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2 Section 1
1. Introduction.

In a recent paper BaM e], Bauke and M ertens have form ulated an interesting conecture
on the behavior of local energy lvel statistics In disordered system s. Roughly speaking,
their con fcture can be form ulated as follow s. C onsider a random Ham iltonian, Hy (), ie.a
random fiinction from som e product space, SY ,where S isa nite space, typically £ 1;1g,
to the realnum bers. W em ay assum e for sin plicity that EHy () = 0. In such a situation, for
typical ,Hy () pN_,wthesup Hy () N .Bauke and M ertens then ask the ©llow ing
question: G iven a xed number, E , what are the statistics ofthevaluesN '“?Hy () that are
closest to thisnumberE , and how are con gurations, , orwhich these good approxin ants
of E are realized, distrdouted on S¥ ? Their confctured answer, which at rst glance seem s
rather surprising, is simple: nd y,z such thatP (N 'Hy () EJ bygz) HiVb
for any constant b> 0; then the collection of points }E N PHy () Edjoverall 2 sV
converges to a Poisson point process on R, , with intensity m easure the Lebesgue m easure.
Furthem ore, or any nite k, the k-tuple of con gurations *!'; 2;:::; ¥, where the k best
approxin ations are realized, is such that all of its elem ents have m axim alH am m Ing distance
between each other. In other words, the asym ptotic behavior of these best approxin ants
of E is the sam g, as if the random variables Hy ( ) were all ndependent G aussian random
variables w ith zero m ean and variance N , ie. as if we were dealing w ith the random energy
model REM ) Derl]; for this reason, Bauke and M ertens call this phenom enon \universal
REM Ike behavior".

T his con ecture was proven recently BK 2] In a w ide class ofm odels, ncludingm ean eld
m odels and short range spin glassm odels. In the case ofG aussian Interactions, i was shown
to hold even for energies that diverge w ith the volum e of the system ,N ,asEy = &N , for

0 < gg,wWhere [ ismodeldependent.

Is is rather clear that the con Ecture m ust break down in general for such that &N  isof
the order ofthem aximum ofHy (). It isa natural question to ask what w illhappen in this
regin e. Naturally, the answers w i1l becom e m odel dependent, and in general very di culkt
to obtain. The only (nhon-trivial) m odels where we are abl to carry out such an analysis
In detail are the socalled generalized random energy models (GREM s) of Derrida D er2?].
In these m odels, the extram al process was analyzed in fullin BK1]. The result we obtain
gives a som ew hat extrem e m icrocanonical picture of the GREM , exhbiting In a som ew hat

tom ographic way the distribution of states In a tiny viciniy of any value of the energy.

Let us brie y recall the de niion of the GREM . W e consider parameters = 1 <
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Q P
1725, n < 2wih ril=l 1= 2,30=0< ajj:i;a, < 1, ril=lai= l.Let y = £ 1;1d"
be the space of 2V spin con gurations . Let X L

G aussian random variables indexed by con gurations 1 ::: ;2 £ 1;1g0 Bl D=kh2 e
p_
de ne the Ham itonian ofthe GREM asH y () N X ,wih

X pa_lx + pgx

1

1)

1

Thenoov X ;X o)=A @y (; 9),wheredy (; 9=N 'mifi: ;6 Jg 1],andA ) is
a right-continuous step function on 0;1], such that, orany i= 0;1;:::;n,A X) = ag+ Fa
orx2 In( o 17 )=n2;In(o 15 w1)=n2).

Set Jy 0, and, de ne, for1> 0,

n o
In( ) n
Ji=min on J> g 4o nart 9 o Blenr ) g g gy
ag, ,+17t ¥ aa+1t i a
up toJy = n. Then, thek segm ents connecting the points (@g+ gan(o 1 5,)=I2),
for1= 0;1;:::;k form the concave hull of the graph of the function A (x). Let
ai= ag, ,+11+ ag, ;+2 A 1T g, 1+1 3, 1+2 g, 13):
T hen
n n n
L < Z < < k. (1:4)
ay az ax

M oreover, as it is shown In Proposition 14 of BK1l], Prany 1= 1;:::;k, and for any

Jy 1+ 1 i< Ji,we have In ( Jy 1+1 i)=(aJl 1+1 + l+) a In( ]_)=a]_. Hence
nh , n(g 4132 5)
_ nin SLERLLE U as)
ai J=J1 1+ 1;01 1+ 25m5n Ay, 41t 3} a

To form ulate our results, we also need to recallfrom BK 1] (Lemm a 12) the point process
of Poisson cascades P! on R!. It is best understood in tem s of the fllow ing iterative
construction. Ifl= 1, P! is the Poisson point process on R! wih the intensity m easure
K ;e *dx.ToconstructP !, weplace theprocessP ! ! on theplaneofthe rstl 1 coordmates
and through each of itspoints draw a straight line orthogonalto thisplane. T hen we put on
each of these lnes independently a Poisson point process w ith intensity m easure K e *dx.

from 1 only in som e degenerate cases) are de ned In the formula (1.14) of BK1].
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W e will also need the follow ing facts conceming P! from Theorem 1.5 of BK1l]. Let
1> . > »> 0. There exists a constant h > 0, such that, forally > 0,

P 9(Xy;:::5%1) 2 Pl;9j= jirpl 1xt+ oxp x> (1 + Py exp ( hy):

(1:6)
Here and below we identify the m easure P! with its support, when suitabl. Furthem ore,
forany y2 R,

#EXyjiii3%) 2 Plixy 1+ + x> yg< 1 ass: @:7)
M oreover, ket > 0 be such that 1> >,> 1. The integral
Z
1= e t1xmt XIpl@y eeeiidxy): 1:8)
Rl

isunderstood as Iimy, 1 Ii(y) wih

L) = Comr 2P Ay iidx)

|
(0]

9i;1 i 1 gxq+ x> ( 1+ Dy

x1 Z 1:9)

It is nie, as. by Proposition 1.8 of BK1]. To keep the paper selfcontained, et us recall
how this fact can be established by Induction starting from 1= 1. The integral (1.8), in

R

the case 1 = 1, is understood as liny, 1 I;(y). Here I; (y) = e 1P, dx) is nite,
¥

as., since P; contains a nite number of points on [y;1 [ as. Furthem ore, by BKL]

or Proposition 1.8 of BK1], limy,, ; I;(y) is nie, as., shce E SUpyo (I, (yo) I )
converges to zero exponentially fast, asy ! 1 ,provided that 1> 1.If1l 1,each tem
n the representation (1.9) is detemm ined and nite, as., by induction. In fact, to see this for
the jth tem , given any realization of P! in R, take its projction on the plane of the st

such that 1x; + x5 > (1 + )y, as. W henever the st j coordinates of a
point of P in R* are xed, the rem aining 1  j coordinates are distrbuted asP ' 3 on R* 3.
T hen the integral over the fiinction e ( 3+ %3+ 17 ®1) over these coordinates is de ned by
induction and is nite, as., provided that 541 > >1> 1. Thusthe jth term in (1.9)

isthe sum ofan a.s. nite number of tem s and each ofthem isas. nite. Finally, again by
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Proposition 1.8 of BK1], Iimy, 1 I;(y) is nite, as., shoe E Supo (Il(yo) Liy))! Oas
y ! 1 exponentially fast provided that ; > >1> 1.
Let usde ne the constants d;, 1= 0;1;:::;k, wheredy = 0 and
Xt p i
dl ai2Jn is (1:10)
i=1

Finally, we de nethedomainsD 1, or1= 0;:::;k 1, as

8 s 9
< k =
.. 2 . X
Dy | ¥i<d+ — aj_ 1:a11)
) BF1
It isnot di cult to verify thatD ¢ D1 x D .Weare now ready to form ulate the

m ain result of this paper.

Theorem 1.: Leta sequence gy 2 R ke such that lim sup oy 2 Do and lin inf gy 2
N1 N1

D . Then, the point process

0
M = - — 1:12
N N+l (p ) 1-2g CI%IN—2X CNpN ( )
2y

converges to the P oisson point process w ith intensity m easure the Lebesgue m easure.

Let, orl1l= 1;:::;k 1,c2DinD; ; WhereD; ; isthe cbsure ofb; ;). De ne

o= ¥ di 1:43)
S P
= oy 4 i=  a=@h 4); i= 15 (1:4)
a1t r a
and
1
2( N (Ne =2) ¥ _
RN )= l+pl k) EXp S 1 @N n ) 1572, 145)
2 w1t ta
T hen, the point process
. X
M N Rl(N)an Lt pﬁ_nx . CpN_ 1:16)
2w

converges to m ixed P oisson point process on 0;1 [: given a realization of the random variablke
1, its intensity m easure is ;dx. The random variabks ; isde ned in termm s of the P oisson

cascades P ; via 7
1= el X)plgy seeiadxy): @:17)

R1
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T he next section w illbe devoted to the proof of this resul. Before doing this, we conclude
the present section w ith a heuristic interpretation of them ain resul.

Let us st ook at (1.12). This statem ent corresponds to the REM -ocon ecture of Bauke
and M ertens BaM e]. It is quite rem arkable that this conpcture holds In the case of the
GREM forenergies ofthe orm N (amely forc2 Dy).

In the REM Derl], X are 2V independent standard G aussian random variabls and a

p
statem ent (1.12) would hold forallc wih i< 2In2: it isa wellknown result from the

theory of ndependent random variables [LLR ].Thevaluec= P 2 In 2 correspondsto them ax—
imum of 2" independent standard G aussian random variblks, ie, max , , N 72X !
P 2h2as. T herefore, at the levelc= P m, one hasthe em ergence ofthe extrem alprocess.
M ore precisely, the point process

X
P P P—— 5 (1:18)
2N In2 X 2N n2+In(4 N In2)=" 8N In2

2 x
P

that is comm only w ritten as 2 . ouwlx )wjth
p h@N In2) X
uy ®)= 2N In2 P + P ; (1:19)

2 2N m2 2N In2

P_—

converges to the Poisson point process P 1 de ned above (see eg. LLR])).Forc> 2hn2,
P—

the probability that one ofthe X w illbe outside of the dom ain £kj< ¢ N g, goes to zero,

and thus i m akes no sense to consider such levels.

IntheGREM ,N 'Zmax, .« X convergestothevaliedy 2 @Dy ; (1.10) (see T heoram
p

15 0of BK1)) that isgenerally an allerthan 2In2. Thusim akesno sense to consider levels

wih cB D 1. However, the REM -con pcture is not true forall levels in Dy 1, but only in

the amallerdom ain D .

T o understand the statem ent ofthe theoram outsideD ¢, weneed to recallhow the extrem al
process in the GREM is related to the P oisson cascades ntroduced above. Letusset gy,
f 1;1¢""* where
wi=In(, 1)=Inh2 120)

w ith the notation (1.3). Let us also de ne the functions

Xl
U &) N72g N 172 ;@ N - )=2+N 2% 121)

i=1
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w ith the notations (1.3), (1.10), (1.14), and set

x3 xo
. P_ . P_
plol aX L ..,; X aX ...t 122)

1 1 B 1 eee i
i=1 i= 9+ 1

X
Faa 0,0 0 123)

"2 N wq

converges In law to the Poisson cluster process, E;, given in tem s of the P oisson cascade, P 1

as 7
E; pY dxq;:0:;d%7) P, e 124)
a1 i=1
In view of this ocbservation, we can re-w rite the de nition of the process M 1% as follow s:
X X
ML= p—
N Ri®) XD TN By oA N (g v tddlh) (125)
2w 2 a wn
w ith the abbreviation
Xl
LN l]l’l(4 N In i)=2 (1:26)

i=1
(c is replaced by Tjdue to the symm etry of the standard G aussian distrbution). The
nom alizing constant, R1 N ), is chosen such that, for any nite value, U, the poInt process
X
Rio) X% N B N T U) a27
2 a4 owpw

converges to the Poisson point processes on R, , w ith intensity m easure given by €’ tim es
Lebesguem easure, w hich ispossible precisely becausec2 D 1nD; ;,thatis Tj d; isanaller
that theas.lim i of N ' max , . X 7' . This is com pletely analogous to the analysis
In thedomain Dg. Thus each term in the sum over ~ In (125) that gives rise to a \ nie"
Ul;Nl 1y, ie., to an elem ent of the extrem al process of 21, gives rise to one P oisson process
w ith a random ntensity m easure In the Iim it ofM %1 . Thisexplainshow the statem ent ofthe
theorem can be understood, and also show sw hat the geom etry ofthe con gurations realizing

these m ixed P oisson point processes w illbe.

Let us add that, ifc2 @Dy ;, ie. £j= di, then one has the em ergence of the extrem al
P
point process (123) wih 1= k, ie. B
wih 1= k, see BK1].

y pr_(x dkPN—+N -2 g converges to (1 24)
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2.ProofofTheorem 1.1.

Note that (1.17) is nieas. sihce | > »by 14) and ; 1> 1by thede nition of
1. Note also that ¢ can be replaced by £jin (1.12) and (1.16) due to the sym m etry of the
standard G aussian distribbution.

LetM ; @) bethenumberofpointsofM ,, inaBorelsubsetA R, .W ewillshow that

for any nie dispint union of ntervals, A = [Z= 1 Bgsby), the avoidance function converges
PMy B)=0)! Eexp( RJ 1); (2:)

where of course ¢ = 1 In the case 1= 0. Note that in that case, the right-hand side is the
avoidance function of a P oisson point process w ith intensity 1, while in all other cases, this

is the avoidance function of a m ixed P oisson point process.

To conclude the proofin the case 1= 0, it isenough to show that forany ssgm ent A = [;b)
EM J@)! © a); N ! 1: 22)

Then the result (1.12) would follow from K allenberg’s theorem , see Ka]or LLR].

In the cases 1= 1;:::;k 1 we willprove that the fam ily M | gy _; is unifom ly tight:
by Proposition 91V of DV ], this is equivalent to the fact that, for any com pact segm ent,
A = [;b], and forany given > 0, one can nd a large enough integer, R, such that

PM; A)>R)< ; 8N 1: 23)

Finally, we willshow that the lin i of any weakly convergent subsequence ofM 1%] isa simplk
point process, that is w ithout double points (seeDe niion 711V iIn DV ]). Theorem 7.3II of
DV ] asserts that a sim ple point process is uniquely characterized by is avoidance function,

which then In plies the result (1.16) clained in Theorem 1.1.
To prove 2.1), we need the Pllow Ing Jlemm a.

LemrrEI)a 2.1: LetA = [5,Bgily), 0 a5 < by < a < Iy < < & by, with
Ri= ;0 ay).Let0< £< 1,K ©)> OkeapolynomialinN . W ewriteK N )" A
(-1 K )Y ag;K N )E Iy).

Forany i= 1;2;:::;n,any > 0, > 0 snallenough, andM > 0, there exists Ny, such
that, for allN N, and for ally, such that
@; + HHLMn , + +2h+ 2Inf+ )

m ax m ax ;
m =i+ 1;::5n ay *+ g a (24)

Chh 4.1+ + 2+ 2Inf+ ) v2 M ;
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the prokability,

N (In( ; )=1In2) x 'l P — N
aj a

with X * * de ned by (1.22), isbounded from above and below, respectively, by

exp (1 )RR ) TPk M)EY Y N, Nevn=2 2:6)

P roof. Let us de ne the quantity

- X* p—
PN (l;y;f;K (N )) P9 2f l;lg(ln w1t n)=1In2 Py N 2K (N )fNA
a; + + a
2:7)
W e will show that, Prany > 0 snallenough and M > 0 large enough, we have

Py GyiGK 6) @) 2K 0 AN, Ye YV iaswn 11 )

uniform ly for the param eter y in the dom ain

a; + In + +2h+ 2Inf+
A ( )& o In ) S M 29)
m =i+ 1;:5n an + £+ a

N

Then, the probability (2.5) equals 1 Py (G;v;£;K O )) * , where the asym ptotics of the
quantity Py (;y;£;K N )) isestablished in (2.8). M oreover, by the assum ption (2.4),

Py Gy;f;K N)) () 22K N)Ajexp( N=2)! O: ©:10)

Then the elem entary nequality, x x° h(dl x) x, that holds for kj< 1=2, leads to
2.6).

T herefore we concentrate on the proof of the asym ptotics (2.8). Let X be a standard

G aussian random variable. T hen

p— _ _
Py Vi K M) =PK y N32K 6)EYA) @) 22k )" pe Y V2%, N 1 1
241)
uniom Iy ory? M . Thisinplies 2.8) fori= n. Note also that

j o
Py Gy;£;K ) 5, "P(X vy NJj2K N)E'A); 2:12)
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so that theupperbound for (2.8) isinm ediate. W ew illestablish the low erbound by induction
downwards from i= n to i= 1, using the identity

z dte ©=2 h
Py (y;f;K ©)) = _pz_— 1 1
o 5 ) a3
, a; + fyva N Pt pai+ T a 13
Py i+ 1;,—® e —K )
N @1+ +Ha air1 t i a

By the induction hypothesis fori+ 1,

P _ -
) a; + fvya pait pai+ T a
Py i+ 1;-¢ e K NN)
N @1+ 4)a air 1t ta
at  #a S T
) ML R M)A, T ne T
yai+l+ =% PRI o 3 n ;
(2:14)
unifom Iy for all y;t that satisfying
 ax @1+ H&h L + +2h+ 2nf+ 4q)
m = i+ 2;::35n an + + a
- pP— _ 215
pai+ tva N pait 2 ( )
P M iy 17
N @i+ 1 + )a

forany i+1 > 0 small enough and M ;41 > 0 large enough. The right-hand side of this
nequality reads

P P
pN_Tl ©) pN_ aj + tya tJ;iJrl‘F #Mais 1
p___ p_ 2:16)
pN_ aj t+ ftya*'yii+1+ fi'MaiJrlsz_Tf V)
aj
O bviously, the keft-hand side of 2.15) hods forallt2 ( 1 ;1 ), ifh , + + In, +
2Inf < 0and ;71 isanallenough. O therw ise, it holds, if either
P_—
N P
t p—= max a;+ tya
aim n+ +J’.ﬁ;”+’»2vmf 0 (2:17)
aj_+l+ ﬂ'% p— +
+ P 2 m T +2;ln+ 2Inf + i+ 1 NT2 (y);
an + + a
or
P_—
N _ P
t = :.11121_1’.1_“_ a; + fva
ailn n+ +J’.f;‘”;2'lnf 0 (2:18)
ai+l+ ﬂ'% p—
pP————— 2=n , + + 2+ 2Inf+ NT, ():

ay t+ T a
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Letdsputﬁ)roonvem'emoeTZJr )= 1 andT, (y)=1 ,if2h .+ +2h,+2Inhf < 0.
Finally,
N . Par fva Pat _ Paw ta
1Py 1+ 1;-p ifipe———=K ! 0; @:19)
N @1+ +a i+ 1 t i a

uniform Iy in the dom ain where

p— P— p_
a; + tva N a;t 2
P 2n i+l+ +2;ln+ 2Inf + i+ 1. (2:20)
N @1+ #a
Thisdomain isequivalent to 1 < t< +1 ,if2h , + + 2h;+ 2Ihf < 0 and

i+1 > 0 isanallenough. O therw ise, it is reduced to the union of the dom ains

N p— P
t P= ai+ nyat @t &N 41+ +2h+ 2Inf+ 41)
i
T, ) N
(221)
and
P__
N p— p
t p= at nya @i+ 1+ H&h .+ +2h+ 2Inf+ 41)
aj
T, (y) N
(222)
T hen, using the elem entary nequalities
x %X had x) x; 1l+x & 1+ x+ %% or ki< 1=2; (223)

it is easy to deduce from (2.13), 214), and 2.19) the follow ing asym ptotic lower bound, if
2In , + +2h;+2Mf O:

| < S
) a; + + a
PUyHK M) @) Tpem————— " Ly L, s d
1+
. p_— . P—
me b ne P P @24)
1 i 2
+ e 2@y 1+ 6k e t=2dt:
P — + + P —
T, v) N max(T, (y)iT, (¥)) N
If2Ihn 441+ + 2t 2Inf < 0,then from the sam e assertionswe deduce the sam ebound,

p— P—
but w ith the dom ain of integration ranging over the entire interval [T; (y) N ;Tl+ ) N I.

By the change of variabls, p p
a; + fta = aiy

—_— ; 225
tJatiJrl‘F g a ( )

S:
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the right-hand side of 2 24) equals

min (S, (8, o N s{zpr_
2K N ) 20 _ -
5 01 B2 Bes Ne YT + e ¥ 7%ds
P— + + P —
S, ¥) N max(S, (y)iS; (v)) N
(226)
e pa- + Fva pa-+ #Ma;
Sl (Y);SI (y)= i+ 1 — i 1+l; (2:27)
aj
) p
S, )= Wi @1+ #)aa;
I on+ ‘mr2me o
pai+ f{'ﬁ
Y Pe——F= I o+t th+t mf+ 441 5
an + T a
P (228)
S; ) = o max @ir1 + i)aa;
In o+ +J’.[;\“+,»2-lnf 0
pai+ f{':@.
y+ p— n l+ +1{’1+ nhf+ i+1 7
an + + a
(229)

ifT, (y) are nite, and, ofcourse, S, ()= 1 ,ifT, ¢)= 1,S, y)=+1,ifT, ) =
+1 ,and nally

P p— P
aj+1 + aj + an 441+ + h+ mf+
s, @) = +1 #ya j +1 in *1. a0

Now ktustakeany > 17 andM = M1 Then,thereexist > 0and Q > 0, such
that, orally 0 satisfying 2.9), wehave S, (y) Q andmin(S, );S; ¥)) ; and for

ally < 0 satisfying (2.9), wehave S; (y) Q andmax(S, );S; ) .Hence
, p— . P—
min(s, S, () N S, g/) N 2 Z P 2
@) + e®Pds @) | _e®TPds! I
P— P — Q
S, y) N max (S, ()iS; ) N
(2:31)
asN ! 1 .Inthecasswhen 2, + +2hi.:+2Mhf < 0,wehave the analogue of (2 24)

p— p
w ith the Integralover [I; (y) N ;Tl+ (y) N ], and by the sam e change we get the bound

sgn’ W oz §
e) e 245 @) e“ds! ;N ! 1: @32

p— p—
S, y) N Q N
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Since 41 .M 44 1] could be chosen arbirarily small [resp. large], by the induction hy—
pothesis, the estim ates (224), 226), and (231), @232) show that, orany > 0 snall
enough, and M > 0 large enough, the assertion (2.8) holds uniform Iy in the domain (2.9).
This nishesthe proofofthe lemma. }

Lemma 2.1 in plies the next lemm a.

p
Lemma 2.2: Let12 f0;:::;k  1g,cbewih £j< 2 1 @1+ #)=ay 1. For
any ; > 0 smallenough, and M > 0, there exists Ng = Ny (; ;M ), such that, for all
N N g, the prokability

X7 p— _
Pe2f Ligh "N e ) N K (0 0 VA
1+ 1
(2:33)
is bounded from above and kelow, regpectively, by
- ) it 22 )N =
exp (I )@) PR W) AR @FFTEN (2:34)
for any < z<M.
. P =2 1
P roof. If i< 2In 1 @1+ F)3a 1, then by (1.5) we have € (11 k) — <
land wih some o> 0 snallenough:
o ma et Heh o + +2p+t2E=2 (g, g N+ o)
m =J1+ 2;::5n an + + a ’
@I gt +2ht 2E=2 In( g, N+ o <
(2:35)

T his last nequality rem ains true w ith & replaced i the left-hand sideby (Bj+ z)? ifz >
wih > Oanallenough. ThenLemma2lapplieswihi= Ji+landf = ec2=2( W1 W)t
and gives the asym ptotics (2.34).}

p
Lenma22wihl1=0,z= 0,K N )= 2 =2 inplies inm ediately the convergence of the
avoidance function (2.1) in the case 1= 0. To conclude the proofof (1.12), ket us note that

X jo
EM 0 @)= P X o Nj22Y 1@ )ewN=2p (2 36)
2

isthe sum of2" identicaltemn s, each ofthem being2 ¥ A1+ o(l)) by the trivial estin ate
for standard G aussian random variables (2.11). Then (2.36) converges to A jand the proof
of (1.12) is nished.



14 Section 2

T o prove the convergence of the avoidance function 2.1) n thecase1l 1, ktuswrite the

event fM 1% ) = 0g In tem s of the functions Uy de ned n (121) as

M @)= 0g
n p_
= 8%"2 Lwi 2 @ owyy XD N ¢+N ' . U@ BRN) 'A
2:37)
w ith the abbreviations (120), (122), (126). Let us Introduce the follow ing event with a

o}

param etery > 0:
n
By (v)= 83j= 1;:::;,8%2
N o (2:38)
2 gm  2Ndy (a1 Y < Upy )< y(q+ )

By the convergence (123) to (124), the property (1.6) and the symm etry of the standard
G aussian distrbution, the probability of the com plem entary event satis es the follow Ing

bound:

Im sup P @y ) 2exp( hy); 2:39)
N! 1

with som e constant h > 0. Now, ket us x any arbitrarily lJarge y > 0 and consider

PM § B)=0)=E Lp: )oF W 1 g)oog 30778517862 )

5 (2:40)
+E p: )oF Mo @ @)eog 30078517802 ) s
D ueto the representation (2.37), the conditionalexpectation E (1L, L @)=o0g 30 ;8§=l;8b2
w,N ) can beviewed as the productoverb2  y ofthe quantities (2.33) with
P—n
%, k)= @ m oy A1)
a1+ * a 2 L J
3=
and
z=z(N= @u1+ Ha TN b gy U 0T or2 e (2:42)
Furt'hennore,onBI\l] ), wehave z () 2 ( ;p%+ )82 ,.n (Wihsomesmall
A+ 1 i a

enough > 0),sothatLemma 22 appliesto Mg o) My 1 )= og 3077;8L ;802 ).

Hence, by 240) and by Lemma 22, forany > 0 gn allenough, there exists N ( ;y) such
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that or allN N

h vy B , i
E exp 1 @) kAR TFOTEONE L pel@)
A2 wlN
h Y o A 2 A i
E Tpi g ep (1 @) PR E)pp FFOFONZ Pl
A2 w 1N
1
PM y @)= 0)
h Y o a 2 (a i
E Tp: g exp 1+ )@ ) P2k W)pp FFOrEO N=2
A2 wlN
h vy o i
E exp 1+ )@ ) Y22k N)pp FFOrTO) N=2 PBL ¥):
A2 wlN

(243)
U sing the convergence (123) to (124), we derive that for any y > 0 large enough and > 0

an all enough

Y
E exp( @ AR ™))4 lm sup P By )
N! 1
(x17::5%1)2P
Im sup PM y @)= 0) BHN#IEPMN(A)=O) ©:44)
N ! 1 .
Y
E exp( @+ )Aap:rxt =) lm sup P By @)):
N! 1
(x17::5%1)2P 1

Thus (2.44) and (2.39) in ply the follow ing bounds:
Eexp( (I )AJ 1)+ 2exp( hy) In sup PM y A)= 0)

Nl (2:45)
]ianlan(Mil(A)=0) Eexp( 0+ )RAJ 1) 2exp( hy):

Sincey > 0 can be chosen arbirarily Jarge and > 0 xed arbirarily sm all, this nishesthe
proof of the convergence of the avoidance function 2.J) in the case of 1= 1;2;:::;k 1.

To proceed w ith the proof of tightness (2.3), we need the follow Ing lemm a.

P
Lemma 2.3: Let12 f0;:::;k 1g, #j< 2 11 @1+ H)=a 1, K V) > 0is
polynomialin N, z 2 R. For any segn ent B R; , Bt us de ne an integervalued random
variablke

Tlili]z;K(N)(B)
n Jl (@)
X p— 2N =
=4 2 @ P P N (£j+2z) 2K @) (4w, ) VB
1+ 1
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(1) For any bounded segm ent A Ri,any ; > 0 snallenough and M > 0 there exists
Nog= Ng(;M ; ) such that or allN Ny, orany B A and any z 2] ;M [we have:

. P
PpT M B) 1 A+ IBRWN)@= 2)e @FEIINZ, 2:47)

(i) For any bounded segm ent A Ri,any > 0 snallenough, K > 0 large enough and
M > O there exists Ny = N ( ;M ;K ) such that for allN N o, for any segm ent B A with
B J< K ! and Pr any

Z= Zy 2 . ;M (2:48)

we have:

PT]jI;qZ;K(N)CB) 2
P Crpratm-2 P it 2 (2:49)
BRWN)E= 2)e 7 + BRKN)@= 2)e #FF =2:

Rem ark: The bound (.49) is far from being the optin al one, but it is enough for our
purose. Therefore, we do not prove a precise bound that requires much m ore tedious

com putations.

P roof. T he right-hand side of 2.47) isbounded from above by
N P— . . AN =2 N
(11 k) P X N (j+ z)J2 K N )e (11 x) B @:50)
wih X a standard G aussian random variabl. Since by the assum ption ofthe lemm a and by

(15) wehave e =2 ( 1, ; ) 1< 1,then 2.47) isobvious from the trivialestin ate (211).

ciz;K ™)

To prove (i), note that ET B ) jast equals (2.50), whence

. P— . _
BTN M @) @+ IBK M@= 2)e @FEIENZ, @:51)

Finally
pro % e) 2 ET*"e) 1 pT*%@)=0 252)

where by Lemma 22 P Tlc;;Z;K o

B) = 0 isbounded from above by the exponent 2.34).
The assum ption (2.48) and the fact that B j< 1=K assure that the argum ent ofthisexponent

is an aller than 1 by absolute value, ie.

P 2
0< @ HIRPEKN)@R= 2)e @FFrzN=271 . 2 53)
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Then (2.52), 2.51), thebound 2.34) with (2.53) and the elem entary fact thate * 1 x+
x°=2 or0< x < 1 yild the estin ate (2.49). }

W e are now ready to prove the tightness (23) ofthe am ily fM gy _, forl= 1;:::;k 1.
Foragiven > 0,ktus rst xy large enough and N ; (y) such that

PBy )< =4 8N N;=N;); 2:54)

which is possible due to 2.39). Now lt us solit the segment A = [;b] nto R dispint
ssgmentsAq;:::;Ag ofsize o a)=R,R > 1. Then

&
P(fM ; @)> Rg\Bj ) P({EM ; A;) 29\ By )
i=1
® X
PCy Ai;b)\ By (v;b) 2:55)
i=1 ~2 w N
& X
+ POy @i;0)\Di @i;0)\ By ;b))\ By (7;0)

w here
n
Cy Bi;b)= 9; 2 4 woN i 6
p_ o
X N e+ N (1 Uy 0) 2R1N) 'Ajr = ; =
n p__ o
Dy Bjb)= 9 2 ¢ 4y : X2 N e+N '(n Uy 80) 2RN) 'A; ;
(2:56)
and
n ;5 o
Bé (y;b)= 83j=1;:::;1:2 55y 2Ndy (1+ Py < Uj;N1 P < v+ $
(2:57)
Each term in the st sum of 2.55) equals
I3 gl
B By (vi%) B I cl @i R85
o7 g1 (2:58)
= ] J .87
B Bl (vi") Bl TSNy I 851
c;z;K (N

w ith the random var:iab]esTl;N ) de ned in Lemm a 23 and w ith param etersc;K N );z (o)
de ned by (241) and (2.42). Furthem ore, on Bé (y;b), the param eter z (b) satis es the

ocondition (2.48) wih the constantK = e 11+ DY and M = 2d;@y 1 + Hal=? +
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wih some amall > 0. Therebre, if A;J= @ b=R < e 117 ®Y then the assertion

(i) of Lemm a 2.3 applies to the conditional expectation In (2.58)
second sum of (2.55) equals

. Next, each term of the

h i
B ]Iﬁsli WiNB L i) B I Dl @in bej;8§=1 E I Dl bej;8§=1
-EL Bl ;MBI i) B I T M w1 bej;8§=l 2:59)
1
E X oncimong ) X0 ;8
whereon By (y;) \ By (v;") wehave < z();z0) < 2d;@n1 + fal™? + with

someanall > 0. Then theassertion (i) ofLemm a 2.3 applies to the conditionalexpectations
n 259). Thusby Lemma 2.3, orany > 0, there existsN, (y; ) such that for allN N,

®
P(EM y @i) 29\ By ()
i=1
xR _ X T
C= 2)K N)b a)R lE ]IBl(A)ezjch(HZ()N_z
Vi
i=1 "2 wgn !
R
+ @4=2 )X )2 a)’rR 2
i=1
X
£ } T 2% M+ 27 (") N
2 Bl (vi®)
A2 wlN
X e 2 n e o2 A
n T . 2 M+ z° M)+ 2k (M+ 27 (%) N=2
By wiM)By ")
N2
= b a W+R b a)idy y)=2
where
S X 2% (M)+z2 (M) N=2
Iy )= @= 2 )K N)E ]IBl(y;A) e ;
A2 wlN "
2 X 2%k (M)+z2 (7)) N=2 2
Jy )= 4= ))K NN )°E I B i e “FF
A2 wlN "
Here, the quantiy Iy (yv) converges to
Z
Iy)=E e L 1X1t 1X)p.Gx; 1r:;dxy)
81 j 1:
1X1+ ng<(l+ j)y
= e Lt ) X tdkjrrnpdxg < 1o
81 j 1:

1x1+ Fx4< (¥ 3y



M ertens 19

Therefore, one can x N3 = Nj(y) large enough and then = (y) so anallthat @
a)Jg (y) < =4,8N N3 (y):Thetem Jy (y) converges to
Z 2
Jy)=E ezt mip gy, 1px 2 60)

83j=1;:::1:
(1x1+ $x4)< 1+ )y

which is nie. In fact, J (y) isthe sum of 1+ 1 tem s, the kth of them being
Z

2I[kél e2 1( 1%+ k+xk)el(k+1vk+1+ I'Vl)el(k+1wk+1+ ™)
81 i k:( 1x1+ §%¥4)< ( 1+ Ny

8k+ 1 i 1:( 1xq+ EXg* ivi)< o+ 1y
8k+ 1 i 1:i( 1xq+ EXpt W< o+ Py

e X1 k XVi4 1 1 Wiy l&(l kdxk+l ]_CdjWkJrl ldWl :
(261)

Then forany > 0,onecan choose N, = N4 (v) such that forallN N, ) Iy ) J(F)I<
=4. Next, et uschoose Ry = Ro(y) > K = e (17 ¥ a)suchthat b a)’R,' < 1
and also such that o a)?R,'J ) < =4.Thus b a)’R Jy (y)=2< =28N N, (y) and
8R Ro. Hence,

R
P(MM 2 A;) 29\By )< 3=4 8R Rp;and 8N N, ( ¢);y)iNs3 )N, E):

i=1

(2:62)
Taking into account (2.54), we ocbtain that
PM; A)>R)< 8R Rpand8N max(MN ;N ;N3;Nyg); (2:63)
whence
PM 5 A)>max®Rg; 2V ;2%2;2%;2%)) < 8N 1; 2:64)

1 = .
then M ; is tight.

It rem ains to show that the lin £ M~ ! of any weakly convergent subsequence of fM ; g isa
sin ple process, that is very easy. C onsider any segm ent A = [g;b) and its dissecting system
fAi51= 1;25:::5;2%;r= 1;2;:i:gsuch that A, = ki @+ b)=2) and A;;; = [@@+ b)=2;b)
are obtamned by splitting [a;b) n the m iddle and the system of disppint intervals fA ,;;;1=
1;2;:::;25g is obtained from fA, 1,;i= 1;2;:::;2° g by splitting sin ilarly each segm ent
of the latter system into two parts in the m iddle. It follow s from the estin ates (2.54) and
(2.62) that rany > 0 there exists N and ry such that

P(Qi= 1;::5;2" :M  @Ary) 2)< 8N Ng; 8r 1p: (2.165)
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Then forany > 0 there exists ry such that
P (Qi= 1;:::;2° :Wl(Ar;i) 2) < 8r 1: (266)

Then M~ ! can have doubk poits within A w ith probability sm aller than . Sthece > 0 is
arbitrary, it ollow s that M~ ! is sin ple. T hus the proof of the theorem is com plete. }
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