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THE ZEROS OF THE PARTITION FUNCTION
OF THE PINNING MODEL

GIAMBATTISTA GIACOMIN AND RAFAEL L. GREENBLATT

ABSTRACT. We aim at understanding for which (complex) values of the potential the
pinning partition function vanishes. The pinning model is a Gibbs measure based on
discrete renewal processes with power law inter-arrival distributions. We obtain some
results for rather general inter-arrival laws, but we achieve a substantially more complete
understanding for a specific one parameter family of inter-arrivals. We show, for such
a specific family, that the zeros asymptotically lie on (and densely fill) a closed curve
that, unsurprisingly, touches the real axis only in one point (the critical point of the
model). We also perform a sharper analysis of the zeros close to the critical point and
we exploit this analysis to approach the challenging problem of Griffiths singularities
for the disordered pinning model. The techniques we exploit are both probabilistic and
analytical. Regarding the first, a central role is played by limit theorems for heavy
tail random variables. As for the second, potential theory and singularity analysis of
generating functions, along with their interplay, will be at the heart of several of our
arguments.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

1.1. The pinning model: general framework. We denote by 7 = (7}),=0,1,2,... a dis-
crete recurrent renewal process with 7o = 0. So (7j41 — 7j)j=0,1,2,... is a sequence of IID
random variables taking values in N := {1,2,...}. Often one considers the rather general
framework that for n € N
n—00 Cc
K(n) :==P(rp=n) ~ ra

and K (1) >0, (1.1)

with @ € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 and, unless otherwise stated, we make the choice ¢ = 1/(=T'(—a)).
Of course K (-), called inter-arrival distribution, determines the law of 7. The requirement
K(1) > 0 is not essential, but allowing K (1) to be zero does complicate some arguments
and notations (see comment after ) Note that any of the two requirements in ((1.1)
implies that 7 is aperiodic and that recurrence means that >, K(n) = 1.

Remark 1.1. The precise value of ¢ has only a minor impact on the model. The choice we
make of ¢ is customary when dealing with stable laws because it simplifies some expressions.
In fact [12], pp. 448-449] we know that there exists a sequence of positive real numbers (ay,)
such that T, /a, converges to the (stable) limit law with support on the positive semi-azis
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and with Laplace transform s — exp(—s®). The normalizing sequence (ay) turns out to
be asymptotically proportional to n'/%, so we can choose an equal to n*/® times a positive
constant: this constant is equal to 1 if c = 1/(—I'(—a)).

We consider

ZN,h =E

N
exp (h25n> 5N] , (1.2)
n=1

where 0,, := 1,¢,: we are viewing 7 = {70, 71, ...} as a random subset of NU {0}. We will
work with h € C, but let us first consider the case h € R. It is straightforward to see that,
in this case, (log Zn ) is a super-additive sequence, so the limit

1
F(h) = hj{[anogZN’h, (13)

exists for every h € R and it is equal to the supremum of the sequence. Moreover, F(h)
can be identified via an elementary computation, e.g. [19, pp. 7 and 8] and the result is
that
F(h) = {unique solution F of ) K(n)exp(—nF) = exp(—h) ?f h>0, (1.4)
0 ifh<0.

It can be seen from that h — F(h) is (strictly) increasing and strictly convex on the
positive semi-axis, while it is non decreasing and convex over all R: all these properties
can be extracted also directly from (L.3). It is also clear that F(-) is not (real) analytic
at the origin. What tells us beyond this is that the origin is the only singular point
(critical point): F — . K(n)exp(—nF) is a real analytic invertible map from (0, c0) to
(0,1) so h+— F(h) is real analytic simply because F(h) is obtained by applying the inverse
of the map to exp(—h).

On the other hand, Zy 4 is just a polynomial of degree N in exp(h) and in fact it is
sometimes more practical to use the polynomial notation

PN(’LU) = ZN,logw- (15)

Note that the degree of Py(w) is N because we are assuming K (1) > 0. If K(1) = 0
the degree would be smaller, for example if K(1) = 0 and K(2) > 0 then Py(w) is a
polynomial of degree | N/2|. Choosing K (1) > 0 hence simplifies the normalization of the
empirical probability of the zeros. Other (non essential, albeit welcome) simplifications
due to this choice are connected to Py(w) ~ K(1)w for w small.

Remark 1.2. We mostly work with the variable h which is more natural in the statistical
mechanics language. It must be however noted that Zy, is 2m-periodic in I(h): this
periodicity is just the periodicity of the exponential function in the imaginary direction.
So, strictly speaking Zn p, always has infinitely many zeros, but they are just periodic copies
of the N—1 zeros in C with imaginary part (say) in (—m, 7|: note that the origin is a simple
zero of Py(w) (again, K(1) > 0), but this zero is at —oo for Zn . It is therefore natural
to introduce Con := C/(2miZ), which we will identify with {z € C: J(z) € (—m, 7|}, and
restrict ourselves to this set when dealing with the N — 1 zeros of Zy p,.

We refer to [14} 17,19, 24] for a thorough discussion of the model in statistical mechanics
terms: the critical point h = 0 captures a delocalization (h < 0) to localization (h > 0)
transition. Taking the Lee-Yang viewpoint [26], we remark that (1/N)log Zy is real
analytic on the whole of R. But Zy is an entire function and the singularities in the
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complex plane of (1/N)log Zy , are due to the zeros of Zy p: in the limit N — oo these
singularities may accumulate on the real axis. In our case, they are going to accumulate
on the real axis only at zero. Our purpose is to determine the location of the zeros of
Zn,p, for N = co. We stress that, unless otherwise stated, by log(-) we mean the principal
branch of the complex logarithm: this is discussed more in detail after where we
introduce the notation Log(-) for the principal branch, but Log(-) will be used only when
strictly needed.

Even if results for pinning models with h € R are typically obtained assuming only
(or in even wider frameworks: for example regularly varying inter-arrival distributions [17])
and the results essentially depend only on «, it appears to be really challenging to extend
such a universal behavior to h € C. So, we will give some results assuming only , but
we are able to obtain a good control on the location of the zeros when working with a
much more restrictive choice of K(-). But let us start with a general result that holds in
our most general framework:

Proposition 1.3. We fix K(-) that satisfies (1.1). Then there exists C > 0 and, for every
e >0 and e >0, there exist N. o € N, Cor > 0 and a subset V. o of the complex plane
that contains

(1) the half plane R(h) < —

(2) the half plane R(h) > C;

(3) the set of h’s with R(h) > &' and |S(h)| < Cu;
such that Znp, # 0 for every h € Ve o and every N > N, ..

€5

This statement is visualized in Figure

We will give a sketch of the proof of Proposition in § while Proposition [1.3
is rather rough, § will be of help in understanding some of the tools we repeatedly
use (also in the proof of much sharper results) and why in the general framework we are
limited to Proposition [1.3

1.2. Special inter-arrival distributions. A special choice of K (-) for which we are able
to go much farther is
K(n) = I'n—a) _ —n—1-a)n—2—a) (1 —a)(—a) n—00 n~(1+e) .
—TI'(—a)n! n! —TI'(—a)
We remark also that K (1) = a. One of the important features of this distribution is that
its z-transform (or characteristic function) has an explicit expression:

(1.6)

K(z) := szK(j) = 1—(1—2)". (1.7)

The power series defining K (z) has radius of convergence 1, and this is of course true also
for the general framework ((1.1). The explicit expression in (1.7)) is saying that, with the
special choice (1.6), K(z) can be extended to C\ {z: R(z) > 1}.

Remark 1.4. This is not a generic feature: in fact, under the hypothesis , one can
exhibit K(-) such that I?(z) has a natural boundary on the unit circle. For example, if
Ka(n) = Cla(n)/n* with A = {n; : j € N} with n;/j — oo, C > 0 chosen so that
Yoo Ka(n) =1 and if we further assume that n; does not diverge too fast so that the
series defining Ka(z) has 1 as radius of convergence (take for example n; = j*) then
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FIGURE 1. A pictorial vision of the content of Proposition [1.3] and beyond: there is no
zero in the shadowed region for N sufficiently large. The shadowed region is obtained by
applying Proposition for more than one value of ¢/, in particular a very small value.
In the restricted set-up with inter-arrival distribution we can show that the zeros
asymptotically lie on a critical curve C, which splits Ca, into a delocalized region Dy, in
which |Zn,,| does not grow exponentially, and a localized one L, in which |Zn ;| grows
exponentially. We stress that the lower bound we obtain on C.s, see Proposition [1.3] is
o(g), so, in the general framework, we do not establish that there exists m > 0 such
that there is no zero in the cone {z € C: R(z) > 0 and |S(z)| < mR(z)}. This feature
however does hold in the restricted set-up .

Ka(+) is singular everywhere on dBy(1) [9, Ch. XI, in particular p. 373]. So the inter-
arrival distribution K (n) = (Ki(n) + Ka(n))/2, with K1(-) given in (L.6), satisfies
(except possibly for the value of ¢, but this can easily be fixed) and has 0By(1) as natural
boundary.

Let us also observe right away that by applying the formula for r(h) given right after
(1.3) we have that the choice (1.6) yields for h > 0

F(h) = —log (1 —(1- exp(—h))l/a) . (1.8)

How far into C can this function be analytically continued? One problem comes from
h— (1—exp(—h))"/* that has a cut discontinuity starting at origin (unless 1/ = 2,3,...
for which h — (1 —exp(—h))"/ is entire). Unless otherwise stated, by 2¢, ¢ € R, we mean
exp(cLogz) with Log(-) the principal branch of the logarithm (for z € (—o0,0) we set
Log z := log |z| + 4w) . In particular, with this choice, the cut of h — (1 — exp(—h))Y/*
is on (—o00,0). Therefore, if loggp(-) is the logarithm defined from its natural Riemann
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surface (infinitely many copies of C) to C [I, Ch. 8], we have that

F(h) = —logp (1—eXp ((1/a) Log (1 —exp(—h))l/a>> , (1.9)

is analytic on C\ (—o0, 0] and coincides with F(h) for h > 0.

On the other hand ¥(h) = 0 for A < 0, which of course can be continued to the whole
C: so, at this stage there is no reason to believe that the continuation defined in is
relevant, at least not over the whole region where we have defined it.

In terms of continuation of the real free energy outside R the related harmonic contin-
uation is a priori more straightforward: R(F(h)) (cf. (1.9)) is harmonic on C \ (—o0, 0]
when viewed as a function of two real variables (just set h = x + dy). Such harmonic
extension is at this stage equivalent with the analytic one, but it avoids the arbitrary
choice of the branch of the logarithm. The problem of choosing the branch of the log
is present also at fixed IV, but it is avoided if we simply consider the harmonic function
R(log Znp) = log|Znp|. We will see (Section {)) that lim(1/N)log|Zy | is not only
uniquely defined, but it also converges in the whole of C. The limit coincides with the
harmonic continuation R(F(h)) of the free energy on the positive real axis up to where it
vanishes, or in other words where it matches the harmonic continuation from the nega-
tive real axis. More precisely, we are going to show that the connected component of the
set {h : R(F(h)) > 0} that contains the positive real axis is a subset of the half plane
{z € C: R(z) > 0} and the relevant continuation of F(-), defined on R, is R(F(h))(> 0)
on this connected component, and it is zero on the rest of C. Hence the critical region is
identified by the values of h with R(h) > 0 and F(h) = if for some 6 € R. It is not too
difficult to see that this set can be written more explicitly as

Co := {—Log (1 — (1 —exp(—if))¥): 0 €0,2m)} . (1.10)
This set appears in Figures and . Here are some properties:

Lemma 1.5. We have that C,, (see Fig. |l and Fig. @) is invariant under complex conju-
gation, that Cy is a subset of the strip 0 < R(h) < —log(2“ — 1) and touches the boundary
of this strip only at the origin and at —log(2* — 1) + im. Moreover C,, is a simple closed
curve in the cylinder Cor. This curve is smooth, except at 0, of finite length and it is not
homotopic to a point: hence Con \ Cq is the union of two disjoint connected sets that we
call L, and D,. L, contains the positive real azis and D, contains the R(h) < 0 half
plane.

Remark 1.6. The pinning model transition that we observe at h = 0, see for example
(L.4), is a (de)localization transition: this is discussed at length for ezample in [14, 17, 19].
Of course L, D, and C,, are, respectively, the continuation in the complex plane of the
delocalized region (—o0,0), of the localized region (0,00) and of the critical point 0. We
stress that we do not know how to do this continuation (at least, not in such a complete
sense) in the general framework . Moreover we do not attach a pathwise sense to the
notion of (de)localization for h € C\ R. Nevertheless it may be natural to identify Ly (in
the general context) as the region in which liminfy(1/N)log|Zn | > 0, see notably the
caption of Figure[l], the content of Section[2.9 and Remark[1.12

It turns out that the zeros of Zyj accumulate on C,: this is what we explain next.
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FIGURE 2. Inred the plot of the critical curve C; /2, hence we are working with the inter-
arrival law : the complex axes are rotated by 90 degrees and we cut the part with
$(h) < 0 which is just the specular image of S(h) > 0. The blue dots mark the locations
of the zeros of Zsp0,,. Note that the black dots in Figure [5| show comparable zeroes,
corresponding to a different inter-arrival law , but still with « = 1/2. More precisely
the black dots in Figure mark the zeros of Psoo(w), so the black dots in Figureshould
be compared to the exponential of the blue dots in here (and the qualitative behavior is
the same).

1.3. The zeros of the partition function: macroscopic limit. We call Ax1,hn2,. ..,
hnyn-1 the N —1 > 1 zeros of Zy j, in Cy, and we introduce the empirical probability

1 Nl
PN = N9 Z Ohnj > (1.11)
j=1

where 0, is the probability on Ca, that is concentrated on z. We remark that if Zy j, = 0
then Zy j, =0, so pn is symmetric with respect to conjugation.

The notion of convergence of probability measures is the standard notion of convergence
in law: limy py = p if lim [, fdpn = [¢, fdp for every f : Cor — R which is
continuous and bounded. In particular, p is a probability too.

Theorem 1.7. With the inter-arrival distribution (1.6) we have that limy un = . The
support of p coincides with Co. Moreover p is absolutely continuous with respect to the
arc-length measure on C,, and its density vanishes only at 0.

The argument of proof of Theorem 1.7~ i.e., sharp asymptotic control on Zy 5, — directly
yields the following result that makes more evident the role of the harmonic continuation
of the free energy.

Theorem 1.8. With the inter-arrival distribution (1.6) we have that
(1) if h € Dy then limy(1/N)log|Zn | = 0;
(2) if h € L, then

. 1
Jim log|Zy sl = R(5()) (1.12)

where F(h) is given in ((1.9).
Both results hold uniformly if h is chosen bounded away from Cq.
Moreover limy (1/N)log |Zyn| = 0 also if h € Cq.
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1.4. The zeros of the partition function: local control. Theorem appears to
be definitely sharper than Proposition but we draw the attention on the fact that
Theorem is just about the empirical probability of the zeros and o(N) of the zeros
may behave in an arbitrary way without affecting the empirical probability. However, we
do have also a stronger result

Theorem 1.9. With the inter-arrival distribution (1.6)), for every € > 0 there exists
N: € N such that the distance between the support of uy and C, is smaller than & for
N > N..

Theorem [I.9] is therefore saying that all the zeros are at distance e from the support
of the limit empirical probability, and this is an important improvement on Theorem [1.7}
But it is still a very imprecise result near the most interesting point, that is A = 0. In
particular, it is straightforward to check that C, near the origin is asymptotically close to
the angle {z : | Arg(z)| = an/2}. It thus seems natural to conjecture that the zeros are
close to {z : | Arg(z)| = an/2} when we look at the zeros that are very close to the origin,
i.e. the zeros that are at a distance from the origin that vanishes for N — oo: for a = 1/2
we will show that the closest zeros are at a distance proportional to 1/ VN from the origin
and that in a ball of radius r/ V/N we can find arbitrarily many zeros by choosing r large,
in the limit N — oo. However the natural distance to consider on this scale is the one
rescaled by the size of the neighborhood we are considering. Whether the zeros are close
to {z : | Arg(z)| = an/2} or not on such intermediate scales depends on a finer analysis
that one can in principle deal with for every a € (0, 1), but there are some obstacles to
this analysis. The most important one is the implicit characterization of the a-stable laws.
There is however the notable exception of & = 1/2 and, in fact, in this case we are able to
go rather far. Here and in all the rest of the paper we order (hy ;) so that (|hy ;|) is non
decreasing. We actually choose hx 1 one of the closest zeros to the origin with argument
in [0, 7]. Moreover hy o := m, unless hp ; is real.

The next result is therefore restricted to o = 1/2 (but we stress that it does not require
the special set-up ([1.6])). To state it we introduce the entire function

1
Vi
. ¢ 42 o, - . .
where erf(¢) = (2/y/) [; €7 dt is the error function [29, Ch. 7]. We show in Lemma
that all the solutions Fp(¢;) = 0 are given by an infinite sequence ((;);=1,2,... that can be

Fo(¢) = eS¢ (1+erf(Q)) + (1.13)

ordered in such a way that the modulus is non decreasing and (21 = (2. With this we
are implicitly saying that there is no real zero. Moreover, all the zeros have positive real
part and they are all simple (cf. Remark [5.4)).

Theorem 1.10. With the inter-arrival distribution (1.1]), « = 1/2 and possibly by properly
arranging the order of (hy ;) we have that for every j

N—oo Cj
~ONU2C

hj (1.14)

In particular we will see that ¢; = 1.225... 4 2.547. .., that is Arg(¢y) = 1.122... =
(m/4)1.429 .. .. This is therefore saying that the closest zeros to the origin are not close to

{z: | Arg(2)| = an/2}.
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It is highly plausible that (|(2j—1|) is strictly increasing for every j and therefore so is
(|hn,2j—1|) for N sufficiently large: if this is the case we avoid the nuisance of properly
choosing the ordering of (hy ;) when there are values of j such that |hn2j—1| = |hn2j+1]-

1.5. The disordered pinning model and Griffiths singularities. The partition func-
tion of the disordered version of the pinning model is

N
exXp (Z(Wn + h)(;n) 5N

n=1

INwn = B , (1.15)

where w = (wy,), is an I1ID sequence, and h a real parameter. Results on this disordered
model have been obtained under mild conditions on the law of wy, but let us choose wy that
takes just two values. And, to be ready for the specific analysis we want to perform, we
choose w,, = sby,, with s a real number and (b,,) IID Bernoulli(1 —p), p € (0,1). Moreover,
(bn) and (7,) are independent and we are therefore working on a probability space that
is the product of the space in which the disorder variables are defined, and the space on
which the renewal process is defined: the probability is then the product probability of P
and P. Note that if s = 0 then the model is non disordered — sometimes called pure — and
ZNwh = 4N, The reason for this atypical choice of disorder is that we are going to be
interested in the limit s 7 0o, but let us recall some general facts for now.

First of all the free energy density ¥s(h) = limy(1/N)Elog Zy ., n exists and it is a
convex non decreasing function of h. In fact, Fs(h) = 0 for every h < h.(s,p) € R and
h +— Fg(h) is strictly increasing (and strictly convex) for h > h.(s,p). Many estimates are
available on the value of h.(s,p), and in some cases it can even be computed exactly, but
this will not be important for us here. While it is clear that h.(s,p) is a critical point,
i.e. h— Fg(h) is not real analytic at h.(s,p), the only result available on the regularity of
h — Fs(h) for h > he(s,p) for s # 0 is that it is C*° [20]. On the other hand, for s = 0
(non disordered case), the free energy density h — Fo(h) = F(h) is real analytic except at
h = hc(0,p) = 0. The transition at h.(s,p) is a delocalization to localization transition as
explained in detail for example in [17, [19] 24]: we refer to [3] for an updated bibliography.

The obstruction to showing analyticity in the presence of disorder is not just a technical
problem: R. B. Griffiths showed in 1969 that disorder may induce singularities. Griffiths’
full argument was given for the ferromagnetic Ising model with dilution; that is, Ising
model on a lattice, Z%, in which some bonds are deleted. In spite of a large amount
of literature on the issue, the understanding of Griffiths singularities is still poor. In
particular Griffiths singularities are expected to be rather generic, but their existence is
proven only in very specific cases (for example, in presence of dilution, which corresponds
to introducing infinite potentials in the system).

It is very natural to ask whether Griffiths singularities are present for the pinning model:
is h — Fg(h) analytic for h > hc(s,p) or are there other non analyticity points or regions?
This question has been tackled in [27] by considering the s * oo limit of the model we
just introduced. To deal with this limit it is practical to consider also the discrete renewal
process 0 = (0,,) that marks the sites where b, = 1 and set N, :=sup{j : 0; < N}, with
oo := 0. By this we mean that, if N, > 0, {o1,...,on,} ={n=1,...,N: b, = 1}.
Otherwise {n = 1,...,N : b, = 1} is empty. Separating out the contribution of the
realizations where the renewal process 7 visits all of the sites in o, we have

N
Znwn = exp (Nos) | [[ Zoy-o,-1 | Zn—-an,.n+ O (exp (Ny — 1) 5) (1.16)
j=1
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for N fixed and s 7 oco.

It is straightforward to check that lim, » he(s,p) = —00, so the limit model is always
localized. One can now consider as reduced model the first term in the right-hand side of
and the free energy density of this model is (of course a.s. limy N,/N =1 — p)

o0
s(1—p)+(1 —p)QZp"_llomeh, (1.17)
n=1
where we have used the Law of Large Numbers: E[|log Z,, 1|] < co because e"K(n) <
Zpp < exp(nmax(h,0)). Note that the existence of a Griffiths singularity in this reduced
model boils down to determining whether

oo
hs > p"tog Znp =: Fy(h), (1.18)
n=1
is real analytic or not and the prediction is straightforward: F,(-) does have a singularity
in zero, because the zeros of Z,, 5, in the complex plane have a unique real accumulation
point, as n — oo, in the origin.

The fact that the singularity is expected to happen at h = h.(0,p) = 0 in this specific
model is very much in the spirit of Griffiths’ idea. The critical point of the pure model
(s =0)is h=0. For s > 0 and large the system is essentially a collection of independent
pure models pinned at the points on which b, = 1 and its (localization) critical point
is he(s,p). All of the pure systems in the collection are finite, so their contribution is
analytic, but in this collection there are systems that are arbitrarily large (the larger, the
fewer). And the larger they are, the less their contribution can be continued outside the
real line in the proximity of h = 0. Therefore the total contribution is not analytic, but
the free energy turns out to be in any case C° at h = 0 because the large pure systems
in the collection are exponentially rare.

Here is the result that we have:

Theorem 1.11. In the framework of (L.6]) with « = 1/2, h +— Fp(h) is real analytic except
at 0 where for k — oo

m = C,C¥ exp(AVE)D <]; + 1) (cos (ak +bVk + c) +0 <(10\%)2>(>1 ,19)

where C1, Cy, A, a, b and c are real constants that we give explicitly in the proof (see
Remark . In particular, as a consequence of the fact that b # 0, we have that there
exists a Nog C N of density zero in N such that for k — oo with k ¢ No we have
OFp(h)
(k—1)!

h=0

~ C1C¥ exp(AVE)T (2 + 1> cos (ak +oVE + c) . (1.20)

h=0

Theorem is strongly related to Theorem notably to (1.14) for the case j = 1:
the two zeros that are closest to the origin determine the leading behavior of the singularity.
However, to obtain ([1.19)) we have employed a substantial refinement of ([1.14]) in the case
7 = 1: see Proposition

A priori (1.19) may not be very informative because cos <ak + vk + c) may be ar-
bitrarily close to zero and O((log k)?/vk) may become leading. But, as we will explain

in the proof, | cos (ak + vk + c) | > (logk)?/vk except on a density zero subsequence
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of values of k. This is spelled out in (1.20), which implies non analyticity of F,(-) at the
origin because of the superexponential growth of the right-hand side in .

Theorem also shows that the picture of the phenomenon (location of the zeros,
Griffiths singularities) given in [27], while qualitatively to a certain extent correct, it is
quantitatively imprecise. The limit of the analysis in [27] is that it plays on the fact that
the zeros accumulate along the lines with slope =+ tan(am/2) near the origin. This is true
in an appropriate mesoscopic sense, but, as we have seen, the leading Griffiths singularity
of the reduced model (introduced in [27]) depends only on the two conjugate zeros closest
to the origin, and they are not close (on the correct microscopic scale) to those two lines.

1.6. About the tools we use, organization of proofs, perspectives.

How we tackle the problem. Our approach mixes probabilistic tools and analytic ones. We
discuss in some detail the proof of Proposition because it contains some of the main
tools we also use for the sharper results that follow. A direct consequence of a basic result
in renewal theory [10, Th. A] is that for A < 0 [I7, Ch. 2J:

Zan N2 pen 1.21
Nh ™~ (1= eh)? (N). (1.21)
Proposition says that holds also in the complex plane, provided that R(h) < 0.
Moreover this asymptotic behavior is uniform if R(h) is bounded away from zero: this
directly entails that, asymptotically, Zy ; # 0 in the left complex half plane, and that no
zero escapes to —oo as N — oo. The proof of Proposition uses [10, Th. A] much in
the same way as for .

On the other hand, we already know that log Zn; ~ NF¥(h), with F(h) > 0 and in-
creasing for h > 0, so we definitely expect that also for (k) > 0 and |J(h)| somewhat
small with respect to R(h) the partition function still grows exponentially. In fact, we will
show that for $(h) sufficiently large, exponential growth holds regardless of the value of
3(h). In order to make this concrete and quantitative we exploit the singularity analysis
of the z-transform (characteristic function). Recall for the notation: the z-transform
of (Zn) can be easily computed in terms of the z-transform of (K (N)). In fact with
Zo,n = 1 we have

k

Z\h(z) = ZznZn,h = 1+ZZ Z H (ehzéjK(gj»
n=0

n=lk=1 geNk. j=I1
Zjﬁj:n

00 k
— oot N 1 _ 1
=1+ L X ) = s oGy < maw 0P

k=1 ¢eNk j=1

These steps are justified only for |z| small, as it can be seen also from the rightmost term:
the radius of convergence of K (z) is one, so Z;(z) is meromorphic in the unit disk. The
precise asymptotic behavior of (Zy ) can be obtained by analyzing the singularities of
Zn(2): in particular it is well known [15] that, if 1—e"K(z9) = 0 for |z0| < 1 (let us assume
that there is a unique zero with minimal modulus and that this zero, which we call z,
is simple: of course general results are available) then the leading behavior of Zy ) for
N — o00is |29 ™" times an explicit h dependent non zero constant. One can actually show
that this result is uniform in a neighborhood of h and, as before, this excludes Zy ; = 0
in such a neighborhood and for NV sufficiently large.
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We are therefore at the level of the grey regions of Figure [I] and it is natural, in analogy
with the real case, to dub as localized the region in which the free energy has exponential
growth: we could therefore define £, as the values of h such that 1 — e"K(z) = 0 can be
solved for |z| < 1. We have chosen to introduce L, only for the special one parameter
family of inter-arrival laws in because our main focus is on the location of the zeros.
As a matter of fact we have defined first the critical curve C, (Lemma [L.5)), on which
the zeros lie in the N — oo limit, and this curve splits the whole space in two open
regions L, and D, that are natural continuation of the localized and delocalized (non
critical) real regions. A posteriori (see Section , we do verify that h € £, if and only
if 1 — e"K(z) = 0 can be solved for |z| < 1.

But if we understand why L, is asymptotically zero free, Figure [I] is telling us that the
fact that £, and {h : R(h) < 0} are zero free leaves open a substantial region on which the
zeros may end up being. It turns out that complex analytic singularity analysis is useful
in this Tegion too, but only under the requirement of being able to analytically continue
1 — e"K(2) beyond the unit circle. Note that /& (z) has a singularity in 1 and that this
singularity is not a pole, but this does not exclude a continuation to the centered ball of
radius R > 1 minus [1, 00) (or minus a proper cone containing [1, c0), see for example [15]
Ch. VI)). In this case, singularity analysis does yield, again, sharp asymptotic control on
Zn,n, that excludes that Zy;, = 0 for NV large.

Remark 1.12. In the special framework Co = 0Ly = 0Dy, but we have no reason to
believe that this holds in full generality. Our arguments heavily rely on a suitable analytic
continuation and the general context does not grant this, see Remark[1.]l Moreover we do
know that in different contexts the critical region on which the zeros accumulate is not a
curve: see the end of Section[1.6, notably the considerations on [T].

Let us go more deeply into the special framework of (1.6). In this case, by (1.7), we

have
1

1—eh(1—(1-2))"’
and we readily see that z +— 1 —e"(1 — (1 — 2)®) can be continued to an analytic function
to the whole of C minus a cut curve that starts at 1. Singularity analysis, once again,
yields the sharp asymptotic behavior from which we conclude that also D, (and even C,!)
is eventually (i.e., for N sufficiently large) zero free. But where are the zeros then? The
point is that the results we obtain in £, and D, are uniform in h bounded away from the
critical curve C,. This leaves the door open to the possibility that the zeros asymptotically
accumulate on their boundary C,. And, by exploiting tools from potential theory, we do
prove that this happens.

The limit of potential theory is that it yields only macroscopic results, much in the sense
that controlling the free energy yields a control on macroscopic observables. But we may
be interested in sharper aspects: the crucial relevance of sharper estimates is definitely
clear for h € R [17, 19], notably (but not only) for i close to the critical point, i.e. zero.
And we are able to produce finer estimates precisely in a complex neighborhood of the
origin: for this we exploit once again a probabilistic approach and identify the scaling
behavior of Zy j, with h that tends to zero with N in a suitable way. We are thus able to
understand the critical window in the complex plane (see [32] for the real case). Results
here are mostly limited to & = 1/2 because of the non explicit character of the stable
laws for o # 1/2, even if we do not need to restrict to . The Argument Principle is
exploited, in conjunction with the scaling limits, to identify the position of the zeros.

Zn(z) = (1.23)
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Corrections to the leading asymptotic locations of the zeros are obtained in the special
framework of ([1.6)) (still assuming o« = 1/2) and this is central for proving the results in
connection with Griffiths singularities.

Organization of the rest of the paper. In Section [2| we prove Lemma [1.5] and we provide
alternative characterizations of L, D, and C, that we use in the sections that follow.

Section [3| exploits singularity analysis to obtain the sharp behavior of (Zn ). Propo-
sition [3.1] is the only result in this section that does not rely on singularity analysis and
Proposition plus Proposition provide a full proof of Proposition [1.3] The rest of
the Section is devoted to the proof of Theorem in fact, much more precise results
are proven, see notably Proposition [3.3] Theorem is also a direct consequence of
Proposition [3.3

Section [4] is devoted to the potential theory analysis. Theorem is a direct corollary
of Proposition [£.2], but several other estimates of independent interest, notably about the
limit density of the zeros on C,, are given.

Section [f] is devoted to the precise analysis of the zeros close to the origin. One finds
here a proof of Theorem [1.10] which follows from the general result in Proposition [5.3] and
the @ = 1/2 control on the scaling limit of Lemma This section contains also the
much sharper estimate of Proposition which demands hypothesis and is crucial
for the Griffiths singularity analysis.

The Griffiths singularity analysis, with the proof of Theorem [I.11] is in Section [6]

Perspectives and open problems. The following are a few aspects of the related literature
and plausible future developments.

e The pinning model may be considered the easiest exactly solvable statistical mechanics
model. Yet, it does not enjoy the surprisingly rigid structure of the Lee-Yang Circle
Theorem [26], see [16] and [31] for many developments and references. Nonetheless,
in the special framework, the zeros do (asymptotically) lie on a closed curve that is
smooth (except for the corner at the real critical point), but only in the limit. There
is numerical evidence, see Figure |2 that the zeros approach the critical curve C, from
the delocalized region D, and we believe that this is within reach of our tools (but we
do not develop this aspect). Moreover, we do have (and present) a good control of the
zeros which are at distance O(1/v/N) from the origin when a = 1/2, but results appear
to be much more challenging if « # 1/2, or even for « = 1/2 but on an intermediate
scale. By intermediate scale we mean studying the points close to the origin, but at a
distance much larger than 1/ V/N.

e What happens in the general framework of ? Theorem does shed some light,
but ultimately only for @ = 1/2 and, worse, only for the zeros at distance O(1/N?)
from the origin. This suffices to exclude the validity of the generalization to the pinning
model, stated in [27], of the conjecture in [25] that the zeros should approach the real
critical point close to the lines with slope + tan(am/2). However, this fact should hold
on intermediate scales, i.e. for zeros that are far from the origin on the scale 1/N¢,
but a distance o(1) from the origin. But this is precisely the intermediate scale region
on which the control is poor.

e In [7] (see also [8] for models on hierarchical lattices) the random energy model is
analyzed and the zeros densely fill a subset of C with non empty interior. Can this
type of phenomena happen also for pinning models? We do not know the answer, but
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the fact that the critical region C, is a curve is by no means granted in the general
framework (see Figure [5)).

e Our analysis is restricted to the case of a € (0,1). Larger values of o can be treated
as well, at least to a certain extent, but it is lengthy and not straightforward. In
particular, the case a € (1,2) (inter-arrivals with finite first moment, but infinite
variance) is different from the o > 2 case, for which the inter-arrival law is in the
domain of attraction of the Gaussian law.

e It is certainly possible to give a general statement for inter-arrival laws whose charac-
teristic function satisfies a number of hypotheses, in particular suitable continuation
properties, not only for the characteristic function but also for its inverse (defined a
priori on the positive real axis). This is rather involved and, ultimately, we can verify
the conditions only for , at least if we want to treat every h € C.

e It is very unfortunate that we control the Griffiths singularity only for the reduced
model introduced in [27]. As it is claimed in [27], the result should be somewhat robust
and should hold also for the original model (at least close to the limit in which the
reduced model emerges). How to prove this remains a challenge. But this challenge is
a special case of the (much more) general problem of showing the existence of Griffiths
singularities for non diluted models.

e A number of works, e.g. [2, 5 23], studied the dynamical counterpart of Griffiths singu-
larities and rather sharp results have been obtained for some diluted lattice models. We
cite also [6] for another type of dynamical phenomenon due to rare regions of Griffiths
type. For pinning models the dynamical analysis is up to now limited to the nondis-
ordered case: we cite [4] that deals with the localized phase, the one relevant for the
Griffiths singularity, of the pinning model, but the results in [4] are without disorder.

Recurrent notations. We use Z for the complex conjugate of z, By, (r) :={z € C: |z—w| <
r} for the open ball of radius r > 0 centered in w € C and Sect(f) := {z : |arg(z)| < f}
for the symmetric sector centered on the positive real axis, of angle opening 2.

2. ON THE LOCALIZED, DELOCALIZED AND CRITICAL REGIONS (ASSUMING (/1.6]))

Ly, D, and C,, are defined in Lemma assuming ((1.6)): in this section we work only
in this restricted framework. We start by giving a proof of Lemma 8o Ly, Dy, and C,
are well defined. Then we give alternative characterizations of these three sets.

2.1. About the critical curve: proof of Lemma Cq is just the image of 6
(1 — exp(—i#))® under the map z +— Log(1 — z). So we start with the following result:

Lemma 2.1. The map 6 — (1 — exp(—if))* draws a simple closed curve in C when 6
runs from O to 2w. This curve is invariant under complex conjugation, is contained in the
closure of Sect(am/2) and in the closure of Bo(2%) (hence it is also contained in the strip

{z:0 < R(z) < 2% see Fig. [§(A)). For 0 \, 0 and § 7 27 the curve is tangent to the
boundary of Sect(ar/2). Moreover, it is smooth, except at the origin.

Proof. The proof follows by elementary arguments based on the fact that the curve is the
map of the circle 9B;(1) = {1 — exp(—if) : 6 € [0,27)} under z — z“. O
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0.4

0.2

FIGURE 3. In (A) the curve drawn by the map map 6 — (1 — exp(—i6))*, with a =
0.2. The dashed line are the bounds given in Lemma In (B) we plot the set
{n: |1 =n"%| =1} (recall that when we write n'/*
2z 2V ie. n ¢ (—00,0]) for a = 1//40 ~ 0.1581.

we mean that 7 is in the domain of

Proof of Lemma[1.5 This follows directly from Lemma [2.I] and some elementary consid-
erations: notably the fact that the curve of Lemma is in Sect(an/2) and tangent to
its boundary approaching the origin says that C, does not enter Sect(an/2) and it is also
tangent to this set approaching the origin. Moreover the curve of Lemma [2.1] is in the
closure of Byp(2%) (in fact, the intersection with the boundary of By(2%) is just the point
2%) and this yields that C, is in the strip 0 < ®(h) < —log(2* — 1) (and that the point of
contact with the boundary of the strip are only 0 and —log(2* — 1) + ém). The curve of
Lemma [2.1] separates C into two connected components: the bounded one is mapped into
L4, and the unbounded one is mapped into D,. O

Remark 2.2. Figure [J(B) identifies a phenomenon we need to watch out for: {(1 —
exp(—if))® : 0 € R} is a subset of {n: |1 —n'/*| =1} and, unless a > 2/3, it is a proper
subset. This is due to the fact that (nexp(2mika))/® = n'/* if nexp(2rika) € C\(—o0,0).
So {n: |1 —n'*| = 1} in general contains several copies of {(1 — exp(—if))* : 6 € R}
rotated by exp(2mika), except that the phase 2ma + arg(n) of the points in the rotated
copies must be in (—m,w]. In view of the (sharp) bounds in Lemma we see that the
two sets coincide if and only if the curve for k =1 has empty intersection with the upper
half plane (equivalently, the curve for k = —1 has empty intersection with the lower half
plane). This amounts to 2na — (w/2)a > 7, i.e. o> 2/3.

Another fact that follows directly from Lemma is that C, can be seen as the graph
of a function of the imaginary coordinate. It is actually an increasing (respectively, de-
creasing) function of the imaginary coordinate if the imaginary coordinate is positive
(respectively, negative) as it is apparent from the curves on the right of Figure 4] This can
be shown by making the parametric representation C, explicit: with a rather cumbersome
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6. 1.0 1.5 2.0

-2

-3

FIGURE 4. On the left the plot of the curve § — 1 — (1 — exp(—i0))®, for a =
1/6,1/3,2/3,1 (i.e., blue, yellow, green red). On the right the logarithm of the same
curve: i.e., on the right we have C, for the same values of . The monotonicity of the
curves on the right and (say) in the first quadrant has the simple geometric interpretation
that when one goes though one of the curves with a < 1 on the left, the distance of the
curve § — 1 — (1 — exp(—i0))® to the origin decreases for # that goes from 0 to 7. A
proof of the monotonicity can be found in Lemma

computation we can write Cy as {f1(0) + if2(0) : 0 € [0,27)} (we set a := 1 — a) with

f1(6) = —%log (22“ sin? (a<”2_0)> sin® (g) + <1 — 2%sin? <Z> cos (‘Z(Z_G)»Z) ,

(2.1)
and
2% sin (@) sin® (4)
1—22sin® (%) cos (@) 7
where arctang(-) : R — [0,7] is a version of arctan(-) : R — (—n/2,7/2) defined as
arctang(t) = arctan(t) if ¢ > 0 and arctang(t) = arctan(t) + 7 if ¢ < 0. And now it is just

a matter of showing that f{() > 0 for 6 € (0, 7). In Lemma [C.1] we show this along with
an independent proof of f}(6) > 0.

f2(0) = arctang (2.2)

2.2. Alternative characterizations of the localized and delocalized regions. We
start by defining the open set

L :={heC: R(r(h)) >0}, (2.3)
and remark that (0,00) C L. We then introduce two more subsets of C:
L is the connected component of £ that contains (0, c0), (2.4)
and
Ll = {h € C: there exists z € By(1) such that 1 — (1 — (1 — 2)%) = 0} . (2.5)

Let us point out from now that, for h € £, the solution to 1 — e?(1 — (1 — 2)®) = 0 is of
course unique: in fact, for z € By(1), 1—e™" = (1—2)% is equivalent to z = 1—(1—e~ )1/,

What is also straightforward is to check that z is a simple zero.
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Lemma 2.3. £, =L, =L,

Proof. Since h — 1 — e " and z +— 1 — z are both one-to-one, this is the same as asking
whether T, = 7 = T with
(1) 7, defined by considering the closed curve {(1 —exp(i0))* : 6 € [0,7)} that splits
C into two connected components: 7, is the bounded one;
(2) 7. the connected component of {77 : ‘1 — 771/"‘| < 1} containing (0, 1);
(3) TY :={n: there exists ¢ such that |1 —(¢| <1 and ¢* =n}.
To = T2 is a direct consequence of Lemma
Moreover we have 77 D T because if € T we can set ¢ = '/, which is in Sect(7/2),
hence ¢* = n, besides of course |1 — (| < 1. Therefore n € 7.
For T C T! we start by claiming that 7/ C {n: |1 — /| < 1}. In fact if n € T
there exists ¢ € By(1) such that ¢* =7, so ¢ = 7'/*. And taking n'/® € B;(1) yields the
claim. Now we remark that Lemma [2.1] implies that

e L= <\T3 < {n: Jargn)] = 270~ Ta} . (2.6)

But |1 —¢| < 1 implies |arg(¢)| < w/2, so |arg(¢¥) < aw/2. So (“ is not contained in the
set in the right-hand side of (2.6)). Therefore {n: |1 —nY/*| < 1} \ 7/ and 7. have empty
intersection. Hence 7} C 7. and the proof is complete. O

Lemma implies that if h € Dy UCq then 1 — e(1 — (1 — 2)®) = 0 has no solution
z € Bo(1). We need to refine this statement:

Lemma 2.4. (1) Ifh € C, then there exists a unique solution z to 1—e"(1—(1—2)%) =
0 and |z| = 1. Moreover z is a simple zero if h # 0.
(2) For every € > 0 there exists re > 1 such that if h € Dy and dist(h,C,) > € then
1—e(1—(1—2)%) #0 for every z € Bo(re).

Proof. For (1) we see that the equation 1 — e®(1 — (1 — 2)®) = 0, for h = — Log(1 — (1 —
exp(—i0))®), reduces to z = exp(—if). Moreover 9,(1 — /(1 — (1 —2))) = —e(1 — z)*~!
is clearly non zero for z = exp(—if), 6 € (0,27), so the zero is simple. Let us remark that
the problem with h = 0, i.e. z = 1, is that it is a singular point for 1 — (1 — (1 — 2)?).
For (2) we remark that if 7. > 1 does not exist then we can find sequences (h;) and
(zj) with hj € D, dist(h;,Ca) > €, |25] > 1 and 1 — (1 — (1 — 2;)®) = 0 for every j,
but z; — z € dBy(1). Since 1 — (1 — (1 — 2;)®) = 0 and the fact that (2;) stays in a
compact set, R(h;) is bounded below. Therefore there is no loss of generality in assuming
also h; — h and of course h is in D, and at distance € or more from the boundary C,.
But this implies that 1 — e"(1 — (1 — 2)®) = 0, with z € 9By(1), that is h € C,, which is
impossible. So part (2) is proven. O

3. SHARP ESTIMATES ON THE PARTITION FUNCTION

In this section we mostly exploit complex analysis tools, except for the first result
(Proposition [3.1]) that is based on a more probabilistic estimate.
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3.1. Sharp estimates in the general framework. In the general context (1.1]), for
n — oo and uniformly in j such that n/a; — oo, i.e. j/n® — 0 (recall Remark for the
definition of (a;)), we have [10, Th. A]

P(rj=n) ~ jK(n). (3.1)

Proposition 3.1. In the general context of (1.1)), if R(h) < 0 we have

N2 () — )
(1 —exp (h))
and this result holds uniformly if R(h) is bounded away from 0.

ZN,h ) (32)

Proof. We write Zn j, = Z;VZI eMP(r; = N) and for R(h) < 0 by (3.1)) we have that if we
choose a decreasing sequence () of positive numbers, say vy := 1/log(N), then there
exists (en), en \¢ 0, such that for N sufficiently large

Znp — K Zehjj <ZGXP —JIRM)D [P (75 = N) = jE(N)|
)Y jexp(—ilR( >r>\((N§V)—1\+2 S jexp(—ilR(M))
JSN®yN J>NyN
< K(V)ey— 2P CERMD_ gyva 00 exp(- Ny [RB)) . (3.3)

(1 —exp (=[R(R)]))
where from the second to the third line we have used jK(N) = O(1/N®) = o(1). Therefore
if R(h) < —e for an € > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

exp (h)
(1 — exp (h))
and this is the uniform estimates we claimed: since exp (h)/(1 — exp (h))? ~ exp (h) for
R(h) — —oo, for every ¢ > 0 the ratio between the error term (i.e., the right-hand side

of (3.4)) and the leading behavior of Zy , i.e. K(N)exp (h)/(1 — exp (h))?, is O(ey)
uniformly in A such that £(h) < —c. O

Znn— K(N < . K(N)enexp (—|R(R)]), (3.4)

Proposition 3.2. We fix K(-) which satisfies (L.1) and consider W C C which is the
union of

(1) the half plane with R(h) > C > 0;

(2) the set of h’s with R(h) > a > 0 and |3(h)| < e.
If we choose C' suitably large and € suitably small (¢ depends on a, C' does not) then for
every h € W there exists a unique solution z = z, € Bo(l) to K(z) = exp(—h) with
minimal absolute value and such that, uniformly in h € W, we have

Voo (L= exp(=h)) Ve 55
aexp(h)zp heo '

ZNh

)
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Proof. We proceed by obtaining the sharp asymptotic behavior of Zy for N — oo and
uniformly in / in appropriate subsets of C. We will be in the case in which we can identify
r € (0,1) such that Zyj has only one pole, a single pole that we call 2, € By(r) and no

pole on dBy(r), so we have (we recall that K (z) is defined in (L.7) and Zj(z) in (1.22))
5 exp(—h

Zn(z) = _A,p#

K'(zp)(z — zn)

which defines Rj(z). Therefore z — Rp(z) is analytic in a neighborhood of the closure of
By(r) and

+ Rp(2), (3.6)

exp(—h) _n_1 1 Ry (2)
Z = —= — d )
N,h K’(zh) 2 + ori SN+1 z, (3 7)

with z running, counterclockwise, on dBy(r).

We treat the two regions separately.

For case (1) we observe that for z small IA((Z) ~ K(1)z and K'(0) = K(1) > 0. This
entails that there exists 7 > 0 such that K’(z) # 0 for every z € By(r) and K : By(r) —
K(By(r)) is invertible. Of course K (By(r)) is a neighborhood of the origin. Therefore
there exists hg > 0 such that exp(—h) € I?(Bo(r)) for R(h) > ho and, for such values
of h, z, = I?_l(exp(—h)) is the unique solution By(r) of 1 — ehl?(z) = 0. Possibly
by replacing r by a smaller value, we can assume also that K (z) # 0 for every z with
|z| = 7, so inf,copyr) IK(2)| > ¢, > 0. Hence, always for z € dBy(r), we have |1 —
exp(h)l?(z)] > exp(R(h))c,/2 for R(h) > ho > 0, with suitable choice of hg. Note that
2z ~ exp(—h)/K (1) for R(h) — oo so, in particular, K’(z,) ~ K(0). Therefore, possibly
by choosing hg smaller, we have |z — z,| > r/2 and
—R(h)

e
+s

up — < Cre R (3.8)
= [K'(zn)| [z — 2l

where the z runs in 0By(r) and C, can be chosen equal to 2(1/c¢, + 1/(rK(0)). So, by
using ([3.7) we obtain that for every h with R(h) > hg we have

sup |Rp(z)| < sup ‘Eh(z)

exp(—h) 5~ N-1
h

= < Cpe fh)p=N (3.9)
K'(zn)

ZNh —

Such a uniform estimate guarantees that there exists hy and Ny such that, if ®(h) > ho,
ZN,h 75 0 for N > No.

For case (2) we start by recalling that K’(z) > 0 for z € (0,1), so K(z) = exp(—h) has
a unique (positive) solution z = zp, for h > 0. This may not be the unique solution in C,
but if there is another one, call it wy, € C\ (0, 00), then |wp| > zp. In fact if |wy| < 2, then
exp(—h) = K(wy) < K(Jwp|) < K(z1) = exp(—h), which is impossible. And |wp| = z, is
excluded by aperiodicity of K(-). Another immediate fact is that K (z) = exp(—h) can be
solved for h in a neighborhood of the real axis and z = z;, which is also in a neighborhood
of the real axis: in fact, by the analytic inverse function theorem, zj, is an analytic function
on Byp(e) :={z € C:infye(qp) |z — 7| < e}, with 0 < @ < b < 0o and € > 0 sufficiently
small. Let us fix a ¢ > 0 such we have that |wy| > |24| for every h € Bg(2¢) and such
that 2, is analytic in Bgp(2¢). We aim at showing that there exists § > 0 such that, if
there exists wy, # zj, such that K (wy) = exp(—h) for h € B p(€), then |wp| > |z|+6. The
proof is by contradiction: if this is false, then we can find (h;) in Bgp(e) for which wp,
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exists for every j (so |wp;| > |zx;]) and |wp,| — |zp,;| — 0. Without loss of generality we
can assume that these three sequences converge (for the limits we just omit the subscript).
By passing to the limit we see that |wy| = |23| for h which is in the closure of B, (¢),
hence in B, (2¢), which is impossible.

The proof now proceeds in the same way as case (1) and the final result is that for
0 < a < b < oo there exists € > 0 and a two positive constants ¢ and C' such that

exp(—h) N —N-1
T = z < C((1 +c)|zn ) 3.10
R (1 +¢)lzal) (3.10)
for every h € B, (e). This is of course sufficient to cover case (2) in view of case (1). O
3.2. Sharp estimates in the special framework.

Proposition 3.3. With the inter-arrival distribution (|L.6))
(1) if h € Ly then z — 1 —exp(h)(1 — (1 — 2)%) has a unique zero z,, in the open
unit disk around the origin and

N300 (1 — exp(—h))—)/a ~(N+1)

Z 3.11
N,h OéeXp(h) 2047}7( ) ( )
and this result is uniform for h bounded away from Cy;
(2) if h € D,
h
N—oo (&
INp ™~ K(N)i(1 mpreecd (3.12)

and also this result is uniform for h bounded away from C,;

Proof. For case (1) let us first remark that, by Proposition it suffices to show the
result for R(h) < C. So we focus on the compact set V; := {h € L, : dist(h,Cs) > € and
R(h) < C} C Cor. The denominator in (1.23), that we call D(h, z) in this proof, for every
h € L, has a unique zero z = zj, € By(1). Consider now r. := supyey,. |2n| < 1 and choose
1 > 0 such that exp(—n) > r.. We can now use the same argument as in Proposition
we apply and with r = exp(—n). Since V is compact we readily see that there
exists ¢, > 0 such that |Rp(2)| < cey for every h € V7 and |z| = exp(—n). This directly
yields

exp(—h) _n_1
INh — —=—% < cepexp(niN). 3.13
B - exp(nN) (3.13)
This completes the proof in case (1).
For case (2) we follow closely [I5 Section VI.3], also from the notational viewpoint. In

particular, we use the fact that we can find R > 1 such that Zh() is analytic in the open
domain

A(p,R) = {z: |2| <R, z#1,|]arg(z — 1)| > ¢}, (3.14)
and this for any choice of ¢ € (0,7/2). This follows from Lemma [2.4(1) and we can (and
do) choose R = R. = 1+ (re —1)/2. This directly yields that supy, sup,..|—r Zn(z) <
oo where h € K. with K. a compact subset with two requirements: K. C D, and
dist(K.,Cq) > €. Moreover

~ 1 1 el (1 — 2)

Sl e TG s Rl g (1— eh)? ro(r-), @)
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uniformly for z in the intersection of A(¢, R) with a neighborhood of 1 (since it suffices to
show the result for ¢ small, A direct application of [I5, Th. VL.3] (see also [15, Th. VI.1]
for the details on how to extract the leading order term from the (1 — 2)® term in (3.15))

yields
h

N—oo e 1 1
S (—T(—a)) (1 — eh)® N+ o <N1+2a> ' (3.16)

The proof of [I5, Th. VIL.3] (pp.131-132) is based on estimates on a contour integral

involving Zj(z) and the uniform control we have just claimed on Zj(z) yields that (3.16)
holds uniformly in h € K.. O

Remark 3.4. The argument we just presented can be upgraded to deal with K. non com-
pact (still satisfying the two requirements of being a subset of D, which is bounded away
from the boundary C): it is a matter of following carefully what happens for —R(h) large.
This provides an alternative argument for Proposition|3.1).

Theorem is a corollary of the sharp estimates we just established, except for the
critical case.

Proof of Theorem|[1.8, For h € L, we use Proposition (1): limy(1/N)log |Zn 4| =
—log|za,»| and, by making z, j explicit, we see that it is equal to R(F(h)) in the whole of
L. The case of h € D, is even more straightforward and uses Proposition [3.3(2). And in
both cases uniformity follows because Proposition [3.3|is proven uniformly, away from C,.

In the critical case, by Lemma there is a simple pole z,p on the unit ball (ex-
cept for h = 0: in this case Zyg ~ ¢ N7 for an explicit ¢, > 0, see [I0, Th. B] so
limy(1/N)log|Zn | = 0, even if this last result is easily established without sharp control
on Zynyp). Of course there is no pole in the unit circle, because that happens only for
h € L, (cf. Lemma . One can check that there is no other pole, but this is not very
important because it is obvious that there is no other pole in the closure of By(r) for some
r > 1. This allows to choose a circuit of integration that coincides with dBy(r), except
close to 1, where we have to use a circuit like the one in the proof of Proposition 2),
see notably . Therefore the sharp asymptotic behavior of Zy ) in this case will be
given by the dominant contributions among the pole and the essential singularity
in 1 . Actually, since |z 4| = 1, the pole in this case just contributes an additive
constant times an N dependent phase, while the essential singularity contributes a vanish-
ing term (and eventual poles outside the unit circles would just contribute exponentially
vanishing terms and the higher order contribution of the essential singularities would be
more dominant anyways). If we sum up: for h € C, \ {0} we have (recall (3.16))

(1 —exp(=h)" =/ vy ' e 1 1

Ty — arg(za,n )i

N,h OéeXp(h) € + (—F(—Oé)) (1 o eh)2 N1+O¢ +O N1+201
(3.17)

Therefore limy(1/N)log |Zy n| = 0 for every h € C,. O

4. POTENTIAL THEORY AND EMPIRICAL MEASURE ANALYSIS

While the set up of this section is general, all the results in the end depend on the
control of |Zy | for every complex h (outside of the critical curve). They are therefore
limited to the special framework (|1.6]).
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In this section we begin by using the polynomial notation (1.5)) and we point out that,
since P(7y = N) = K (1), we have

N—-1
Pa(w) = K)Nw [] (w—wyy) | (4.1)
j=1
with (wnj)j=1,..~ the zeros of Py(-) and wn y = 0. With x,y € R we set
1
un(x,y) == ﬁg‘ﬁlog Pn(x+1iy) = N1 log | P (x + iy)] - (4.2)

With abuse of notation we write uy(w) also for uy(x,y) when w = x + iy, in fact we
identify w with (x,y). Note that un(-) is smooth out of the zeros and [30, Th. 3.7.8]

N-1

1 27
Auy = 27TN_1 ;5wN’j+N—160 =: 2wvN +

2T

N -1

8o, (4.3)

and this means that for every g € C§° (i.e., g € C* and g is compactly supported) we
have
27

/ unAgd\ = 277/ gdvy + 9(0), (4.4)
R2 R2 N -1

where ) is the Lebesgue measure on R2.
We now go back to our original coordinate systems. We have ux(exp(h)) = Fy(h) and,
with h = = + iy identified with (z,y)

N-1

1

ARy = 21 E:l Sh,, = 2TpN (4.5)
j:

where hy ; is one of the N —1 zeros of h — Zy j, with S(h) € (—m, 7]: we can choose them
so that wy; = exp(hy;) and wy,y = 0 is pushed to —oo in these variables. Equation

(@35) means
/ P () Af (e, y) dedy = 27 / F(z,y) dun(a,y). (4.6)
R2 R2

for every f : Cor — R which is smooth and compactly supported. Stepping from
to , i.e. from (4.4) to , is a computation, but let us note that to obtain
it suffices to consider (4.4) with g € C§° and whose support is bounded away from 0. In
fact, with the change of variable w = exp(h), h in a compact subset of Co, means w lives
in a compact subset of C\ {0}. The computation can be performed in R?, by this we
mean that if w = v+ iv and h = x + 1y, the change of coordinates is u = e* cos(y) and
v = e”sin(y). The determinant of the Jacobian of this transformation is €2*. On the other
hand, Af(z,y) = (95 + 0;)g(e” cos(y), e sin(y)) = €**(Ag)(e” cos(y), e” sin(y)), so
follows.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (1.6). We have

lim [ Fx(e,y)Af(e,y)dedy = /

A F(z,y)Af(z,y)drdy. (4.7)
—0 JR2 R2
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Proof. By the uniform convergence of Fx(h) away from the simple (smooth, finite length)
curve C,, see Lemma and Theorem and because F(-) is continuous, it suffices to
show that, with A; := {(z,y) :  + iy € Cor and dist(z + iy,C,) < €}, we have

/ Fy(z,y)Af(z,y) d:cdy‘ =0. (4.8)

£

lim su

eN\,0 Np
Now let us point out (Proposition [1.3|) that there exists C' > 1 such that, uniformly in N,
all the zeros are in the compact set K := {h : |R(h)| < C} except of course for the zero
at oo which however gives a contribution /N to Fy(z,y) (without loss of generality we
assume A, C K). We write

=

-1
T 1 .
Pv(ry) = log K1)+ -+ 1 3 log|exp(a +iy) —exp(hws)l,  (49)
j=1

and focus on log |exp(z + iy) — exp(hn )|, which is of course bounded above by ¢; :=
log2 4+ log C. On the other hand |exp(h) — exp(ho)| > €/2, if h,ho € K and |h — hg| > ¢
(for e sufficiently small). Therefore for every N, for every j = 1,...,N — 1 and every
(x,y) € K with |z + iy — hy ;| > € we have

llog | exp(x + iy) — exp(hn,;)|| < ¢+ |logel, (4.10)

with ¢ = ¢; + log 2 On the other hand fBo(a) log | exp(x + iy) — 1| < 4e?|loge| for & small.
By putting these estimates together we see that

/ Fy(z,y)Af(z,y)dedy| < (]10gK(1)|+(C/N)+c+\loge\))\(Ag)-i-éleQ\loga].

’ (4.11)
Since A (4:) = O(e), is proven. O

We can now conclude that

Proposition 4.2. Assume (1.6). We have that (uy) converges to p in distribution,
ie. imy [ fduny = [ fdu for every f continuous and bounded: in particular, p is a
probability. Moreover u is identified by

/}R2 Flz,y)Af(x,y)dedy = 27 /R2 f(z,y)du(z,y)  for every f € C§°. (4.12)

Proof. Proposition confines all zeros to a compact set, so (uy) is tight. The limit
points u are therefore probabilities and Lemma guarantees that they satisfy (4.12]).
But (4.12]) uniquely identifies u and we obtained the desired convergence. O

One can extract a number of facts from Proposition [f.2} we list some of them here, in
an informal way.

e Proposition directly yields that the support of p is contained in C, because if F is
C? in the open ball By 4)(r), then J fdu =0 for every f supported in Bz (r), and ¥
is smooth outside of C, (that the support of u is contained in C, can also be seen from
Proposition . But in fact the support is exactly C, and one can show that u has
a density on its support (for example, by taking as reference measure the arc-length
on C,) and this density vanishes only at zero, which is the only singular point of the
density. Establishing this is a bit cumbersome: it involves performing integration by
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parts on the left-hand side of (4.12) exploiting the monotonicity of the critical curve
proven in Appendix [C] The result is

o
Z a/ (OF(z,0Y (2)Y'(z) — OoF(z,0Y (2))) f(z,0Y (2))dz, (4.13)
o==1 0
where 29 = —log(2% — 1) and the function = — Y (x), with = € [0, X(], is so that the
union of {(z,Y(z)) : = € [0,Xo]} and {(z,-Y (z)) : = € [0, X0} yields Cyn. From
one reads that the probability p has a density on its support.
e One computation that can be performed in detail with moderate effort is the one that
leads to the density of  near 0. We call s the arc length computed (with sign) starting
from the origin: let us restrict to the portion of C, with positive imaginary part and let

Ya(s), s from zero to the total length ¢, of the curve (with positive imaginary part),
50 Ya(0) = 0 and v, (fs) = —log(2* — 1) + ém. Then

dp([0,7(s)]) sy 5O/

. 4.14
ds « Ccos (ag) ( )

e One can work out more explicitly the case o = 1/2: it is more practical to extract the
density as a function of z € [O, log (1 + ﬂ)) and we obtain
8e®sinh(x)  2\0 8 4 5

= dzx+-2°4+0(2°) . 4.15

V6e2r —etr — 1 3 (=) (4.15)

This density is convex and diverges approaching log (1 + \/5), but this is an artefact

of the parametrization: in the arc length parametrisation, that is if we divide by (1 +

(Y'(2))?)'/2, we obtain the particularly simple formula

V2 (1- 6_28) 0 225 —2v25*+ 0 (83) , (4.16)
which is a concave bounded function and which is, of course, in agreement with, (4.14)).
e A byproduct of the analysis developed in this section is the formula
e — ef|

R(+(1) = loga+ [ogle" —eu(d0) = [1og T=Clnac), (@7
where the first expression follows from from (4.1)) (or the middle term in (6.1)), which
is just (4.1) with w = e"), Proposition and the fact that the zeros are bound to
a compact region (Proposition . For the second expression it suffices to use the
rightmost term in (6.1)) and log Zn o = o(NN).

5. ON THE ZEROS CLOSE TO THE ORIGIN

5.1. Results in the general setting. We start off in the general setting of (1.1). The
proof of the following result can be found in [2I, Ch. 9, § 49 and § 50].

Theorem 5.1 (Local Limit Theorem). For o € (0,1) we set a; := j%/*. In the general
setting of (1.1) we have

. n
jli)ngos%p a;P (15 =n) — ga (Clj)’ =0, (5.1)

where go(-) is the law of the positive stable law identified by [;° ga(y)e™™ dy = exp(—t*)
fort>0.
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We have [33], p. 99]
9o () =30 B <a>2(21__‘2) exp <—(1 — ) (a)&) , (5.2)

and [33] p. 90]
T—00 F(l + a) Sin(ﬂ-a) :E—(l—i-a)
- .

9o () (5.3)

In the special case « = 1/2 the asymptotic equivalence (5.2)) becomes an equality (only
truly explicit case, « = 1/3 and o = 2/3 can be expressed via McDonald functions): for
every z > 0

912(x) = \/éﬁexp <—41x> : (5.4)

Proposition 5.2. Uniformly for ( in compact subsets of C

Nooo 1 > “1/a ~1fa g, . _ L
Zyeme " i [ ew G0 (e a0 = i Foa(O), (69
and with Zyy ;, = OnZn
/ Nooo 1 = ~1/a) A-1ja 4, _ 1 /
ZN,C/N"‘ ~ N1-2a /0 €xp (C"B) Ja <CC / ) x / dz = WFO’Q (C) . (56)

Proposition [5.2] is a direct consequence of Theorem and Riemann sum approxima-
tions, with a control of the tails of the sums. The arguments are standard, but we provide
some details in App. [A]

One direct consequence of Proposition is that Fyo(-) is an entire function: in fact
(— Nl—oz N,¢/Ne is entire and the uniform convergence implies that the limit is entire.
It is of course easy to check that Fj o(-) is not constant, so it has only isolated zeros. The
following result yields a non negligible control on the zeros of Zy ¢/no that are at distance
O(1/N*®) from the origin if we know where the zeros of Fy,(-) are.

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that in a bounded simply connected open set D with smooth
boundary there are exactly n zeros of Fy o(+) counted with their multiplicities. Then for N
sufficiently large there are exactly n zeros of h — Znp, in D/N®.

In particular, Proposition |5.3|says that if Fy o((o) = 0 and if this zero is simple, then for
every € > 0 there exists N such that Zy ; = 0 for exactly one h € B¢ na(e) if N > Ne.

Proof. We have

1 Z! 1 Z% - inve 1 F!
N,z dz N, /N dC Nio>o — 0704(()
2mi oD FO,a(C)

where the last equality is the Argument Principle and the convergence step follows from
Proposition Since, again by the Argument Principle, the left-most term is the number
of zeros of h — Zy p, in D/N®, the proof is complete. O

- = d¢ = n, 5.7
21 BD/NC* ZN,Z 2711 8D NO(Z]\LC/NQ C ( )
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5.2. The a = 1/2 case. Unfortunately, solving Fy »(¢) = 0 appears to be too challenging.
It should be possible to show that, for ( large, the zeros will be in the first and fourth
quadrants and close to the lines with directions exp(iam/2) (in analogy with below).
However this is not straightforward and, as we explained in Section [1.5] one is particularly
interested in the zeros that are the closest (they come in pairs, unless they are real) to the
origin.

Therefore, in order to go farther, we specialize to « = 1/2. As we announced, in this
case things get more explicit:

RQ) = Fo (€)= ¢ (1+enf(Q) + = (5.8)
and we record that
Fj(¢) = \2/; +exp(¢?) (1 +2¢%) (1 + erf(Q)) . (5.9)
Remark 5.4. Note that F}(¢) = (2¢ + 1/¢)Fo(¢) — 1/(v/7C) so
R =0 = FC) = —— (5.10)

(Vo
In particular, the zeros of Fy are simple. We record also, for later use, that FOH(C) =

=2/ if Fo(¢) = 0.

In spite of the rather explicit expression for Fy(-), it does not appear that Fy(¢) = 0
can be solved explicitly. What we are mostly interest in are the zeros that are closest to
the origin: we can only identify them numerically. Nevertheless something can be said
rigorously. Moreover the numerical approximations can be controlled rigorously, at least
if we accept the assistance of the computer for symbolic computations.

For the statement, order the solution of ; to Fy((;) = 0 so that |(;| is non decreasing
in j. We can assume that 3(¢;) > 0, and set (o = (; (unless (; is real). A priori there
could still be more than one choice for (.

Lemma 5.5. R(z;) > 0 and 3(z;) # 0 for every j (hence we can stipulate that I(zo5—1) =
—S(z95) > 0 for k = 1,2,...). Moreover (; is well defined (i.e., |z1| < |z3|). In fact,
G = 1.225 4+ 25471 + r1 and z3 = 2.026 + 3.162i + r3, with |r1| and |rs| smaller than
0.0005.

Of course Lemma is also implicitly saying that |(;| > |(3] = |(4] for j = 5,6,....

Proof. For R(() < 0 we use the representation

1 o] e—y\/y e8] 6712.7}2
Fy(¢) = 2/0 e dy = /0 e dz . (5.11)

Remark 5.6. (5.11) follows from [29 (7.2.3) and (7.7.2)]. To see this it is quicker to
exploit also the complementary error function erfc(() = 1 — erf({). So the symmetry
erf(—C) = —erf(¢) that holds for erf(-) is equivalent to erfc(—() = 2 — erf({) and

Fo(¢) = Ceczerfc(—C) + !

7 (5.12)
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The identities [29, (7.2.3) and (7.7.2)] yield that for (z) >0
L2 , 2z [ exp(—t?)
& erfC(—ZZ) = E A W dt. (513)

The identities (5.12)) and (5.13)) imply (5.11), which holds for R(¢) < 0, and also that for
R(¢) > 0 we have instead

2 oo —x*,.2 2
/0 ;27;22“ — Fo(¢) — 2¢eS (5.14)

s

With ¢ = u + iv we see that the real and the imaginary part of the previous quantity
are respectively

S €—x2x2 22 4 u2 — 2 00
/ ( 3 ) dr and 2uv/ € 3
0o (22 +u? —0v?)" + duv? 0o (22 +u?—0?)" + 4u?v?

and, since we are assuming that u < 0, the second expression — the imaginary part — is
zero if and only if v = 0. But in that case the first expression — the real part — is positive.
Therefore Fy(¢) # 0 if R(¢) < 0.

For the case u = R(¢) = 0 we directly use and we rewrite it as

—x2 332

dz, (5.15)

Fy(iv) = \}7? — ve*”2erﬁ(v) +ive ¥, (5.16)
where erfi(v) := erf(iv)/i = (1/y/) S’etQ dt. So erfi(+) is real and odd on the real axis.
Moreover it is positive on the positive semiaxis. From this we readily infer that Fy(iv) # 0
for every v: in fact |Fy(iv)| vanishes only for |v| — oo.

The fact that Fy(¢) > 0 for ¢ > 0, in fact Fy(¢) > 1/, follows from F{(¢) > 0, see
69).

In order to determine ¢; and (3 (in fact, every ¢; in principle) we need to write a suffi-
ciently precise polynomial approximation of Fy(-), with adequate control of the remainder,
and use the Argument Principle (see for example the proof of Proposition . Imple-
menting this approach in practice, however, is quite cumbersome and probably can only
usefully be done on a computer.

In order to establish that there are infinitely many zeros one can adapt the approach
in [I3]. In fact, one can identify a sequence of simple zeros that satisfy

1 1
Cn = )\"_K log (8\/ 27r/\i> +1 <)\n + 5w log <8\/27r)\i>> +0 <| log n|2/n3/2> , (5.17)
n n
with A, = (7(n + 1/8))'/2. One can also show that, sufficiently far from the origin, there
is no other zero (up to conjugation). We do not go into the lengthy details of this result
that is not central for us, but one can use (5.14)); a key point is that
1
lim eCQCerfc () = —. 5.18

R(¢)>0
In fact, by the continuous fraction expansion [29] (7.9.1)], we have that in the same limit
1

— — S Cerfe :; 1
7= — e erte(¢) 2\/7?<2+O<§4)‘ (5.19)
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By writing the analog of for $(¢ > 0 and using (5.18)) and ((5.19) one can see that
the zeros (that are far from the origin) need to be close to the diagonal of the first and
second quadrant. And a controlled perturbation analysis leading to .

The asymptotic formula turns out to be surprisingly accurate even for n small:

see Table[d] O
[n] Cn | Cn 16— G3T]
11]1.225 + 2.5474 | 1.229 + 2.531¢ 0.017
212.026 + 3.162¢ | 2.018 + 3.1497 0.015
3| 2.629 + 3.65617 | 2.621 + 3.646¢ 0.013
41 3.132 + 4.0837 | 3.125 + 4.0751 0.011
5 13.573 + 4.46617 | 3.566 + 4.4591 0.010
6 | 3.969 + 4.81717 | 3.963 + 4.8107% 0.009
714332 + 5.1414 | 4.326 + 5.1364 0.008

TABLE 1. FEzact (i.e., numerically evaluated) and approximate (i.e., ¢, is the right-hand
side of ([5.17)) without the remainder) location of the zeros of F} 5. Here we consider only
the zeros with positive imaginary parts, so ¢, is an abuse of notation for (2n—1.

By combining Proposition [5.3] and Lemma [5.5] we readily reach:

Corollary 5.7. For N sufficiently large, hy1 = hna ~ (1 /VN and for j=3,...,N — 1
|h 1 (!Czl )

= >1+-(==-1].
|hn 1] 2\ |G|

The factor % is of course arbitrary and may be replaced by any number in (0, 1).

(5.20)

5.3. Sharper control. Can one go beyond Corollary For example, sticking to a =
1/2, one might wonder whether a development like Ay ; = 20/V'N 421 /N + 2o /N3/2 4 ..,
of course with zg = (j, holds. It is not difficult to convince oneself that this cannot hold
in the general framework of .

We develop this issue in the special case of and our motivation is that such a
precise estimate is needed in Section [6]

Proposition 5.8. Assume that (1.6 holds with oo =1/2 and Fiz j € N. We have that

_ A A 1
hyi= ety 3/2+O<N2> : (5.21)
where zy = ¢; and
1 1
2 = 528 and zo = ﬂ\/?rzo (1225 + 223 — 3) . (5.22)

One can push to an arbitrary large order, at the price of more and more cum-
bersome computations: suffices for our purposes.

It is not difficult to realize that in the restricted framework one can get finer
and finer approximations of Z N¢/VN via Stirling expansion, but this turns out to be very
involved. We have found it easier to exploit the representation of Zy ; recently given in
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[11]: for the special case of (1.6 the partition function Zy is the N-th moment of a
positive random variable:

Znn :/ Ny, (de), (5.23)
(0,00)

where v, is a probability measure . For o = 1/2 (see [I1] for o € (0, 1))

2(1)1( )(h)(562h/(26h_1) ( da;) .
(5.24)
This result is at first sight surprising because Zyj, is a polynomial in exp(h), while the
right-hand side in has different expressions for h > 0 and h < 0 because of the delta
contribution to v, that we can of course view as I/abs + Vh & separating thus absolutely
continuous and singular part of the measure. The subtlety here is that there is a singularity
in the denominator of l/abs. note that the density of the absolutely continuous part has a
meaning also for h € (C even if of course it is no longer a probability density, while for
the singular part the analytic continuation can be done only after integration. We can
appreciate better this singularity by remarking that for z € [0, 1] and h € C small

el z(l—zx
wnlde) = - 2(eh) +)62h)

1(0’1) (CC) dz +

(1 —2e") + e = (1 —2)(142h) + (2 — 2)h? + O(Rh?), (5.25)

so for  near 1 the dominant contribution is (1 — z) 4+ h? (the remainder is O((1 — z)h) +
O(h?)), which yields a non integrable singularity for imaginary h. As a matter of fact, one
directly checks that the right-hand side in is analytic for ®(h) < 0 and for R(h) > 0
For R(h) < 0 and using the parametrization h = ¢/v/N we have for N — oo

¢/VN 1—
/ $NZ/C/\/N(d$) = / N z(1 = 2) dz
(0,1) T J0,3) (x(1 — 2eC/VNY) 4 e?C/f)

7/ (1 —
~ 1/ N1 v dx
T J(o,1) (1-

z) + ¢?/N
1 B VY VY
T /(0,1) ! yN) C2/N W\ﬁ + ¢ -
(5.26)

where in the first asymptotic statement we have used (5.25)) and the fact that the leading
contribution to the integrals involved comes from x close to 1. The very same computation
holds for ®(h) > 0, hence R({) > 0, because we have restricted the integral to (0,1), so

we are effectively only integrating with respect to V?l/f’\s/ﬁ. Without surprise we have that

for R(¢) < 0 (see Remark [5.6))

1 00 9 0 2
L enen Yy = 2 [Cen- St a6

and for R(¢) > 0

1 o0
* [ emnen Yy = R0 - e () (5.28)
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One then easily verifies that

2 (ez/\/ﬁ - 1) e22VN N oo 2 exp (¢2)

o N _
gn(C) - /[1700) x VC/\/N(dx) <2€z/\/ﬁ B 1) N Wi (5.29)

Therefore the steps ((5.26])—(5.29)) provide an alternative proof of ([5.5)) in the restricted set
up of (1.6), only for « = 1/2 and only for $(z) # 0. This of course is a very poor result

with respect to Proposition But (5.23) turns out to be very efficient when we want to
obtain higher order corrections in 1/4/N and that is why we use it now.

Proof of Proposition[5.8 We need to consider only the case R(h) > 0, but dealing at the
same time with R(h) < 0 essentially affects only one formula, i.e. , and the estimates
we do work just assuming that R(h) is bounded away from 0. Therefore we treat both
cases at the same time till . We set

/YN (1—y/N)N/(y/N)/(1 = y/N)

Y= , 5.30
fN(C y) TN <(1_y/N)(1_26§/\/ﬁ)+62C/\/N> ( )
and, by recalling (/5.29)), we see that
o fn(Coy) dy it R(C) <0,
z = 5.31
NGV {foN In(Cy)dy +gn(¢) i R(C) > 0. (5.31)

In what follows we consider ¢ belonging to a compact subset K C C. We have

() = e (¢2) = 5B + 2D exp ()

. 1
3 2 4 2
+ 6N3/2< (26 +31¢* + 6¢*) exp (¢*) + O <N2> , (5.32)
and for every y, ¢ € K and for every sufficiently large N
1 e Yy C
N(Cy) e < OV (5.33)

VNT(y—C)| = Niy+ 2P
with C = Ck.

Lemma 5.9. For every ¢ € C we have min{|z + (?| : z > 0} > (R(¢))?.

Proof. We have |z+(2|? = 22 +22R(¢?) +|¢|* so the minimum of this expression is reached
at 7o = —R(¢?) = (S(¢))? — (RC)? if wo > 0 and it is reached at = = 0 if 29 < 0. In the
second case min(|z + ¢2|) = [¢|> > (R(¢))?. In the first case min(|z + ¢2|) = [(I(¢?))| =
2|R(¢)||S(¢)| which is bounded below by 2(%(¢))? because z¢ > 0. O

Lemma tells us that the limit we are interested can be handled uniformly in ( € K
and |R(¢)| bounded away from zero. This leaves a strip out that a priori is non trivial to
handle, but this is of course not a problem because we already know that the zeros are

not there (cf., Lemma and Corollary [5.7).
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We use
eXp( ) 11y
1 6y — 6y 4 30y2¢% — 12y3¢2 + 11y¢* — 6y2¢* — (6
N Oy RN ), (5:30)

where, for ¢ € K and [R(¢)| > 6 > 0 we have |Ry(¢,y)| < Ck(1 +9°)/88, with Ck a
constant that depends on the choice of the compact set K. Therefore for ( € K and
R(¢) > § > 0 (recall the contribution from (5.32))

1 1 1
VN Zygy /5 = Fol)+ RO+ () +0 (N3 /2> | (5.35)
where .
Fo(¢) = e€°¢ (1 + exf(Q)) + 75 (5.36)
is an entire function. Also F} and Fy are entire functions whose rather awful expressions
1 [ 2 o 2(¢?+1)
Fi(¢) = —§C e C(2C + 3) (1 +erf(Q)) + T , (5.37)
and
1 > 12¢5 +56¢* + 30¢% — 3
F(Q) = o (2e< (6¢* +31¢% +26) ¢*(1 + erf(¢)) + CF f/; ¢ > ., (5.38)

considerably simplify for ¢ = ¢, that is for ¢ such that Fp(¢) = 0. It is more practical to
introduce the notation zy for such values (; (and this is the notation used in the statement

of Proposition :

624 + 2222 + 3
Fl(ZO) — 0 0

1
— d F = - 5.39
2ﬁ20 an 2(2’0) 24\/7»_‘_ ( )
Recall that, by Corollary VNhy j ~ (; = 2 and that Fp(z9) = 0 implies F}j(z0) # 0
(Remark . If we expand the left-hand side of Zy . /N1/24 ., /N2 /N3/24.. = 0 and solve
the equation order by order, we are lead to guessing

z 1
VNhyj = 20+ —= f ]\27 +0 <N3/2> , (5.40)
with
Fi(z0) 1, (1/2)Fy (20)27 — Fi(20)21 — Fa(20)
- _ [ d = . 5.41
NS TR () 270 Fi(0) (54
Since
1 2 22 +2
Fi(z0) = g Fl(2) = ~ and Fj(z) = Oﬁ , (5.42)
we have
15 1 4 2
21 = 5% and zy = ﬂ\/%zo (1225 + 225 — 3) . (5.43)

In order to make (5.40|) rigorous we need to show that there exists R > 0 and Ny > 0
such that for N > Ny there exists a (unique) C € BZ(N)(R/N3/2), with

2(N) = 20+ —= (5.44)

\ﬁN
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that solves Z NCVN = 0. For this we remark that, while (5.40) is formal, the procedure
that leads to it (Taylor expansion) does yield

1
Iy nywN = O <N2> ) (5.45)
and, by applying the Argument principle with C := 0By(R/N?), it suffices to show that
1 Z
. wdc_l —0, (5.46)
211 Jon 2N Ny )V N+¢
for N sufficiently large. For this we write
i R
ZN7Z(N)/\/N+€itR/N2 = F'(2)e tm +ry(R,t), (5.47)

and, by applying the first order Taylor expansion and using ([5.45)), there exists ¢ > 0 such
that for every R we have |ry(R,t)| < ¢/N? for every t and N sufficiently large (how large
may depend on R). Moreover

;V,z(N)/\/N—f—e“R/NQ ~ F'(z), (5.48)

uniformly in ¢. This means that for every R > 2¢

!
ZN,Z(N)/\/N+eitR/N2 _exp(—z't) < 3c
R - R?’

(5.49)

lim sup sup
N t NQZN,Z(N)/\/NJreitR/N2

This means that, if we choose R properly large, we can make the absolute value of the
left-hand side in (5.46]) smaller than 1 for N sufficiently large. Hence, for such values of
N, (5.46|) holds and the proof of Proposition is complete. O

6. A REDUCED MODEL FOR GRIFFITHS SINGULARITIES: THE PROOF

This section just deals with the special framework (|1.6) and with o = 1/2. However,
several equations are more readable if we write a for 1/2, therefore we will do so.

Proof of Theorem |1.11 Recall that (hy ;) are the N — 1 zeros of Zy ,, ordered with non
decreasing modulus and S(hy, ;) > 0 (respectively, S(hn,;) < 0) for j odd (respectively,
even). In analogy with (4.1) we have

N-1 N—-1 €h . ehN,j
ZN,h = K(l)N eXp(h) H (eh — ehN’j> = ZN70€h (h> s (61)
j=1 o N Eoen

where Zy o =P(N € 7). Since

el —1 h eh—em g
1 1——) = 6.2
<+1—€”7>/< 77) h—n 1—er’ (6:2)

has no zeros and only removable singularities for I(h) € (—m, 7) and J(n) € (—x,«], for

such n’s we can extend
el —1 h
h—1 1 —1 1—— :
r—>og<+1_en> og( n), (6.3)
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to an analytic function on the strip $(h) € (—m, 7). Note that this function is also bounded
for h and 7 in compact subsets of C. As a result, we can study the regularity of

fihe Z Zlog <1—> (6.4)

n=ng

with ng fixed, but arbitrary: we can neglect the contribution for n < ng because, it is
straightforward to see that there exists no solution to Z,, ;, = 0 for h € R: in fact, Z, 5, > 0
is even increasing in h. Therefore, for n fixed the (complex) solutions to Z,, j, = 0, say for
h bounded away from —oo and oo, are bounded away from the real axis and the neglected
terms yield a real analytic contribution.

The fact that f(-) is real analytic away from the origin can be seen as consequence of
Proposition that guarantees that for every € > 0 there exists ng such that

inf inf [S(hy)| > 0. (6.5)
n>ng j=1,....n—1
|9?(hng)\>€

The lack of real analyticity in the origin is more subtle, but let us first show that f is
C™ also at the origin. The k-th derivative of f is

FP(h) = —(k— 1) Z Z ng —h)7F, (6.6)

n=ng

a priori at least for h # 0. To see that f is C¥, for every k, also in 0 it suffices to find
an appropriate bound on the internal sum, the one over j, for h is a neighborhood of the
origin. For this we remark that, uniformly for h such that |3 (h)| < 1/n?, we have
n
T = Zem(h)P(Tj = n)el R iSh) = wm (L+0(1/n)) (6.7)
j=1
which implies that Z,, , has no zero in the strip |S(h)| < 1/n? for n > ng and ng appro-
priately chosen. Therefore, for h € R, we have that ]Z’;:_ll (hnj — h)7F| < n?*+1 which
suffices to show that f € C* for every k.

We are now to the lack of real analyticity for which we identify the sharp & — oo
behavior of

1
— (k)
700) = Z : (6.8)
n=ngo :
For this we start by setting
Tn,j = nahmj y (69)

SO we can write

1 n, o
o ®)(0) = Z p'n kz Mnj) - (6.10)

nno

By Proposition we know that

_ 1\ 2 2t \ 1 1
ot G0 ) v (G (340 )
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and that there exist ng € N and ¢ € (0,1) such that for n > ng

sup Il (6.12)

j=3,....n— 1|77n,]| o

From ([6.11)) we directly have also that 1 —& < |9, 1|/|20] < 1+4¢ for every n > ng: choosing
e close to zero amounts to choosing ng larger. It is therefore natural, in the limit £ — oo,
to single out the contribution due to ny 1 and ny2 = 7n,1 so we write

1
B0 = =3 3l enn) < 3 St
n ng n=ngo
=T, + E} .

We bound E}, by using (6.12)), so the terms in the sum over j can be bounded by ¢/|zo(1—¢)|
to the power k which does not depend on j. Therefore

1 n, o
Bl < 3 (=g )Zp o+t (6.14)

n=ng

At this point it is useful to introduce the polylogarithm of parameter s € R:
oo Zn
Lis(z) = ol (6.15)
n=1
for z in the open unit ball. For x € (0,1) we have (see App. |B| for references and more

details)
Lig(z) T~ T(1 - s)(—logz)* L. (6.16)
This tells us that for £ — oo

k
Ey =0 (;Ilogp\zakF(akJr 2) <|zo\(1qs)> )

. (6.17)
= O | |logp| "™ T(ak + 1 <q> :
(I gD ( ) (= 2)
This is relevant because if we neglect the cosine modulation in T} we have
1 — _ 1 ke
T = % > P F > =+ 7 (L+e)lz0l) "Li_ak(p) (6.18)

n=ng

where the term c* takes care of the first ng terms in the sum of the polylogarithm. Since
Li_axr(p) ~ T(ak + 1)|log p| =% for k — oo, by choosing ¢ adequately small we readily
see that T, ,j is much larger, in fact exponentially larger, than Fj:

By =0 (qu(l + 35)’fT,j) . (6.19)

Going on to estimating T}, turns out to be somewhat technical, so we move some of the
estimates to App. [Bl We are going to see, as a byproduct of App. [B] that, if we introduce
¢ = Vklogk and np.k = |ak/|logpl||, T} is asymptotically equivalent to the truncated
sum

2
% Z p”nak|77n,1|_’C cos (karg(nn1)) - (6.20)

n: n—np | <l
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This motivates the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. We write n = n,j, + j. There exists real constants a,b,c,d, A, B and C,

whose explicit expressions are given in the proof, such that for with |j| < € = Vklogk
and for k — oo

cos (karg (1)) = cos <ak +VE+ djE + c> +0 <(loj£)2> , (6.21)

and

M| = |20/ " exp (A\/E+ C\jE + B> (1 +0 <1°%/?2)> . (6.22)

Proof. By Taylor expansion we obtain for n — oo

1 S(z1)R(20) — S(20)R(21)

arg (nn.1) = arg(z0) + 7 B
l <—§R(2’2)%(20)3 + %(20)2%(2’1)%(2’1) -+ %(20)2%(22)%(20) — %(Zo)%(zl)%R(Z())
n |20]*
n —S(20)R(20)*R(22) + S(20)R(20)R(21)? — S(21)R(20)*R(z1) + %(22)%(20)3>
|20]*

1 1 1 1
+0 (713/2) =rarg (ZO) + %bl + gb2 +0 <n3/2> : (623)

Therefore with n = n,, + 7, |j| < £, and for kK — oo we have

cos (k arg (1.1)) = cos (k are (z0) + bljﬁ 4 b% +0 <\}E)> o (6.24)

where this equation defines b; and by by comparison with (6.23)). If we set c]% = |logp|/a
(¢p > 0) we have

ko S g (log k)2 ko log k
\/ﬁ—cp\/g—;\/g—i—O( i ) and n_cp+0<\/E>’ (6.25)

SO

1 ] log k)2
cos (k arg (1n,1)) = cos (arg(zo)k + bV — §b1c§;i + bgc;i) +0 <( ogk) >

| vk log by’ VE ) (626
J 0og
=: cos ak+b\/%+d+c)+0( >,
and the last line is the definition of the constants a, b, c and d. This completes the verifi-

cation of (6.21]).

A similar Taylor expansion computation yields (6.22]). Here we give just the constants:

PR <21> logp| . <222%2) logp| . _ g <21) <|10gp|>3/2‘
20 o 20 22§ « 2 20 «

(6.27)
0
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It is now a matter of applying the results of Appendix [B| notably (B.1) and , to
see that (cq is a positive constant)

2 _
== 7 P | F eos (karg(n,)) =

n>ng
2 - —co(lo
- Z pnnak’nml’ k cos (karg(nn,1)) (1 +0 (e o(l gk)2>>
n: [n—np k| <lg
90 AVE+B
BT
Z p"nakec v (cos(ak+bﬁ+dw+0>+o<(0g ) >)
n: [n—np | <Ll \/E \/E
(6.28)
We now use
dj
coS ak+b\/%—+c> =
(o0
dj . ([ dj
€08 (ak +oVE + C) Ccos (\/E) -+ sin (ak + ok + c) sin (\/E) , (6.29)

and we are therefore left with estimating

2 A\/E+B n—nm vk _
- ek’zi‘kz cos (ak‘ +0VE + c) Z pnno‘kec Vi cos (d(n\/%p’k)> , (6.30)
0 n: [n—np | <l

plus the analogous expression with cos(+) replaced by sin(-). For this we apply (B.1)),
and (B.10]), with § = ak (we remark also the very mild effect due to using ¢ instead go

lok). The net result is that the expression in (6.30]) is equal, up to a multiplicative error
of 14 O(log k/Vk), to

2AVE+B I'(1+ ko) (C? - d?) Cd
- - — 7 -~ 7 _ 31
AP cos (ak + bk + c) Tog pJiTok exp 200z p)? cos ((logp)2> , (6.31)

and for the sine case we obtain exactly the same expression, with the cos(-) replaced by
sin(-) in the two occurrences. We therefore conclude that

2 _
== 7 P | cos (karg(nn,)) =

n>ng
2eAVA+D Cd \ I(1+ka) (c? - &)
_ 2 cos(ak+ bWk 1
P ( - f”*(logpv) ogp+ok ™ | “afiogp | T
(6.32)

where 7, = O(log k/V'k).

Lemma 6.2. For every a,c € R and for b # 0 we have that

1
lim —
n—oo n

Z 5(ak+b\/E+c)mod(27r) = Aor, (633)
k=1
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where oy is the uniform probability on the circle R/(2nZ) and the convergence is the usual
convergence in distribution.

Proof. This is fully based on [28, Chapter 2|. By rotation invariance, we can and do
assume that ¢ = 0. The case a = 0 follows directly from [28, Theorem 2.5] while the case
of a/(2m) = p/q rational can be reduced to the case a = 0 by separating the sums into
q terms. The case a/(2m) irrational instead requires a different approach: this is treated
by [28, Theorem 3.3]. We remark also that if a/(27) irrational the result holds also if
b=0. O

Lemma [6.2] can now be used in conjunction with (6.13), (6.20) and (6.32): it guarantees

that the absolute value of the oscillating term cos (ak + bvVk + ¢ + ﬁ) is bounded

away from 0 if k stays out of a set of a density that can be made arbitrarily small, and
in this case really gives the leading asymptotic behavior. One can then argue by
contradiction to ensure that it suffices that k stays out of a suitably chosen zero density
set, and the leading asymptotic behavior is still given by . This completes the proof
of Theorem [L.11] O

Remark 6.3. Here is a guide to reconstruct the constants in Theorem [1.11 First of all
zo = 1.22516...4+¢2.54713 4 ... so

a = arg(z9) = 1.12247... (6.34)
and (recall that 21 = 23/2)
C\ _
b = /2[logp|bi with by = “(21)%(20)'2 ‘2"(20)%(21) = 1.27356. .., (6.35)
0

with the important fact that b # 0 (c¢f. Lemma . The precise value of the other
constants is less crucial: we have

[ 2

with C' in (6.27) and by in (6.23) (like by, which however is also in (6.35)) ). Moreover

2 (C? — 2b%|log p|?) 1
Cy = — exp | B+ and Cy = ———F——, (6.37)
| log p| ( 2(log(p))? |20/ /] log |
and B is also in (6.27), as well as A.
APPENDIX A. PROBABILITY ESTIMATES
Proof of Proposition[5.3. We start with the leading asymptotic behavior of
Zncpne = y_exp (j¢/n*) P (15 =n) . (A1)
j=1

and we are looking for a result that holds uniformly for ¢ is chosen in a compact set: we will
just say “uniformly in ¢”. For a positive (large) constant L we split the sum according
to whether j < n®/L, j € (n®/L,Ln®) and j > Ln®. The intermediate segment, j €
(n®/L, Ln®), can be treated by applying Theorem [5.1| obtaining the asymptotic behavior
claimed in with the integral spanning from 1/L to L, instead of from 0 to oo. It
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1=y with ¢, a

is therefore sufficient to show that the remaining two terms are e;O(n
positive constant that vanishes as L — oo.

For the case j < n®/L we are going to use that for n — oo and uniformly in j such that
j/n® — 0 we have that P(7; = n) ~ jP(7; = n) [10, Th. A] so that for n sufficiently

large and uniformly in ¢

. . 2cgnt™
> e (/P (r=n)| <2P(m=n) Y j< Tmp—, (A2)
j<n®/L j<n/L
For j > Ln® we use instead [10, Lemma 4] that directly yields that for an appropriate
choice of C' > 0, not depending on L, we have that for j € [Ln® n/L) and n sufficiently
large

1
P(rj=n) < C(j/no‘)l/@(l_"‘)) exp <_C (j/n"‘)l/(l_a)> , (A.3)
and that there exists C';, > 0 such that
P(r; =n) < exp(—j/Cy) . (A.4)

for j > n/L. Therefore, with b an upper bound for |(z)|, and using again Riemann sum
approximation we have that for n sufficiently large

> exp(j¢/n*)P(r;=n)| <

jzLn®

20 [ 1/@1-a) L a-a) J 3
nla/L Yy exp | by Y dy + Z exp bnO‘ o) (A.5)

jzn/L

and we see that the first term in the right-hand side is O(1/n'~%) times a term that can be
made arbitrarily small by choosing L large. The second term instead is O(exp(—n/(2C1))
and it is therefore much smaller. This completes the proof of .

For the proof of proof of we have to apply the very same arguments to

n

neme = > exp (j¢/n®)iP (7, =n) . (A.6)

j=1
We skip the straightforward details. O

APPENDIX B. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF MODIFIED POLYLOGARITHMS

For the standard polylogarithm we have
n oo I'(1+ exp(flog S —
) R PRSI R e LG L R T) R XY

~ |logp|tF | log p| 15

where p € (0,1). The first step in follows from [29, (25.12.12)] and the last step is
Stirling formula with first order reminder.

We now aim at recovering by a direct saddle point analysis: the result will then
be easily generalized to the case that interests us. For this we start by introducing {3 :=
VBlog B and ng = 3/|log p|. We start by observing that the ratio

ng—~{g )
Z p”nﬁ/ / p 2 dx +/ pPrfdx |, (B.2)
} 0 7’154‘@[3

n%[ng—f/g,n/g-ﬁ-ﬁﬂ
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is bounded away from 0 and oo (in fact, it tends to one as 3 — oo, but (B.2) is only used
for tail bounds, which do not need to be sharp). With = ng + y we have

« _ 2 2 3
o - (2) (0(3))

The first application of this estimate is to show that the denominator, hence also the nu-
merator, of is much smaller than Tjg: more precisely, for every ¢ > 0t is O(Ts/87°).
For the first integral in the denominator of we use that the integrand is increasing
in the interval of integration and with y = —l3:

ng—ts ng—ts
/ pPaf de < ptte (ng —E@)B/ dz <
0 0

2B exp(Blog B — B) (log 8)?|log p|? (log 8)?|log p|?
Tog p L+ exp <—2> < Tgexp (—4) . (B.4)

For the second integral we use that the integrand is this time decreasing: since the interval
of integration is unbounded we consider separately the integral from ng + £g to (% and
from 32 to co. We have

2

/ p el de < BEpmethe (ng + £5)P <
n5+€5

532 exp(Blog 8 — B) (log B)?|log p|*
exp(———"5— |,
| log pl” 3
(B.5)
and precisely the final bound in (B.4]) is recovered. It is then straightforward to see that
the integral from 32 to oo vanishes as  — 00, yielding thus a negligible contribution.
We can then focus on

ng—~{g
Z p'nf = / p*aP dz + Eg, (B.6)
n€ng—_Lgng+Lg] ns—Lg

where Eg can be bounded (first order Euler-Maclaurin formula) in terms of the value of
the integrand at the two boundary points, this gives a contribution O (T exp(—c(log 8)?))
for some ¢ > 0 like in the previous estimates, plus the integral of the (absolute value) of
the first derivative of the integrand. Since |0, (p*2?)| = p*2?O(¢5/) we readily find that
|Eg| = O(Tslog 3/y/B). We can then work with the integral and, by (B.3), we see that

n5+€3 1 _ 53 2 1 2
/ b 4y — SP(Blogf /J’)/ exp <_y | log pl ) dy

o=t | log p|? —t5 28
_ [e’e) 2 2
_ exp(ﬁcl)c;gpfﬂ 8) </_ exp <@/|1205gp|) dy+0(1)> (B.7)
exp(Blog 8 — B)

= Tog p[177 ( 27Tﬁ—|—0(1)) ,

where o(1) is actually O (exp (—(log 8)?|1logp|?/3)). Therefore we have recovered and
strengthened (B.1)): for f — oo

zn:p”nﬁ = > "’ (1+0 (exp(—c(log8)?))) = Tp <1+o (10};)) :

n: In—ng|<lg

(B.8)
with ¢ = (logp)?/4. We have developed in detail this procedure because of the control
on the truncation error and because the steps generalize in a straightforward way to the
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following result: for H(z) := exp(Cz)h(x), C € R and h a bounded function with bounded
first derivative, we have

Syt ()= % e (M) (1eo ()

n: [n—ng|<lg B.9

=70 (o[ ()| v (V7))

where Z is a standard Gaussian random variable. The steps in the proof of are iden-
tical to those we performed for because the modulating function we have introduced
changes the bounds only by constants (depending on |C|, ||h]|eo and ||A']|co)-

We need this result to h(-) = cos(d-) and to sin(d -), with d € R: with these two special
choices of h(-) we have

B [o (o) ()] = = (Gtogre) (o) - @19

APPENDIX C. MONOTONICITY OF THE CRITICAL CURVE

Recall fi(-) from and fo(-) from (2.2). Recall moreover that a = 1 — a € (0,1).
One directly checks that fi(7m 4+ 0) = fi(m — 6) and tan(fo(7 + 0)) = — tan(fo(7 — 0)) for
0 € [0,7]. This allows to focus on 6 € [0, 7] and, by continuity, it suffices to show that
both f1{(0) and f}(6) are positive for 6 € (0, 7).

Lemma C.1. Both f{(0) > 0 and f5(8) > 0 hold for every 6 € (0,7) and every « € (0,1).

Proof. We start by analyzing fa(-). If we differentiate the argument of the arctangent with
respect to 6 we find

201 gina ! (%) (2% sin®*? (%) + cos (3(al — ma+ 0+ )))

5 , (C.1)
(1 — 24 sin® (g) cos (3a(m —0)))
so the sign of this term is positive for 6 € (0, ) if and only if
0 1
2% sin®*! <2> + cos (2(a0—7ra+0+7r)> >0, (C.2)
which is equivalent to
(2cos()) T > 2cos ((1+a)) , (C.3)

for ¢ € (0,7/2). Note now that it suffices to show this inequality for ¢ € (0,7/(2(1+a))],
because otherwise the right-hand side is negative. So it suffices to show, with b=1+a €
(1,2) and h(-) := 2cos(-), that for ¢ € (0, 7]

(h(/0))" > h(p)

log h(ip/b) S log h(e)
©/b @
and the inequality on the right holds because 9, log h(p) = —(¢ tan(p) + log(2 cos(y))/t?
is negative (ptan(yp) + log(2cos(y) is equal to log2 > 0 for ¢ = 0 and its derivative is

¢/ cos(¢))? > 0). This completes the proof that fy(6) > 0 for # € (0,7) and a € (0,1)
because arctan(-) is increasing.

: (C.4)
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Remark C.2. The 0-derivative of the square root of the denominator is

— 90 lggin <;(a 1) (r — 9)) in~! <Z> , (C.5)

which is negative for 6 € [0,7) and it is zero at 0 = 7. So 0 = 7 is the minimum of the
square denominator which takes value 1 in 6 = 0 and value 1 — 2% < 0 in 6 = w. Hence
the denominator hits zero only in one point 6, € (0,7). At this point the expression for
f2(0) would have a jump of —m had we chosen arctan(-) instead of arctang(-).

We are then left with showing that

F10)  sin((ab —7ma+60+7)) —2%cos (§) sin® ()
—L = ——1 0 . , (C.6)
15(6) 2¢sin®* (§) + cos (5(ab — ma+ 0 + 7))
for 0 € (0,7) and a € (0,1). By (C.2) it suffices to show positivity of the numerator and
this is equivalent to showing

sin((1 4 a)p) > 2%sin(g) cos(p) <= 2°sin((2 — b)) > sin(2y), (C.7)

for every ¢ € (0,7/2) and b =1 —a € (0,1). If (2 —b)¢ > 7/2 the inequality holds
because it holds even without the 2° factor. So it suffices to focus on ¢ € (0,7/(2(2—b))).
We then make the change of variable ¥ = (2 — b))y € (0,7/2) and we boil down to the
inequality

Slﬂ(lﬁ) > 27b sin <]_—/lé)b/2)> . (CS)
But 27% < 1 — (b/2) for b € (0,1) so we are done if we can show the previous inequality
with 27 replaced by 1 — (b/2). This amounts to showing that sin(v)) > csin(¢/c) for
c€(1/2,1) and ¢ € (0,7/2): this last inequality holds even for ¢ € (0,1) as one directly
verifies. The proof of Lemma, is therefore complete. O

APPENDIX D. ABOUT NUMERICS

As pointed out in [27], in the restricted framework of ([1.6) with o = 1/2 there is the
explicit formula for P(r; = N) = (j/(2n — j))272" m—j» With Ck=nl/(k!(n—k)!). In
general, one can obtain the coefficients

Py = (P(1j =N))j=1.2,.N (D.1)

by an iterative procedure that consists in building P41 from (Pg)r=1,. » via
P(rjii=n+1)"" =" Y Pr; =m)K(n+1-m), (D.2)
m=j

and P(rp = n+1) = K(n + 1), starting from P; = (K(1)). This way we can deal with
arbitrary inter-arrival laws K (-) with IV up to 500 with standard computers and moderate
amount of time. This of course allows a large spectrum of numerical investigations even
if the reachable N are still rather small to really guess what the N = oo behavior could
be (see for example Figure [5)).
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FIGURE 5. The black dots are the zeros of Psoo(w) = Zs500,Logw with K(n) =
(K1(n) + K2(n))/2 where Ki(-) is the inter-arrival law in with @ = 1/2 and
Ka(n) = 1/(n*¢(2)), where the normalization ¢(-) is the Riemann ¢ function. The
red dots instead are the zeros in the case in which K2(n) = 1/(n?¢(4)) if v/n € N and
K>(n) = 0 otherwise. We are therefore in the framework evacuated in Remark the
major effect of using a lacunary distribution (albeit subleading!) is apparent, even if
much larger values of N would be needed to draw predictions from such a numerical
observation (only 22 entries of K»(-) are non zero).
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