ(u+s) term. These occur when u+s=−k for k ∈ {0,1, . . . ,⌊−(σ +d)⌋}. Taking
into account the residues and the direction of the contours yields (9.11) when t ̸= 0.
Provided that s /∈ Z≤0, we can use continuity of both side of (9.11) in t to extend
to t = 0. □

We come to our main bound on the Hurwitz zeta function.
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Proposition 9.5. For any non-integer σ < 0 and d ∈ (0,1/2) chosen such that
d +σ /∈ Z≤0, there exists C > 0 such that for all z ∈ C with |Arg(z)|< π and all
s ∈ C with s = σ + it,

|ζ (s,z)|≤C
(

e|Arg(z)·t|
(
|z|−σ+(1+ |t|)−1|z|1−σ+|t|1/2−σ |z|−d−σ

)
(9.14)

+max(1, |t|1/2−σ )
⌊−(σ+d)⌋

∑
k=0

|z|k
)
,

where the summation in k is dropped if σ +d > 0.
For any t0 > 0, a < b and z ∈C with |Arg(z)|< π , there exists a constant C > 0

and c < π/2 such that for all s ∈ C with σ ∈ (a,b) and |t|≥ t0,

(9.15) |ζ (s,z)|≤Cec|t|.

Proof. We focus on proving (9.14). The proof of the bound (9.15) is simpler and
proceeds in much the same manner (and thus is not provided here).

In this proof when we write x ≲ y we mean that x ≤Cy for some constant which
may depend on d and σ , but nothing else. In turn, when we say that “x is bounded
by y”, we mean that x ≲ y and when we say that “x is bounded”, we mean that x is
bounded by a constant. We also will make use of Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 to deduce
bounds when the imaginary part of the argument of the gamma or zeta function is
small or large. For the rest of this proof, let t0 be such that the bound in Lemma 9.1
holds for ε = 1/2, and such that the bound in Lemma 9.2 holds for some constant
C as specified in the lemma. We will use t0 as the cutoff between small and large.

This proof relies on the integral representation for ζ (s,z) given in Lemma 9.4.
The hardest term to bound in that representation is the contour integral. Let us
address the other terms first. For the first two terms in the ζ (s,z) representation in
Lemma 9.4, we find that∣∣∣∣ 1

2zs

∣∣∣∣≲ eArg(z)·t |z|−σ and
∣∣∣∣ z1−s

s−1

∣∣∣∣≲ e−Arg(z)·t(1+ |t|)−1|z|1−σ ,

where, in both terms we have used the fact that |zs|= |z|σ e−Arg(z)·t , and in the sec-
ond inequality we use that for s with negative real part, |1/(1− s)|< C(1+ |t|)−1

for some constant C. Since eArg(z)·t and e−Arg(z)·t are both bounded by e|Arg(z)·t|, we
find that the contribution of these two terms is upper bounded by the first two terms
in the right-hand side of (9.14).

The ζ (s,z) representation in Lemma 9.4 also involves terms indexed by k ∈
{0, . . . ,⌊−(σ + d)⌋}. Taking absolute values these terms contribute a constant
times |Γ(s)|−1 · |Γ(k+ s)| · |ζ (k+ s)||z|k. For large t, appealing to the asymptotics
of Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2, we can show that the expression above is bounded by
|t|1/2−σ |z|k where as for t small, since we have assumed that s (and hence also
s+ k) is not in Z≥0, the expression is bounded by |z|k. These bounds produce the
final terms in (9.14).
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All that remains is to control the contour integral term in (9.11). Taking the
absolute value inside of the integral, we are left to control

(9.16)
∣∣∣∣ z−s

2πiΓ(s)

∣∣∣∣ ∞∫
−∞

|Γ(−d − ir,d +σ + i(r+ t))|·|z−d−ir|·|ζ (−d − ir)dr|.

The rest of this proof is devoted to showing that (9.16) is bounded by the right-
hand side of (9.14). This is elementary, though requires the analysis of a number
of cases and the use of the bounds from Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 for large imaginary
parts of the gamma and zeta functions, as well as constant bounds on the gamma
and zeta functions for small imaginary parts (for the gamma function, this is where
d +σ /∈ Z≤0 is important).

We split our analysis of (9.16) into two cases — |t|≤ t0 and |t|> t0.
Case 1: |t|≤ t0. Using Lemma 9.1 and the analyticity of 1/Γ(s) we bound the
pre-factor

(9.17)
∣∣∣∣ z−s

2πiΓ(s)

∣∣∣∣≲ |z|−σ eArg(z)·t ≲ |z|−σ e|Arg(z)·t|

Using this and |z−d−ir|= |z|−deArg(z)·r inside the integrand of (9.16) yields

(9.16) ≲ (I)× (II), where (I) := |z|−σ−d ·eArg(z)·t and

(II) :=
∞∫

−∞

|Γ(−d − ir,d +σ + i(r+ t))| ·eArg(z)·r · |ζ (−d − ir)dr|.

We claim that (II) ≲ 1. Assume this claim for the moment. Since d ∈ (0,1/2),
|z|−σ−d≤ (|z|−σ+|z|1−σ ). Thus (I)×(II)≲ e|Arg(z)|(|z|−σ+|z|1−σ ) which is, itself,
bounded by the right-hand side of (9.14) as desired.

To bound (II)≲ 1, we split the integral into |r|≤ t0 and |r|> t0. In the first case,
since the integrands can be bounded by constants, the total contribution is likewise
bounded by a constant. In the second case, to estimate the integral over |r|> t0, we
may use of Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 for the gamma and zeta functions. The integrand in
(II) is thus bounded up to a constant factor by |r|σ+d− 1

2 e−
π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r. Since
σ < 0 and d ∈ (0,1/2), σ + d − 1

2 < 0 and hence |r|σ+d− 1
2≲ 1 for |r|> t0. Since

|Arg(z)|< π and |t|≤ t0, for r large enough, −π

2 (|r|+|r+ t|)+Arg(z) · r <−δ r for
some δ > 0. Thus the integral in (II) can be bounded by a constant as claimed.
Case 2: |t|> t0. We proceed in a similar, albeit more involved, manner as in Case
1. In place of the bound (9.17) we get (using Lemma 9.1 to control the behavior of
|1/Γ(s)|) that ∣∣∣∣ z−s

2πiΓ(s)

∣∣∣∣≲ |z|−σ eArg(z)·t |t|−σ+1/2eπ|t|/2.

As opposed to in Case 1, we do not want to throw away the possible decay that
eArg(z)·t can provide. Instead, we write this as eArg(z)·t = e|Arg(z)·t| · eArg(z)·t−|Arg(z)·t|.



STATIONARY MEASURE FOR THE OPEN KPZ 75

The first term goes with (I) below, while the second term goes with (II). Using
|z−d−ir|= |z|−deArg(z)·r we see that

(9.16) ≲ (I)× (II) where (I) := |z|−σ−d ·e|Arg(z)·t| · |t|−σ+ 1
2 and

(II) := eArg(z)·t−|Arg(z)·t|+ π

2 |t|
∞∫

−∞

FII(r;d,σ , t,z)dr.

with

FII(r;d,σ , t,z) = |Γ(−d − ir,d +σ + i(r+ t))|eArg(z)·r|ζ (−d − ir)|
We claim that (II)≲ 1. Assuming this we see that (I) · (II) is bounded by the right
hand side in (9.14). Thus, it remains to show that (II)≲ 1.

In order to bound (II), we split the integral depending on the size of r and
r+ t. Assume that t > t0 (the case t <−t0 is completely analogous and involve the
primed regions in the figure; we will not repeat the argument in that case though).
We define six regions in the (t,r) plane: A = {(t,r) : t > t0,r > t0}, B = {(t,r) :
t > t0, |r|≤ t0,r+ t > t0}, C = {(t,r) : t > t0, |r|≤ t0, |r+ t|≤ t0}, D = {(t,r) : t >
t0,r < −t0,r + t > t0}, E = {(t,r) : t > t0,r < −t0, |r + t|≤ t0}, F = {(t,r) : t >
t0,r <−t0, t + r <−t0}. For t given, we write (II)A to denote the expression given
above for (II) subject to the additional restriction that (r,r+ t) ∈ A (and likewise
for B,C,D,E,F).

For a fixed t in each region A,B,C,D,E,F we may upper bound the integrand
FII(r;d,σ , t,z) defining (II) either by constants if the imaginary part of the ar-
gument of the gamma or zeta function is small, or by the asymptotics given in
Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 if the imaginary part of the argument of the gamma or zeta
function are large. We can then estimate the contribution of each region to the in-
tegral. Depending on whether t ∈ (t0,2t0] or t > 2t0, the integral in r will encounter
a different set of regions. We consider these two cases.
Case 2.a: t ∈ (t0,2t0]. Here (II) = (II)A+(II)B+(II)C+(II)E +(II)F . On regions
B,C and E the integrand FII(r;d,σ , t,z) ≲ 1 and since the domain of integration
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for r in these regions is bounded, it follows that (II)B,(II)C,(II)E ≲ 1. Regions
A and F involve unbounded integrals and require close inspection. On region A,
FII(r;d,σ , t,z) ≲ |r + t|d+σ− 1

2 e−
π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r. We already encountered such
an integral in Case 1 when bounding (II) there. Since σ < 0 and d ∈ (0,1/2),
σ +d− 1

2 < 0 and hence |r+ t|σ+d− 1
2≲ 1. Since |Arg(z)|< π and t ∈ (t0,2t0], for r

large enough, −π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z) ·r <−δ r for some δ > 0. Since t ∈ (t0,2t0]
the prefactor eArg(z)·t−|Arg(z)·t|+ π

2 |t| in front of the integral in (II) is also bounded
by a constant. Thus, (II)A ≲ 1 as desired. The F region follows similarly, as the
integrand FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ |r+t|d+σ− 1

2 e−
π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r. In both of these cases
of region A and F we have used the fact that t ∈ (t0,2t0] to bound the term e∓

π

2 t in
the prefactor by a constant. In the next case, this will not be true.
Case 2.b: t > 2t0. Now (II) = (II)A +(II)B +(II)D +(II)E +(II)F . As in Case
2.a, for (r,r+ t) ∈ A, FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ |r+ t|d+σ− 1

2 e−
π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r. The term
|r + t|d+σ− 1

2≲ 1, and the e−
π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r ≲ e−
π

2 t−δ ·r for some δ > 0. This
implies that the integral of FII(r;d,σ , t,z) over r such that (r,r+ t) ∈ A is bounded
by a constant times e−πt/2. This cancels the eπ|t|/2 pre-factor outside the integral
in (II). What is left is bounded by a constant times eArg(z)·t−|Arg(z)·t| and since
Arg(z) · t −|Arg(z) · t|≤ 0, we conclude that (II)A ≲ 1.

In region B, the integrand FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ |r+ t|d+σ− 1
2 e−

π

2 |r+t|+Arg(z)·r. Since
r+ t > t0 in this region, and since the r-variable is integrated from −t0 to t0, the
contribution of the integral of FII(r;d,σ , t,z) for r in this region is bounded by a
constant time e−πt/2. Again, this cancels the eπ|t|/2 pre-factor outside the integral
in (II) and thus (II)B ≲ 1. Bounding the integral in regions D,E and F is more
subtle.

Let us start by addressing (II)D. Here,

FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ |r+ t|d+σ− 1
2 e−

π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r.

Since r ∈ (−t + t0,−t0), |r|= −r and |r + t|= r + t. Also, since d +σ − 1
2 < 0,

|r + t|d+σ− 1
2 is bounded by a constant. Thus, the upper bound on the integrand

FII(r;d,σ , t,z) reduces to FII(r;d,σ , t,z) ≲ e−
π

2 teArg(z)·r. The magnitude of the
integral

∫ −1
−t+1 eArg(z)·rdr depends on the sign of Arg(z). If Arg(z) > 0, then the

exponential eArg(z)·r decays and the integral is bounded by a constant. In this case,
the pre-factor to the integral in (II) is e

π

2 t , which cancels the just demonstrated
e−

π

2 t behavior of the integral. Thus, when Arg(z) > 0, (II)D ≲ 1. If Arg(z) < 0,
then the exponential eArg(z)·r grows and the integral is hence bounded by e−Arg(z)·t .
Combining this with the pre-factor in (II) shows that when Arg(z) < 0, (II)D ≲
e−|Arg(z)·t| ≲ 1 since t > t0.

Controlling the integral in region E works similarly. Here FII(r;d,σ , t,z) ≲
e−

π

2 |r|+Arg(z)·r. Since here r ∈ (−t − t0,−t + t0), we can bound the integral of
FII(r;d,σ , t,z) on this region by a constant times e−

π

2 te−Arg(z)·t . Putting this to-
gether with the pre-factors in (II) shows that (II)E ≲ e−|Arg(z)·t| ≲ 1 since t > 2t0.
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In region F , FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ |r+ t|d+σ− 1
2 e−

π

2 (|r|+|r+t|)+Arg(z)·r. Since r <−t−
t0, |r|+|r+ t|=−2r− t and since d +σ − 1

2 < 0, |r+ t|d+σ− 1
2≲ 1. Thus,

FII(r;d,σ , t,z)≲ e(π+Arg(z))·r+ π

2 t .

We can bound the integral of this over the range r ∈ (−∞,−t − t0) by a constant
times e−(π+Arg(z))·t+ π

2 t = e−Arg(z)·t− π

2 t . Combining this with the pre-factors in (II)
we find that (II)F ≲ e−|Arg(z)·t| ≲ 1 since t > 2t0. Thus, we have shown that (II)≲
1 which implies the desired bound (9.14) and hence completes the proof of the
proposition. □

Jacobi theta function
Jacobi theta functions (see [47, Chapter 10]) are defined in the following way

for complex ν ,ρ with Im(ρ)> 0

θ1(ν |ρ) =
1
i

∞

∑
k=−∞

(−1)keπiρ(k+1/2)2
eπiν(2k+1), θ2(ν |ρ) =

∞

∑
k=−∞

eπiρ(k+1/2)2
eπiν(2k+1),

θ3(ν |ρ) =
∞

∑
k=−∞

eπiρk2
e2kπiν , θ4(ν |ρ) =

∞

∑
k=−∞

(−1)keπiρk2
e2kπiν .

For every value of ρ in this half-plane the functions are entire functions of ν . Note
that θ1(ν |ρ) is an odd function in ν and all others are even. We also need the
following identities [47, (78.32), (78.33), (79.7), (79.9) ]:

θ1 (ν |ρ) =−ieπiρ/4 · eπiν ·
(

e2πiρ ,e2πi(ρ+ν),e−2πiν ;e2πiρ
)

∞

,

θ2 (ν |ρ) = eπiρ/4 · eπiν ·
(

e2πiρ ,−e2πi(ρ+ν),−e−2πiν ;e2πiρ
)

∞

,

θ1

(
ν

ρ

∣∣∣− 1
ρ

)
=−i

√
ρ

i
· eiπν2/ρ ·θ1(ν |ρ),

θ4

(
ν

ρ

∣∣∣− 1
ρ

)
=

√
ρ

i
· eiπν2/ρ ·θ2(ν |ρ),

with the principal value of the square root. Using the θ1 identity,

(9.18)
(
e−κz;e−κ

)
∞
=

√
2π

κ
exp
(

κ

8 −
κz
2 + κz2

2

)
(e−κ ;e−κ)

∞

(
e−κ(1−z);e−κ

)
∞

·θ1

(
z
∣∣∣2πi

κ

)
.

Similarly, using the identities involve θ4 and θ2 we find that

(9.19)
(
−e−κz;e−κ

)
∞
=

√
2π

κ
exp
(

κ

8 −
κz
2 + κz2

2

)
(e−κ ;e−κ)

∞

(
−e−κ(1−z);e−κ

)
∞

·θ4

(
z
∣∣∣2πi

κ

)
.
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Theta function bounds

Lemma 9.6. For all α ∈ (0,π) there exist C,c,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0)
and all ν ∈ C with |Im(ν)|≤ α

κ

(9.20)
∣∣∣∣θ1

(
ν

∣∣∣∣2πi
κ

)
eπ2/(2κ)

2sin(πν)
−1
∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣θ4

(
ν

∣∣∣∣2πi
κ

)
−1
∣∣∣∣≤C · e−

c
κ .

Proof. We can rewrite theta functions in the following way [47, (76.2)]:

θ1(ν |ρ) = 2
∞

∑
k=0

(−1)ke(k+1/2)2πiρ sin((2k+1)πν) ,

θ4(ν |ρ) = 1+2
∞

∑
k=1

(−1)kek2πiρ cos(2kπν) .

Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind Tk(x) and the second kind Uk(x) with
x ∈ [−1,1] are defined in the following way (see [36, Section 1.8.2]): For x =

cos(ν), Tk(x) := cos(kν) and Uk(x) := sin((k+1)ν)
sin(ν) . Their coefficients are explicitly

given by

Tk(x) =
k
2

⌊k/2⌋

∑
n=0

(−1)k

k−n

(
k−n

n

)
(2x)k−2n, Uk(x) =

⌊k/2⌋

∑
n=0

(−1)n
(

k−n
n

)
(2x)k−2n.

Inserting the Chebyshev polynomials into these expressions we arrive at

θ1(ν |ρ)
2eπiρ/4 sin(πν)

−1 = 2
∞

∑
k=1

(−1)keπiρ(k2+k)U2k(cos(πν)), and(9.21)

θ4(ν |ρ)−1 = 2
∞

∑
k=1

(−1)keπiρk2
T2k(cos(πν)).

We now claim that with x = cos(πν), for all ν ∈ C

(9.22) |Uk(x)|, |Tk(x)|≤
(1+

√
5)k+1

√
5

·max
(
|cos(πν)|,2−1

)k
.

To see this, consider the case |x|≥ 1/2 and |x|< 1/2 separately. When |x|≥ 1/2

|Uk(x)|, |Tk(x)|≤ |2x|k
⌊k/2⌋

∑
n=0

(
k−n

n

)
= |2x|kF(k+1),

where F(k+1) is the Fibonacci number. When |x|< 1/2

|Uk(x)|, |Tk(x)|≤ |2x|k−2⌊k/2⌋
⌊k/2⌋

∑
n=0

(
k−n

n

)
≤ F(k+1).
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Putting these together we see that |Uk(x)|, |Tk(x)|≤ F(k+ 1)max(|2x|,1)k. Since

the Fibonacci number F(k+ 1) equals the nearest integer to
(1+

√
5)k+1

2k+1
√

5
, multi-

plying this by 2 clearly yields an upper bound on F(k+1) and combined with our
earlier bounds on |Uk(x)| and |Tk(x)| we arrive at (9.22).

Inserting (9.22) into (9.21) we find that

∣∣∣∣ θ1(ν |ρ)
2eπiρ/4 sin(πν)

−1
∣∣∣∣≤ 2(1+

√
5)√

5

∞

∑
k=1

eπiρ(k2+k)(1+
√

5)2k ·max(|cos(πν)|,2−1)2k,∣∣∣∣θ4(ν |ρ)−1
∣∣∣∣≤ 2(1+

√
5)√

5

∞

∑
k=1

eπiρk2
(1+

√
5)2k ·max(|cos(πν)|,2−1)2k.

Since ρ = 2πi/κ it follows that eπiρ = e−2π2/κ < 1. Thus for k ∈ Z≥1 we can
bound eπiρ(k2+k),eπiρk2 ≤ eπiρk. This shows that for some C > 0,∣∣∣∣ θ1(ν |ρ)

2eπiρ/4 sin(πν)
−1
∣∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣∣θ4(ν |ρ)−1

∣∣∣∣≤(9.23)

Ce−
2π2

κ ·max(|cos(πν)|,2−1)2
∞

∑
k=0

e−
2π2

κ
ak(1+

√
5)2k ·max(|cos(πν)|,2−1)2k.

Observe that |cos(πν)|≤ e|Im(πν)|. We have assumed that |Im(ν)|≤ α

κ
with α ∈

(0,π) and thus it follows that there exists some c > 0 such that

e−
2π2

κ ·max(|cos(πν)|,2−1)2 ≤ e−
c
κ .

Plugging this bound into (9.23) yields (9.20) and hence the lemma. □

Mellin transform
For a function f (x) on (0,+∞), and s ∈ C, define

F(s) = M[ f ;s] :=
∞∫

0

f (x)xs−1dx,

The largest open strip −∞≤ a<Re(s)≤ b≤∞) in which the integral converges
is called the fundamental strip or the strip of analyticity of M [ f ;s]. Note that if g
is defined by the relation f (x) = g(− logx),

∞∫
0

xs−1g(− logx)dx =
∞∫

−∞

e−tsg(t)dt = M [ f ;s] .

Therefore, all basic properties of the Mellin transform follow from those of the
Laplace transform. The following inversion formula can be found as [10, Theorem
11.2.1.1] (other similar statements abound).
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Proposition 9.7. Assume that the function F(s) is analytic in the strip (a,c) and
satisfies |F(s)| ≤ K · |s|−2 for some K > 0. Then, for b ∈ (a,c),

f (x) =
1

2πi

b+i∞∫
b−i∞

F(s)x−sds

is a continuous function of the variable x ∈ (0;∞) and does not depend on the
choice of b. Furthermore, F(x) = M [ f ;s] , and we then say that f (x) is the inverse
Mellin transform of F(s).

9.2 Proof of Proposition 2.3
The following is the key to being able to use the above derived asymptotics on

special function to access q-Pochhammer asymptotics.

Lemma 9.8. For all c > 1, κ > 0, Re(z)> 0 we have that

log
(
e−κz;e−κ

)
=− 1

2πi

c+i∞∫
c−i∞

Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)
ds
κs ,(9.24)

log
(
−e−κz;e−κ

)
=− 1

2πi

c+i∞∫
c−i∞

(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)
ds
κs(9.25)

Proof. Our goal is to show that log(e−κz;e−κ) and log(−e−κz;e−κ) are the inverse
Mellin transforms of the corresponding functions on the right-hand side of (9.24).
To do this we compute the Mellin transforms of the left-hand sides in (9.24) and
then show they can be inverted.

For a ∈ C with |a|< 1 and q ∈ (0,1) we may write
(9.26)

− log(a;q)∞ =−
∞

∑
k=0

log(1−aqk)=
∞

∑
k=0

∞

∑
n=1

(aqk)n

n
=

∞

∑
n=1

an

n

∞

∑
k=0

qnk =
∞

∑
n=1

an

n(1−qn)
.

The interchange of the order of summations is possible due to Fubini’s theorem
since for each q ∈ (0,1) there exists C =C(q)> 0 such that

∞

∑
n=1

∣∣∣∣ an

n(1− xn)

∣∣∣∣≤C
∞

∑
n=1

|an|< ∞.

Let f1(x) =− log((e−κz;e−κ)∞). For Re(z)> 0 and Re(s)> 1,

M [ f1;s] =−
∞∫

0

log
(
(e−κz;e−κ)∞

)
κ

s−1dκ =

∞∫
0

∞

∑
n=1

(e−κz)n

n(1− e−nκ)
κ

s−1dκ

=

∞∫
0

∞

∑
n=1

1
ns+1

e−ρzρs−1

(1− e−ρ)
dρ =

∞

∑
n=1

1
ns+1

∞∫
0

e−ρzρs−1

(1− e−ρ)
dρ = Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z).(9.27)
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The first equality in (9.27) is by the definition of the Mellin transform. The second
equality in (9.27) uses (9.26) with a = e−κz and q = e−κ . The third equality in
(9.27) comes from the change of variables κ = ρ/n. The fourth equality in (9.27)
is valid because

∞

∑
n=1

1
nRe(s)+1

∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣ e−ρzρs−1

(1− e−ρ)
dρ

∣∣∣∣≤C
∞

∑
n=1

1
nRe(s)+1 < ∞.

The constant term C > 0 above comes from bounding the integral: Since Re(s) >
1, the behavior near ρ = 0 is like ρRe(s)−2 which is integrable since Re(s) > 1;
and near ρ = ∞ the integrand decays exponentially because Re(z) > 0. The final
equality in (9.27) uses (9.4) for ζ (s,z).

A similar computation for f2(x) =− log((−e−κz;e−κ)∞), yields

M[ f2;s] =−
∞∫

0

log
(
(−e−κz;e−κ)∞

)
κ

s−1dκ =
∞

∑
n=1

(−1)n

ns+1

∞∫
0

e−ρzρs−1

(1− e−ρ)
dρ

=−Γ(s)η(s+1)ζ (s,z) = (2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z).

The last equality uses (9.8).
Having computed the Mellin transform for f1 and f2 we now verify that they

can be inverted using Proposition 9.7. We must check analyticity and the quadratic
decay estimate. Due to the analyticity of Γ(s),ζ (s) and ζ (s,z), the analyticity of
these Mellin transforms holds for Re(s)> 1.

Now we argue that there is quadratic decay. To apply Proposition 9.7, it suffices
to have this decay on any vertical strip. Fix a= 1 and any c> 1. We claim that there
exists a constant K > 0 such that for all s ∈C with Re(s)∈ (a,c) and all z ∈C with
Re(z)> 0, |Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)| ≤ K|s|−2. This follows by appealing to the gamma
function decay bound in Lemma 9.1, the boundedness of ζ (s+1) for Re(s)∈ (a,c),
and the bound on |ζ (s,z)| from Lemma 9.3. With this, we can invert the Mellin
transform of f1 and thus prove the desired formula. The case for f2 is similar since
the factor (2−s −1) is bounded by a constant provided Re(s) ∈ (a,c). □

Proof of Proposition 2.3: asymptotics of (e−κz;e−κ)∞

We will first consider the case when Re(z) ≥ 1/2. This is addressed in three
steps. Then, in a fourth step we will use the functional identity (9.18) to address
the case when Re(z) < 1/2. In the fifth and final step, we will combine these two
bounds into a common bound.

Step 1. We start with the representation for (e−κz;e−κ)∞ from Lemma 9.8 and shift
the contour of integration to the left of zero, picking up some residues. We claim
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the following formula: For any non-integer a < 0,

− log(e−κz;e−κ)∞ =
1

2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds(9.28)

+
ℓ=1

∑
ℓ=⌈a⌉

Ress=ℓ

[
Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s] .

The starting point for this is (9.24) where the contour has real part c > 1. The
idea is to shift the contour to the left until it lies on a vertical line with real part
a < 0. In doing this, we encounter poles at s = 1,0,−1, . . . ,⌈a⌉ whose residues
must be accounted for. The summation in (9.28) is precisely the contribution
of those residues. To justify the deformation we use Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2 with
(9.15) from Proposition 9.5 to show that for z fixed with Re(z) > 0 there exists
some ε > 0 and C > 0 such that for all s with Re(s) = σ ∈ [a,c] and |t|> 1,
|Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s| ≤Ce−ε|t|.

Step 2. Next, we compute the residues in (9.28). In order to do that this, we make
use of the following Taylor series expansions. We first address the residue at s = 0.
By using the results in (9.7) we see that around s = 0

Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s =
1
s2 Γ(s+1) · (sζ (s+1)) ·ζ (s,z) ·κ−s =

= (
1
2
− z)s−2 +

((
z− 1

2

)
logκ + log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

])
s−1 + · · · ,

where · · · here represents lower order terms in s. From this expansion it immedi-
ately follows that the residue at s = 0 is

(
z− 1

2

)
logκ + log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

]
. Turning to the

residue at s = 1, from (9.6) we have that

Res
s=1

[
Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s]= Γ(1)ζ (2)

κ
·Res

s=1
[ζ (s,z)] =

π2

6κ
.

The residue at s =−n for n ∈ Z≥1 is evaluated by (9.1) and (9.10) as

Res
s=−n

[
Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s]= Res

s=−n
[Γ(s)]·ζ (−n+1)ζ (−n,z)·κn =

BnBn+1(z)
n(n+1)!

·κn.

Recall that Bernoulli numbers are zero for odd integers. Combining these deduc-
tions, we conclude for Re(z)> 0 and non-integer a < 0 we have

− log(e−κz;e−κ)∞ =
1

2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds(9.29)

+
π2

6κ
+

(
z− 1

2

)
logκ + log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

]
+

⌊−a⌋

∑
n=1

Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n.
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Recall m ∈ Z≥1 in the statement of Proposition 2.3. For any a ∈ (−m,−m+1)
we may compare the right-hand sides of (9.29) and (2.5) to see that the error term
Err+m [κ,z] in (2.5) is precisely give by

(9.30) Err+m [κ,z] =
−1
2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds.

Therefore, our problem reduces to bounding the absolute value of the above inte-
gral. Fix some a ∈ (−m,−m+ 1). To estimate |Err+m [κ,z]|, we bring the absolute
value inside the integral and utilize the bounds given in Propositions 9.2 and 9.5.
Using the notation s = a+ it, we will divide the integral into small |t| and large |t|.
On account of the just mentioned lemma and propositions, for all d ∈ (0,1/2) such
that a+d /∈ Z≤0, there exists a t0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for all t < t0 and z ∈ C
with Re(z)≥ 1/2,

|Γ(a+ it)ζ (a+ it +1)ζ (a+ it,z)| ≤
(9.31)

C
(

e|Arg(z)·t|(|z|1−a+|t|1/2−a|z|−d−a)+ |z|−d−a
)
,

while for all t > t0 and z ∈ C with Re(z)≥ 1/2,

|Γ(a+ it)ζ (a+ it +1)ζ (a+ it,z)| ≤Ce−
π

2 |t|×(9.32)

×
(

e|Arg(z)·t|(|z|−a+(1+ |t|)−1|z|1−a+|t|1/2−a|z|−d−a)+ |t|1/2−a|z|−d−a
)
,

In deriving the above we made some simplifications from the bound in Propo-
sition 9.5. For |t|≤ t0, we bounded max(1, |t|1/2−a) ≤ C while for |t|≥ t0, we
bounded max(1, |t|1/2−a) ≤C|t|1/2−a where C > 0 depends on a and t0. Since we
are presently assuming that Re(z) ≥ 1/2 (and hence |z|≥ 1/2) we find a constant
only dependent on a and t0 such that for |t|≤ t0, |z|−a+(1+ |t|)−1|z|1−a≤ C|z|1−a

and likewise find C > 0 only dependent on d +a such that ∑
⌊−d−a⌋
k=0 |z|k≤C|z|−d−a.

With the t0 above we may bound |Err+m [κ,z]|≤ (π)−1κ−a(I+ II) where

I =
∫ t0

0
|Γ(a+ it)ζ (a+ it +1)ζ (a+ it,z)|dt,

II =
∫

∞

t0
|Γ(a+ it)ζ (a+ it +1)ζ (a+ it,z)|dt.

Estimating I from (9.31) is done easily since t < t0 and |z|≥ 1/2. The main con-
tribution is from the term |z|1−a and all other terms can be bounded by it. Thus,
we find that there exists C > 0 depending on a and t0 such that I ≤ C|z|1−a. To
control II requires a bit more. Let us recall two facts. The first is an immediate
consequence of the gamma function integral formula: For any α > −1 and any
ε > 0,

(9.33)
∫

∞

0
e−εttαdt = ε

−α−1
Γ(α +1).
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The second is that for all Re(z)≥ 1/2, there exists a C > 0 such that π

2 −|Arg(z)|≥
C|z|−1. With these facts we may show that there exists C > 0 depending only on a
such that∫

∞

t0
e−( π

2 −Arg(z))|t|(|z|−a+(1+|t|)−1|z|1−a+|t|1/2−a|z|−d−a)dt ≤C
(
|z|1−a+|z|

3
2−2a−d

)
.

To derive this inequality we first extended the integration to (0,∞), and then used
(9.33) with ε = π

2 −Arg(z)≥C|z|−1. Similarly, we find that∫
∞

t0
e−

π

2 |t||t|1/2−a|z|−d−adt ≤C|z|−d−a.

Thus, in light of (9.32) and the above bounds, we have shown that

II ≤C
(
|z|1−a+|z|

3
2−2a−d+|z|−d−a

)
,

and combining this with the earlier bound on I we see that there exists C > 0
dependent only on a and d such that

|Err+m [κ,z]|≤Cκ
−a
(
|z|1−a+|z|

3
2−2a−d+|z|−d−a

)
≤Cκ

−a
(
|z|1−a+|z|

3
2−2a−d

)
.

Since we were allowed to take a ∈ (−m,−m+ 1) arbitrary, and d ∈ (0,1/2) pro-
vided a+d /∈Z≤0, we may try to optimize the right-hand side above. Let b =−a ∈
(m−1,m). Then, we have shown that for any ε ∈ (0,1/2) and any b ∈ (m−1,m),
there exists C > 0 such that

(9.34) |Err+m [κ,z]|≤Cκ
b
(
|z|1+b+|z|1+2b+ε

)
≤Cκ

b|z|1+2b+ε .

This completes the proof of the proposition when Re(z) ≥ 1/2. Notice that there
is no restriction on Im(z) assumed here (in accordance with the statement of the
proposition).

Step 4. We will now make use of the functional identity (9.18) to relate the
Re(z) < 1/2 behavior to the Re(z) ≥ 1/2 result we have proven already above.
The two Pochhammer symbols, (e−κ ;e−κ)∞ and (e−κ(1−z);e−κ)∞, which arise on
the right-hand side of (9.18) are both of the form (e−κ z̃;e−κ)∞ for z̃ = 1 and
1− z respectively. In both cases (in the second case, due to the assumption that
Re(z) < 1/2), we have that Re(z̃) ≥ 1/2, hence the result we have proved above
can be applied. In particular, for any m ∈ Z≥1, recalling A +[κ,z] from (2.3),

− log(e−κ(1−z);e−κ)∞ =(9.35)

−A +[κ,1− z]+
m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(1− z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err+m [κ,1− z].

− log
(
e−κ ;e−κ

)
∞
=

−A +[κ,1]+
m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(1)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err+m [κ,1].
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Recall that from (9.9) we have Bn+1(1− z) = (−1)n+1Bn+1(z) and that, in par-
ticular, Bn+1 = Bn+1(1) = 0 for n even. Thus, we may replace Bn+1(1 − z)Bn
by −Bn+1(z)Bn (when n is even, both sides are zero). Also observe that the
product Bn+1Bn = 0 for all n except n = 1. By the Euler reflection equation
log
[

Γ(1−z)√
2π

]
=− log [2sin(πz)]− log

[
Γ(z)√

2π

]
. Plugging this into (9.18) we find that

we can write

log
(
e−κz;e−κ

)
∞
= A +[κ,z]−

m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err+m [κ,z]

where

Err+m [κ,z] :=
m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(1)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +
κ

8
− κz

2
+

κz2

2
+Err+m(κ,1)+Err+m(κ,1− z)

+ log

[
θ1

(
z
∣∣∣∣2πi

κ

)
eπ2/(2κ)

2sin(πz)

]
.

This provides an explicit formula for the error term Err+m [κ,z] in (2.5). The first
bound in Lemma 9.6 shows that for any α ∈ (0,π) there exist C,c,κ0 > 0 such that

for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈ C with |Im(z)|< α

κ∣∣∣∣∣log

(
θ1

(
z
∣∣∣∣2πi

κ

)
eπ2/(2κ)

2sin(πz)

)∣∣∣∣∣≤ log(1+C · e−
c
κ )≤C · e−

c
κ .

The two terms Err+m(κ,1) and Err+m(κ,1− z) were bounded in the first three steps
of this proof, see (9.34). The summation involving Bernoulli numbers has only
one non-zero term when n = 1 and is proportional to κ . Thus, to summarize so far
we have shown that for any α ∈ (0,π), ε ∈ (0,1/2) and b ∈ (m−1,m) there exist

C,c,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈ C with |Im(z)|< α

κ

|Err+m [κ,z]|≤C
(

κ +κ|1−2z|2+κ
b|1− z|1+2b+ε+κ

b + e−
c
κ

)
.

For each b, provided κ is small enough, we can bound e−
c
κ ≤ κb. Since Re(z) <

1/2 it follows that there exist a constant C which depends on b such that 1 ≤C|1−
z|1+2b+ε . Thus, we can simplify our bound to the following: For any α ∈ (0,π),
ε ∈ (0,1/2) and b ∈ (m−1,m) there exist C,c,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0)

and all z ∈ C with |Im(z)|< α

κ

(9.36) |Err+m [κ,z]|≤C
(

κ +κ|1−2z|2+κ
b|1− z|1+2b+ε

)
.

Step 5. In this final step, we combine the bound (9.34) shown in Step 3 for all
Re(z)≥ 1/2 with the bound just shown at the end of Step 4, in (9.36) which holds
for Re(z)< 1/2 (with some additional condition on the imaginary part). Notice that
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if Re(z) ≥ 1/2, then there exists a constant C such that |z|≤ C(1+ |z|), and simi-
larly, if Re(z) < 1/2, then there exists a constant C such that |1−2z|≤C(1+ |z|).
Making these replacements in the respective bounds (9.34) and (9.36) immediately
leads to the error bound claimed in (2.7) for Err+m [κ,z]. This completes the proof

of the asymptotics of log(qz;q)∞ provided |Im(z)|< α

κ
. We will extend this as-

ymptotic to |Im(z)|< 2α

κ
using the result for log(−qz;q)∞. To avoid confusion we

defer this until the end of the proof of the log(−qz;q)∞ asymptotics.

Proof of Proposition 2.3: asymptotics of (−qz;q)∞

Comparing the formula (9.24) for (qz;q)∞ to the formula (9.25) for (−qz;q)∞,
the only difference is the inclusion of the factor 2−s − 1 in the later. This will
have very minor effect on the argument, as compared to our earlier study of the
asymptotics of (qz;q)∞ in Section 9.2. As such, we just summarize the outcome of
each of the five steps from that proof, subject to inclusion now of the multiplicative
factor 2−s −1. As a sixth and final step we include the extension of the log(qz;q)∞

asymptotic to only assume |Im(z)|< 2α

κ
.

Step 1. Assume that Re(z) ≥ 1/2. Under this condition we may use (9.25) and
decay estimates to show, as in (9.28), that for non-integer a < 0,

− log(−e−κz;e−κ)∞ =
1

2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds(9.37)

+
ℓ=1

∑
ℓ=⌈a⌉

Ress=ℓ

[
(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s] .

Step 2. We compute the residues in (9.37). Notice that around s = 0, we have
2−s −1 =−s log(2)+ · · ·. From this we see that around s = 0,

(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−s =
(z− 1

2) log2
s

+ · · ·

where the · · · represent lower order terms. Hence the residue at s = 0 is (z −
1
2
) log2. At s = 1, the factor 2−s − 1 is simply evaluated to −1

2
and hence the

residue there becomes − π2

12κ
. Finally, for the residues at −n for n ∈ Z≥1, the

2−s − 1 factor contributes a new multiplicative factor 2n − 1 to the residue. Thus,
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(9.29) is replaced by (recall A −[κ,z] from (2.4))

− log(e−κz;e−κ)∞ =
1

2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds(9.38)

−A −[κ,z]+
⌊−a⌋

∑
n=1

(2n −1)
Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n.

Step 3. We fix m ∈Z≥1 and let a ∈ (−m,−m+1). Comparing the right-hand sides
of (9.38) and (2.6) we see that the error term Err−m [κ,z] in (2.6) is precisely give by

Err−m [κ,z] =
−1
2πi

a+i∞∫
a−i∞

(2−s −1)Γ(s)ζ (s+1)ζ (s,z)κ−sds.

Bounding the absolute value of the error term |Err−m [κ,z]| proceeds quite similar
to that of |Err−m [κ,z]| in (9.30). Since along our integration contour, Re(s) = a,
it follows that we can bound |2−s − 1|≤ 2−a + 1 which can be absorbed into the
constant C. Thus, we arrive as the same bound as in (9.34). In particular, we see
that for any ε ∈ (0,1/2) and b ∈ (m−1,m), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(9.39) |Err−m [κ,z]|≤Cκ
b|z|1+2b+ε .

This result still assumes that Re(z)≥ 1/2.

Step 4. We now return to Re(z)< 1/2 and use (9.19) to deduce the asymptotics in
that regime from those derived above for Re(z)≥ 1/2. Since Re(1− z)≥ 1/2, we
may conclude from the results of Steps 1–3 above that for any m ∈ Z≥1,

− log(−e−κ(1−z);e−κ)∞=−A −[κ,1−z]+
m−1

∑
n=1

(2n −1)
Bn+1(1− z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n+Err−m [κ,1−z].

Combining this with the asymptotics of − log(e−κ ;e−κ)
∞

in (9.35) and the form
of the right-hand sides of (2.6) in (2.6) yields

log
(
−e−κz;e−κ

)
∞
= A −[κ,z]−

m−1

∑
n=1

(2n −1)
Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err−m [κ,z]

where Err−m [κ,z] is given by

Err−m [κ,z] =
m−1

∑
n=1

Bn+1(1)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +
κ

8
− κz

2
+

κz2

2
+Err+⌊−d⌋[κ,1]+Err−⌊−d⌋[κ,1− z]

+ log
(

θ4

(
z
∣∣∣2πi

κ

))
.



88 I. CORWIN AND A. KNIZEL

We may now invoke the second bound in Lemma 9.6 which shows that for any
α ∈ (0,π) there exists C,c,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈ C with

|Im(z)|< α

κ ∣∣∣∣log
(

θ4

(
z
∣∣∣∣2πi

κ

))∣∣∣∣≤ log(1+C · e−
c
κ )≤C · e−

c
κ .

The term Err+m(κ,1) was bounded in Section 9.2 whereas Err−m(κ,1− z) has been
already bounded in the first three steps of this proof, see (9.39). Thus, in the same
manner as in Section 9.2 we conclude that: For any α ∈ (0,π), ε ∈ (0,1/2) and
b ∈ (m−1,m) there exist C,c,κ0 > 0 such that for all κ ∈ (0,κ0) and all z ∈C with

|Im(z)|< α

κ
(again, this is assuming Re(z)< 1/2)

|Err−m [κ,z]|≤C
(

κ +κ|1−2z|2+κ
b|1− z|1+2b+ε

)
.

Step 5. The synthesis of the Re(z)≥ 1/2 and Re(z)< 1/2 bounds on the error are
precisely the same as above, hence the proof is complete.

Step 6. The fact that the bound on Err+m [κ,z] holds with |Im(z)|< 2α

κ
follows from

(2.7) for Err±m [κ,z] with |Im(z)|< α

κ
by using the transformation (2.8). To see this,

consider z with Im(z) ∈ [
α

κ
,
2α

κ
) (the negative imaginary case is the same). Then

log(qz;q)∞ = log(−qz− π

κ
i;q)∞

= A −[κ,z− π

κ
i]−

m−1

∑
n=1

(2n −1)
Bn+1(z− π

κ
i)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n +Err−m [κ,z−
π

κ
i].

Comparing this to (2.5) shows that

Err+m [κ,z] = A −[κ,z− π

κ
i]−A +[κ,z]

+
m−1

∑
n=1

(
Bn+1(z)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n − (2n −1)
Bn+1(z− π

κ
i)Bn

n(n+1)!
κ

n
)
+Err−m [κ,z−

π

κ
i].

For Im(z) ∈ [
α

κ
,
2α

κ
) we have that Im[z− π

κ
i] ∈ [α−π

κ
, 2α−π

κ
) which is contained

in (−β

κ
, β

κ
) for some β ∈ (0,π). Thus we can apply the bound (2.7) to control

Err−m [κ,z− π

κ
i]. All of the other terms are also easily controlled (for the Gamma

function, use the asymptotics from Lemma 9.1) and doing so we verify that (2.7)
holds for Err+m [κ,z]. The reason why we cannot do the same extension of the
range of imaginary part for Err−m [κ,z] is that in replicating that above argument we



STATIONARY MEASURE FOR THE OPEN KPZ 89

encounter A +[κ,z− π

κ
i]−A −[κ,z] and the first term may have singularities from

the Gamma function.
Note that the above argument works for obtaining a bound on Err±m [κ,z] for z

with dist(Re(z),Z≤0) > r for any r > 0 since we will avoid the singularities from
the Gamma function. This implies the final claim of the proposition.
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