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Abstract

We study the characteristic polynomial p,(z) = H;:1(|Zj| — z) where the z; are drawn
from the Mittag-Leffler ensemble, i.e. a two-dimensional determinantal point process which
generalizes the Ginibre point process. We obtain precise large n asymptotics for the moment
generating function E[ex ™ mPn(MeaRenpn(M] iy the case where r is in the bulk, v € R and
a € N. This expectation involves an n x n determinant whose weight is supported on the whole
complex plane, is rotation-invariant, and has both jump- and root-type singularities along the
circle centered at 0 of radius r. This “circular” root-type singularity differs from earlier works on
Fisher-Hartwig singularities, and surprisingly yields a new kind of ingredient in the asymptotics,
the so-called associated Hermite polynomials.
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1 Introduction and statement of results

The Mittag-Leffler ensemble with parameters b > 0 and a > —1 is the joint probability distribution

n
2
n!lZn H |2k — 25]? H |z 2% el bdQZj, Z1y...,2n € C, (1.1)
1<j<k<n j=1
where Z,, is the normalization constant. This determinantal point process can be realized as the eigen-
values of a random normal matrix M with distribution proportional to | det(M)[2@e=tx(MM)) g pr
[51]. The special case (b,r) = (1,0) also corresponds to the eigenvalue distribution of a Ginibre
matrix [39], i.e. an n X n matrix with independent complex Gaussian entries with mean 0 and
variance %

Consider the characteristic polynomial p,(z) = [[j_,(|zj| — =) of the process of the moduli
{l2j1}7=1- The main result of this work is a precise asymptotic formula as n — +oo for

E[eﬁlm Inp (r) ya Re 1npn<r>}, (1.2)

whereu € R,a € N:={0,1,...}, 7 € (0,073 ) are fixed, and In p, () := In |p,, (r)|+7i #{z; : |zj| < r}.
The macroscopic large n behavior of the |z;| is described by the probability measure du(y) =
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2b%y2=1dy, whose support is [0,b735] [54]; thus the condition that r € (0,b72) is fixed means
that we focus on “the bulk regime”. By definition, the expectation (1.2) is equal to D,,/Z,,, where

1 n ) n—1
D, = —'/ / H |2k — 2;]? Hw(zj)dQZj = det (/ z]Ekw(z)dQZ) , (1.3)
nJe Jecidien j=1 C 4,k=0
and the weight w is given by
o —nlsl2b o )et ia<r,
w(z) == |zf% " w(l2)),  w(@) = |z -1 {1 . (1.4)
, ifxz>r.

Hence our results can also be seen as large n asymptotics for n x n determinants whose weight
is supported on C, rotation-invariant, has both jump- and root-type singularities along the circle
centered at 0 of radius r (which we will call “circular” jump- and root-type singularities), and a
“pointwise” root-type singularity at 0.

Over the past 50 years or so a lot of works have been done on structured determinants with
singularities, and we briefly pause here to review the literature. In their pioneering work [34], Fisher
and Hartwig made a conjecture for the asymptotics of large Toeplitz determinants when the weight
is supported on the unit circle and has root- and jump-type singularities—such singularities are now
called Fisher-Hartwig singularities. Many authors have contributed in proving this conjecture for
certain parameter ranges, among which Lenard [50], Widom [62], Basor [6], Bottcher and Silbermann
[12], and Ehrhardt [30]. A counterexample to the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture was found by Basor and
Tracy in [9], and the corrected conjecture was solved for general values of the parameters by Deift, Its
and Krasovsky [28]. The study of these singular determinants was motivated mainly from questions
arising in the Ising model and impenetrable bosons, see [8, 29] for more historical background. In
recent years, these determinants have also attracted considerable attention in the random matrix
community. One reason for that is the well-known work [41] of Keating and Snaith, where numerical
evidences were found of links between the characteristic polynomials of unitary and Hermitian random
matrices and the zeros of the Riemann zeta function on the critical line. Expectations of powers of the
absolute value of the characteristic polynomial of the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble, which are Hankel
determinants with a Gaussian weight on R and root-type singularities, were investigated in [13] and
their asymptotics were obtained by Garoni [38] for integer values of the parameters and by Krasovsky
[42] for the general case. This result was then generalized by Berestycki, Webb and Wong [10] for
one-cut regular ensembles. In a different direction, Its and Krasovsky in [40] obtained asymptotics
of Hankel determinants with a jump-type singularity and a Gaussian weight. Such determinants
provide information about the imaginary part of the log-characteristic polynomial of the Gaussian
Unitary Ensemble. The results [40, 10] have been generalized in [16] for general Fisher-Hartwig
singularities and one-cut regular ensembles. The case of one-cut regular ensembles with hard edges
was then treated in [20], and the multi-cut case in [21]. Strong results on Toeplitz determinants
with merging Fisher-Hartwig singularities are also available in the literature [24, 32]; these results
have been useful to prove a conjecture of [37] on “the moments of the moments” of the characteristic
polynomial of random unitary matrices, and [24] has also been used by Webb in [60] to establish a
connection between random matrix theory and Gaussian multiplicative chaos. There exists also a
vast literature on other structured determinants with Fisher-Hartwig singularities, see e.g. [25, 26]
for Fredholm determinants, [7, 35, 23] for Toeplitz+Hankel determinants, and [19] for a biorthogonal
generalization of Hankel determinants.

The literature on determinants associated with a singular weight supported on C is more limited.
For a = 0, (1.2) is the moment generating function of the disk counting function

E[e% Im lnpn,(T)i| — E[eu#{zj:‘zj‘<7"}:|, (1.5)



and in this case w is discontinuous along a circle but has no “circular” root-type singularity. Counting
statistics of two-dimensional point processes have attracted a lot of interest in recent years [45, 15,
43, 44, 33, 31, 56, 57, 17, 1, 22]. The first two terms in the large n asymptotics of (1.5) were derived
in [15, 44]'. More precise asymptotics, including the third term of order 1, were obtained in [33] for
the Ginibre ensemble (i.e. (b,a) = (1,0))?, and the asymptotics of (1.5) including the fourth term of
order ™2 were then obtained in [17] for general b > 0 and o > —1. Several works on determinants
with “pointwise” root-type singularities in dimension two are also available in the literature. In
[4, 5, 46, 11, 47, 48], the orthogonal polynomials for the planar Gaussian weight perturbed with a
finite number of “pointwise” root-type singularities have been studied, see also [2] where microscopic
properties of the associated point process have been analyzed. Building on [4, 46], Webb and Wong in
[61] obtained a precise asymptotic formula for E[e?Re ("] where a € C, Rea > —2, r < 1 and ¢,
is the characteristic polynomial of a Ginibre matrix, i.e. g,(x) = H?Zl(zj —z) and the z; are drawn
from (1.1) with (b,a) = (1,0). This expectation involves a determinant with a single “pointwise”
root-type singularity in the bulk. The case where r is close to 1, which corresponds to the edge
regime, was then investigated by Deafio and Simm in [27]. Determinants with two merging planar
“pointwise” root-type singularities were also considered in [27], and the asymptotics were found to
involve some Painlevé transcendents.

Determinants with “circular” root-type singularities have not been considered before to our knowl-
edge. A main difficulty in the analysis of “pointwise” root-type singularities in dimension two stems
from the fact that they break the rotation-invariance of the weight (unless of course if they are located
at 0). The “circular” root-type singularities preserve the rotation-invariance of the weight, which
makes them simpler to analyze in this respect, but they also pose a series of new challenges, which we
discuss at the end of this section, and which we have been able to overcome only for integer values of
a. Interestingly, these “circular” root-type singularities also produce some associated Hermite polyno-
mials (see below for the definition) in the asymptotics. This came as a surprise to us and appears to
be completely new. There are of course many ezact formulas in random matrix theory which involve
the Hermite polynomials, but we are not aware of an earlier work where these polynomials show up
explicitly in the asymptotics of large determinants (let alone the associated Hermite polynomials).
For comparison, “pointwise” root-type singularities typically produce other kinds of ingredients in
the asymptotics, such as Barnes’ G-function (as was discovered by Basor [6] in dimension one and
by Webb and Wong [61] in dimension two), and “circular” jump-type singularities involve the error
function. We also mention that ensembles with “circular” root-type singularities have been studied
in [64, 55], and ensembles with “elliptic” root-type singularities in [52]. In [64, 52, 55], the singular-
ities are located at the hard edge and the focus was on the leading order behavior of the kernel; in
particular, the (associated) Hermite polynomials do not show up in these works.

The v-th associated Hermite polynomials {He,(:) :k=0,1,...} are defined recursively by

Hel), (z) = e He{") (z) — (k + v)Hel”, (z), k> 1, 16)
Hel(z) =1, Hel”(z) ==,
and satisfy the orthogonality relations [3]
T e () e dx o
/ Hek (z)Heé (I)m = 2w (k+1/>!5ke, k,ﬁz(),l,... (17)

L[15] considers counting statistics on more general domains (not only centered disks) for a class of determinantal
processes on a Kahler manifold (which includes Ginibre), and [44] considers general “one-cut” rotation-invariant
potentials (including Mittag-Leffler).

2Some generalizations of the Ginibre point process (different from the Mittag-Leffler ensemble) and some hyperbolic
models have also been considered in [33].



where D_,, is the parabolic cylinder function. These polynomials are explicitly given by
[k/2] ¢ k—2¢
-1 k ¢
S e £ 1 IO
prd Ok —20)! 2 dt t=0

Lk/2) . e _ |
(71) (k*])'(y71+‘7)| L .
= <k—%>!(J.Zom_j)!@_w_j)x’“ vzl

Hel" () =

see [63, eq. (4.12)]. For v = 0, they reduce to the standard Hermite polynomials?®, i.e. Heg)) () =
Hey(x) for all kK € N. We refer to [59] for basic properties of general associated polynomials, and to
[63] for a focus on the Hermite case.

Only the polynomials {Hey, Heg) :k=0,1,...}, corresponding to v = 0 and v = 1, will appear
in our asymptotic formula. Our results can be presented in a unified way if we formally define Hey,
He,(cl) for the first few negative k as follows:

He_i(z) :=0, He_o(x):=1, He_s(z) == _g, (1.8)
Hel'j(x) := 0,  [kHe;y ()]

= -1, [kHe,(clzg(x)] =z, [sze,(clA(x)] ==

k=0 2

k=0 k=0
These definitions are consistent with the recurrence (1.6). For general a € N, we define

la/2] al a—2s

Po.alz) = iiaHea(m = Z me— (1.9)
le=1)/2) , s 1 oj _1—
1 1) .\ (@ —1—j)127 1 pa—1-2s
G0.0(w) 1= s He, ), (iz) = ; (j_o ) )(a AT (1.10)
Pra(e) =~ 5p0an () — ab(poans (1) — Ba— 1) poas (@) + 20— Do~ poas@). (1L11)
B0(2) =~ 0,01(2) — (0t0.01(2) ~ (B~ Voo ()] + 5 lale ~ 1)(a— 2) ayas(2)]).
(1.12)

where the brackets in (1.12) emphasize that for the first values of a, one needs to use (1.8), namely

[ (2)] 1, ifa=0,

aqo.a—1(2)] :i=

Aot ago.a-1(2), ifa>1,
z? -1, ifa =0,
—x, ifa=1,

[a(a —1)(a — 2)qo,a—3(2)] := ) (1.13)
2, if a =2,

ala —1)(a — 2)go,a—3(x), if a > 3.
To be concrete, the first polynomials are given by

Do,a(z) = {1, z, x> +1, 23 + 3z, z4+6z2+3}, qo0,qa(x) = {0, 1, z, 22 +2, 23 +5:c}, (1.14)

3There are ktwo commonly used Hermite polynomials in the literature, denoted Hey and Hj, and which are related
by Hy(z) = 23 He,(v/2 ). For us it is more convenient to work with Hey,.



P1a(z) = —%poﬂ_ﬂ(ac) +b {0 —2? 41,223 + 4z, -3z + 627 + 5, 425 + 423 + 3230}, (1.15)

5, 22 8
07+ 5ogw =2 g, =3 4 0, ~4ot 4822 +16}.  (116)

In the above, the 5 polynomials inside the brackets correspond, from left to right, to a = 0,1,2, 3,4.

a
q1a(z) = —§QO,a+1( )+b{

The large n asymptotics of E[e% Im Inpn (r) ga Re In p"'(r)] are naturally described in terms of the
two functions

2

Golo ) = poa(—V20) ((-1)° + S entey) ) + (VI - (D)= (117)
G101 0) = (V) ((-1)° + S ertey) ) + (VI - (D)= (L18)

where y € R, u € R, a € N, and erfc is the complementary error function

erfe(y \/_/ e da. (1.19)

In the statement of our theorem, Gy appears inside a logarithm and in a denominator. It turns out
that Go(y;u,a) > 0 for all y € R, u € R and a € N. This fact is not obvious so we defer the proof to
Section 4, see Lemma 4.9.

Theorem 1.1. Letb >0, a > —1,r € (O,b_%b), u € R and a € N be fized parameters. Asn — 400,
E[e% Im I, (r) ya Re lnpn“)} = exp (cm +Covn+ Cs+ O(n’z_lb + (hm)%n%)), (1.20)

where

r b~ 2b

Ci= [ (utamt—y)du) + [ alnly - ) du(o).
0 T
—+oo
- \/ﬁbr”/ (ln Go(y; u,a) — aln(\/i|y|) — ux(,ooﬁo)(y)) dy,

B a(l —a) a 2b
Cy = — <2+a) + (1_(br2b)2_1b)+1(2+a—2b+4a) ((br) —1)
o1 Gi( y,ua
A LT R e
a (2ab — a?)y
_ §y(1 + 2b+ 8bln(\/§|y|)) + W} dy7

du(y) = 2b%y?*~1dy, and X(=00,0)(%) = 0 for y > 0 and x(—s0,0)(y) =1 for y <O0.

Remark 1.2. For a =0, the next term in (1.20) is of order n™ 7 and was obtamed emplzcztly in [17].
For a > 1, numerical simulations suggest that the O-term is in fact of order n™ 3 4+ n~3. This also
suggests that our estimate in (1.20) for the O-term is optimal for b >4 and a > 1.

Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Let &, := E[e% Im Inpp (r) ga Re h‘p"(”}. Our starting point is the following exact formula
() T2t

lngnjzlln<z<> v r(ﬁ) 1+((1)aeu1)v(ﬂ§2b)p, (1.21)

2b 2b




where v(a, z) is the incomplete gamma function

z
’y(d,z):/ ti= et
0

Formula (1.21) can be derived using the facts that (1.1) is determinantal and that w is rotation-
invariant, see Lemma 2.1 below. For fixed j and a > 1, it is easy to see that the summand in (1.21)
contains a term proportional to n=% in its large n asymptotics. This already explains why our
estimate for the error term in (1.20) contains n~ 2.

To obtain precise asymptotics for &,, up to and including the term Cj5 of order 1, we must take
into account each of the n terms in the sum (1.21) (they all contribute). As can be seen from (1.21),
this means that we need precise uniform asymptotics for v(a, z) as both z — +o00 and @ — +oc0 at
various different relative speeds. Fortunately, these asymptotics are available in the literature [58].
Following the approach of [36] (which was further developed in [17, 18]), we will split the sum (1.21)
in several parts,

In&, = Sp+ 51+ 52 + 53,

where Sy, £ = 0,1, 2,3 are given in (2.5)—(2.8). There is a critical transition in the large @ asymptotics
of v(a,z) when z — +o0 is such that A = Z ~ 1. The sum S5 is the hardest one and precisely
corresponds to this critical transition; it requires a “local analysis” involving the j-terms in (1.21)
for which b"]—TZb ~ 1.

We found that, quite surprisingly, “circular” root-type singularities are significantly more involved
to analyze than “circular” jump-type singularities. Let us highlight some of the reasons for that:

e The “global analysis” needed for Sy, S; and S3 requires some precise Riemann sum approxi-
mations for functions with singularities. For comparison, the analogue of Sy, S and S5 in [17]
in the case of pure “circular” jump-type singularities are straightforward to analyze, because
the corresponding Riemann sum approximations only involve constant functions.

e Huge cancellations occur in the “local analysis” of Ss. In fact, to obtain Cs, we need to expand
up to the (a + 2)-th order the summand of the k-sum in (1.21). This is because, curiously,
the first a terms in the expansion cancel perfectly after summing over k. To treat the general
case a € N, this means that we need to expand various quantities to all orders. An important
technical obstacle is that the coefficients in these various expansions are not always readily
available in an explicit form; sometimes they can only be found recursively and involve heavy
combinatorics, see e.g. Lemma 4.5 and the all-order expansion of 7 in Lemma A.2. The analysis
of Sy is in fact the only part in the proof where solving the problem for general a € N is clearly
harder than solving the problem for a finite number of values of a, say a € {0, 1,2, 3,4}. This is
also the only place in the proof where the (associated) Hermite polynomials arise, see Lemmas
4.6 and 4.7.

Remark 1.3. For non-integer values of a, formula (1.21) does not hold and the connection with
the incomplete gamma function is lost (and therefore the strong results from [58] cannot be used
anymore). This is the main reason as to why we decided to restrict ourselves to a € N in this
work. For a ¢ N, the exact expression for &, involves hypergeometric functions that generalize the

incomplete gamma function. Also, because of the well-known relation Dy (z) = e‘ﬁHek(z), keN
(see [53, eq 12.7.2]), it is tempting to conjecture that for the general case a € (—1,+00) the large
n asymptotics of £, involve the parabolic cylinder function. That would be very interesting to figure
that out in detail and we intend to come back to this problem in a future publication.



Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we prove (1.21), define the sums S;, j = 0,1,2,3, and
establish many useful lemmas. In Section 3, we obtain the large n asymptotics of Sy, S3 and Sj.
The large n asymptotics of S5 are then obtained in Section 4. We finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 in
Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

This section contains the proof of (1.21) and the definitions of Sp,...,S3. We also establish here
various preliminary lemmas that will be used in Sections 3 and 4.

Lemma 2.1. Formula (1.21) holds for all n € N5o :={1,2,...}.

Proof. The partition function Z,, of the Mittag-Leffler ensemble is known to be

n .
Zn:n_g_bn_%nz_nHF(ﬁTa), (2.1)
j=1

see e.g. [17, eq. (1.23)]. Since &, = D, /Zn, it only remains to find a simplified exact expression for
Dy,. Since w is rotation-invariant, [, 29Z%w(z)d*z = 0 for j # k, and therefore, by (1.3), we have

n—1 n +00
D, = H / |z[¥w(z)d*z = (2m)™ H/ v w(v)dv.
=0 Jc 1o

Since a € N,
et (a) kk“k, if v <,
w(v) = p2ee v o =0
Z) akkak if o>,
=0
and thus
n2 142« n N a —_r)a—k . .
D, =n"%n "% "W—n H o ( T)L F(2]+22§‘+k) + ((—1)%" — 1)7(72J+22?+k,nr2b) .
bn 4 k n2b
j=1k=0
(2.2)
The claim now follows directly from (2.1), (2.2) and &, = D,,/Z,,. O

Through the paper, ¢ and C denote positive constants which may change within a computation,
and In always denotes the principal branch of the logarithm.

Let M’ be a large integer independent of n, let € > 0 be a small constant independent of n, and
let M :=n&(Inn)~%. Define

J- =19 —al, Jy= 1 —al (2.3)




Using (1.21), we divide In &, into 4 parts
In&, = Sp+ 51+ 52 + S3, (24)

with

So = _fjln ( y <a> () F(ﬁ) [1 +((~1)%e - 1)7(%?%’"#)}), (2.5)

n#  D(3) D(E5E8)

i-—1 a a—k T(2i+20+k 2j+2atk  2b
a (_T) F( 2 ) '7( 55 o T )
Sy = E In < ( ) o |1+ ((—1)%" — 1) . , (2.6)
j=M'+1 k=0 k n F(QJ;bQ ) F(2J+22b+k)
J+ a a—k TV 2j+F2a+k 2j+2a+k 2b
a\ (=r) F( 2b ) { '7( 55 N )])
Sy = E In - 1+ ((—1D)%* —1 - , 2.7
= 23 () S Ty [ 7

(_T)a—k F(2j+2a+k 2j+2a+k

S5 = zn: In (za: (Z) T r(%)) {1 +((~1)%" — 1)7(@;%)]). (2.8)

Jj=j++1 k=0

In Sections 3 and 4, we will analyze these sums in order of increasing difficulty: first Sy, then Ss, then
S1, and finally So. The sum Sy is straightforward to analyze, but S7, Se and S5 are more involved
and require some preparation. This preparation is carried out in the next subsection.

2.1 Useful lemmas

For £ € N:={0,1,...}, let

S|

go(z) = (Z) ok, (2.9)

k=0
If k=¢=0in (2.9), then k' := 1 so that go(z) = (1 + 2)*.

Remark 2.2. The sequence {g;}/.5 satisfies gor1(z) = zg)(z), ¢ € N. Solving this recurrence
relation using the initial value go(x) = (1 + x)® yields

o= [2] [o-+e]

which is an interesting alternative representation of gg.

3
t=Inx

The next lemma establishes yet another representation of gy.
Lemma 2.3. For { € N, we have

min(¢,a)

ge(w) = a(@+ 1) N 5(2 )

j=1

a!

(a—j)!

2/ (z  1)minba) =i (2.10)
where S(¢,j) is the Stirling number of the second kind, i.e. the number of partitions of {1,...,¢}
into exactly j nonempty subsets. Furthermore,

ge(z) = O(x), asz — 0, ¢¢e Ny, (2.11)
ge(x) = O(min{1, |z + 1|*7}), asz——1, feN. (2.12)

Remark 2.4. Since go(x) = (1 + x)%, (2.10) and (2.11) do not hold for £ = 0.



Proof. Let £ € N5g be fixed. By [53, eq. 26.8.10], we have

‘
K=Y (k);S(,5),  forallkeC, (2.13)
j=1
where (k); := k(k —1)(k—2)...(k —j+ 1) is the descending factorial. Substituting (2.13) in (2.9),
we obtain

a min(4,k) min({,a) a
a'S E j alS( E j
=30 Ty e
— j=1 j=1 k=j
min(¢4,a) al a a—j min(¢,a)
= S, §)—— S(e x+1 2.14
> s ”<aﬂ>!,§-<kﬂ> > st et )

which is (2.10). The expansions (2.11) and (2.12) for £ > 1 directly follows from (2.10), and (2.12)
for ¢ = 0 follows from go(z) = (1 + z)°. O

The sums S7, S2 and Ss naturally involve the functions

i <Z> (—r)o* <%) %k{ x> br?

Ye(z) = F70 5 (2.15)
Z “ (—1)kpa=k z EY, x e (0,0r?).
k b
k=0
The next lemma collects some properties of ;.
Lemma 2.5. Let £ € N. The function v, can be written as
rf(%)ﬂa, if 0 =0,
/-yl(lv) —_ - 2_11) - 2_11) o min(@,a) a!S(ﬁ,]) T % T 2_11) —j ) (2.16)
G -G X TG TG ) v
j=1
In particular,
ve(x) = O(xz_lb), as x — 0, [& Ny, (2.17)
Ye(x) = O(min{1, |z — br?®|*=}), asx — br**, ¢ €N, (2.18)
Proof. Tt is easily checked that
o () ). >t
Ye(x) = o\ (2.19)
r“ge( - (W) ), x € (0,br?0).
The claim is now a straightforward consequence of Lemma 2.3. O
Lemma 2.6. Let k € N be fized. As j — +o0,
N ) (;) s ( = me(k:))
— 1+ ), (2.20)
D(2522) b é:zl J*



where

.3 2y 200+ k
pae(k) :b4<2‘;>13§1+2b)(0‘ )= Zp%mkm (2.21)

and B( )( ) is the generalized Bernoulli* polynomial of degree ¢ defined
through the generating functwn

(et - 1) = Z B (x lt] < 2m. (2.22)

Remark 2.7. The degree 2¢ polynomial poy satisfies pas(0) = 0. This is consistent with the fact that
for k =0 the left-hand side of (2.20) is 1.

Zkb %(% 1) (217 “‘)
£!

Proof. The claim directly follow from [53, eq. 5.11.13]

TW+p2+p1) s~ (pl) B (py + po)
—— ~ P —_ as v — 400, p1,ps fixed. 2.23
T(v+ pa) ; ¢ o p1.p2 (2:23)
([l
Lemma 2.8. Asn — +oo,
a a— a+k +oo
S (a) (—r)e b P(HEER) roli/m) + Zi S P2tm¥m(j/n) (2.24)
o\ nm o T(E5pe) : (i/n)" ’

uniformly for j € {j+ +1,...,n}. Furthermore, M’ can be chosen sufficiently large (but fized) such
that the following holds: there exists C' > 0 such that

3 (1 r(2gett) {4 2 o DG CUIME 5

2 \k) "k TR 8bj

for all sufficiently large n and all j € {M'+1,...,j_ —1}.
Proof. Since a is fixed, Lemma 2.6 implies that

e (T I (15> S

k=0 nzv 25 k=0

as j — +oo. Since j/n € (br? 1] for all j € {j+ +1,...,n}, the expansion (2.24) directly follows
from (2.26) and the definition (2.15) of v,. In the same way, but using now the definition (2.15) of
ve(z) for @ € (0,br?), we infer that

9/ ok (— 1)k T( 22tk 1pzem7m(J/n)
- m= 2.2
kz—o(k) T TEE (3/n) +Z i , (2.27)

as j — oo uniformly for n such that j/n € (0,br?"). The estimate (2.25) then follows from (2.27)
and the behavior (2.17). O

4321)(:1:) is the classical Bernoulli polynomial of degree ¢, and Béo)(x) =zt
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For the large n analysis of Ss3, 51,52, we will need to approximate various large sums involving
functions with singularities; for this we will also rely on the following lemma from [18].

Lemma 2.9. ([18, Lemma 3.4]) Let A, ag, B,by be bounded function of n € {1,2,...}, such that
ap = An + ag and by, := Bn + by

are integers. Assume also that B — A is positive and remains bounded away from 0. Let f be a
function independent of n, and which is C*([min{%x, A}, max{2, B}]) for alln € {1,2,...}. Then
as n — +00, we have

(4) —2a0)f(A) + (1 4 2b) f(B)
——n/ f(z dx-i— 0 5 0

N (—1 + 6ag — 6a3) f'(A) + (1 + 6bo + 6b3) f'(B) N (—ao + 3ad — 2a3) f"(A) + (bo + 3b3 + 2b3) 1" (B)

12n 12n2
malr) (") S manl )
+ O( e + Z : (2.28)
Jj=an
where, for a given function g continuous on [min{ %=, A},max{%", B},
ma(g) := max g(z)], mp(g) = max g(z)|,
(9) z€[min{ <, A}, max{ 2 }]| (@) (9) zG[min{bT",B},max{bT",B}]| @)

and for j € {an,...,by, — 1}, mj ,(g) == Max, (1 i1 lg(x)].

n

3 Global analysis: large n asymptotics of Sy, S5 and 5

As mentioned earlier, we will analyze the sums (2.5)—(2.8) in order of increasing difficulty: first So,
then Ss, then S, and finally Ss. In this section we focus on Sy, S35 and S3. We defer the analysis of
So to the next section.

Lemma 3.1. Asn — o0,
So = M'In(r%") + O(n~ ). (3.1)

Proof. Using (2.5) and Lemma A.1, we obtain

(77.)0,7]6 1—\( 2j+2a+k

Sy = Zln <Z< > = F(ﬁ)) [1+ ((=1)%* — 1)[1 +O(ecn)]D,

J=1 2b
—1)kra_ke“ F(2j+2oz+k) ,
=) In ( ( ) ( . S + O(e™ "), as n — +00.
gzl ;;) nz D(355)

Since M’ is fixed, only the (k = 0)-terms contribute to order 1 in the large n asymptotics of Sp; the
1
other terms are O(n~2). O

Recall that Sy, S5 are given by (2.6) and (2.8). Following the approach of [17, 18], we define
bnr2b bnr? bnr?b bnr2
o) — —a) - - g — —al - - 3.2
+ (16 a) {16 aJ, B 1+4+e€ “ 1+e€ “) (3:2)

11




and for j=1,...,nand k=0,1,...,a, we also define

jita bnr?? 2(\; —1—1n)j)
= Aj = =\ -1 3.3
aj b ) J j+Oé, 77] ( J ) ()\]_1)2 9 ( )
2j +2a+k bnr2t 2\ —1—In)\;x)
ik = Nifpg 1= ——— o= (N —1 > J> 3.4
ik TR R Mik = (Ajk — 1) Cor =17 (3.4)

Lemma 3.2. Asn — +oo,

1 3 20+ 20 — D)In(r(l —e)~F —r) + In(b=% —
S3:n/baln((%) —r)dx+a(a+ + ) In(r( 26) P o)+ (b —7)
br2

1—e

a 1—a 1—a (br2b)== — 1 >) .
+2 R i (a-2t4a)n (T T L om.
1 <(br2b)_2_b A o% 1 ®)ln ((1 o F 1 ()

Proof. Using (2.8) and Lemma A.2 (ii) with ¢ and A replaced by a;; and A; ; respectively, where
jed{jr+1,...,n}and k € {0,...,a}, we obtain

as n — +oo. It is easy to check from (3.4) that cin < a; < cin, ca < |Ajr—1] < ¢} and ¢3 < 77?-7,C <
cs hold for some positive constants {c;, c;}3_,, for all n sufficiently large, for all j € {j; +1,...,n}
and for all k € {0,...,a}. Thus

(_T)afk F( 2j+2a+k

Sy = zn: 1n(za:(2) - F(%)))Jr(')(em), as n — +00. (3.6)

Jj=j++1 k=0

To complete the proof of this lemma, we need the following weaker version of (2.24):

a a— 2j+20+k : _ i In
> (1) PO iymy o L2+ o= G/n)

k) nwmo T(3ER) n 8bj/n

k=0

as n — +oo and simultaneously j € {j; + 1,...,n}. Note from (2.3) that j/n lies in (br?*,1] and
remains bounded away from br?® as n — +oco and simultaneously j € {j. + 1,...,n}; in particular
Y0(j/n) remains bounded away from 0. Hence, by substituting the above expansion in (3.6) and
using (2.16) with £ = 0,1, 2, we obtain after a computation that

1
S3 :20+E21+O(n—1), Y= Z fe(G/n), £=0,1, (3.7)
Jj=j++1
1
x 2b
e = i) =ain (5)” =)
(@) + (o= W) __ a(f)h ( (””)— )
) = = a+4a—2b — _1+4a_2bT ,
fl( ) 8bz’yo(sc) 8b$((%)2_1b —7“)2 ( ) 5 ( )
where we have also used that In(l + ) =z + 0(952) as ¢ — 0. From Lemma 2.9 (with A = lf:,

ag=1—a— 95:“6), B =1 and by = 0), we infer that

(20 + 200" — 1) fo(222) 4 fo(1)
2

1
)Y, :n/ fo(x)dx + +0(n™h, £=0,1,
br2b

12



as n — 4+o00. We then obtain the claim for S3 after a computation using the simplification
1
o B

1-— 1-— 2b)—g5 _ 1
a( z . +(a—2b+4a)1n(u)).
br2b A\ (br2t)=2 —1  (1—¢)" 2 —1 (1—¢)~2 —1

O

The large n asymptotics of S7 are harder to obtain than those of S3. The main reason for it is

that S7 involves small j’s, and for such j’s the quantities v¢(j/n) have a singular behavior, see (2.17).

This is also the reason why the error term in Lemma 3.3 is more complicated than in Lemma 3.2.
Lemma 3.3. Asn — +oo,

Slzn/ (u—l—aln(r—(b) )dm—M'ln(r“e“)
0

—(u+alnr) 4+ (29(_71’6) —1-2a)(u+aln(r—r(1+ €)~ )

2
+2 <a711 +(a—2b+4a)n (1 —(1+ e)%)> + O(niﬁ +n71).
4\(1+e)z -1
Proof. Lemma A.2 (i) implies that for any ¢ > 0 there exist A = A(¢'),C = C(¢’) > 0 such that
|% -1 < Ce="¥F for all a > A, forall A = 2 €[l + ¢, +00], and where 7 is given by (A.1). Let

us take ¢ = § and choose M’ so large that a; = ”TO‘ > A(§) forall j € {M"+1,...,51,— —1}. Thus
jo—1

Si= Y I (za: (“) (—r)e—k DR

ay\k"f',k
e [ (e - pa s o)) e
J=M’'+1 k=0 k n F(QJ;bQ )

as n — +o0o. From a direct analysis of (3.4), we infer that aj,kn?,k decreases as j increases from
M'+1toj- —1,and aj,knik decreases also as k increases from 0 to a. Therefore
N L . .

23’ > 5 -—— > ecn, forall j e {M' +1,...,5_ —1}, (3.9)

for a small enough ¢ > 0. Thus
j-—1 a a—Fk k u 2j+2a+k
a\r (_1) € F( 2b ) —cn
S = | Z 1n(2(k) T T (2t + O(e™ "), as n — +0oo.
j=M'+1 k=0 2b

(3.10)
Substituting (2.25) in (3.10) and using (2.16) with £ = 0,1, 2, we obtain

——1
= 1< ’ 1 = 1< 1
S120+521+O<TL2 ‘ E (‘]/TI,)E2) :20+521+O(R7E +TL71),
j=M'+1
j——1

j_—1

So= 30 B, Bii= 3 %<x>:u+aln<r<§)2—%’), (3.11)

as n — 400, where f; is given by (3.7). Note that fi(x) ~ cx? ! as z — 0; thus f; blows up at 0
if b > %. Using now Lemma 2.9 (with 4 = M =1 B= lirj: and by = 09 _
- = —fo(A) + (209 — 1 — 20) fo (=
3o = n[w fo(z)dx +

1+E)
5 +

1— ), we get

n

O(niﬁ + nil),

13



1< TFe 1
¥ = / - h(@)dz + O(n~2 +n7").
as n — 4o0o. Furthermore, by a direct analysis of fo and fy,

~ ! 1
fo<%> = u+alnr+0(n7%),

br2b

/Nue fi(x)dr = 9(“7_1 + (a —2b+4a)n (1 — (1+6)—2—1,,)) +O(n?

S

):

A 4A\1+e)m -1
br2b br2b
1+e ~ 1+e ~ 1
n/ fo(z)dz:n/ fo(x)dz — (u+ alnr)M' 4+ O(n=2),
M 0
as n — +o00. The claim follows after substituting the above expansions in (3.11). O

4 Large n asymptotics of S,

It remains to obtain the large n asymptotics of Sa, which was defined in (2.7). For this, let us split
So in three pieces,

Sy =S + 58 + 5P,

where
. a a (*T)aik 1—\(2j+2a+k) 7(2j+2a+k , nr2b)
S8 = > I (Z< > . -2 14 ((—1)%" —1) 2b (4.1)
& +2c 2j+2a+k
JiNEL, o \k/ nm I(&5) D (25
for v=1,2,3, \; is given by (3.3), and
11;=[1—e,1—%), 12:=[1—%,1+L{l], 13;=(1+%,1+e].
Equivalently, the above sums can be rewritten using
g——1 9+ J+
)IEED DI D DR (42)
JiAj €3 Jj=j— Jix; €l Jj=g— JiAj €l Jj=g++1
where g_ = [fiib —al, g+ = \_ffrj_f — a. We also define Gin’M),HSr"’M) €[0,1) by
v v

(M) < bnr2b ) { bnr2b —‘ < bnr2b )
N =g_ — o) = 7 o — -,
1+ 2% 1+ 1+ 2L

(n,M) bnr? bnr?® bnr??
0y = —ar ~ ) — 9+ = —ar )~ 1_Mfoz.
vn vn

Note that the sums Sél) and Ség) each contain a number of elements proportional to n, while Séz)
contains roughly M+/n elements.
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4.1 Global analysis: large n asymptotics of Sél) and Sé?’)

We first treat Sél), S§3). These sums are delicate to analyze because they involve the asymptotics of

7v(a, z) in the regime a — 400, 2 — +00, when A = Z is close to 1 but not very close (more precisely,

Ael 61—7) (1+f,1+e])

Lemma 4.1. Asn — 400,

br2b L
Sél) = n/bT2: aln <<%> — T) dx + {aerbM< <2b\/_> ) + 7a(a2;\41)b

b . 22 2 29(n]VI) 1
WSO o (e art a2 ~ a2+ 1)) n

)

si=

12r2b )13
25(2h — 1 + 8bIn(2 2 29<"M>
+ar ( 8+ n(r))M2+ ar aln(r)
1—2a — 209 . 1—a)(1 +2b)
it S r(l—e)"2 —r 4+ 2 1-a)+2%) + (a — 2b + 4a) In(2b)
2 4 2
1—a 1 vn  M3lnn
+— 4+ (a—2b+4a)In (1 —¢)" 2 —1 +O(—+ )
TR (-0 1) bro(YE+ M

Remark 4.2. Since M = ns (Inn)~%, the O-term above is small as n — +oo.

Remark 4.3. The above asymptotics are of the form
Sél) = Ef)n + EN’SM)\/ﬁln n+ EéM)\/ﬁ + EN'én’M) Inn+ Eén’E’M) + o(1).

This may seem a bit counter intuitive as the asymptotics of Theorem 1.1 only contain terms pro-
portional to n, v/n and 1. In fact, remarkable cancellations will occur in the asymptotics of Sél) +
S(2 + S , in particular E~§M) and Eén’M) will get perfectly canceled by other terms in the large n
asymptotics of Séz) and Ség), and we will show in Lemma 4.12 below that the large n asymptotics of
So = Sél) + 552) + Sés) are of the form Sy = afe)n + 62\/5+ 63(,"‘) +o(1).

Proof. By (4.1) and Lemma A.2, Sél) admits the following exact formula

- 3 n(3 ()

BV k=0 nz

X [1 +((=1)%" — 1) (%erfc(—nj,k a’Tk) — Raj,k(nj,k))])’

where 7, and a; j are given by (3.4). Since I; = [1 —¢,1 — %),

15,k :Aj,kfl“i’o(()\j,k 71)2) S *%‘FO(%Z), asn%vLoo, (44)

2b b 2
— Nk k)2 = =N KA/ ;’ATM > ”\% + O(”—\;ﬁ), as n — +o0o, (4.5)

uniformly for j € {j: A\; € I} and k € {0,1,...,a}. Also, M = né(lnn)*é, and thus, by (A.2),

‘Zb ]\/12

_ 1 a: —nt
Ra, (i) = O(™45) = 0(e ™), serfe(—mn/ %) = 0(e™),
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as n — +oo uniformly for j € {j : A\; € 1} and k € {0,1,...,a}, and (using also (4.2))
(77.)0,7]6 F(2j+2a+k

SiV = Ji: ln<z<z> L F(ﬁ))>+0(enc), as n — +00. (4.6)

j=gi+1 k=0 nzv 2b

In the same way as for (2.24), we obtain

 (a\ ()R DREEEE) 11324 n (/1)
- = Yo(j/n) + 2= (4.7)
kgo (k}) TLZ_kb F(2j;rb2 ) Z
as n — +oo uniformly for j € {g+ + 1,...,j+}. However, unlike for Ss, the first subleading term

(corresponding to £ = 1) is not sufficient for our purpose; we also need the coefficients of py which
are given by (see (2.21))

pa(k) =

2k ky _ k- )0 430+ o) ST 2a))

k(k —2b) pa+d)

8 2 2b 384b2
The reason as to why we need py can be seen as follows. The sum on the left-hand side of (4.7)
appears inside In in (4.6). Since In(yo + B) = In~y + In(1 4+ B/vy), what is relevant is to estimate
the asymptotics series of (4.7) divided by 7o(j/n). Lemma 2.5 implies

WE””% = O(min{|e — |, & — br®|}) = O]z — b~ ™™e8) asz 5 b®. (49)
Yo(x

Using the definitions of j; and g4 (see (2.3) and (4.2)), we see that for j € {g+ +1,...,j+}, j/n lies
in (br?*,1] and g4 /n — br?" is of order % as n — +oo. Therefore, for £ =1,2,.. .,

Z St Pat i i/1) _ O( Z |j/nbr2b|mi“{“=”}>o<ﬁ>, (4.10)

3tv0(5/n) nt M2t

J=g++1 J=g++1

as n — 4oo uniformly for j € {g++1,...,54+}. Since M = ns (Inn) %, only the terms corresponding
to £ > 3 in (4.7) (i.e. the terms associated with pg,ps,...) will give an error in the asymptotics of

5SSV Substituting (4.7)-(4.8) in (4.6) and using (2.16) (with £ = 0,1,2,3,4), (2.18) and (4.10), we
obtain

s — 5o 4 1 —s{ + 12(”+0<X4;> (4.11)

as n — 400, where

> feli/m),  £=0,1,2,

J=g9++1

fo and f1 are as in (3.7), and f5 is defined by

1

1
) z\2 (, (z\3 _
384h222 )™ +12(3b% — 8ba + 4a2)a(b) (a(3)” —1)

fa(z) ==

{ — 16b(b* — 6bar + 6a2)

(
4 4(6a -5y 2B E) 123

St
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GO E RSE  LEa W

2\ % 4 2
(a(§) —7)
Using Lemma 2.9 (with A = fj—i, ap=1—a— Hin’M), B = % and bg = —a — 95:“5)), we get
Vn
B (20420 = 1) fol3530) + (1= 20— 265 fo(37) |
) :n/ fo(z)dx + - +(9< ),
brig; 2 ]V[\/Gi
1 = 1 1 = 1
W _ [ 1 _ ¢
X = /br% fi(z)dz + O<W> ¥y = /br% fo(z)dz + O(W) (4.13)
17% 1,%

as n — +oo. To obtain the above error terms, we also used (4.9), (2.16), and in particular that

2b 2b 2b 2
i) =olw)  alig)-oln)  slig)-oln)

vn vn
as n — 4o00. Furthermore, it follows from a long but straightforward analysis of fy, fi and f2 that
bTQb Mr M
=al O 7= 4.14
w(2) = () o) @10
vn
b = 2/ J
n/bﬁl} fo(z)dz = n/br?b fo(x)dz + v/n abr®® M <1 +1n (r—M)> + abr?® M2 1n <ﬁ)
ar® M?(—1 + 2b + 8bIn(22)) M3Inn
—+0 4.15
i 8 ~o(X) (4.15)
br-2b
= a(a —1)by/n a{(l—a)(1—|—2b) 1—a ( M )
x)dr = + - + —(a—2b+4a)ln
tla—2+4a)n((1—oF 1) rof X (4.16)
a @) n € \/ﬁ ) .
bT2b
1 [ _ab(3—5a+2a%)y/n 1
n /bﬂ;[ fo(@)dr = — 12720 03 +0 ek (4.17)
s

as n — +oo. Substituting (4.14)—(4.17) in (4.13) and then in (4.11), we obtain the claim after
another long but direct computation. |

Lemma 4.4. Asn — +o0,

3) br®? 2\ % 2b\/n ala —1)b
Sy :nﬁﬂb [u—i—aln(r—(g) )]dm—i—{br M(aln(TM)—l—a—u)—l—W

1+4€

0N (e I ) ()
, n
r (n,M)
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2

;

Proof. By (4.1) and Lemma A.2,

jih; €l k=0 nz

<[ (vrer = (Gerte( /%) ~ o)) ).

Because I3 = (14 f’ 1+ €], we have

+M(u+aln<rr(l+e)ﬁ)>+ {w (a — 2b+ 4a) In(2b)

N4,k :Aj,k*1+(9((>\j,k*1)2) Z %+O(MT), as n — o0,
b 2
= miwyfasn/2 < =25+ O(=), asm — 0o,

uniformly for j € {j: \; € I3} and k € {1,...,a}. Since M = n%(Inn)"%, we get

Qsz _ne 1 a;) _ 217M2 _ne
Ra, , (njr) = Oe” )=0(E™), §erfc( Njk\/ ’“) =1-0(e )=1—0(""),

as n — +oo uniformly for j € {j : \; € Is} and k € {1,...,a}, and thus

g-—1 a a—k kou 2j+2a+k
a\r 1 (=) _nt
5% = Y In <§ <k> (L) . T ) +0(e™), (4.18)
j=j— k=0 nz=v ( 2b )

where we have also used (4.2). By (2.27),

i (Z) m_k;%) et I}(\ﬁ) {% G/n) +Z e 1P2em7m(J/”)}, (4.19)

k=0

as n — +oo uniformly for j € {j_,...,g— — 1}. Using Lemma 2.5, (4.9) and the definitions (2.3),
(4.2) of j— and g_, we infer that (4.10) holds also as n — —+oc uniformly for j € {j_,...,g- — 1}.
Hence, substituting (4.19) in (4.18) and using (2.16) (with 0=0,1,2,3,4), (2.18) and (4.10), we get

1 \/_
5(3) — 2(3) _2(3) 3) @) 4.20
2 =u + on e 1 0(4R (4.20)
as n — 400, where

g——1 g-——1

5 = Z foli/n), Ef) = Z fe(g/n), (=1,2,

J=j- J=j-

fo is given by (3.11), f1 is given by (3.7), and fo is given by (4 12).
Using Lemma 2.9 (with A = ag = 0" — —a, B= o and by = 0" — 1 — a), we get

1+5’ +%
brz _ (1 +2a — 29(11,6 )f (lﬂre) (QHSH,M) 1 _ 204)f0( — ) )
=P =n [ TV fo(a)d 10
0o =N r2b fO(:E) x + 2 + M\/ﬁ ’

1+4€
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br2b bp2b
Lo _ [73F 1 Lo _ L [+3E 1
pS T " N@AE RO g ) et = [, e O 3 ) (4.21)

Tte Tfe

as n — 4o0. Furthermore, a long but straightforward analysis of ]?0, f1 and f2 shows that

= br? Mr M
— | = In| ——= — 4.22
f"(u%) wram(gz) +o(J5) “22)
bTZb
IL ~ ~ 2 M
n/H% fo(x)dx = n/ fo(x)dx + \/ﬁbr%M<au+aln< bv/n > + abr?*M? In <—>
2 2 " vn

| M0~ 20b +88bu +8abln(3)) O(M3 1“”)’ (4.23)

.

1+% ! (x)dx _ a(a— 1)b\/ﬁ g{ (a — 1)(1 +2b) n 1-—

1
b2t 2M 4 2 1- ()%
M
—(a—2b+4a)ln (1—(14—6)2_117)}4-0(%), (4.24)
br2b
1 [T+ 2 ab(3 — 5a + 2a?)y/n 1
n /ﬂf R@)dr = ———5 O\ ) (4.25)

Substituting (4.22)—(4.25) in (4.21) and then in (4.20), we obtain the claim after another long but
direct computation. O

4.2 Local analysis: large n asymptotics of 552)

Our next goal is to obtain the large n asymptotics of Séz). This is the most technical part of the
proof of Theorem 1.1. As mentioned in the introduction, a major obstacle in the asymptotic analysis
of Séz) is that, in order to treat the general case a € N, we need to expand various quantities to
all orders. Lemma 4.5 below provides a general scheme to compute the coeflicients appearing in
these expansions in a recursive way. These coefficients are not all readily available in explicit forms,
however only a few of those will really matter for us. Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7 establish some non-trivial
identities between those relevant coefficients and the (associated) Hermite polynomials. The large n
asymptotics of S§2) are then obtained in Lemma 4.11.
Let us define

M]k = \/ﬁ()\]kfl)a ke{lvam}a jG{JAJ 612}:{977794»}, (426

Mj = /n(\; — 1), JefiNelt={9-.....9+} (4.27)
Since I = [1 — %, 1+ %] and \; is decreasing in j, we have —M < M, < ...< M, < M. Note
from (3.3)—(3.4) that A;x is close to A; for large n, and from (4.26)—(4.27) that M, is close to M;
for large n. For convenience, for j € {g_,...,g+}, we also define

_ Mrb 5k
:*j,k = -4 J 77j7k, (428)
V2 V2

where a; 5 and 7, are given in (3.4).
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Lemma 4.5. Let k € {0,1,...,a} be fized. As n — +oo and uniformly for j € {g—,...,g+}, we

have
| T2t +k) ’“Z P Ozp th)npk M7 (4.29)
¥ D(35) nt ’ '
+oo ZL Z“rl /QJ d kmM¢+172m
Sy~ Elpmel = TE I , (4.30)
(=1
M2y 20
B 30— 1 om (2) mA P
1 : 1 M;r® m— ) kMM
—erfc(—anC aJQ’“) ~ —erfc(— i ) — Z Z OZ i Ae.m.p I (4.31)
2 2 \/5 V2 — n2
,MJQ2 ” Z ZBE 2mq Em AP
m= lm, j
Ry (i) ~ =3 Z=— S Zmodms st (482)
T™r \/_ =0 nz
1 T(3t2ath) 1 ) X Ag(M;; k)
B (1) — 1) Gerfe(— i/ %2 ) = Ray )}N’c S
P e (| G D B U] B B
(4.33)
for some qy}np,qunp,qf}np,qﬁ)np,de,m e C, q&&o =1, q(()?’())0 =1, where aj, nj i are given in
(3.4), and the A;’s are defined by
(—1)%e* -1 rba
k) =14 ——erfc| — — 4.34
AO(:C, ) + 9 erice \/5 ) ( 3 )
—1)set — 1
Ag(x; k) = (1 + ()ferfc( )) Z qumpk:mxp
m=1 p=0
e,rm;x? ¢ 30—1-2m @
4
+((—1)% " -1 EmaP 4> 1. 4.35
(( ) ) \/% Z Z ql,m,p ( )

Fort>1, m=0andp=0,...,¢, qemp = 0. The other coefficients {qe mp} are given by

L¢/2] k k
1) p_ L (55 p+d) (kN (5= 35 26
S Sl g = 3 (B)pied (L (7 B (430

m=1 p=0 s=0

and the coefficients {q%)np ;*:2 can be found by equaling the terms of the same order in n in the

following formal power series

Zm 0235 1-2m (2) kmMp 400 22/2

Z s10, —forma.

Z z =) —or Hee- (M) (B, (4.37)
=1 n2 (=1

Zm 0 236 . qé m k’mMP = 2Z/2 —~form = 06(77‘ k)
Z ”: LR 3rb\/ﬁ<ZTHee(Mjrb)(:§?k al)é><z o ) (4.38)
£=0 £=0 =0 @}
“+o00 ¢ 30—1-2m (1) km '4

1 4 im m=1 Z 0 qe m M;

B I S
=1 m=0 p=0 7’LZ
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o i i } (4.39)

+ 14 30—1-2 (2) + L
% ZOO Zm:O Zp:O " qé,m,pkmMjp . 1 2.0 Zm:O Zp:O qé,m,p
- n% 3Tb\/ﬁ =0 n%

where the c;’s are defined recursively as in (A.3).

Proof. By (3.3) and (4.27), we have j + a = f”’ﬁi . This, by (4.29), implies that the coefficients
+

LA
do not depend on «. For a = 0, using (2.20), we get

j+k +oo
1 F(QJ;‘S ) ok Z 1 2% B(1+%)
: 1—\( ) (TQb)é / 4

(1)

9e,m.p

£=0

+oo 1 k
_ .k b
-3 g (i

£=0 - s=0
and (4.29), (4.36) follow. By (4.28),
Mj?“b 2% )\jk—l—ln)\jk =
Sk — =—Vnr2®(\;p —1 : T —Vnr2e Y V(N —1)° 4.40
J.k \/5 ( J.k ) )\j,k()\j,k o 1)2 ; ( J.k ) ( )
as n — +oo uniformly for j € {g_,...,g+}, for some {agl) f20 C C that are independent of j and

k. The all-order expansion (4.30) now follows from

M; k MAN\ T K k! Mj\4+1 X Dikle
Nrp=(1+-2)(1 14+ —2L ~ " V(14 =L - g,
b ( +\/ﬁ)( +2bm"2b( +\/ﬁ)) ez_;(%nr?b) ( +\/ﬁ) Zz:; /2
where [\ x]¢ is given by
[£/2]
= —1 sfs+1 sagl—2s
Nirle= Y (2br2b) (£2s)k M (4.41)
s=[(£-1)/3]
Using that
1 df 1 d=t . (—1)f . »
saraleld) = — =™ = o dHe (VB e, (e, (4.42)

and Hey(z) = (—1)“He,(—z), we infer that

M2,2b

1 M.rb 1 M.rb e~ X o2
—f(— J E»)N—f(— J)— 2 Hep_ i (M;r*)="
2€rc NG + 25k 2elrc NG N ezzl 7 ee—1(M;r?) 3,k

as n — +oo uniformly for j € {g_,...,g+}. Also, from (4.30), we obtain

= (:formal
=k =k

+oo "~ L(s+1)/2] mpstl—2m\ £ +oo ~L(s+0)/2] (0 pm g rs+—2m
)ez( me0 | s m K™ M ) ' ds,m k™M

Z - ns/2 = Z - ns/2

s=1 s={

(4.43)
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for some coefficients {dgézn} C C. This implies (4.31) and (4.37). Next, by (A.2), we have

__u’:l MZ] k

Ce 77],
R,. ; , as n — 00,
a],k(nL ) \/m Z
uniformly for j € {g_,...,g+}. Using again (4.42), we get
L ) M2 2b 400 =l
eT3% Rk ~ e 225/2 Hey (M;r?) ﬂk,
=0

and (4.32) and (4.38) follow from a long but direct analysis of the right-hand side of (4.38), using
that the ¢,’s are smooth, and using the all-order expansions (4.43) and

nr?? k 26 = ZMZ
= 4 g e 3 S (a1
—+oo s
Pirle
Mk ~ 3 bk — Zb (Z ) (4.45)
s=1 s=1 (=1
where the coefficients {bs};°] C C are independent of j and k.
Finally, (4.33), (4.34), (4 35) and (4.39) are direct consequences of (4.29)—(4.32). O
Lemma 4.6. The following relations hold
2b)a79Y ! ( ) = po.o(2), 4.46
( “al an 1o(5) = poae) (1.46)

a+1

(2b)*Hrlet Db (1) %! Z qa+1 a p( . )

- fab(p07a+1(:c) + (1= 30)poai(@) + 2(a—1)(a— 2>p0,a,3(z)), (4.47)

3
where po o(z) is given by (1.9).
Proof. It follows from (4.36) that

o atn () = 3 G [0 G () OB e

k=0

For each s € {0,..., 5]}, the polynomial k > B£1+2—’1)(2b)(2b) (- §b) is of the form Y j_, é(k/b)®,
where ¢, ...,¢, € C are independent of b. Thanks to the prefactor (2b)*, the above expression is
thus independent of b. Replacing b by % yields

laj2) -
enrrcara o, () = 5 ) e () (28| e
By (2.22),
= (G ) = )
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is a polynomial in k of degree s, and

<k> <s - k> _ (e (-5 75t~ (60— 8)s+a®—a .y, e

s)\a—2s sl(a — 2s)! 2

is a polynomial in k of degree a — s. Combining (4.49) and (4.50), we obtain

A ()L -

weo  Sl(a—2s)1287
and now (4.46) follows directly from the right-most expression of pg, in (1.9). Now we turn to the
proof of (4.47). In a similar way as (4.48), using (4.36),

(2b)a+1 (a+1)b al Z qa+1 a,p( )

B )

From (4.49) and (4.50) with a replaced by a + 1, we get

[ir B (1) k s—k _(=D"Tal 208 —2(9a+ 7)s + 3a(a + 1)
dk 5 s)\a+1-2s)||,_, sl(a+1—2s)!2¢ 6 ’
and thus

= 2b (*1)0’ :Ca+1—25.

k=0

L(a+1)/2] _
atl (a 1 x\P b Z a! (20s% —2(9a + 7)s + 3a(a + 1)) xzo+1=2s
(2b)°* rl H)b )*al E :qt(szlaP( ) -3 '

slla+1—2s)! 28

s=0
Finally, the expression (4.47) follows from the manipulation

L(a+1)/2]

Z a! (2052 — 2(9(1 + 7)8 + 30,(@ + 1)) pat+1-2s
s—0 s'(a + 1-— 25)' 2s
[(a—1)/2] 1o
10s 4+ 3(1 — 3a) z° s
= |
3ap0,a+1(x) + a! ; s!(a 1 29)! 9s
[(a—1)/2] 10 po—1-2s
=3 a 3a(l —3 a— |
el el o ; (s—1)l(a—1-—2s)! 25

= 3apo,at+1(x) + 3a(l — 3a) po,a—1(x) + 5ala — 1)(a — 2) po,a—3(x).

Lemma 4.7. The following relations hold

p
(20r") 1 (=1)* (a + 1) anmﬂ,p( 7)) = (@), (451)

a+2

@yl wn(35)

= —b(agoan () + (1 = 30)lagoe s ()] + 2fala — 1o~ avas(@)]), (452)

where go,q(x), [ago.a—1(x)] and [a(a — 1)(a — 2)qo,a—3(z)] are given by (1.10) and (1.13).

23



Remark 4.8. The degree of the polynomial in the right-hand side of (4.52) is given by
(4) —0.

2 ifa=0,
a ifa>1.
: ) —
In partzcular, qa+1,a,a+1 qa+1 a,a+2
Proof. Let us ﬁrst rewrite the sums on the left-hand sides of (4.51) and (4.52) in terms of the

coefficients {qe mp? ler)n o Clg m p} By (4.39),

a+1 3a4+2—2m
Z Z qa+1 m,pkmxp = - Z { Z Z ds m,pkmxp

s=0 m=0 p=0
at+1—s3(a+1—s)—1—2m 1 a—s 3(a—s)—2m
2 3) m
X{ Z Z Qat1- sm,p ZCP—WZ Z Qo Smpk ZCP}}

m=0 p=0 m=0 p=0

Equaling the coefficients of k%*! and of k£ gives the identities
4 — (2
LI o { St {5 q<>}} (159
p=0 p=0

s=0

and

a+2

Z qa+1 a,p - Z{Z qs s— 1,p‘rp X {Z q((J,Q-Zl—s,a-i-l—s,pxp}}
=0
a—s+2 ’
- Z { Z qs s,px { Z qt(zQ-Zl—s,a—s,p 37,1, Z q1(13)s a—s,p¥ }} (454)
p=0

It remains to simplify the right-hand sides of (4.53) and (4.54). Sums of the form 7 _, qélg,pxp and

> =0 qig 1,77 were already simplified in (4.46) and (4.47). Also, by (4.37),

= (2) T \P - 28/2 Lrd —formaly\s
pzoq”*p(ﬁ) - ;?Hes 1@ )?[@} {[(Hj’k ) ]ein:O,]\/Ijﬁle (4.55)
where [(ng’,ﬁmal)s]g is the coefficient of the term of order n~% in the asymptotic series (ng’,ﬁmal)s.
Using (4.30), we infer that
1 d 1t —formalys _ 14 _
ZLaE) e ]| = deedine s=1ik (4.56)
Also, a direct computation using (4.28) shows that
1 5(r°M;)?2 1 (kM; 53 _
Bk = k b+ — L M) + Ot 4.57
K 2\/§brb\/ﬁ{ T3 T\ T )t (n™) (4.57)
as n — +oo uniformly for j € {g_,...,g+}. In particular, dy 1 = Wlbrb and thus, by (4.55)-(4.56),
= 2) (T\P 1 1
ql,l,p(ﬁ) = (2b7’b)l EHeg_1($), ?>1. (4.58)
p=0



Combining (4.53) with (1.9), (4.46) and (4.58) yields
a a p a - a+1 .S .
(2 (1Y% (g 4 1) anH . p( ) = (~1) ZO ( : )z He, (iz)Heq_s (2).
Using the functional equation (see e.g. [63, eq.(9.6)])
- 1
Z (a + )isHes(ix)Hea_s(:E) = i®HelV (ix), a €N, (4.59)
s
s=0

we obtain the desired identity (4.51). It remains to simplify the right-hand side of (4.54) (with x
replaced by %) and to prove (4.52). In view of (4.46), (4.47) and (4.58), it only remains to evaluate
explicitly sums of the forms

+2
+ 1

quep( ) and Wﬁ:qfe)p(%)p £=0. (4.60)

For the first sum, we use (4.37) to get

0+2 +1 28/2 1 d ) . 1
_ £ I mformalys > (. .
qu e ) ; e @ ] [ e ’k:o,Mﬁ%’ £20. (46
A direct computation using (4.30) shows that
0, ifl1<s<f(-—2,
1 [im(zfprmalm ” _ ) (E=1diPdse,  ifs=0-1,
alae) NS0k 0 = Y ez a1l y, if s =1,
( +1)T2bd11d107 lfS:€+1,

and by (4.28) and (4.57),

1,1 — 2\/§brb; 1,0 — 6\/57 2,1 — 6\/§bTb7 3,2 — 24\/§b2T3b.
Substituting the above in (4.61), for £ > 0 we get
£+2
2 x 1 1/5 l 0e—-1)
Z Cl§+)1 e,p(rb) 7(%) 5T T) Z( T Hee( )+ 3 xHep_1(x) — THeeﬁ(;,;))7
1 152% +2¢4 06 —1)
= (2)fr D) [[ 6 Hey(z) + 5 Heé—Q(m)}, (4.62)

where He_5(z) = He_1(z) = 0, and for the second line we have used the three-term recurrence

relation (1.6) of Hey.
Now we turn to the problem of simplifying the second sum in (4.60). Let us write

+oo +oo
Cel\T)4, €r
\/ﬁ(z (ZiZ))NZ—%, as n — oo

=0 Q;
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for some {e;}/5 C C. By (4.38),

¢
1 (3) 2m/2 —~formal\m
ﬁzq”’p: 7_{_} {€Z+Z€e 5 Z Hem {[(:Jok ") ]S} ’k:O Mj—=
p=0 B
2m/2 ‘ l d e d1t-a —formal\m
e S X B () [l e ] Tt
s=1m=1 q=0 [RaF A
(4.63)
Long but direct calculations using (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45) show that
d 14 {—s
_ = > <s< >
{dk} eg_sk:O 0, for E_0,0_s_f,q_l—i—t 5 J,
d 14 —formal s+m+1
— =rormalym = > <s< < < < - .
{dk} {[( i )]s:|k:0 0, for E_l,l_s_f,l_m_s,q_v 5 J

This means that for ¢ > 1, the only term that contributes in (4.63) corresponds to m = s = £ and
q = 0. Thus, for any ¢ > 0, we have

¢
1 (3) _ 2@/2 Lrdqt —formal\¢
370 2 et = {60 17 He(z )E!{dk} [[(Hj’k )]4 ’k:O,I\/lj%le.

p=0
A direct computation shows that ey = 73%. Using also (4.56), we get
1 £ 3) T \P 1 1 1
3
3rb Zoqfvap(r_b) = 3(2b)ib ) 7 atee@), 20 (4.64)
=

Using (4.62) and (4.64), for £ > 0 we obtain

042 . . e
Z Qet1ep\;5) ~ 350 Z 9e,0.p
p=0

B 1 1 522 —|—2( -
~(2b)4pb (D) g_[ 6

oe—1)
6

Heg(:zz) + Heg_g(:n)} . (4.65)

Combining (4.54) with (4.46), (4.47) and (4.65), we obtain after some calculations that

(2brye1( a'zqgﬁgla,p(z) —— (et s ] o

where
Po,a+1(2) = 3apoa+1(z) + 3a(l — 3a) po,a—1(z) + 5ala — 1)(a — 2) po,a—3(), (4.67)
5q(z) = (—=1)° Z (Z) i*Heg(ix) [(5302 +2(a—s—1))Hess(z) + (a — s)(a — s — 1)Hea_3_2(x)]

= (4.68)

The polynomial s, can actually be considerably simplified. Indeed, since
ds 2 ds 2
He,(z) = [_} [ ”‘7} , i°Heg(ix) = [_} [ _It+7:|
es(x) il o i*Heg(ix) il

26
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we have

(A dqa 1 ifa=0,
> (¢) it (0) =[] 1] t_o{o e o
Hence,
;) (S) (a— s)(a — s — 1)i*He,(iz)Heq_s_o()
— ala— a2 /a9 i*He, (iz)Hey o (z) = 2 ifa=2, -
— 1)52_20( 8 ) He, (iz)H (=) {0 if a # 2, (4.70)

and using also the recurrence relation (1.6) we get

a

5= () e o

s=0
z ifa=1,

a—1
1
—aY (“ . )Hes(z’:c) (zHeH,l(x) —(a—s— 1)Hea,s,2(z)) ={ -2 ifa=2,  (471)
5=0 0  otherwise.

Using (4.69), (4.70) and (4.71) to simplify s,, we finally obtain

502 -2 ifa=0,

—2r ifa=1
s5.(2) = ’ 4.72
@ =9 ifa =2, (472)

0 if a > 3.

Let us now simplify the sum in (4.66). First, substituting the definitions (4.67) and (1.9), we rewrite
it as

Z(il)afs (8 i 1)]/)\015(56)Hea5(1'> = Al + AQ + Ag, (473)

where

Ay = 3(-1)° ; (S ¢ 1) (s — 1)i*He, (iz)Heq_,(z),

a

As = -3(-1)¢ Z (s i 1) (s—1) (3(3 —-2)+ Q)iS_QHes_g(ix)Hea_s(x),

»

a

As == 5(—1)° <S ¢ 1> (s —1)(s — 2)(s — 3)i*Hey_4(iz)Heq—s ().

s=

To simplify A;, we first establish two formulas. Using (4.69) and (“T") = (%) + (,“,) in (4.59), we
infer that

a

a i*HelV(iz), ifa>1
*He, (iz)He,_s () = a "\1%) =5 4.74
Z (s B 1)2 es(ix)Heq—s(x) {07 a0 (4.74)

s=1
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Also, using the recurrence (1.6) together with (4.69),

ai (Z B i)isHes(ix)Heas(z) —a il (Z_ Dz (izHes,l(z':c) (s 1)Hes,2(z‘x))Hea,s(x)

s=1
—z, ifa=1,
={2, ifa=2 (4.75)
0, otherwise.

For A;, we use (‘;:1) =(,) - (‘::i) together with (4.74) and (4.75), and find

2 s—1

a 1 —3x ifa= 1,
Ay = 3(—1)aaz (a 2) i*Heg(iz)Heq—s(z) = 3a go,a+1(x) +{ =6 ifa =2, (4.76)
s —
s=2 0 otherwise.

Similarly, by (4.59) and (4.74),

a

Az =3(-1)*Y [3@(@ —) <a N 2) +2a (a N 1)}i52He5_2(ix)Hea_s(x)

= s—3 s—2
-3 ifa=0,
=3(1-3a)lagoe-1(z)] +< 18 ifa =2, (4.77)

0 otherwise

Simplifying As is a simpler task as it only relies on (4.59), namely
a—4 .
a—3 0, if a € {0,1,2}
As = 5(—1)%(a — 1)(a — 2 "He, (iz)Heq_4_(x) =
3 (=1)%a(a—1)(a )g ( s )l es(iz)Heq—s—(z) {5&(& —1)(a —2)qo,a-3(x), ifa>3

5(1—2?), ifa=0,

dx ifa=1
=5 —1)(a—2)qo.q— ’ ’ 4.78
oo~ (e = Danamale] + 4 HOT) (4.79)
0, otherwise.
Therefore, by (4.73), (4.76), (4.77) and (4.78), we have
- a—s a =~
Z(*l) 1 Po,s(z)Heq—s(z)
s=1 §—
= 3aqo,a+1(2) + 3(1 = 3a)[a qo,a—1(x)] + 5[ala — 1)(a — 2) go,a—3(2)] — sa(). (4.79)
Now (4.52) directly follows from (4.66) and (4.79), which completes the proof. O

In the large n asymptotics of 552), which are obtained in Lemma 4.11 below, the function
Go(y;u,a), defined in (1.17), will appear inside a logarithm and in a denominator. The next lemma
ensures that this function is positive for relevant values of the parameters.

Lemma 4.9. The function Go(y;u,a) given in (1.17) is positive for all y € R, u € R, and a € N.
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Proof. Let us write

2

Go0(y.a) == (=1)"|po,a(— fy)e;fc() qO,a(*ﬁy)f/:—ﬂ ,
_y2
Go,1(y,a) := po.a(—V2y)erfc(y) + 2 qo.a(—V2y) f/ﬁ
Then by (1.17), we have
Goly: u,0) = Goo(y,a) + 5 Go. (4, ). (450)
Using the definitions (1.9), (1.10), we obtain
Po.ar1(x) = (a + 1)po.o(z), 40.a+1(x) = (a4 1)go,0(x) + 2q0,a+1(x) — po,at1(z). (4.81)

The first identity in (4.81) is well-known and easy to prove. The second one follows from two
known identities, namely the differentiation rule (He,(:)) (z) = (k+ I/)He(l’) (x) — VHe,(:_Jrll)(z) and

the recurrence relation HegcJr1 )( ) = :I:Heg/) (x) — VHegjji )(:I:), see e.g. [63, egs (6.3) and (6.6)]. It
follows from (4.81) that

d d
d_ygo,o(y7a/+ 1) = \/E(a—" 1)g070(y5a)a d—ng,l(yaa‘f' 1) = _\/E(a/—’— 1)g071(y7a/)' (482)

Let us now show that

gO,l(yv a’) > 07 ) S R? (483)

Go.1(y,a) = \/ge_f(éﬁ (1 + O(y_2)), as y — +oo. (4.84)

We shall prove (4.83) and (4.84) by induction on a. For a = 0, we have Go 1(y,0) = erfc(y) and
(4.83), (4.84) follow. Assume now that (4.83) and (4.84) hold for a given a. By combining (4.82)
with (4.84), we infer that (4.84) also holds with a replaced by a + 1; in particular Gy 1(y,a + 1) > 0
for all sufficiently large y > 0. Also, by (4.82) and (4.83), the function Gy 1(y,a + 1) is decreasing for
y € R. Since Go 1(y,a+ 1) > 0 for all sufficiently large y > 0, we conclude that Gy 1(y,a+ 1) > 0 for
all y € R.

The proof that Gy o(y,a) > 0 for all y € R is similar, so we omit it.

The statement of the lemma now readily follows from (4.80). O

To obtain the large n asymptotics of S§2 , we need the following lemma from [18] to approximate
sums of the form ), h(M;) (by contrast, Lemma 2.9 approximates sums of the form >, f(j/n)).

Lemma 4.10. ([18, Lemma 3.11]) Let h € C3(R) and k € {1,...,2g}. As n — 400, we have

gi h(M;) br%/M h(t)dt\/_%r%/M Ity + (2 g M))h(M)+ (1 _

n,M
5 0" >> h(—M)
=g -M -M

M

+ L 3b7,.2b/ h( )dt n 1 n GSH,IV[)(QETI,M) _ 1) h/(M) B i . egrn,l\/[)(eiﬂyM) . 1) h/(_M)
\/ﬁ —M 12 2 by2b 12 2 br2b
1 9+ . ) ~ )
O <n3/2 > <(1 + M) (B) 4 (14 M)t (AY) 4 (1 4 [ M) (h") + mj,n(h’”)> ) ,
Jj=g9-+1
(4.85)

where, for h € C(R) and j € {g— +1,...,9+}, Wjn(h) = maX,e(a;, M,y [P (T)].
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Lemma 4.11. As n — +o0o, we have

M 9("11\/1) + o(nvM) -1
S§2) = —abr®* My/nlnn + br2b\/ﬁ/ ho(t)dt + a— + lnn
Y 2
o [V L ) L M7
+b7’ (hl(t)72th0(t))dt+ —*9_ ho(M)+ _*94_ ho(*M)‘l’O —IHTL y
-M 2 2 vn
where
H ( ) rafab g ( TbSC ) (4 86)
z) = -——Go|— —=;u,a), .
’ 20)* 7\ V2
ho(z) == In (Ho(z)), (4.87)
ra—(l-i—a)b 1 rbr
=T _re. 4.
) = g w9 ) s

and the functions Gy and Gi are given by (1.17) and (1.18).
Proof. By (4.1) and Lemma A.2,

(77”)(171@ F(2J+2270t+k)

(2 _ ~(a
Sy = Z ln<z<k) i F(2j+b2a)

jix €l k=0 2b

x [1 F((~1)%e" — 1)<erfc<7}j7k\/@) - Rajwk(njyk)ﬂ). (4.89)

Recallthatforallje{j:)\jeb},wehavel—%g)\j:bj”la <1+f,and —M < M; <M.

The expansion (4.33) implies that

> () o [ e (o)) |~ 3 25

k=0 2b =0
(4.90)
where
a a e
Bo(x;a) = Z (k:) (=1)*Fre Ay (k). (4.91)
k=0
It turns out that the first a terms in the expansion (4.90) are 0, i.e.
Bo(;a) =Bi(sa)=...=Ba_1(5a0) = 0. (4.92)
To prove this, we use [53, eq 26.8.6), i.e
> <Z> (-1)* %k =alS(¢,a),  LaeN, (4.93)
k=0
where we recall that S(¢,a) is the Stirling number of the second kind. In particular,
a 0 if £ < a,
> (Z) (—1)* ket =Sl if £ = a, (4.94)
k=0 (a+10a/2 ifl=a+1.
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Since k +— Ay(x; k) is a polynomial of degree ¢ by (4.35), the identities (4.92) directly follow from
(4.91).
Let us now compute B, (x;a) and By11(x;a). By (4.35), (4.91) and (4.94), we have

Ba(z;a) = r* ((—1)a + werfc( if)) )al Z al)

7,‘21712

+ra(eu _ (_1)(1)6\/_ a'zqa a,p (495)

and
N L et —(=1)e ror |a+1 W ala+1) (1) »
Bati(z;a) =r| (=1)* + — erfe| - Noi “al Z (qa+1 ap T 75 atiat p)
r2b3:2 a+2
a(, u a e 4 (a + 1) 4
+r (6 - (71> ) \/2— a'(quil ap p T q¢(1421 a+1p p>. (496)

p=0

More generally, for £ > 1, we have

Bamx;a)=ra(<—1>“+werfc(—%))(—n“a! 5 S a0 St

m=max(a,l) p=0

T%TZ a+¢ 3(a+0)—1—2m

+r(e" — (_1)a)6 \/— )“a! Z Z qfﬁe mpS (M, a)z?. (4.97)

Let us define

Bayi(z;0)

Ho(x) := Ba(x; a), ho(z) == In(Ho(z)), hy(z) = Bu(wia)

(4.98)

By combining (4.95) and (4.96) with Lemmas 4.6 and 4.7, we obtain after simplifications that the
functions Ho(z) and hi(x) can be written as in (4.86) and (4.88).

Since the case a = 0 was already done in [16], from here on we focus on the more complicated
case a > 1. We note the following important facts:

(i) By Lemma 4.9, Ho(z) > 0 for all z € R.

(i)
(iii) By (4.86) and (4.88), hi(x) grows linearly at +oo.
v)

(i

(Another reason as to why the case a = 0 is significantly simpler than the case a > 1 stems from the
fact that for ¢ = 0, the function hg(z) remains bounded, and furthermore hq(z) becomes exponen-
tially small as @ — +00.)

After substituting (4.90) in (4.89), we obtain

By (4.86) and (4.87), ho(x) grows logarithmically at +oo.

By (4.97) and (4.95), S8 — O(af) as x — +oc.

9+ 9k, +
20 _ @ 3 @, 1 @ 1 3 M
=qg_ =0k, —
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where

9+ 9+
57 =3 ho(My), 2P =N (M

Jj=g9- Jj=9-

The O-term in (4.99) is O(MT) Also, by Lemma 4.10,

g+ (n, M) 9(" M) 1 M3
fglnn Z 1 =—abr®*My/nlnn+ a— +O lnn+(9<%1nn),

; 2
j=g-
= br?/n / t) dt — 2br2° / t ho(t) dt
M3Inn
= oM ) po(M R
+ <2 . o(M) + of Jn )
9k, + 3
1 o@) o2 / M? 1 2 M
—X17 =0 hy(t)dt + O — M:=0(—
vt " M () Vn)’ n, ! vn)’
as n — 4+00. We now obtain the claim after a computation. [l
4.3 Asymptotics of 95
We are now in a position to compute the large n asymptotics of Ss.
Lemma 4.12. As n — 400,
~fe ~ Alne M3 n
Sy = C{In + Cov/n + C§" )+(9<\/_lnn+ %)
where
i % = %
C*ff) :/ (u+aln (r— (E) ))dm—i—/ aln((z) —r)dx, (4.100)
et b br2b b
~ +OO A~
Cy = br%/ ho(t) dt, (4.101)

u+aln (T—r(l +e)‘%)>

e 1+ 20 — 209
C'g(,’):fozujL—Oé2 <

1— 20— 200"
#aln (T(l — 6)7% — 7’)

1— 1— 1—e)"2 —1
+9{ a4 +— + i +(a—2b+4a)1n(—( €)= L)}
41-(1+e)7 2 (1—€)73 —1 1—(1+¢€)"3

+oo 2
2b _ rt| ~ (2ab—a?)t
+br / {hl(t) 2tho(t) + 7 <1 +2b+8bln ( ))t + 2utx(0,00) (1) i

— 00

Here
TTr
ho(e) = tafo) —atn (1) ~ uxam (o)

and hg, h1 are given in the statement of Lemma 4.11.
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Proof. Combining Lemmas 4.1, 4.4 and 4.11 yields

(e - ~ A (n A(n,e M3
S :Cf)JrC;(M)\/mnnJrCéM)\/ﬁJrCé( M) lnn+03( ,7M)+(9<Tlnn+ %), (4.102)
n

as n — +oo, where 6{6) is given by (4.100). After short (but remarkable) simplifications, we obtain
C;(M) = Cé(C’M) = 0. The quantity CSM) is given by

~OM) o 2b ala—1)b  abla—1)(2a—3) o M
Cs" =br M(Qa In (W) +2a — u) e EISVE +or . ho(t)dt.

Using the definition (4.87) of hg, we verify that

r|t| ala—1) ala—1)(2a—3) _
ho(t) = aln (Q_b) + uX(0,00) () + 93 e +0O(t7%), ast— +oo, (4.103)

from which we conclude

aéM)\/_:62\/ﬁ+O<%), as n — 400,
where Cs is given by (4.101). The quantity C§™ in (4.102) is given by

~n,e, M 1 n, M)\ A(M 1 n M)\ AM)  An,e)  AM
Cyrett = (5 -0 ) O 4 (5 - o0 )B4+ Cl 4 O

. M .
Cg(ﬁ[) :=ho(M)—u—aln (r ), M)

rM (M) ary rM
55 3.2 = ho(—=M) aln(%),

N 1+ 20 — 20" . 1 — 20 — 299 1
03(’7%76) = M—_<u+a1n (7’7’(14»6)%)) +#aln (T(lff)iﬁ—’]’)
1

2 2
1— 1— 1—¢) 3 —
—au—i—g{ a4 -+ Cll +(a—2b+4a)1n((6)—bl)},
41-(14+€¢7 2 (1—€72—1 1—(1+e) 2

R M
Céﬁ[) = br2b{uM2 + /

—-M

(ha(t) — 2th0(t))dt}.
It readily follows from (4.103) that

~ 1 ~ 1
cﬂ”:o( ) c%’:o( ) as n — +oo.

M2 M2
We also verify from (4.87), (4.88), (4.103), and
P1.a(x) a aa—+2b(1—2a) _3
) L1y op)p - 24T T2 +
Po.0() 2( +2b)x 5 . +O0(x™7), as r — oo
that
_a r|t] 2ab — a* 3
ha(t) — 2tho(t) = — <1 +2b+8bIn ( % ))t = 2utX (0,00 (1) + T + O()

as t — +oo. We conclude that

N Foo t| (2ab — a®)t
c<M>:b2b/ By (8) — 2tho(t) + % (14 26+ sb1n (Z2) Vo 4 2ut )y — o —a)t Ly
3.4 T . 1(t) o(t) + g\ 2o ebin o + 2utX(0,00) (1) 42 (1 1 12)

+0O(M™?), as n — 400,

and the claim follows. O

33



5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

By combining (2.4) with Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 4.12, we obtain

In&, =Sy + 51+ 8524 53 =Cin+ Cav/n+Cs+ O Elnn+ﬂ+n‘% (5.1)
n = 20 1 2 3 =01 2 3 \/ﬁ WE ) .

as n — +oo. Here we obtain the constants Cy, Cz and Cs of (1.20) after a long computation
using (1.17)—(1.18), a change of variables, and simplifying. Since M = ns(Inn)~%, the error term is

O(n*ﬁ + (In n)gnfé), which finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

A Uniform asymptotics of the incomplete gamma function

In this section, we collect some known asymptotic formulas for v(a, z) that are useful for us.

Lemma A.1. (Taken from [53, formula 8.11.2]). Let a > 0 be fixred. As z — +o0,
(@, 2) = T(@) + Oe™ 7).

Lemma A.2. (Taken from [58, Section 11.2.4]). For a > 0 and z > 0, we have

7&5) = %erfC(—n\/ﬁ) —Ra(n),  Ra(n) =

where erfc is defined in (1.19), g(u) = L1+ L

z 2(A=1—1nX) . 2(t—1—1Int)

A= =A\-1 =—it—1)y| ————= Al
where sign(n) = sign(A — 1), and sign(u) = sign(Imt) with t € L := {Siﬁeew -1 < 6 <7} oand
u € R (in particular uw = —i(t — 1) + O((t — 1)?) as t — 1). Furthermore,

_lgp2 +oo
A o)
Ra(n) ~ : A2
e I (4.2)

uniformly for z € [0,00), where all coefficients c;j(n) are bounded functions of n € R (i.e. bounded
for A € [0,00)) and given by

11 1d ST
— = = e >1 A3
Co N1 777 Cj ndncj 1(77)+ _ 1’ J =4 ( )

where the y; are the Stirling coefficients

(—1)7 [ % (1 22 )J*%]
T — - :
7204 [da% \ 22 — In(1 + ) 0

The first few ¢; are co(n) = =5 —

1 1 1 1
7? (A—13 (A=12 12(A—1)

c1(n) =
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=24 3 L 5 B 1 ]
=T T O T Dt T 12— 1)3 T 12(a—1)2 ' 288(A— 1)’

=B 15 85 105 A 1 L 139
SET T O — )T (V=18 4(A—1)p 12(A— 1)t 288(A—1)8 288(A— 1)2 ' 51840(A— 1)’

In particular, the following hold:
(i) Let 6 >0 be fized, and let z = A\a. As a — +oo, uniformly for A > 1+,

(@ 2) = D(@)(1+ O(e=%)).

(i) Let z = Aa. As @ — +oo, uniformly for X in compact subsets of (0,1),
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