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Abstract

In this paper, we find necessary and sufficient conditions for the Law of Large Numbers of
averaged empirical measures of N -particle ensembles, in terms of the asymptotics of their Bessel
generating functions, in the fixed temperature regime. This settles an open problem posed by
Benaych-Georges, Cuenca and Gorin. For one direction, we use the moment method through
Dunkl operators, and for the other we employ a special case of the formula of Chapuy–Dolega
for the generating function of infinite constellations. As applications, we prove that the LLN for
θ-sums and θ-corners of random matrices are given by the free convolution and free projection,
respectively, regardless of the value of inverse temperature parameter θ. We also prove the LLN
for a time-slice of the θ-Dyson Brownian motion.

1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

In a series of papers around the year 1990, Voiculescu laid the foundations of what would be known as
the theory of Free Probability, from the viewpoint of operator algebras; see e.g. [Voi86]. The subject
soon became of main interest in Probability Theory, after unexpected connections with random
matrices were discovered, such as the phenomenon of asymptotic freeness [Voi91]. This principle
roughly states that large independent Hermitian random matrices behave like free random variables.
In particular, the empirical spectral distribution of sums of independent Hermitian random matrices
tends to the free convolution of measures, as the matrix dimensions tend to infinity.

By restricting our attention to the spectra of Hermitian matrices, the operation of adding two
matrices admits a deformation with the inverse temperature parameter β > 0, in such a way that
β = 1, 2, 4 corresponds to adding self-adjoint real, complex, and quaternionic matrices, respectively.
In this paper, we employ the parameter θ = β/2, which is more suitable from the point of view of
multivariate special functions. The operation is called θ-addition of matrices, though in fact it is an
operation on sequences of real numbers (the eigenvalues). One can similarly define θ-projection and
θ-multiplication, as the deformations of the operations of cutting corners and multiplying matrices,
respectively (see [GM20] for the precise definitions of these three operations). These deformations
are natural from the point of view of Statistical Mechanics, which often places particle systems
from random matrix eigenvalues as mutually repellent particle systems, e.g. β-ensembles and log-
gas systems. We refer the interested reader to [For10] for a standard reference on these ideas.

The Law of Large Numbers (LLN) of N -particle systems, which characterizes the asymptotic
global behavior of the empirical measures, has been a central topic in random matrix theory and
integrable probability for many years. The idea of using multivariate generating functions of repre-
sentation theoretic origin on these problems dates back at least to [BuG15], which considers discrete
N -particles using Schur generating functions. This was later generalized to Jack generating func-
tions with general parameter θ > 0 in [Hua21]. In these articles, it was shown that the limits of
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empirical measures for θ-additions of matrices can be described by the operation of quantized free
convolution, instead of free convolution, in the regime of fixed temperature. In recent literature, the
high-temperature limit regime, where θ → 0 at the same time as N → ∞, so that Nθ → γ > 0, has
also been a significant source of interest. This setting was studied in [CD25a, CD25b] and [BCG22]
for the discrete and continuous settings, respectively.

In this paper, we prove the LLN for the θ-sum of matrices, when θ > 0 is fixed and the number N
of eigenvalues (the matrix dimension) tends to infinity. We also prove the LLN for the θ-projection
of matrices, in the same limit regime. In fact, in our main theorem, we find necessary and sufficient
conditions for the LLN for sequences of N -tuples of growing size, in terms of the corresponding
Bessel generating functions. Our main result answers an open problem posed in [BCG22]; the
results for θ-sums and θ-corners are simply applications of the main theorem. We also consider the
θ-Dyson Brownian motion started at arbitrary initial conditions.

It is worth noting that our main “if and only if LLN theorem” has been independently proven
by Yao [Yao25], but his proof is very different in the “only if direction”. In fact, a new ingredient in
our proof that the LLN implies an analytic condition on the sequence of Bessel generating functions
of the measures is the recently-discovered topological expansion found by Chapuy–Dolega [CD22].

1.2 Main result

The Multivariate Bessel Functions (MBFs) are certain entire functions on 2N complex variables
a1, . . . , aN , x1, . . . , xN , which depend on the inverse temperature parameter θ > 0. They will be de-
noted by B(a1,...,aN )(x1, . . . , xN ; θ) and are defined as the normalized, joint symmetric eigenfunctions
of Dunkl operators; see Section 2.3 for details.

For the purposes of stating the main result in this introduction, we do not need any exact
formulas for the MBF. We simply point out that when N = 1, the MBF is B(a)(x; θ) = eax, and
when θ → 0, the MBF becomes

B(a1,...,aN )(x⃗ ; θ)
θ→0−−→ 1

N !

∑
σ∈SN

ea1xσ(1)+a2xσ(2)+ ...+aNxσ(N) , (1)

where x⃗ := (x1, . . . , xN ). Also, for θ > 0 and the special case when a1 < · · · < aN , the MBF admits
an N(N−1)

2 -dimensional integral representation [Cue21, Prop. 3.3].
Then to any probability measure µN on the closed Weyl chamber WN = {(a1, . . . , aN ) ∈ RN |

a1 ≤ · · · ≤ aN}, satisfying the technical condition (9) below, we associate the analytic function
Gθ(x⃗;µN ) in a neighborhood of

(
0N
)
∈ CN , defined by

Gθ(x⃗;µN ) :=

∫
a1≤a2≤···≤aN

B(a1,...,aN )(x⃗; θ)µN (da1, . . . , daN ).

This is called the Bessel generating function of µN . And in view of equation (1), it should be
regarded as a symmetric one-parameter θ-deformation of the Fourier transform.

Theorem 1.1 (See Theorem 3.4 in the text for details). The following two statements are equivalent,
regarding a sequence {µN}N≥1, where each µN is a probability measure on RN .

• Let a(N) = (a1(N), ..., aN (N)) ∈ RN be µN -distributed, for each N ∈ Z≥1. There exist real
numbers m1,m2, . . . such that, for any s ∈ Z≥1 and k1, ..., ks ∈ Z≥1, we have

lim
N→∞

EµN

 s∏
j=1

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

ai(N)kj

) =
s∏

j=1

mkj . (2)
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If this occurs, we shall write: limN→∞ a(N)
m
= {mk}k≥1.

• Let aNλ be the coefficients of pλ(x⃗) in the expansion of ln
(
Gθ(x⃗;µN )

)
in the basis of power

sum symmetric functions, for all partitions λ with ℓ(λ) ≤ N . Then there exist real numbers
κ1, κ2, . . . such that

(a) lim
N→∞

aN(d)

N

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=
θ1−d

d
· κd, for all d ∈ Z≥1,

(b) lim
N→∞

aNλ
N ℓ(λ)

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

= 0, for all partitions λ with ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

If one (and therefore both) of the previous two equivalent statements holds, then {mk}k≥1 and
{κℓ}ℓ≥1 are related to each other by the moment – free cumulant formulas in equation (13).

An important case of application for our theorem is when {mk}k≥1 is the sequence of moments of
a unique probability measure ν on R. Then the convergence (2) implies that the empirical measures
1
N

∑N
i=1 δai(N)/N converge weakly, in probability, to ν.

1.3 Applications: LLN for θ-sums and θ-corners

We briefly outline here the applications of Theorem 3.4, discussed in more detail in Section 6.

Given two independent random N ×N Hermitian matrices A, B with uniformly random eigen-
vectors, and eigenvalues a1, . . . , aN , and b1, . . . , bN , respectively, the behavior of the (random) eigen-
values of the sum

C = A+B,

as N → ∞, has been heavily studied in the literature; see e.g. [Voi91], [BG09], [BCG22], and
references therein.

For any θ > 0, there exists a one-parameter generalization of the above operation on eigenvalues,
called the θ-addition; it is defined as follows.

Proposition-Definition 1.2. Given arbitrary a = (a1 ≤ · · · ≤ aN ), b = (b1 ≤ · · · ≤ bN ) ∈ RN ,
there exists a unique normalized, generalized function1 on the Weyl chamber WN := {c = (c1 ≤
· · · ≤ cN )} ⊂ RN , denoted by a+θ b, such that

B(a1,...,aN )(x⃗; θ)B(b1,...,bN )(x⃗; θ) =

∫
c=(c1≤···≤cN )

B(c1,...,cN )(x⃗; θ) da+θb(c), (3)

for all x⃗ ∈ RN . The generalized function above is compactly supported, so the right side of Eqn. (3)
is well-defined. Furthermore, a +θ b can be equally defined for random a = (a1 ≤ · · · ≤ aN ), b =
(b1 ≤ · · · ≤ bN ), by the equality

Ea

[
B(a1,...,aN )(x⃗; θ)

]
· Eb

[
B(b1,...,bN )(x⃗; θ)

]
= Ec=a+θb

[
B(c1,...,cN )(x⃗; θ)

]
, (4)

for all x⃗ ∈ RN , whenever the distributions of a and b are two exponentially decaying probability
measures (see Definition 2.2), and Ec=a+θb

[
B(c1,...,cN )(x⃗; θ)

]
is again taken by testing the generalized

function corresponding to c against the multivariate Bessel function.
Moreover, the distribution of c = a+θ b is completely determined by the above identity.

1Throughout this text, a generalized function is a continuous linear functional on the set of compactly supported
smooth functions.
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It is a well-known conjecture that a+θ b is not only a generalized function on the Weyl chamber
WN , but rather a probability measure; see e.g. [Ank17] for more details. At the discrete level, this
positivity conjecture is related to Stanley’s conjecture of positivity of Jack–Littlewood–Richardson
coefficients; see [Sta89]. When θ = 1

2 , 1, 2, equation (4) simply recovers the usual additions of
real/complex/quaternionic Hermitian random matrices.

It is a classical result of Voiculescu [Voi91] that, for θ = 1
2 , 1, assuming that the empirical

spectral measures of the independent N×N matrices A(N) and B(N) are weakly converging to some
deterministic measure µa and µb, respectively, then the empirical measures of C(N) = A(N)+B(N)
are also converging to some probability measure µc. Moreover, this probability measure is

µc = µa ⊞ µb,

where ⊞ stands for the free convolution, defined through the notion of free cumulants. We refer the
reader to [MS17], [NS06] for standard references.

Our first application of Theorem 3.4 is to generalize Voiculescu’s result to θ-additions, for all
θ > 0. Due to the analytic subtlety of a+θ b, we state our result in terms of moments, i.e, testing
the empirical spectral measures with polynomials instead of bounded continuous functions.

Theorem 1.3. Let a(N) = (a1(N) ≤ · · · ≤ aN (N)), b(N) = (b1(N) ≤ · · · ≤ bN (N)), N = 1, 2, . . . ,
be two sequences of independent exponentially decaying random vectors. Suppose that there exist two
sequences of real numbers {ma

k}∞k=1, {mb
k}∞k=1 such that

lim
N→∞

a(N)

N

m
= {ma

k}∞k=1, lim
N→∞

b(N)

N

m
= {mb

k}∞k=1.

Then
lim

N→∞

a(N) +θ b(N)

N

m
= {ma

k}∞k=1 ⊞ {mb
k}∞k=1,

where the right hand side is the free convolution of {ma
k}∞k=1 and {mb

k}∞k=1.

Besides addition, another natural operation on an N ×N Hermitian matrix A with eigenvalues
(a1, . . . , aN ) =: a(N) is the projection on corners, i.e., the operation of taking the first M rows
and columns of A (for some 1 ≤ M < N) and forming the M × M Hermitian sub-matrix A(M).
When A has uniformly random eigenvectors, this projection again gives a M -tuples of random
eigenvalues (a

(M)
1 , ..., a

(M)
M ) ∈ RM . We can do the same projection on corners for real symmetric

and quaternionic Hermitian matrices. In all cases, there is a known explicit joint density function of
the eigenvalues {a(M)

i }1≤i≤M≤N of A(M), where 1 ≤ M ≤ N , conditioned on (a
(N)
1 < · · · < a

(N)
N ) =

(a1 < · · · < aN ), where a1, . . . , aN are the deterministic eigenvalues of A. It turns out that this
formula depends on a positive parameter θ, which when specialized to θ = 1

2 , 1, 2 leads to the cases
of real symmetric, complex Hermitian and quaternionic Hermitian matrices, respectively.

A key feature of the corners process just described is that a(k) ≺ a(k+1), for all k = 1, 2, ..., N−1,
i.e.,

a
(k+1)
1 ≤ a

(k)
1 ≤ a

(k+1)
2 ≤ · · · ≤ a

(k+1)
k ≤ a

(k)
k ≤ a

(k+1)
k+1 .

So the corners process is actually a probability measure on the interlacing array a(1) ≺ · · · ≺
a(N−1) ≺ a(N) = a (note that a(N) = a is deterministic). For a general θ > 0 and a fixed a, one can
easily extrapolate the density function from the cases θ = 1

2 , 1, 2, and get the so-called θ-corners
process, as the probability measure on the N(N−1)

2 interlacing coordinates a(1) ≺ · · · ≺ a(N) = a,
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and with density function

Λθ(y⃗; a) =
1

ZN,β,a

N−1∏
k=1

∏
1≤i<j≤k

|yki − ykj |2−2θ
k∏

p=1

k+1∏
q=1

|ykp − yk+1
q |θ−1 · 1y1≺y2≺···≺yN−1≺yN=a, (5)

where y⃗ is the N(N−1)
2 -dimensional vector with coordinates {yki : 1 ≤ i ≤ k ≤ N − 1}, and ZN,θ,a

is the normalization constant; see e.g. [Cue21, Sec. 2]. This allows us to define the θ-corners as
follows.

Definition 1.4. For 1 ≤ M < N , θ > 0, and a = (a1 < · · · < aN ) a random real N -tuple, the
θ-corners of a to the M th level, denoted by cornerNM (a), is the random M -tuple whose distribution
is the marginal of y(M) in Λθ(y⃗; a).

For a (random) N -tuple a(N) = (a1(N) < · · · < aN (N)), denote its empirical measure by

µ[a(N)] :=
1

N

N∑
i=1

δai(N)

N

. (6)

Theorem 1.5. Let a(N), N = 1, 2, . . . , be a sequence of random tuples and let µa be a compactly
supported probability measure such that

lim
N→∞

µ[a(N)]
m
= µa. (7)

Then
lim

N→∞
µ
[
cornerN⌊αN⌋

(
a(N)

)] m
= projα

(
µa

)
,

where the right hand side is the free α-projection of µa, which is the unique probability measure with
free cumulants

κ
(α)
d =

1

α
κd, for all d ≥ 1.

1.4 Methodology

Theorem 3.4 has two directions, the “if” and “only if” parts; we take quite different approaches for
their proofs. In the “if” direction, the key is that we are able to extract the moments from the Bessel
generating functions by means of the Dunkl operators. While Dunkl operators were introduced in a
purely algebraic background and historically play a role in the study of Calogero–Moser–Sutherland
quantum many-body system, they have recently found surprising applications in random matrix
theory and statistical mechanics, see e.g. [BCG22, Xu23, KX24, GXZ24, Yao25].

One new feature in our argument, compared to the previous literature, is that we consider
the expansions of logarithms of Bessel generating functions in the basis of power sum symmetric
polynomials instead of monomial symmetric polynomials. While the coefficients for the latter basis
can be more easily extracted by taking partial derivatives, hence seeming like a more natural choice,
their asymptotics do not give the right characterization of the LLN.

In the “only if” direction, while it seems doable to reverse the arguments developed in the Dunkl
actions, we took a different tool from algebraic combinatorics, which greatly simplifies the proof.
This is a new topological expansion, discovered by Chapuy–Dolega [CD22], of the θ-generalized
tau-function in terms of a class of combinatorial objects called constellations, which are certain
maps on closed orientable and non-orientable surfaces. We take a specialization of this formula
and identify the tau-function with the multivariate Bessel function; then the topological expansion
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highlights clearly what the asymptotically relevant terms are. It is worth noting that there have
been several connections between topological expansions and random matrices; see, e.g. [BG13,
CE06, BGF20]. Although topological expansions appeared in very different ways compared to our
approach, we believe that there is a deeper structural explanation lying behind its connection with
random matrices. We hope to investigate such connections in future work.
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2 Bessel generating functions

2.1 Conventions

In this paper, N denotes a positive integer that will tend to infinity. For a sequence of infinite sums
fN =

∑n
j=−∞ aj(N)N j , aj(N) → aj as N → ∞ for all j’s, we denote the N -degree of {fN} by the

minimal integer n, such that aj = 0 for all j ≥ n+ 1.
We will work with N variables x1, . . . , xN and let x⃗ = (x1, . . . , xN ). The partial derivatives will

be denoted
∂i :=

∂

∂xi
, i = 1, . . . , N,

for simplicity, and the operator that permutes the variables xi and xj , where i ̸= j, will be denoted
σi,j . Moreover, θ > 0 will be a fixed parameter throughout the paper.

2.2 Dunkl operators

The Dunkl operators, introduced in [Dun89], are defined by

DN,θ
i := ∂i + θ

∑
j : j ̸=i

1

xi − xj
(1− σi,j), i = 1, . . . , N.

They pairwise commute, DN,θ
i DN,θ

j = DN,θ
j DN,θ

i , for all i, j, and their symmetric joint eigenfunctions,
discussed in the next subsection, will play an important role in this paper. We can view DN,θ

i as
operators acting on holomorphic functions on domains of CN that are symmetric with respect to
permutations of the coordinates.

Further, we will use the symmetric operators

PN,θ
k :=

N∑
i=1

(
DN,θ

i

)k
, k = 1, 2, . . . .

For simplicity, we drop the superscripts N, θ, meaning that DN,θ
i and PN,θ

k will be simply denoted
by Di and Pk.
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2.3 Multivariate Bessel functions

Theorem 2.1 ([Opd93]). Let a1, . . . , aN ∈ C be arbitrary. There exists a unique holomorphic
function F (x1, . . . , xN ) that is symmetric with respect to its variables, normalized by F (0N ) = 1,
and solves the differential equations

PkF (x1, . . . , xN ) =

(
N∑
i=1

aki

)
F (x1, . . . , xN ), for all k ≥ 1.

If we denote this solution by B(a1,...,aN )(x1, . . . , xN ; θ), then the correspondence (a, x) 7→ Ba(x; θ)
admits an extension to an entire function on 2N variables.

Due to the uniqueness of Theorem 2.1, it follows that B(a1,...,aN )(x1, . . . , xN ; θ) is also symmetric
with respect to the variables ai. When a1 < · · · < aN , the multivariate Bessel function admits the
following integral representation, see [Cue21, Proposition 3.3]:

Ba(x1, . . . , xN ; θ) =

∫
y1≺y2≺···≺yN−1

exp

 N∑
k=1

xk

 k∑
i=1

y
(k)
i −

k−1∑
j=1

y
(k−1)
j

Λ(y⃗; a)dy⃗, (8)

where Λθ(y⃗, a) is the θ-corners process defined in Eqn. (5), the N(N−1)
2 –dimensional integral is

over k-tuples yk = (yk1 , . . . , y
k
k), k = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, and the conditions yi ≺ yi+1 mean that

yi+1
1 ≤ yi1 ≤ yi+1

2 ≤ . . . yi+1
i ≤ yii ≤ yi+1

i+1.

2.4 Bessel generating functions

Following [BCG22], let MN be the set of Borel probability measures on ordered real N -tuples
a1 ≤ a2 ≤ · · · ≤ aN and, for any R > 0, let MR

N ⊂ MN be the subset of measures µ such that∫
a1≤a2≤···≤aN

eNRmaxi |ai| µ(da1, . . . , daN ) < ∞. (9)

Proposition-Definition 2.2. If µ ∈ MR
N , for some R > 0, then the integral

Gθ(x1, . . . , xN ;µ) :=

∫
a1≤a2≤···≤aN

B(a1,...,aN )(x1, . . . , xN ; θ)µ(da1, . . . , daN )

defines a holomorphic function in the domain

{(x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ CN : |ℜxi| < R, i = 1, 2, . . . , N},

that will be called the Bessel generating function of µ.

The measures in MR
N will be called R-exponentially decaying. We also let M>0

N :=
⋃

R>0MR
N ,

and all measures in M>0
N will be called exponentially decaying. Any exponentially decaying measure

µ admits a Bessel generating function Gθ(x1, . . . , xN ;µ) that is a holomorphic function in a neigh-
borhood of the origin. By the normalization and symmetry of B(a1,...,aN )(x1, . . . , xN ; θ), it follows
that

Gθ(0
N ;µ) = 1,

and Gθ(x1, . . . , xN ;µ) is symmetric with respect to x1, . . . , xN .

7



Proposition 2.3 (Prop. 2.11 from [BCG22]). Let s ≥ 1, k1, . . . , ks ≥ 1 be any integers, and let
µ ∈ M>0

N . Then(
s∏

i=1

Pki

)
Gθ(x1, . . . , xN ;µ)

∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

= Eµ

 s∏
i=1

 N∑
j=1

(aj)
ki

 ,

where a1 ≤ a2 ≤ · · · ≤ aN is µ-distributed in the right hand side of the equality.

3 Statement of the main theorem

For the statement of the main theorem, let {µN ∈ MN}N≥1 be a sequence of exponentially decaying
probability measures on real N -tuples a = (a1 < · · · < aN ). The random variables of interest are

pNk :=

N∑
i=1

(ai
N

)k
, k ≥ 1.

Definition 3.1. We say that {µN ∈ MN}N≥1 satisfies the fixed temperature LLN if there
exists a sequence of real numbers {mk}k≥1, such that

lim
N→∞

EµN

 1

N s

s∏
j=1

pNkj (a)

 =
s∏

j=1

mkj ,

for all integers s ≥ 1 and k1, . . . , ks ≥ 1.

Let
GN,θ(x⃗) =

∫
a1≤···≤aN

B(a1,...,aN )(x⃗; θ)µN (da1, . . . , daN )

be the Bessel generating function of µN , for all N ≥ 1. Further, assume that θ > 0 is a fixed
constant, independent of N . Since GN,θ(0

N ) = 1, then lnGN,θ(x⃗) defines a holomorphic function in
a neighborhood of (0N ) ∈ CN . In particular, this means that each lnGN,θ(x⃗) has a Taylor expansion
around (0N ) of the form

lnGN,θ(x⃗) =
∑

ν : ℓ(ν)≤N

bNν Mν(x⃗), (10)

where the sum is over partitions ν with length ℓ(ν) ≤ N , and Mν(x⃗) are the monomial symmetric
polynomials. The Taylor coefficients bNν can be calculated as

bNν =
∂|ν|

∂xν11 · · · ∂xνℓ(ν)ℓ(ν)

lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

. (11)

To state the main theorem, we actually need to expand lnGN,θ(x⃗) in the basis of power sums
{pλ(x⃗)}λ : ℓ(λ)≤N , where

pλ(x⃗) :=

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

pλi
(x⃗).

Since one can write Mν(x⃗) as a unique linear combination of power sums if and only if |ν| ≤ N ,
such expansion will be well-defined only up to degree N .

8



Definition 3.2. We say that the sequence {µN ∈ MN}N≥1 is θ-LLN-appropriate if the corre-
sponding Bessel generating functions GN,θ are such that if we expand, up to degree N ,

lnGN,θ(x⃗) =
∑

λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ pλ(x⃗) +O
(
∥x∥N+1

)
, (12)

then there exist a sequence of real numbers {κd}d≥1 such that

(a) lim
N→∞

aN(d)

N
=

θ1−dκd
d

, for all integers d ≥ 1,

(b) lim
N→∞

aNλ
N ℓ(λ)

= 0, for all partitions λ with ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

Definition 3.3. Let k ≥ 1 be an arbitrary integer. A Lukasiewicz path of length k is a lattice
path Γ that starts at (0, 0), ends at (k, 0), has exclusively steps of the form (1, d), for some d =
−1, 0, 1, 2, ..., and stays in the first quadrant. We denote the set of all Lukasiewicz paths of length k
by L(k).

Theorem 3.4 (Main Theorem). Let θ > 0 be fixed. The sequence {µN}N≥1 satisfies the fixed
temperature LLN (according to Definition 3.1) if and only if it is θ-LLN-appropriate (according to
Definition 3.2). In that case, the sequences {mk}k≥1 and {κd}d≥1 from Definitions 3.1 and 3.2
uniquely determined each other, according to the equalities:

mk =
∑

Γ∈L(k)

∏
d≥1

(κd)
#steps (1, d− 1) of Γ, k ≥ 1. (13)

We note that the coefficients aNλ in the expansion (12) can be expressed in terms of lnGN,θ(x⃗).
This follows from the explicit expression for the monomial symmetric polynomials Mµ(x⃗) in terms of
the power-sum basis pλ(x⃗) (see, for example, [Zab, Proposition 2.13]), by comparing the expansions
(10) and (12), and using (11). Explicitly,

aNλ =
(−1)ℓ(λ)−ℓ(ν)∏
j≥1 j

mj(λ)mj(λ)!

∑(
κ(1),...,κ(ℓ(ν))

)
ℓ(ν)∏
i=1

(ℓ(κ(i))− 1)! νi∏
j≥1mj(κ(i))!

· ∂|ν|

∂xν11 · · ·xνℓ(ν)ℓ(ν)

lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

,

(14)
where the sum is over all sequences of partitions with |κ(i)| = νi and κ(1) ∪ · · · ∪ κ(ℓ(ν)) = λ.

In this way, conditions (a)-(b) in Definition 3.2 can be rewritten in terms of the Taylor coefficients
of lnGN,θ(x⃗). As a result, Theorem 3.4 answers the question posed in [BCG22], of finding necessary
and sufficient conditions for a sequence {µN}N≥1 to satisfy the fixed temperature LLN in terms of the
corresponding Bessel generating functions. Moreover, equation (14) coincides with the preliminary
calculations in that appendix. For example, for the two partitions of size 2, we have

aN(2) =

{
∂2

∂x21
− ∂2

∂x1∂x2

}
lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

, aN(1,1) =
∂2

∂x1∂x2
lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

,
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and for the three partitions of size 3, we have

aN(3) =

{
1

2
· ∂3

∂x31
− 3

2
· ∂3

∂x21∂x2
+

∂3

∂x1∂x2∂x3

}
lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

,

aN(2,1) =

{
∂3

∂x21∂x2
− ∂3

∂x1∂x2∂x3

}
lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

,

aN(1,1,1) =
∂3

∂x1∂x2∂x3
lnGN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x1=···=xN=0

.

Example 3.5. Let a(N) = (a, ..., a) where a is a Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and
variance N . Since B(a,...,a)(x⃗; θ) = exp

(
a
∑N

i=1 xi

)
(by taking a limit of Eqn. (8)), we have

GN,θ(x⃗) =

∫ ∞

−∞

1√
2πN

exp−
a2

2N exp

(
a

N∑
i=1

xi

)
da

= exp

(
N

2
p1(x⃗)

2

)
= exp

(
N

2
M(2)(x⃗) +NM(1,1)(x⃗)

)
.

One can check that a(N) satisfies the fixed temperature LLN with mk = 0 for all k’s. This is

revealed by the fact that limN→∞
aN
(1,1)

N2 = 0 and aNλ = 0 for all λ ̸= (1, 1). On the other hand, GN,θ(x⃗)
does not satisfy the conditions proposed by [BCG22, Claim 9.1], which are given by monomials of
partial derivatives.

4 Sufficient conditions for the LLN

In this section, we assume that the sequence {µN ∈ MN}N≥1 is θ-LLN-appropriate, in the sense
that, if we let

FN,θ(x⃗) := lnGN,θ(x⃗) =
∑

λ : ℓ(λ)≤N

aNλ pλ(x⃗), (15)

then there exist κ1, κ2, · · · ∈ R such that conditions (a)-(b) from Definition 3.2 are satisfied, i.e.

lim
N→∞

aN(d)

N
=

θ1−dκd
d

, for all d ∈ Z≥1, lim
N→∞

aNλ
N ℓ(λ)

= 0, if ℓ(λ) ≥ 2. (16)

We shall prove that the numbers m1,m2, · · · ∈ R, defined by the equation (13), satisfy the
conditions of Definition 3.1. By virtue of Proposition 2.3, this final goal of the section is equivalent
to proving

lim
N→∞

N−|λ|−ℓ(λ) ·

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

Pλi

 eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

mλi
, (17)

for all partitions λ, where

ms :=
∑

Γ∈L(s)

∏
d≥1

(κd)
#steps (1, d− 1) of Γ, for all s ∈ Z≥1. (18)
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4.1 Technical lemmas on the action of Dunkl operators

Define the k-truncation polynomial

F
(k)
N,θ(x⃗) :=

∑
λ : |λ|≤k, ℓ(λ)≤N

aNλ pλ(x⃗).

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 ≤ j1, . . . , jr ≤ N be arbitrary, and let k = j1 + · · ·+ jr. Then[
r∏

i=1

Dji

]
eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

[
r∏

i=1

Dji

]
eF

(k)
N,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

.

Proof. Let Mµ(x⃗) denote the monomial symmetric polynomials. Both sets {pλ(x⃗)}λ : ℓ(λ)≤N and
{Mµ(x⃗)}µ : ℓ(µ)≤N are homogeneous bases of the ring of symmetric polynomials with real coefficients
in the variables x1, . . . , xN , so we can write FN,θ(x⃗) in terms of Mµ(x⃗). Then the truncation
F

(k)
N,θ(x⃗) is the result of ignoring the Mµ(x⃗) with |µ| > k. With this switch to monomial symmetric

polynomials, the lemma follows exactly from the same argument as in [BCG22, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 4.2. If for all partitions µ, we have the limit

lim
N→∞

N−|µ|

ℓ(µ)∏
i=1

Dµi
i

 eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

ℓ(µ)∏
i=1

mµi , (19)

then for all partitions λ, we have

lim
N→∞

N−|λ|−ℓ(λ)

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

Pλi

 eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

mλi
. (20)

Proof. Assume that Eqn. (19) holds for all µ. Let us take any partition λ and prove Eqn. (20).
If ℓ(λ) = 1, then λ = (n), for some n ∈ Z≥1. Note that Dn

i e
FN,θ(x⃗) differs from Dn

j e
FN,θ(x⃗) only

by the change of variables xi ↔ xj because of the symmetry of FN,θ(x⃗); in particular,

Dn
i e

FN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

= Dn
j e

FN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

. (21)

As a result,

N−n−1 Pne
FN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

= N−n−1
n∑

i=1

Dn
i e

FN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

= N−nDn
1 e

FN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

,

proving the desired Eqn. (20).
If ℓ(λ) = 2, then λ = (n1, n2), for some positive integers n1 ≥ n2. As above, we deduce that

Dn2
i Dn1

j eFN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

= Dn2
2 Dn1

1 eFN,θ(x⃗)
∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

, whenever i ̸= j. Together also with (21), we obtain

N−n1−n2−2 Pn2Pn1e
FN,θ(x⃗) = N−n1−n2−2

N∑
i=1

Dn2
i

N∑
j=1

Dn1
j eFN,θ(x⃗)

= N−n1−n2−2 ·N(N − 1)Dn2
2 Dn1

1 eFN,θ(x⃗) +N−n1−n2−2 ·N Dn1+n2
1 eFN,θ(x⃗)

=

(
1− 1

N

)
·N−n1−n2 Dn2

2 Dn1
1 eFN,θ(x⃗) +

1

N
·N−n1−n2 Dn1+n2

1 eFN,θ(x⃗).
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By assumption (19), the first term above converges to m1m2 and the second one to 0, as N → ∞.
Then Eqn. (20) follows.

If ℓ(λ) = ℓ > 2, the proof is similar. Indeed,

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

Pλi
=

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

N∑
j=1

Dλi
j =

∑
1≤j1,...,jℓ(λ)≤N

j1,...,jℓ(λ) are distinct

Dλ1
j1

· · · Dλℓ(λ)

jℓ(λ)
+ p(D1, . . . ,DN ), (22)

where p(x1, . . . , xN ) is a symmetric polynomial, where each monomial has at most ℓ(λ)− 1 distinct
variables xj . Again, we have that if j1, . . . , jℓ(λ) are distinct, then Dλ1

j1
· · · Dλℓ(λ)

jℓ(λ)
eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

is

equal to Dλ1
1 · · · Dλℓ(λ)

ℓ(λ) e
FN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

. This shows, as in the case when ℓ(λ) = 2, that (22) gives

N−|λ|−ℓ(λ)

ℓ(λ)∏
i=1

Pλi

 eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

(
1 +O

( 1

N

))
·N−|λ|Dλ1

1 · · · Dλℓ(λ)

ℓ(λ) e
FN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

+

ℓ(λ)−1∑
j=1

∑
k1,...,kj∈Z≥1

k1+···+kj=|λ|

O
( 1

N

)
·N−k1− ...−kjDk1

1 · · · Dkj
j eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

and then assumption (19) gives the desired equation (20).

4.2 Proof of the “if” part of the main theorem

By Lemma 4.2 and the commutativity of Dunkl operators, the desired Equation (17) will follow if,
for any s ∈ Z≥1 and arbitrary µ1, . . . , µs ∈ Z≥1, we manage to prove

lim
N→∞

N−|µ|
[
Dµs

s · · · Dµ2
2 Dµ1

1

]
eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=

s∏
i=1

mµi . (23)

Moreover, due to Lemma 4.1, we can and will assume that FN,θ(x⃗) is a symmetric polynomial of
degree µ1 + · · ·+ µs. Proving the limit (23) will occupy the rest of this section.

Let us describe the proof strategy of (23). In Step 1, we discuss the combinatorial behavior that
different parts of the operators have. In Step 2, we decompose the action as a sequence of simple
transformations on polynomials, and (23) is a combination of such sequences. In Step 3 and 4, we
identify the collection of sequences that gives a nontrivial weight contribution in the limit. Finally,
in Step 5, we explicitly calculate the asymptotic of Eqn. (23).

Step 1. Let h(x⃗) be a polynomial of x1, . . . , xN , let κ be any partition, and recall that pκ(x⃗) =∏ℓ(κ)
i=1 pκi(x⃗). Straightforward calculations yield the following equalities:

∂i

(
h(x⃗) pκ(x⃗) e

FN,θ(x⃗)
)
=

∂ih(x⃗) + ℓ(κ)∑
s=1

κsx
κs−1
i

∏
j ̸=s

pκj (x⃗)

 · eFN,θ(x⃗)

+

( ∞∑
d=1

daN(d)x
d−1
i

)
h(x⃗) pκ(x⃗) e

FN,θ(x⃗)

+

( ∑
λ : ℓ(λ)≥2

aNλ

ℓ(λ)∑
j=1

λjx
λj−1
i

∏
k ̸=j

pλk
(x⃗)

)
h(x⃗) pκ(x⃗)e

FN,θ(x⃗),
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1− σij
xi − xj

(
h(x⃗) pκ(x⃗) e

FN,θ(x⃗)
)
=

1− σij
xi − xj

(
h(x⃗)

)
pκ(x⃗) e

FN,θ(x⃗),

1− σij
xi − xj

(
xmi
i x

mj

j

)
=


−
∑mj−1

a=mi
xai x

mi+mj−1−a
j , if mi < mj ,

∑mi−1
a=mj

xai x
mi+mj−1−a
j , if mi ≥ mj .

Step 2. We introduce the following linear operators on polynomials, uniquely defined by their
actions on monomials xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N , for any m1, ...,mN ∈ Z≥0.

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ d ≤ |µ|,

U
(d)
i (xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N ) := daN(d)x

d−1
i · xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N .

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and any partition λ such that ℓ(λ) ≥ 2 and |λ| ≤ |µ|,

U
(λ)
i (xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N ) := aNλ

ℓ(λ)∑
j=1

λjx
λj−1
i

∏
k ̸=j

pλk
(x⃗) · xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N .

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ j ≤ N , j ̸= i,

di,j(x
m1
1 · · ·xmN

N ) :=

{
xm1
1 · · ·xmi−1

i−1 xmi−1
i x

mi+1

i+1 · · ·xmN
N , mi > mj ;

0, mi ≤ mj .

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ j ≤ N , j ̸= i,

d̃ij(x
m1
1 · · ·xmN

N ) :=

{
−xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N ·

∑mj−mi

a=1 xa−1
i x−a

j , if mi < mj ,

xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N ·
∑mi−mj−1

a=1 x−a−1
i xaj , if mi ≥ mj .

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s,
∂i(x

m1
1 · · ·xmN

N ) = mi · di(xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N ),

where
di(x

m1
1 · · ·xmN

N ) := 1{mi≥1} · xm1
1 · · ·xmi−1

i−1 xmi−1
i x

mi+1

i+1 · · ·xmN
N .

Then, according to the formulas from Step 1, we have

N−|µ|
[
Dµs

s · · · Dµ2
2 Dµ1

1

]
eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=N−|µ|

∑
d

U (d)
s +

∑
λ

U (λ)
s + θ

∑
j ̸=s

ds,j + θ
∑
j ̸=s

d̃s,j + ∂s

µs

· · ·

∑
d

U
(d)
1 +

∑
λ

U
(λ)
1 + θ

∑
j ̸=1

d1,j + θ
∑
j ̸=1

d̃1,j + ∂1

µ1

(1)

=N−|µ|
∑

T (l):1≤l≤|µ|

|µ|∏
l=1

T (l)(1),

(24)
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where the summation in the last line is over the finitely many choices of the operators T (l). More
precisely, T (l) is chosen among U

(d)
i ’s, U (λ)

i ’s, θ ·di,j ’s, θ · d̃i,j ’s and ∂i for
∑i−1

j=1 µj+1 ≤ l ≤
∑i

j=1 µj .
We call the above five types of operators are of Types I to V, respectively, and denote the set
of Type i operators by Ji (i = I, . . . , V ). For a given sequence

∏|µ|
l=1 T (l), denote the number of

T (l) ∈ Ji by Mi. Note that the degree of the polynomial increases or is unchanged under the action
of Type I or II, and decreases by 1 under Type III to V actions.

Denote T̃ := (T̃ (|µ|), . . . , T̃ (1)), and let C(n) denote the constant term of
∏n

l=1 T (l)(1) (we omit
the dependence on T (l)’s in the notation). We will treat n as the occurring time of the action T (n).
Given T⃗ , we say that T (n) acts as 0, if

∏n−1
l=1 T (l)(1) ̸= 0,

∏n
l=1 T (l)(1) = 0.

Claim 1. For each 1 ≤ l ≤ |µ|, there is a constant K(µ) uniform in N , such that |JI |+ |JII |+ |JV |,
and the total degree of

∏n
l=1 T (l)(1), 1 ≤ n ≤ |µ|, is bounded by K(µ). Moreover, |JIII | ≤ sN ,

|JIV | ≤ sN .
Proof of the claim. Since we assume that FN,θ(x⃗) is a polynomial of degree |µ|, the total number
of operators U (d)

i ’s and U
(λ)
i ’s is bounded. The total degree is bounded since there are finitely many

iterations of finitely many choices of T (l) ∈ JI ∪ JII , such that each choice increases the degree by
at most |µ| − 1. The second statement is clear from definition.

Claim 2. If T (l1) = θd̃i1,j for some 1 ≤ l1 ≤ |µ|, 1 ≤ i1 ≤ s, s+ 1 ≤ j ≤ N , then C(|µ|) ̸= 0 only
if for some l2 > n1, T (l2) = di2,j .
Proof of the claim. Without loss of generality, assume that n1 is the first time that T (l) = d̃i,j
for this given j. By definition of di,j , either

∏n1
l=1 T (l)(1) = 0, or deg(xj) > 0 in every monomial in∏n1

l=1 T (l)(1). In either case, again by definition, the action
∏|µ|

l=n1+1 T (l) where T (l) /∈ {d̃1,j , d̃s,j}
for all l’s can only send

∏n1
l=1 T (l)(1) to 0.

Step 3. We consider two sub-cases of the sequence. Firstly, assume that there are no Type II
operators in the sequence.
Claim 3: We have

lim
N→∞

N−|µ|
∑

T⃗ :MII=0,MIV +MV ≥1

|C(|µ|)| = 0.

Proof of the claim: We divide T⃗ ’s into finitely many collections where each collection shares the
same data (MI , ...,MV ). Then it suffices to verify the claim for each group. By Claim 1, the total
number of sequences

∏|µ|
l=1 T (l) with Mi operators in Type i is at most

KMI+MV (sN)MIII+MIV .

By Claim 2, if T (l1) ∈ JIV for some l1 < |µ|, then there are at most s choices of T (l2) in one of the
l1 < l2 ≤ |µ|, so that C(|µ|) ̸= 0. We also observe from the definition that if T (|µ|) ∈ JIV , then
C(|µ|) = 0. Therefore, the total number of sequences

∏|µ|
l=1 T (l) with Mi operators in Type i, such

that C(|µ|) ̸= 0, is bounded by

KMI+MV (sN)MIII+MIV −1 · s|µ|. (25)

In addition, each T (l) ∈ JI ∪ JIII ∪ JV turns a monomial into another monomial. Regarding
T (l) ∈ JIV , note that the number of monomials in the output is bounded by the total degree of the
input, which is bounded by K by Claim 1. Therefore, we treat {N−|µ|∏n

l=1 T (l)(1)}
|µ|
n=1 as sum of

sequences of monomials with no more than K |µ| summands.
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For each such sequence of monomials, its coefficient is bounded in absolute value by

N−|µ|
|µ|∏
d=1

(daNd )#{1≤l≤s : T (l)=U
(d)
i for some i} · θMIII+MIV KMV . (26)

Recall that |µ| = MI + · · · + MV . Multiplying Eqn. (25) and (26), and by assumption (a) in
Definition 3.2, we have that

N−|µ|
∑

MII=0,MIV +MV ≥1

|C(|µ|)|

≤KMI+MV (sN)MII+max(MIV −1,0) · s|µ|N−|µ|
|µ|∏
d=1

(daN(d))
#{1≤l≤s : T (l)=U

(d)
i for some i} · θMIII+MIV KMV

≲NMI+MII+max(MIV −1,0)−|µ| = N−MV −1{MIV ≥1} .

(27)

Step 4. Secondly, we show that the contribution of sequences T⃗ with Type II operators also
vanishes. To achieve this, we introduce another collection of linear operators that acts on the
polynomial of the form const× xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N · pκ(x⃗), where m1, . . .mN ∈ Z≥0, κ is a partition.

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, 1 ≤ d ≤ |µ|,

U
(d)
i (xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N · pκ(x⃗)) := daN(d)x

d−1
i · xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N · pκ(x⃗).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and any partition λ such that ℓ(λ) ≥ 2 and |λ| ≤ |µ|,

U
(λ)
i (xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N · pκ(x⃗)) = aNλ

ℓ(λ)∑
j=1

λjx
λj−1
i

∏
j ̸=i

pλj
(x⃗) · xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N · pκ(x⃗).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

Tσ,i

(
xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N · pκ(x⃗)
)
=
∑
j ̸=i

(di,j + d̃i,j)
(
xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N

)
· pκ(x⃗).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s,
∂i,1(x

m1
1 · · ·xmN

N · pκ(x⃗)) := mi · di(xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N ) · pκ(x⃗).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ s,

∂i,2(x
m1
1 · · ·xmN

N · pκ(x⃗)) := xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N ·

ℓ(κ)∑
s=1

κsx
κs−1
i

∏
j ̸=s

pκj (x⃗)

 .
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Then, according to the discussion in Step 1, we have

N−|µ|
[
Dµs

s · · · Dµ2
2 Dµ1

1

]
eFN,θ(x⃗)

∣∣∣
x⃗=(0N )

=N−|µ|

(∑
d

U (d)
s +

∑
λ

U (λ)
s + θ Tσ,s + ∂s,1 + ∂s,2

)µs

· · ·(∑
d

U
(d)
1 +

∑
λ

U
(λ)
1 + θ Tσ,1 + ∂1,1 + ∂1,2

)µ1

(1)

=N−|µ|
∑

T̃ (l):1≤l≤|µ|

|µ|∏
l=1

T̃ (l)(1),

(28)

where the summation in the last line is over the finitely many choices of the operators T̃ (l). More
precisely, T̃ (l) is chosen among U

(d)
i ’s, U (λ)

i ’s, θ · Tσ,i, ∂i,1 and ∂i,2 for
∑i−1

j=1 µj + 1 ≤ l ≤
∑i

j=1 µj .
We call the above five types of operators are of Types A to E2, respectively, and denote the set
of Type i operators by Ji (i = A, . . . , E). For a given sequence

∏|µ|
l=1 T̃ (l), denote the number of

T̃ (l) ∈ Ji by Mi. Note that the degree of the polynomial increases or is unchanged under the action
of Type A or B, and decreases by 1 under Type C to E actions.

Denote T̃ := (T̃ (|µ|), . . . , T̃ (1)), and let C̃(|µ|) denote the constant term of
∏|µ|

l=1 T̃ (l)(1) (we
omit the dependence on T̃ (l)’s in the notation).
Claim 4: We have

lim
N→∞

N−|µ|
∑

MB≥1

|C(|µ|)| = 0.

Proof of the the claim: We divide ⃗̃T ’s into finitely many collections where each collection shares
the same data (MA, ...,ME). Then it suffices to verify the claim for each group. Suppose that for
1 ≤ l1, . . . ln < |µ|, T̃ (lm) = U

(λ(m))
im

(1 ≤ m ≤ n) is the collection of T̃ (l) ∈ JB, then we claim
that C̃(|µ|) = 0, unless ME ≥

∑n
m=1 l(λ(m)) − n. Indeed, each U

(λ(m))
im

creates (a finite3 sum of)
l(λ(m)) − 1 copies of power sums factor of the form

∏
j ̸=s pλ(m)j (x⃗). To a nonzero constant after

|µ| steps, one needs to eliminate of of these power sums. Since power sums are invariant under the
action of Tσ,i, this can only be achieved by ∂i,2’s.

More precisely, each copy of T̃ (l) ∈ JE removes one copy of power sum in xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N · pκ(x⃗).
On the other hand, T̃ (l) ∈ JA ∪ JC ∪ JD acts only on xm1

1 · · ·xmN
N . By definition, one can see that

Type A, B, D, E operators convert a monomial to at most K monomials, and Type C operators
provide at most 2sN monomials. Therefore, up to a constant independent of N , the total number
of monomials in N−|µ|∏|µ|

l=1 T̃ (l)(1) is bounded by

NMC . (29)

For each such sequence of polynomials of the form const× xm1
1 · · ·xmN

N · pκ(x⃗), its coefficient is

2By definition, Type A, B, D are the same as Type I, II, V respectively, and Type C is the union of Type III, IV.
3The number of summands is again bounded by the uniform constant K.
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bounded in absolute value by

N−|µ|
|µ|∏
d=1

(d
∣∣aNd ∣∣)#{1≤l≤s : T̃ (l)=U

(d)
i for some i} · θMCKME

×
n∏

m=1

(|λ(m)| ·
∣∣∣aNλ(m)

∣∣∣) ·KMD ≲ N−|µ|+MA+
∑n

m=1(l(λ(m))−1) · o(1),

(30)

where the last inequality holds by the assumption (b) of Definition 3.2.
Multiplying Eqn. (29) and (30 gives

N−|µ|+MA+MC+
∑n

m=1 ℓ(λ(m)) · o(1) ≲ N−ME · o(1).

where the last inequality holds since n = MB, MD ≥
∑n

m=1 ℓ(λ(m))−n, |µ| = MA+ · · ·+ME .

Step 5. By Claims 3 and 4, the limit in the left hand side of equation (23) is equal to∑
T⃗ : MII=MIV =MV =0

C(|µ|).

For T⃗ with MII = MIV = MV = 0, we have that {
∏n

l=1 T (l)(1)}
|µ|
n=1 is a sequence of monomials.

Denote by mi(n) the degree of xi in
∏n

l=1 T (l)(1), and m(n) :=
∑N

i=1mi(n). Then mi(n) can
change only when

∑i−1
j=1 µj + 1 ≤ n ≤

∑i
j=1 µj . Therefore, C(|µ|) = 0, unless mi(n) = 0 for all

1 ≤ n ≤
∑i−1

j=1 µj ,
∑i

j=1 µj ≤ n ≤ |µ|.
Given such T⃗ , one can then realize C(|µ|) as the product

N−|µ|
s∏

i=1

∏
d≥1

(
daN(d)

)#steps (1, d− 1) of Γi · (N − 1)#steps (1,−1) of Γi ,

where Γi ∈ L(µi), 1 ≤ i ≤ s, are Lukasiewicz paths, and the heights of Γi give m(n) = mi(n) when∑i−1
j=1 µj + 1 ≤ n ≤

∑i
j=1 µj . As a consequence,∑

T⃗ : MII=MIV =MV =0

C(|µ|)

= N−|µ|
s∏

i=1

 ∑
Γi∈L(µi)

∏
d≥1

(
daN(d)

)#steps (1, d− 1) of Γi · (N − 1)# steps (1,−1) of Γi


=

s∏
i=1

 ∑
Γi∈L(µi)

∏
d≥1

(
daN(d)

N

)#steps (1, d− 1) of Γi

·
(
1− 1

N

)# steps (1,−1) of Γi

 , (31)

where the last line follows because |µ| = µ1 + · · · + µs and µi is the total number of steps of any
Lukasiewicz path Γi of length µi. Finally, when N → ∞, by assumption (a) of Definition 3.2, it
follows that Eqn. (31) converges to

s∏
i=1

 ∑
Γi∈L(µi)

∏
d≥1

(κd)
#steps (1, d− 1) of Γ

 =
s∏

i=1

mµi , (32)

as desired.
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5 Necessary conditions for the LLN

In this section, we assume that {µN}N≥1 satisfies the fixed-temperature LLN and will prove that
the two conditions (a)-(b) from Definition 3.2 are satisfied. The key tool will be the formula of
Chapuy–Dołęga [CD22] for the multivariate Bessel function (see Theorem 5.6 below).

5.1 Preliminaries on constellations

We recall here the definition of a constellation, which is a graph embedded on a closed surface that
satisfies certain combinatorial rules. Recall that closed connected surfaces are classified by the Euler
characteristic, given by the formula

χ = V − E + F,

where V , E and F denote the number of vertices, edges and faces of any embedded graph on the
surface. The genus g is the quantity given by

χ = 2− 2g,

for both orientable and non-orientable surfaces.4

From hereinafter, all closed surfaces are assumed to be connected. It is well known that, up to
homeomorphism, each orientable closed surface is uniquely determined by its genus g ∈ Z≥0, while
each non-orientable one is uniquely determined by g ∈ 1

2Z≥1.

Definition 5.1. A map M is an embedding of a graph, possibly with multiple edges and loops, on
a closed (orientable or non-orientable) surface, such that each face of the graph is simply connected.

Definition 5.2. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer. A k-constellation M is a map, equipped with a coloring
of its vertices with colors from the set {0, 1, . . . , k}, such that the following conditions are satisfied.

• Each vertex of color 0 is only connected to vertices of color 1.

• Each vertex of color k is only connected to vertices of color k − 1.

• For i = 1, 2, . . . , k− 1, each corner at a vertex of color i separates vertices of colors i− 1 and
i+ 1.

The size of M, denoted by |M|, is the number of corners of color 0 in M. We say that M is
connected if the underlying graph is connected, and M is orientable/non-orientable if its un-
derlying surface is orientable/non-orientable, respectively. The genus of M is the genus of the
surface it embeds in.

Note that k · |M| is the number of edges of M.
An oriented corner of M is a pair (c, ϵ), where c is a corner and ϵ ∈ {−1,+1}. We say that M

is rooted if it has a distinguished oriented corner of color 0, which is called the root of M.
By definition, in any k-constellation M, each vertex of color k is connected only to vertices of

color k − 1. Thus, we can add a new vertex of color k + 1 for each corner of color k and join it
with an edge to the corresponding vertex of color k to obtain a (k + 1)-constellation of the same
size. This map, from k-constellations of size d, to (k + 1)-constellations of the same size, preserves
rooted and connected constellations. Let C

(k)
d,• be the set of rooted, connected k-constellations of

size d; the previous discussion thus describes inclusion maps

ik : C
(k)
d,• ↪→ C

(k+1)
d,• ,

4There is a convention in the literature to take χ = 2− k for non-orientable surfaces, but it is different from ours.
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for all k ≥ 1. A rooted, connected, infinite constellation of size d is any sequence (M(1),M(2), · · · ),
such that M(k) ∈ C

(k)
d,• and ik

(
M(k)

)
= M(k+1), for all k ≥ 1. It is convenient to think of an

infinite constellation simply as the embedding of an infinite graph on a surface, obtained from the
construction above (thus, with very “long leaves”). We denote the set of rooted, connected, infinite
constellations by C

(∞)
d,• .

Definition 5.3. Let M be an infinite constellation. We define the following notations.

• For any f ∈ F (M), we denote by deg(f) the number of corners of color 0 in f .

• For any v ∈ V (M), we denote by deg(v) the number of edges adjacent to v.5

• We denote by V0(M) the set of vertices of M of color 0.

• We denote by µ1µ1µ1(M) the partition with parts deg(f), f ∈ F (M).

• We denote by µ2µ2µ2(M) the partition with parts deg(v), v ∈ V0(M).

• For any i ≥ 0, denote by vi(M) the number of vertices of M of color i.

By definition, note that |µ1µ1µ1(M)| = |µ2µ2µ2(M)| = |M|, where d = |M|. Furthermore, denote

η(M) := (d− vi(M))i≥1.

We say that M is normal, if η1(M) ≥ η2(M) ≥ . . . , so that η(M) is a partition.

Proposition 5.4. [CD22, Eqn. (5)] For any infinite constellation M of genus g ∈ {0, 12 , 1,
3
2 , . . . },

we have
|η(M)| − ℓ

(
µ1µ1µ1(M)

)
− ℓ
(
µ2µ2µ2(M)

)
= 2g − 2. (33)

Proof. Take a large enough k so that ηi(M) = 0, for all i ≥ k; Moreover, let d := |µ1µ1µ1(M)| = |µ2µ2µ2(M)|.
Then identify M as a k-constellation. It follows that the number of edges of M is k ·d, the number of
vertices of M is

∑k
i=0 vi(M) =

∑k
i=1 vi(M)+ ℓ(µ2µ2µ2(M)), and the number of faces of M is ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M)).

Since
E − V − F = 2g − 2, (34)

the result follows.

5.2 Chapuy–Dołęga’s expansion of the multivariate Bessel function

Consider the sequences of variables p = (p1, p2, . . . ), q = (q1, q2, . . . ), and (g1, g2, . . . ). Let Jλ(p; θ)
be the Jack symmetric function defined by [Mac98, Ch. VI.10, Eqn. (10.13)], where p is viewed as
the sequence of power sum symmetric functions. Note that Jλ(p; θ) is then simply a polynomial of
degree |λ|, if each pk is regarded as a variable of degree k. Similarly, we can define Jλ(q; θ). Further,
consider the generating series G(z) = 1 +

∑
k≥1 gkz

k. Following [CD22], define the formal power
series6

F̂G(t,p,q, g1, g2, ..., ) :=
∑
d≥0

td
∑
|λ|=d

Jλ(p; θ)Jλ(q; θ)

∏
(i,j)∈λ

(
α(λi − j) + (λ′

j − i) + 1
)(

α(λi − j) + (λ′
j − i) + α

) ∏
(i,j)∈λ

G(cα(i, j)), (35)

5Note that deg(v) is not necessarily the number of vertices adjacent to v, because multiple edges are allowed.
6[CD22] uses the parameter α = θ−1 for the Jack parameter instead.
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where α = θ−1; λ′ is the conjugate partition of λ; and

cα(i, j) = α(j − 1)− (i− 1).

Theorem 5.5. [CD22, Theorem 6.2] There exists a function7

νρ :
⋃
d≥1

C
(∞)
d,• → Z≥0,

such that νρ(M, c) = 0 if and only if M is orientable ([CD22, Definition-Lemma 3.8]), and such
that we have the following equality of formal power series:

ln
(
F̂G
)
= θ ·

∑
d≥1

td

d

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• , M normal

(
θ−1 − 1

)νρ(M,c)
pµ1µ1µ1(M)qµ2µ2µ2(M) · fη(M) (g1, g2, . . . ) , (36)

where fη(e1, e2, . . . ) is the polynomial that expresses the monomial symmetric function mη in terms
of the elementary symmetric polynomials e1, e2, . . . , and (M, c) in the inner sum ranges over all
infinite, rooted, connected constellations of size d that are normal.

While Theorem 5.5 is an identity of formal power series, we can turn it into an analytic equality
for the logarithm of the multivariate Bessel function as follows.

Theorem 5.6. Fix n ∈ N, θ > 0, and set α = θ−1. Let N ∈ N be large enough so that N >
max(α, 1) · n. Then, as an analytic function of (x⃗, a) ∈ CN × CN , we have the expansion

ln
(
Ba(x⃗; θ)

)
=

n∑
d=1

1

d

∑
g∈ 1

2
Z≥0

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• , M normal, g(M)=g

αd−1(α− 1)νρ(M,c)
∏

f∈F (M)

pdeg(f)(x⃗)

N

×
∏

v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N
·N2−2g · fη(M)

({
(−1)k

}
k≥1

)
+O

(
∥x∥n+1

)
,

(37)

where fη and (M, c) are defined in the same way as in Theorem 5.5, and g(M) denotes the genus
of M. The sum in the right hand side converges absolutely.

Proof. Recall that the multivariate Bessel functions Ba(x⃗; θ) are analytic on CN × CN and can be
expanded in terms of Jack polynomials as follows (see [OO97, Sec. 4]):

Ba(x⃗; θ) =
∑

ℓ(λ)≤N

∏
(i,j)∈λ

(
α(λi − j) + (λ′

j − i) + 1
)∏

(i,j)∈λ
(
α(λi − j) + (λ′

j − i) + α
)(
Nθ + j − 1− θ(i− 1)

)Jλ(x⃗; θ)Jλ(a; θ). (38)

Then we specialize F̂G by taking the sequence gk = (−N)−k, or equivalently G(z) = (1+ z
N )−1,

and let t = α
N . Furthermore, for x⃗ = (x1, ..., xN ) ∈ CN , a = (a1, ..., aN ) ∈ CN , we specify pk and qk

as pk(x⃗) =
∑N

i=1 x
k
i , qk(a) =

∑N
i=1 a

k
i . By comparing Eqns. (38) and (35), we have

F̂ (1+ z
N
)−1

(
α

N
,p(x⃗),q(a),

{
(−N)−k

}
k≥1

)
= Ba(x⃗; θ), (39)

7νρ measures the “non-orientability" of a connected rooted constellation (M, c), see [CD22, Section 3] for its
detailed definition.
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as an equality of analytic functions, for any N ∈ N.
By Theorem 5.5, we have the formal expansion:

ln (Ba(x⃗; θ)) =

n∑
d=1

1

d

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• , M normal

αd−1(α− 1)νρ(M,c)
∏

f∈F (M)

pdeg(f)(x⃗)

N

∏
v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N

×N ℓ
(
µ1µ1µ1(M)

)
+ℓ
(
µ2µ2µ2(M)

)
−
∣∣η(M)

∣∣
· fη(M)

({
(−1)−k

}
k≥1

)
+O

(
∥x∥n+1

)
.

(40)

By Proposition 5.4, the exponent of N in the second line of (40) is equal to ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M))+ ℓ(µ2µ2µ2(M))−
|η(M)| = 2 − 2g. With given data η(M), M can be identified as a k-constellation with k =
ℓ(η(M))+1 ≤ |η(M)|+1. In addition, by [BD22, Theorem 3.1], the total number of k-constellation
of size d is equal to the total number of (k+2)-tuples of matchings(i.e, pairings) of {1, 1̂, 2, 2̂, ..., d, d̂},
and therefore is finite. We conclude that Eqn. (40) can be rewritten as Eqn. (37), such that for
each fixed g ∈ 1

2Z≥0,
∑

(M,c)∈C(∞)
d,• , M normal, g(M)=g

is a finite sum.

It remains to check that when N > max(θ−1, 1) ·n, the sum over g in (37) is absolute convergent.
Using Eqn. (38) and the fact that Ba(0

N ; θ) = 1, one can expand ln (Ba(x⃗; θ)) in terms of products
of the form

∏m
j=1 Jλj

(a; θ)Jλj
(x⃗; θ), for some partitions λ1, . . . , λm, and subsequently, in terms of

products of the form pµ1(x⃗)pµ2(a), where |µ1| = |µ2|. The coefficients in this expansion are rational
functions of N that admit a Taylor expansion at N = ∞, if N > max(θ−1, 1) · n. By Eqn. (39),
such expansion agrees with

1

d

∑
g∈ 1

2
Z≥0

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• , M normal, g(M)=g, µ1µ1µ1(M)=µ1, µ2µ2µ2(M)=µ2

αd−1(α− 1)νρ(M,c)

×N2−2g−ℓ(µ1)−ℓ(µ2)−d · fη(M)

({
(−1)−k

}
k≥1

)
.

Hence the latter expansion converges absolutely as well.

5.3 Proof of the “only if” part of the main theorem

Assume that {µN ∈ MN}N≥1 satisfies the LLN. In this section, let α = θ−1. For each partition λ
with |λ| = d, we will show that aNλ has the asymptotics as in Definition 3.2. To do this, it suffices
to consider N > max(α, 1) · d, so that Theorem 5.6 applies.

We start with the case when λ = (d). First observe that for each d = 1, 2, . . . ,

aN(d) = the coefficient of pd(x⃗) in lnE[Ba(x⃗, θ)] = E[ln(Ba(x⃗, θ))],

which is therefore equal to

1

d

∑
g∈ 1

2
Z≥0

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• ,M normal,g(M)=g

αd−1(α− 1)νρ(M,c)E

 ∏
v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N


×N2−2g−ℓ(µ1(M)µ1(M)µ1(M)) · fη(M)

({
(−1)−k

}
k≥1

)
, (41)

by Theorem 5.6. Since

E

 ∏
v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N

→
∏

v∈V0(M)

mdeg(v),
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as N → ∞, then it is of order O(1). Note that the exponent of N in the sum (41) is at most 1 and
the leading terms are those with g = 0 and ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M)) = 1 . The contribution to this leading term
come from those constellations M with only one face, so that ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M)) = 1, and genus g(M) = 0,
so that M is embedded in a sphere and therefore is orientable. Note that νρ(M, c) = 0 because M
is orientable, therefore the limit

lim
N→∞

aN(d)

N
=

1

d

∑
(M,c)∈C(∞)

d,• : M normal, ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M))=1, g=0

θ1−d
∏

v∈V0(M)

mdeg(v) · fη(M)

(
{(−1)k}k≥1

)
(42)

exists and is finite, for all d = 1, 2, . . . .

Next, we do the case when ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

Claim 5.1. The coefficient aNλ of pλ(x) in the expansion

ln(GN,θ(x⃗)) =
∑

λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ pλ(x⃗) +O
(
∥x∥N+1

)
has N -degree at most ℓ(λ).

Proof of the Claim. We will deduce an expression for aNλ starting from the expansion of lnBa(⃗;θ)
in Theorem 5.6 and the following algorithm:

• Ba(x⃗; θ) = exp(lnBa(x⃗; θ)) = 1 +
∑∞

k=1
1
k! [lnBa(x⃗; θ)]

k,

• GN,θ(x⃗) = E[Ba(x⃗; θ)] = 1 +
∑∞

k=1
1
k! E

(
[lnBa(x⃗; θ)]

k
)
,

• lnGN,θ(x⃗) =
∑∞

j=1
(−1)j+1

j (GN,θ(x⃗)− 1)j .

All the series above converge absolutely in a neighborhood of 0, due to Proposition-Definition 2.2.
By Theorem 5.6, we have an expansion

lnBa(x⃗; θ) =
∑
λ

cNλ pλ(x⃗),

where each cNλ is meromorphic in N , and is a homogeneous symmetric polynomial of degree |λ| in
a. If we formally treat each product of power sums of the form

∏
v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N as an order
O(1) constant, then by Theorem 5.6, we have

cNλ = N2−ℓ(µ1µ1µ1)(C(a, λ) + o(1)),

where C(a, λ) is calculated from the constellations with genus 0, and it contains sums of these
products

∏
v∈V0(M)

pdeg(v)(a/N)

N .
Using the step one of the algorithm above, it follows that

Ba(x⃗; θ) =
∑
λ

bNλ pλ(x⃗),

where each bNλ is a finite linear combination of terms
∏m

j=1 c
N
κ(j) that satisfy

{λ1, . . . , λℓ(λ)} = {κ(1)1, ..., κ(1)ℓ(κ(1))} ⊔ · · · ⊔ {κ(m)1, ..., κ(m)ℓ(κ(m))}.
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In particular, ℓ(λ) =
∑m

j=1 ℓ(κ(j)) ≥ m.
Next, use step two of the algorithm to get GN,θ(x⃗): for this, simply replace bNλ by E[bNλ ],

and equivalently each
∏m

j=1 c
N
κ(j) by E

[∏m
j=1 c

N
κ(j)

]
. From the discussions above, assuming LLN on

{µN ∈ MN}N≥1, the N -degree in each E
[∏m

j=1 c
N
κj

]
(still meromorphic in N) is upper bounded by

2m−
m∑
j=1

ℓ(µj) = 2m− ℓ(λ) ≤ ℓ(λ).

Finally, from step three of the algorithm, we can write

lnGN,θ(x⃗) =
∑
λ

aNλ pλ(x⃗),

where each aNλ is a polynomial of the bNκ ’s. By the same argument as above, we still have that the
N -degree in aNλ is at most ℓ(λ).

For the case when ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, we will show that aNλ = O
(
N ℓ(λ)−1

)
, effectively verifying the second

condition of Definition 3.2. By comparing ln(GN,θ) and E[lnBa(x⃗; θ)] (the latter can be obtained
from Ba(x⃗; θ) by switching the order of the step two and three in the algorithm), we see that for
all λ such that ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, the N -degree ℓ(λ) component in aN(d) is not present in lnBa(x⃗; θ). This
is because without step two, which gives different ways of taking expectation on a term pλ(a) (e.g,
E[pλ1(a)]E[pλ2(a)] versus E[pλ1(a)pλ2(a)]), that all contribute to aNλ , this part is exactly canceled
out. With the action of step two, this part is (generically) nonzero, but as long as the LLN holds,
each term of the form N−ℓ(κ)pκ(a/N), regardless of the way of taking expectation, converges to the
same limit

∏ℓ(κ)
i=1 mκi . In conclusion, we have for λ where ℓ(λ) ≥ 2,

lim
N→∞

aNλ
N ℓ(λ)

= 0.

Finally, the limit of
aN
(d)

N is identified with θ1−dκd
d , by the “if” part of the theorem, and the classical

fact that Eqn. (13) gives a 1-1 correspondence between {mk}k≥1 and {κd}d≥1.

Remark 5.7. Theorem 3.4 and Eqn. (42) give the following reverse formula of Eqn. (13), in terms
of constellations:

κd =
∑

(M,c)∈C(∞)
d,• : M normal, ℓ(µ1µ1µ1(M))=1, g=0

∏
v∈V0(M)

mdeg(v) · fη(M)

(
{(−1)k}k≥1

)
, (43)

for all d = 1, 2, . . . . Since constellations on closed orientable surfaces are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with branched coverings of a sphere (see e.g. [CD22, Section 2]), this recovers a classical
connection between free probability and geometry; see e.g. [BGF20] and the references therein.

6 Applications

In this section, we give several applications of Theorem 3.4.
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6.1 θ-additions and free convolution

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let the power sum expansions of the logarithms of Bessel generating func-
tions of a(N) and b(N) be

ln
(
G

(1)
N,θ(x⃗)

)
=

∑
λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ [1] pλ(x⃗) +O
(
xN+1

)
, ln

(
G

(2)
N,θ(x⃗)

)
=

∑
λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ [2] pλ(x⃗) +O
(
xN+1

)
,

respectively. By the assumption of the theorem and the “only if" part of Theorem 3.4, there exist
two sequences of real numbers

{
κ
(1)
d

}∞
d=1

,
{
κ
(2)
d

}∞
d=1

, such that

lim
N→∞

aN(d)[1]

N
=

θ1−dκ
(1)
d

d
, lim

N→∞

aN(d)[2]

N
=

θ1−dκ
(2)
d

d
, d ≥ 1,

lim
N→∞

aNλ [1]

N ℓ(λ)
= lim

N→∞

aNλ [2]

N ℓ(λ)
= 0, ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

Then, by the definition (4) of θ-additions, the Bessel generating function of a +θ b is G
(3)
N,θ(x⃗) =

G
(1)
N,θ(x⃗) ·G

(2)
N,θ(x⃗), thus implying the expansion

ln
(
G

(3)
N,θ(x⃗)

)
=

∑
λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ [3] pλ(x⃗) +O
(
xN+1

)
,

where aNλ [3] = aNλ [1] + aNλ [2], for all λ. Hence,

lim
N→∞

aN(d)[3]

N
=

θ1−d
(
κ
(1)
d + κ

(2)
d

)
d

, d ≥ 1,

lim
N→∞

aNλ [3]

N ℓ(λ)
= 0, ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

The result then follows from the “if" part of Theorem 3.4.

6.2 θ-Dyson Brownian motion

The Dyson Brownian motion, introduced in [Dys62], is an N -dimensional diffusion that can be
viewed as the eigenvalues of a process (MN (t))t≥0 of N × N complex Hermitian matrices whose
entries are i.i.d. Brownian motions. The diffusion is generalized (from θ = 1) to a general θ > 0 by
means of the following system of SDEs

dWi(t) = θ
∑
j ̸=i

dt
Wi(t)−Wj(t)

+ dBi(t), i = 1, 2, ..., N, (44)

where B1(t), . . . , BN (t) are N independent standard Brownian motions.

Definition 6.1. Fix θ > 0. Let a = (a1 ≤ ... ≤ aN ) be a random N -tuple with exponentially
decaying distribution. The θ-Dyson Brownian motion (θ-DBM for short) starting at a is the unique
strong solution W (t) =

(
W1(t) ≤ ... ≤ WN (t)

)
, t ≥ 0, of the system of SDEs in Eqn. (44), with

initial condition W (0) = a.
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If the solution mentioned in the previous definition exists, then it lives in the closed Weyl chamber
WN := {(x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ RN | x1 ≤ x2 ≤ · · · ≤ xN}. When θ < 1

2 , some issues arise from the
definition above, since the particles collide after a finite time and therefore the solution of Eqn. (44)
blows up; see [CL97]. However, (W (t))t≥0 can be alternatively defined as an N -dimensional Markov
process with a certain explicit transition kernel, and this definition is valid for all θ > 0; see
e.g. [GXZ24, Eqn. (23)]. The θ-DBM has various connections to models in the KPZ universality
class, to random geometry, and to random matrices; see e.g. [CH14, DOV22, Car03, EY17] and
references therein.

Under the trivial initial condition a = (0N ), the fixed-time distribution of W (t), for any given
t > 0, is known to be an N -dimensional Gaussian (2θ)-ensemble, so in particular, the distribution
of W (t) is exponentially decaying. The following statement identifies (W (t))t≥0, starting at a, with
the θ-addition of a and the θ-DBM starting at (0N ).

Proposition 6.2 (Lemma 3.8 in [GXZ24]). Let W (t), t ≥ 0, be an N -dimensional θ-DBM starting
at a ∈ WN . For any t ≥ 0, the Bessel generating function of the distribution of W (t) is equal to

E
[
BW (t)(x1, ..., xN ; θ)

]
= E

[
Ba(x1, ..., xN ; θ)

]
· exp

(
t

2

N∑
i=1

x2i

)
. (45)

Theorem 6.3. Let θ > 0 be fixed and let a(N) =
(
a1(N) ≤ ... ≤ aN (N)

)
, N = 1, 2, . . . , be a

sequence of random N -tuples in WN with exponentially decaying distributions. Assume that there
exists a probability measure µ with compact support such that

lim
N→∞

µ[a(N)]
m
= µ,

where µ[a(N)] is defined in Eqn. (6). Let
(
WN (t)

)
t≥0

be the θ-DBM starting at a(N). Then for
any fixed T > 0, we have

lim
N→∞

µ
[
WN (θ−1TN)

]
m
= µ⊞ µ(T )

sc ,

weakly, in probability, where µ
(T )
sc is the semicircle law with density

dµ(T )
sc

dx
(x) = 1[

−2
√
T ,2

√
T
](x) · 1

2πT

√
4T − x2.

Proof. A simple calculation shows that µ(T )
sc has free cumulants κn = T ·1{n=2}, for all n ≥ 1. Then

the result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 6.2.

6.3 θ-corners and free projection

Proposition 6.4. Given a random N -tuple a = (a1 < · · · < aN ) and integer 1 ≤ M < N , we have

E
[
BcornerNM (a)(x1, . . . , xM ; θ)

]
= E

[
Ba

(
x1, . . . , xM , 0N−M ; θ

)]
.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the integral representation in Eqn. (8).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Denote the Bessel generating functions of a(N) and cornerNM (a), respec-
tively, by

GN,θ(x⃗) =
∑

λ : |λ|≤N

aNλ pλ(x⃗) +O(∥x∥N+1), G
(N)
M,θ(x⃗) =

∑
λ : |λ|≤M

aNλ [M ] pλ(x⃗) +O(∥x∥M+1).
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By the “only if” part of Theorem 3.4, there exist real numbers κ1, κ2, . . . such that

lim
N→∞

aN(d)

N
=

θ1−dκd
d

, for all d ≥ 1, lim
N→∞

aNλ
N ℓ(λ)

= 0, if ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

Then by definition of θ-corners, we have aNλ [M ] = aNλ , for all λ such that |λ| ≤ M . Then, if
α ∈ (0, 1) and M = ⌊αN⌋, we have

lim
N→∞

aN(d)[M ]

M
=

θ1−dκd
αd

, for all d ≥ 1, lim
N→∞

aNλ [M ]

M ℓ(λ)
= 0, if ℓ(λ) ≥ 2.

Next, by the “if” part of Theorem 3.4, we have

lim
N→∞

cornerN⌊αN⌋(a)
m
=
{
m

(α)
k

}∞
k=1

,

where the quantities
{
m

(α)
k

}∞
k=1

are derived from the sequence { 1
ακd}

∞
d=1 by means of Eqn. (13).

In particular, Eqn. (13) shows that
∣∣m(α)

k

∣∣ ≤ α−k · |mk|, for all k ≥ 1. As a result, the sequence{
m

(α)
k

}∞
k=1

satisfies the Carleman’s condition for the moment problem (see e.g [Sch17]), and therefore
uniquely determines the limiting measure.

Remark 6.5. The convergence in the sense of moments stated in Theorems 1.5 and 6.3 also holds in
the sense of weak convergence, in probability. This is because with certain tightness conditions that
hold for the empirical measures in these two theorems, the two types of convergence are equivalent.
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