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STRUCTURAL PROPERTIES OF THE AIRY WANDERER LINE ENSEMBLES

EVGENI DIMITROV

ABSTRACT. The Airy wanderer line ensembles are infinite-parameter generalizations of the classical
Airy line ensemble that arise naturally as scaling limits of inhomogeneous (spiked) models in the
Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class. In this paper, we establish several structural properties of
these ensembles. Our results show their laws depend continuously on the parameters, which encode
the asymptotic slopes of the ensemble’s curves near positive and negative infinity. We further prove
that these ensembles admit multiple monotone couplings with respect to their parameters. Finally,
we show that the Airy wanderer line ensembles are extreme points in the space of all Brownian
Gibbsian line ensembles on the real line.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Preface. The Airy line ensemble A is a sequence {A; : R — R};>; of random continuous
functions, which are defined on a common probability space and are almost surely strictly ordered
in the sense that A;(t) > A;11(t) for all i > 1 and ¢ € R. The Airy line ensemble arises as the edge-
scaling limit of time-dependent Wigner matrices (including Dyson Brownian motion) , lozenge
tilings [2], as well as various integrable models of non-intersecting random walkers and last passage
percolation [12]. A formal construction of the Airy line ensemble was given in [11], where A was
defined as the weak edge-scaling limit of the Brownian watermelon, although various projections of
the ensemble had been identified earlier. For example, the top curve A; is a stationary process,
called the Airy process, which was constructed as the weak limit of paths in the polynuclear growth
model [22[26]. In addition, the one-point marginal of A; is the (GUE) Tracy-Widom distribution
from random matrix theory . Due to its appearance as a universal scaling limit, and its role
in the construction of the Airy sheet in , the Airy line ensemble has become a central object of
interest in the Kardar—Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class [10].

In , we constructed infinite-parameter generalizations A%b¢ = {Ag’b’c : R — R};i>1 of
the Airy line ensemble, which we call the Airy wanderer line ensembles, as weak limits of inho-
mogeneous Schur processes, or equivalently geometric last passage percolation (LPP); see for a
brief explanation of the distributional equivalence between the two. This construction generalizes
the finite-parameter ensembles previously obtained in , based on correlation kernel formulas
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from [1], and relies on a careful interpretation of the correlation kernel formulas from [§]. The
Airy wanderer line ensembles are believed to arise as universal scaling limits of models in the KPZ
universality class, which have inhomogeneities or spikes. For example, the one-point marginals of
the top curves of these ensembles are given by the Baik—Ben Arous—Péché (BBP) distributions,
which appear in the asymptotics of sample covariance matrices [3], finite-rank perturbations of ran-
dom matrices [24], asymmetric exclusion processes |7,21], directed random polymers [4,30], and
exponential LPP [8].

The goal of this paper is to initiate a detailed study of the Airy wanderer line ensembles A%b¢
and investigate some of their remarkable properties. Specifically, we prove the following statements.

I. Symmetries. We show that the family of Airy wanderer line ensembles is closed under
vertical shifts, and horizontal reflections across the origin. We further explain how the
parameters of the model change under these transformations. See Proposition [I.10] for the
precise statements.

II. Continuity. We show that the laws of the Airy wanderer line ensembles vary continuously
with their parameters. See Proposition [I.12]

III. Monotonicity. We show that the Airy wanderer line ensembles admit multiple monotone
couplings in their parameters. See Theorem [1.13]

IV. Asymptotic slopes. We show that under a parabolic shift the curves of the Airy wanderer
line ensembles have asymptotic slopes near positive and negative infinity, which are encoded
by the parameters of the model. See Theorem [I.15]

V. Extremality. We show that the Airy wanderer line ensembles are extreme points in the
space of all line ensembles on R that satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property. See Theorem
for the precise statement.

The rest of the introduction is structured as follows. In Section we formally define the Airy
wanderer line ensembles, and recall some results from [15]. In Section [1.3|we state some of the more
basic properties of these ensembles, including the aforementioned symmetries and continuity. The
monotonicity, asymptotic description near positive/negative infinity, and extremality are discussed
in Section [I.4] and form the main results of the paper. Section [I.5] contains an outline of the paper,
and discusses some of the key ideas behind our arguments.

1.2. The Airy wanderer line ensembles. The goal of this section is to give a formal definition
of the Airy wanderer line ensembles constructed in [11,/15]. Our exposition closely follows that
of |15, Section 1.2]. We begin by formally introducing the notion of a line ensemble.

Definition 1.1. Let ¥ C Z and A C R be an interval. We let C(X x A) denote the space of
continuous functions f : ¥ x A — R with the topology of uniform convergence over compact sets,
and corresponding Borel o-algebra.

A Y-indexed line ensemble L on A is a random variable defined on a probability space (2, F,P)
that takes values in C'(X x A). Setting £;(t) = L(i,t) for i € 3, t € A, we have that £; are random
continuous functions, sometimes called lines, and we write £ = {L;};ex.

Remark 1.2. A comprehensive treatment of line ensembles can be found in |17, Section 2].
We next introduce the parameter space of the Airy wanderer line ensembles.

Definition 1.3. We assume we are given four sequences of non-negative real numbers {a; };>1,
{a; }iz1, {b] }iz1, {b] }i>1, such that

o0
(1.1) > (af +a; +bf +b;) <ooand af > af, ), bF > b7, foralli> 1,

i=1
as well as two real parameters ct,c™. We let Jf = inf{k > 1: af =0} —1 and J;[ =inf{k > 1:
b,f =0} — 1. In words, J;- is the largest index k such that af > 0, with the convention that Jf =0
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if all af =0 and JFf = oo if all af > 0, and analogously for Jf. For future reference, we denote
the set of parameters satisfying the above conditions such that ¢~ = 0 and J; + J,~ < oo by Py,
and the subset of Pg, such that ¢t = J, = = J, =0 by Ppos-

Lastly, we define

0 if a; +b; >0o0rc” #0, 0 ifa; +0; >0o0rc” #0,
a =< oo ifa1_+b1_:c_:0andaf:0, and b= < —c0 ifal_—i—bl_:c_:Oandbff
1/af if af +b] =c¢~ =0 and a] >0, —1/bf if af +b] = ¢~ =0 and b] > 0.

Observe that a € [0,00] and b € [—00,0].
For z € C\ {0}, we define the function

o > (1+b*z)(1+b-‘/z)

(1.2) Dapelz) = e 77 ] i i l7

i=1 (1 - ai Z)(l - ai /Z)

From (1.1)) and |29, Chapter 5, Proposition 3. 2] We have that the above defines a meromorphic func-
tion on C \ {0} whose zeros are at {—(b;")~ 1} ”1 and {—b; }Z |, while its poles are at {(aj)_l}gl

and {a; }Z 1- We also observe that ®qp (2 ) is analytic in C\ [a, 00), and its inverse is analytic in
C\ (—o0,b], where a,b are as in Definition

The following definitions present the Airy wanderer kernel, originally introduced in [8|, starting
with the contours that appear in it.

Definition 1.4. Fix a € R. We let '} denote the union of the contours {a + ye”i/4}yeR+ and
{a +ye ™/4} cr,, and T'; the union of the contours {a + ye’™/*},cp, and {a + ye 3"/}, g, .
Both contours are oriented in the direction of increasing imaginary part.

Definition 1.5. Assume the same notation as in Definition [1.3] For t1,t2, z1, 22 € R, we define

Kapelty, isty, ma) = Koy (t1, 1512, 22) + Kabc(tl,ﬂh ta, wa) + Ky (t1, @15 b2, 2), with
Rl eltrsarsta,as) = o [ st (et it et i55as
D¢ 27i
;

_(zg—= )2 (to—t1)(zo+x1) , (to—t )3
1{t2 > tl} e 4(2t2_t11) ezt imarey) | (amh

\/471' tg—tl ’

3/3—£12—1113/3—|—332w d st
Kgbc(tl,l'l,tQ,fEQ / dZ/ dw . a,b,c( + 1) )
b 27r| rt - zZ+1t —w—ts Dy pe(w+ ta)

(13) K bc(tl,l’l,tQ,fEQ)

a

In (1.3) o, 5 € R are such that a +t; < a and 5 + o > b, the function @,y . is as in (|1.2)) and the
contours of integration in K3b are as in Definition IfTY,, (=t14+Tf) and F[;rt (=t2+1y)
have zero or one intersection point, we take v = () and then K! ape =0 Otherwise, Fa 44, and I'g Gt
have exactly two intersection points, which are complex conJugates and ~y is the straight vertical
segment that connects them with the orientation of increasing imaginary part. See Figure

The following proposition summarizes some basic properties of the kernel K, ; . in Definition @
It was proved as |15, Lemma 1.4] under the assumption that ¢*, ¢~ > 0; however, the proof remains
unchanged for all ¢*, ¢~ € R, which is how we state the result below.

Proposition 1.6. Assume the same notation as in Deﬁm’tion 1.5, For each ti,ts,x1,29 € R
we have that the double integral in the definition of K bc mn is convergent. The value of
Kopo(ti, z1;t2, 22) does not depend on the choice of « and B as long as o+t < a and B+ 1ty > b.
Moreover, for each fived t1,t2 € R we have that Kap(t1, - t2,") is continuous in (z1,z2) € R2.
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FIGURE 1. The figure depicts the contours Fj+t1,F§+t2
section points, denoted by u_ and u,. The contour v is the segment from u_ to u.

when they have two inter-

The following result, which follows from |15, Theorems 1.8 and 1.10], introduces the Airy wanderer
line ensembles.

Proposition 1.7. Assume the same notation as in Definition and fix (a,b,c) € Pgn. Then,
there exists a unique line ensemble A%P¢ = {.A?’b’c}izl on R such that all the following hold. For

each m € N and s1,...,8m € R with s1 < s90 < --+ < 8, we have that the random measure
m
(1.4) M(w, A) = D7 31 { (s, A1 (w.s))) € A}
i>1 j=1

is a determinantal point process on R?, with correlation kernel Kape as in , and reference

measure s X Leb. Here, us is the counting measure on' S = {s1,...,Sn} and Leb is the Lebesque
measure on R. In addition, if we define the line ensemble L2 via
(1.5) (\@ LoV +12 i > 1t e ]R) - (A?’b’c(t) i1t e ]R) ,

then L% satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property, see Definition .

Remark 1.8. We mention that |15, Theorems 1.8 and 1.10] only define A%"¢ when ¢t > 0. For
general ¢t € R, one can construct such an ensemble by starting with A%*° (i.e. an ensemble with
the same ai, b parameters but with ¢t = 0), and then set .A?’b’c(t) = .A?’b’o(t) + ¢T. The fact

that the latter satisfies the conditions of the proposition follows by a simple change of variables —
this change of variables is explained in the proof of Proposition [1.10[a) below.

Remark 1.9. When all parameters al-i, bli and ¢t are equal to zero, the ensemble A%%0 is just the
usual Airy line ensemble from [11], and £%%C is the parabolic Airy line ensemble.

1.3. Some basic properties. In this section we summarize some simple properties of the Airy
wanderer line ensembles. Some of the statements in this section were previously established in [15]
for special cases. The results in this section are proved in Section [2}

Proposition 1.10. Assume the same notation as in Deﬁm’tz’on fir (a,b,c) € Pgn and let A0C
be as in Proposition 1. Then, the following statements all hold.



(a) (Translation) Suppose that v € R. Then, the line ensemble
A (A;?””C(t) +vii>1te R) .

has the same law as A€, where ai = a, b = b fori>1 and ¢t = ¢t +v, ¢ = 0.

Z, pr—
(b) (Reflection) The line ensemble A := (.A?’b’c(—t) 1> 1te R) has the same law as A»®¢,
i.e. the Airy wanderer line ensemble whose “a” and “b” parameters have been swapped, but
with the same parameters c*.

(¢) There exist (a,b,&) € Ppos and A € R, such that we have the following equality in law

(Af’bf(t ~A)+ctii>1te R) < (A;?’b’c(t) Li> 1€ R) .

Remark 1.11. Let us briefly explain the content of Proposition [I.10] The first two parts show that
the family of Airy wanderer line ensembles is closed under vertical translations, as well as horizontal
reflections across the origin. The third part of the proposition states that we can realize any A%¢
from Proposition [I.7] as an appropriately translated Airy wanderer line ensemble with parameters
in Ppos. In order to simplify our exposition later in the paper, we will state some subsequent results
for Airy wanderer ensembles under the additional assumption that their parameters lie in Ppos.
However, in view of the third part of Proposition [I.10] one can transfer properties of such ensembles
to all Airy wanderer line ensembles by merely translating them. We mention that the parameters
(a, b, ¢), and A depend in a non-trivial way on (a, b, c), and we forego stating it until the proof of
the proposition in Section

The next result shows that the laws of the Airy wanderer line ensembles are continuous in their
parameters.

Proposition 1.12. Assume the same notation as in Definition [1.5 and Proposition [I.7. Fiz a
sequence (an, by, cn) € Ppos such that (an, by, cn) — (a,b,¢) € Ppos in the sense that

(1.6) nh—>1202 a; —a;i =0, nll_)ngoz b —b:;i =0.
i>1 i>1
We recall that ay =b; = a, ;= b, ; = c" = ¢t =0 here. Then, we have A%bren = A%De,

1.4. Main results. In this section, we present the main results of the paper.

Our first result shows that there are multiple ways (indexed by A, B € Z>() to couple two Airy
wanderer line ensembles with different sets of parameters (a, b, ¢) and (@, b, &), that ensure that their
appropriately reindexed curves are stochastically ordered.

Theorem 1.13. Assume the same notation as in Definition and Proposition[1.7. Fix A, B €
Z>q and two sets of parameters (a,b,c),(a,b,¢) € Ppos, such that a;ZFA < a; and b;;B < b for

i > 1. Then, we can couple A**¢ and A3E on the same probability space, so that almost surely

a,b,c d,I;,E
(1.7) Al max(4,B) (t) < ALV(L) for all k> 1, € R.

Remark 1.14. In the simplest case when A = B = 0, Theorem shows that the laws of A%
are monotone in the parameters (a, b, c).

Let us illustrate the content of Theorem [I.13] through a simple example.
Ezample. Suppose that the parameters (a,b,c) satisfy af = 2, aj = 1, b = 1, and all other
parameters are equal to zero. In addition, suppose that the parameters (a, 5, ¢) satisfy Eﬁ =1,
and all other parameters are equal to zero. Since a;r > EL;“ and b;“ > l;j for all ¢ > 1, we have by

Theorem with A = B = 0, that we can couple A%*¢ and A%, so that almost surely
AZPe(t) > APE() for all i > 1,t € R.
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On the other hand, since afH < d? and b;fH~ < IN)T for all 4 > 1, we have by Theorem with
A = B =1, that we can couple A%*¢ and A%*€, so that almost surely

APy < ADPE() for all i > 1,1 € R.

We mention that the above two couplings are different. It would be interesting to see if one can
construct a coupling where both inequalities simultaneously hold, although our methods presently
do not allow us to do it.

a,b,c

The next result describes the global behavior of the points {A;"(f)}x>1 as t — Foo.

Theorem 1.15. Assume the same notation as in Deﬁnition and Proposition . Fiz (a,b,c) €
Ppos and any sequence ty > 0 with ty T oo. Then, the following statements all hold.

(a) If k €N, k < JF, then t3} - (A" (ty) — 1%) = —2/a; .

(b) Ifk €N, k < JiF, then t3} - (AL (—tn) —13) = —2/bf .

(c) If J}F < k < oo, then {AZ’b’C(tN) — 1%, }N>1 s tight.

(d) If i < k < oo, then {AY"(—tn) — 13 }n>1 is tight.

Remark 1.16. In plain words, Theorem a) shows that if a;“ > 0, then as ¢ — oo the points
AZ’b’C(t) approximately follow the parabola t? — 2t/ az. On the other hand, Theorem (c) shows

that if a; = 0, then as ¢t — oo the points AZ’b’C(t) are of unit order. Parts (b) and (d) follow from
parts (a) and (c) upon reflecting the ensembles across the origin, see Proposition [L.10|(b).

Remark 1.17. If £%%¢ is the parabolic Airy wanderer line ensemble from (1.5, then Theorem
(a,b) shows that the curves EZ’b’C have slopes —/2/a; near oo for k = 1,...,J;", and slopes

*r¥a

ﬂ/bz near —oo for k=1,..., Jb+. This asymptotic behavior for £»*¢ was predicted in [15].

Remark 1.18. Let us give a simple reason one might expect Theorem [1.15(c,d). Suppose J =
e

JT = K < o0, i.e. exactly K parameters a;r, b;“ are non-zero. Then, by Theorem [1.13|we can create

two couplings of A%*¢ and A%%0 (the usual Airy line ensemble), so that for the first coupling
APt < APVt for i > 1,t € R,
while for the second coupling

ARt > AXS(t) for i > 1,t € R

Since A%00 is stationary, the latter allows us to stochastically “squeeze” A?{Tl (t) for all ¢ (in par-
ticular for large or small ones) between Ag&g’_g(O) and A?’O’O (0), ensuring tightness.

We now turn to our last main result, which shows that the ensembles £%%¢ from Proposition
are extreme points in the space of line ensembles that satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property. Before
we state it, we introduce a bit of notation, in particular explaining the content of the last sentence.
We start with a simple formulation of the Brownian Gibbs property, introduced in [11]. We refer
the reader to Definition for a precise statement, and to |17, Section 2] and [18, Section 2| for
comprehensive treatments.

Suppose that £ is a N-indexed line ensemble on R as in Definition [[.I] We say that £ satisfies
the Brownian Gibbs property, if the ensemble is non-intersecting, i.e.

£z<t> > ,CZ'_:,_l(t) foralli>1, and t € R,

and for each m € N and b > a, the law of {£;}"; on the interval [a, b], conditioned on {L;(a)}",
{L£;(0)}, and {Ly+1(t) : t € [a,b]}, is that of m independent Brownian bridges {B;}", from
Bji(a) = L;(a) to B;(b) = L;(b) that are conditioned to not intersect:

Bi(t) > Ba(t) > -+ > By(t) > Lin41(t) for t € [a, b).
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Let P be the space of probability measures on C(N x R) with the weak topology. Sitting inside
this space is the (closed and convex) space G of laws, which satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property.
An extreme point in G is a measure u, such that if p = a - p1 + (1 — «) - pe for some py, po € G and
a € (0,1), then pu; = p2 = p. In other words, p is extreme if it cannot be decomposed non-trivially
into two measures in G. Denote the set of extreme points of G by Ext(G).

With the above notation in place, we are ready to state our final main result.

Theorem 1.19. Assume the same notation as in Definition[I.3, Proposition[1.7 and the preceding
paragraphs. For any (a,b, c) € Ppos, we have that Law (E“’b’c) € Ext(G).

A major problem in the study of any family of Gibbs measures M is to understand the set
of extreme points Ext(M). Part of the reason is that under general conditions, one can express
any Gibbs measure as a Choquet integral over Ext(M), which sets up a one-to-one correspondence
between M and probability measures on Ext(M). In other words, the elements of Ext(M) are the
simplest Gibbs measures, and any measure in M is a convex combination of these. When M = G,
Theorem provides some insight about the nature of the set Ext(G), as it identifies a large
(infinite parameter) family of elements in this set.

There are still many questions we would like to address about the set Ext(G). It is certainly
not the case that {Law (£%*¢) : (a,b,c) € Ppos} exhausts Ext(G). Indeed, the Brownian Gibbs
property is preserved under translations, affine shifts and Brownian scalings (f(t) — A~1f(A\?t) for
A > 0), see e.g. [19, Lemma 2.1] with A = 0. Consequently, by Proposition [1.10[c), at the very
least {Law (L%) : (a,b,c) € Pgy} and all their affine shifts and Brownian scalings are contained in
Ext(G). Whether the last containment is in fact an equality would be interesting to show, although
we suspect the answer to be negative. Beyond this, we expect Ext(G) to be non-compact, which
prevents the application of the usual Choquet theory to this set. Nevertheless, we expect some
version of the correspondence between probability measures on Ext(G) and G to hold. We hope to
address the various open-ended questions in this paragraph in the future.

1.5. Key ideas and paper outline. The rest of the paper is split into five sections. In Section
[2] we establish the basic properties from Section with the proofs of Propositions and
occupying Sections and [2.2] respectively.

In Section [3] we establish the monotone coupling Theorem As mentioned in Section [I.1]
in |15,/16] we showed that the Airy wanderer line ensembles are weak limits of Schur processes —
the precise statement is recalled as Proposition [3.13] in Section [3.5] The key observation here is
that there are multiple ways to couple two Schur processes monotonically in their parameters —
see Proposition [3.10]in Section [3.4] These monotone couplings persist in the limit to the Airy line
ensembles, which is how Theorem [I.13]is proved in Section [3.6

The way we prove our monotone coupling in Proposition [3.10] is by utilizing an exact sampling
algorithm for Schur processes introduced by Borodin in [6], which is recalled in Section This
algorithm is based on certain push-block Markovian dynamics on sequences of partitions that involve
sequential update rules. The key idea behind the proof of Proposition [3.10]is that we can couple
these dynamics monotonically in the parameters of the model by feeding the same background noise
that drives the dynamics through certain parameter-dependent quantile functions. These quantile
functions correspond to truncated and shifted geometric variables, and the core computation is that
the action of these functions is monotone in their parameters — see Lemma in Section [3.3

In Section {4 we introduce two random measures corresponding to the two scalings in parts (a)
and (c) of Theorem [L.15] We show that the first and second moments of these measures converge
in the large-time limit; see Lemmas and [£.4] The proofs of these lemmas rely on the
determinantal point process structure of the Airy wanderer line ensembles described in Proposition
together with a detailed asymptotic analysis of the correlation kernel K, . from Definition
via the method of steepest descent.



Lemmas [£.2] [4-3] and [£-4] are then used in Section [5] to establish the asymptotic slopes theorem,
Theorem [I.T5] A key simplifying strategy we use is that these lemmas are proved under the as-
sumption that the parameters of the model are all distinct. This assumption leads to a simpler
asymptotic analysis, since it ensures that all the poles of the integrands in K, . are simple, but
it restricts subsequent arguments to a subset of the parameter space. Nevertheless, this subset is
sufficiently large that we can “fill in the gaps” using the monotone coupling Theorem [1.13] and
thereby prove Theorem for all parameters.

In the last section, Section [6] we establish the extremality of the Airy wanderer line ensembles
from Theorem [1.19] The proof is split into two parts, occupying Sections and [6.3] Below we
outline some of the key ideas behind the proof. Additional details can be found in the outline at
the end of Section [6.2] which contains a high-level explanation of the second part of the proof.

The setup of the theorem provides a parabolic Airy wanderer line ensemble £%% as in ,
whose law we denote by ju, a parameter a € (0,1), and two Brownian Gibbsian ensembles £! and
£? with respective laws p and s, satisfying

p= o+ (1 —a)ps.
Our goal is to show p = puy = pe.

The main idea is to construct a sequence of appropriately rescaled Airy wanderer ensembles,
denoted £V . which are typically below £%¢ and hence below both £! and £2. These ensembles
are related to £%" as follows:

e One defines (a, b, ¢) by starting with (a,b,c) € Ppos, setting a;r = b;r =0 fori> L+
1,7 > R+ 1, and then slightly decreasing the remaining non-zero parameters using a small
parameter § > 0.

e The curves /j?’N are then defined by

LN (1) = ANLPP R —
for suitable sequences Ay — 17 and ry — 0.

Using Theorem (a,b)7 we compare the top few curves of £J at times +N with those of £,
and conclude that the former are typically higher. Moreover, by carefully choosing Ax, we alter
the curvature of £%V sufficiently to show that the endpoints {£7(+N)}Y ! are likely higher than
{EA?’N(:I:N)}?L?. Here we also exploit Theorem (c,d).

Next, using the monotone coupling from Theorem together with rigidity estimates for the
parabolic Airy line ensemble, we show that the N-th curve Eg\, is likely higher than a certain inverted
parabola gyn. Using the same theorem and adjusting the rp, we can ensure that the N-th curve
EA?\’,N is below gy, and hence E?V.

Combining these steps and invoking the Brownian Gibbs property, we conclude that L3N can
be coupled with [,gv so that the latter is likely higher than the former. Taking the limits N — oo,

§ — 0%, and L, R — oo, we deduce that £»*€ is stochastically dominated by both £! and £2. As
the law p of £ is a convex combination of y; and ps, this is only possible if g = py = po.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Amol Aggarwal, Alexei Borodin, and Ivan
Corwin for many fruitful discussions. This work was partially supported by Simons Foundation
International through Simons Award TSM-00014004.

2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF AIRY WANDERER LINE ENSEMBLES

The goal of this section is to establish the two propositions in Section[I.3] Throughout this section
we freely use the terminology and notation for determinantal point processes from |15, Section 2].

2.1. Proof of Proposition We prove each of the parts separately.
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2.1.1. Proof of part (a). In [18, Lemma 3.1] it was shown that the law of a line ensemble is uniquely
determined by its finite-dimensional distributions. Consequently, it suffices to show that A has
the same finite-dimensional distribution as A%*¢. From [15, Corollary 2.20] and |15, Proposition
2.13(3)|, we see that it suffices to show that for any si,...,s, € R with 51 < s9 < -+ < s, We
have that the random measure

(2.1) M(A) =" "1 {(s;, Ai(s))) € A}
i>1 j=1

is a determinantal point process on R?, with correlation kernel K;pz as in 1) and reference
measure ps X Leb as in Proposition m We next observe that M = M¢~!, where

(2.2) ZZ { 55, AMPC(s,)) € A}, and ¢(s,x) = (s,x +v).

i>1 j=1

From Proposition we know that M is a determinantal point process with correlation kernel
Kap, and reference measure ps x Leb. Using the change of variables, cf. [15, Proposition 2.13(5)],
we conclude that M is a determinantal point process with correlation kernel

(2.3) K(t1,m1;t0, x2) = Kape(t, z1 — vjte, 22 — v),

and reference measure (us x Leb)¢~! = ug x Leb. We finally check directly from the kernel definition
in Definition [LE that

(2.4) Kape(ty, o1 — vity, 20 —v) = 27" K 5 (b1, 215 19, 22).

Equations ([2.3) and (2.4) imply that M is determinantal with correlation kernel as the right side
of 1) but then by a gauge transformation it is also determinantal with correlation kernel K,
cf. |15, Proposition 2.13(4)|. This suffices for the proof.

2.1.2. Proof of part (b). Arguing as in the proof of part (a) above, we see that it suffices to show

that for any s1,...,8, € R with s1 < s9 < --+ < 8;,,, we have that the random measure
(2.5) ZZ {55, AP (=) € A}
i>1 j=1

is a determinantal point process on R?, with correlation kernel Kpq.c as in 1) and reference
measure us X Leb as in Proposition We next observe that M = M¢~!, where

(2.6) MA) =331 {(—sj,Ang(—sj)) = A} , and ¢(s,z) = (—s, z).
i>1 j=1

From Proposition[1.7] a change of variables, cf. |15 Proposition 2.13(5)], and a kernel transposition,
cf. |15, Proposition 2.13(4)], we conclude that M is a determinantal point process on R2, with
correlation kernel

(2.7) K (ty, 21; tg, x9) = Kopo(—ta, 25 —t1,21),

and reference measure (u_g x Leb)¢~! = ug x Leb, where —S = {—s,,, —sm_1,. .., —s1}. To finish
the proof, it suffices to check that

(2.8) Kope(—ta, o5 —t1,21) = Kp q.c(t1, 215 t2, 22).

In the remainder we briefly explain why (2.8]) holds. Fix A < 0 sufficiently small, and B > 0
sufficiently large, so that A + |s| < 0 and B — |s| > 0 for all s € S. On the left of (2.8) we use
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Definition with a = A, § = B, while on the right side we use Definition [I.5] with o = —B,
B8 = —A. With this choice, one directly verifies that

K(i,b,c(_t% xo; —t1, 1) = Kg,a,c(tlﬂ x1;te, xo) for i =1,2,3.

We mention that when ¢ = 2, the equality is directly verified using the third line in (1.3). When
i = 1 one needs to change variables w — —w in the left side to match it with the right. When ¢ = 3,
one needs to change variables w — —w and z — —z on the left side, and use the identity

1
Ppg,c(—v—1)’

which is a direct consequence of the definition of ®,4 . in (1.2).

@a,b,c(v + t) =

2.1.3. Proof of part (c). As the proof of this statement essentially already appeared in the proof
of [15, Theorem 1.8], we will be brief. Let {a; };>1 be the decreasing sequence formed by the terms
in {a; }i>1 (counted with multiplicities) as well as the terms 1/ay,...,1/ a;. Similarly, we let

{Bzr}izl be the decreasing sequence formed by the terms in {b; };>1 (counted with multiplicities) as
well as the terms 1/b;,...,1/b .
b

We next fix A € R as follows. If J; = J~, we set A =0. If J, > J,~, we let A > 0 be close
enough to zero so that 1 — Aaj > 0. If J; < Jy, , we let A < 0 be close enough to zero so that
1+ Abf > 0. We now define the parameters {a@] }is1, {b Vi1, using {a; }is1, {I;:r}izl, and A. If
Jy =J,, weset aj =a; and b = b fori > 1. If J; > Jy, weset h=J; —J, and let {b) }i>1
be the decreasing sequence formed by the terms in {b; /(1 + Abf)}i>1 (counted with multiplicities)
and h copies of A™!, while @} = af /(1 — Aa)) for i > 1. If J, > J,, weset h = J, — J; and
let {a; }i>1 be the decreasing sequence formed by the terms in {a; /(1 — Aa;)};>1 (counted with
multiplicities) and h copies of —A~', while b} = b /(1 + Ab}) for i > 1.

Suppose that A@bE is as in Proposition for the above choice of parameters and with ¢t = 0,
in particular a; =b; =0 for i > 1, i.e. (a, b,¢) € Ppos. From Step 2 in the proof of |15, Theorem
1.8], we have the following equality in law

(Af’b’é(t A i Lte R) - (A?’b’o(t) i1t e R) ,
where A%%0 has the same parameters (a,b,c) in the statement of the proposition but with ¢t = 0.
The third statement of the proposition follows from the last equality and part (a) of the proposition.

2.2. Proof of Proposition Let us define L™ via
V2L + 12 i>1,teR) = (AP ()i >1,t €R),
1 7

We seek to show that £" satisfy the conditions of |15, Lemma 8.1]. If true, then we would conclude

that £ = L€, where the latter is as in for the ensemble A%"€ as in the statement of the

proposition. In particular, by the continuous mapping theorem we would get the result we desire.
The fact that £™ satisfy the Brownian Gibbs property follows from Proposition[I.7] Consequently,

we just need to show that for fixed s,t € R and sequences x,,y, € R such that lim, z, = z and

lim,, ¥, = y we have

(2'9) lim Kan,bn,cn (57 Tn;t, yn) = Ka,b,c(sa x;t, y)»

n—oo

and also that for each ¢t € R we have

(2.10) lim limsup P (Acll”’b”’c" (t) > a) = 0.

=30 p—oo
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The proofs of (2.9) and (2.10) we present below are quite similar to that in Step 1 of the proof
of |15, Theorem 1.10], and so we will be brief.

We first fix s, € R and proceed to show (2.9)). Below, we make use of the following inequalities:
]

<1

=2 = -]

Fix a,f € Rso that s+a >0,t+ 5 <0, and aml(s +a) <1/2, —b;l(t—i—ﬂ) <1/2foralln > 1.

Note that if z € T'}, then |1—a:;i(z+s)\ > 1/4, and if w € I'y, then |1—b+ (w—i—t)\ > 1/4 from our

choice of «, 5. In addition, from l} we can find A € [0, oo) such that Zz>1( ;i + bJr ;) €10, 4]

for all n > 1. Combining the last few observations and the definition of @, . in 1-' we conclude
that we can find a constant c4, depending on A alone, such that for z € T}, w € FE, we have

‘ @an,bnycn(z+s) _ ﬁ (1 +b+ (Z+5))(1 _a’jl,»,l(w—i_t))
P by cn (W + 1) P (—ag;(z+5)(1+ by (w+1))
We mention that in deriving the latter we used (2.11)) with d = 1/4.

In addition, by analyzing the real part of 23 / 3 and w?/3, we see that we can find a constant
D; > 0 (depending on «, 3), such that for z € T}, w € 'y, we have

(2.11) 11+ 2| <Pl for z € C, and <eWdfor 2 € C,[1 -2 >d>0.

(2.12)

<exp(calz + s| + calw +t]).

(2.13) 623/3—w3/3( < Dy -exp (<] /12 — [w[3/12).
Since by construction I’;r ¢ is well-separated from I'; Gt We also have for some Dy > 0 (depending
on a, 3, s,t)
1
2.14 — <D
(2.14) ZHs—w— t’ >
Finally, for a sequence x,, and ¥, converging to x and y we have that for all large n
(2.15) em =] < exp (2] + 1)]2] + (ly| + Dw]) .
We now observe that for i = 1,2,3 we have
(2.16) lim Kan b cn (S Tnit, Yn) = Kib?c(s,a:;t,y).

n—oo

When i = 1, the latter is trivial as both sides are equal to zero (as v = () by construction). When
1 = 2, equation holds by the continuity of the exponential functions on the third line of
and the fact that lim,, z,, = z, lim, y, = y. When ¢ = 3, we note that the integrands in the defini-
tion of Kg’ by (S:Znit, yn) in the fourth line of 1} converge to those of K3 abe(S: @it y) in view
of the assumed convergence (an, by, cn) — (a,b,¢) in (1.6). The fact that the 1ntegrals themselves
converge follows from the dominated convergence theorem, with dominating function given by the

product of the right sides of (2.12), (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15). Equation (2.16] clearly implies (2.9)).

In the remainder of this section we establish (2.10)). Using that Re(z +t) > 0 for all 2 € ' and
Re(w +t) < 0 for all w € FE, we see that there is a constant d; > 0 (depending on «, 3,t) such

that for z € I'] and w € Ty

e~ if >0 e~y if y >0
2.17 ‘ e Z+t>‘ < 2 0, ‘ (w+t>y‘ < ) >0,
@17 e dU if g e Lo, 1© S el iy e (- L0],

Combining (2.12)), (2.13), (2.14) and (2.17), we see that we can find a constant By, (depending on
a, B, t, A, and L), such that for all large n and x,y > —L

(2.18) | Ky bnen (t, 75,8, y)| < Bp - exp (—di|z| — di]yl) .
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In deriving the last identity we used that K, =K 2n b,.c, Dy our choice of a, 3.
If V is an n X n matrix with complex entries and columns v1,...,v,, we have by Hadamard’s

inequality, see |27, Corollary 33.2.1.1.], that

n>0n,Cn

n
(2.19) |det V| < ] lluil
i=1
where ||Jv]| = (jo1> + - - - + |va|2)Y/? for v = (v1,...,v,) € C*. Consequently, for z1,..., 2, > —L

n
et [, b, 0 (1,3t )17y | < BE 02 T exp (~difa])
i=1
which implies for any a € R

1
1+Zmﬁwn

n>1

det [Kq, b,.cn (t, T4 t,mj)]’;j:l‘ A" (dx) < o0.

From [15, Proposition 2.9 and Lemma 2.17], we conclude for all a € R

n!

e —1)n—1
P (.A(f”’b"’c" (t) > a) = Z ()/ det [Kq, b, .c, (t, T t, xj)]ijl A" (dx).
(a,00)™

n=1

Combining the estimates after and including (2.18]), we get for all a > 0

> nn/2pn oo n > nn/2pn
P gt 2 a) < ST E ([T e tnae) < et 30l
a 8

n!
n=1 n=1

which proves (2.10)).

3. MONOTONE COUPLINGS

The goal of this section is to establish Theorem In Section [3.1] we introduce Schur processes,
and in Section we describe a sampling algorithm for them based on [6]. Section develops
several properties of quantile functions, which we then use in Section to show that certain Schur
processes admit monotone couplings in their parameters, see Proposition In Section [3.5] we
recall from [16] that the Airy wanderer line ensembles can be obtained as weak limits of Schur
processes, see Proposition for the precise statement. Finally, in Section [3.6| we prove Theorem
by showing that the monotone couplings from Proposition [3.10| persist in the limit to the Airy
wanderer line ensembles established in Proposition

3.1. Schur processes. In this section we define the Schur processes that we work with in the
present paper. Our exposition follows [15, Section 3.1|, which in turn goes back to [9,123].

A partition is a sequence A = (A1, Ag,...) of non-negative integers, called parts, such that A\; >
A2 > --- and all but finitely many elements are zero. We denote the set of all partitions by Y.
The weight of a partition A is given by |A\| = A; + Ay + .-+ . There is a single partition of weight
0, which we denote by (). We say that two partitions A, i interlace, denoted A = p or u < A, if
AL > 1 > Ay > pg > ---. For two partitions A, u, we define the (skew) Schur polynomial in a single
variable by

(3.1) sx/u(®) = 1{\ =} - alA=lel
and in several variables by

(3.2) S)\/u($1,...,xn) = Z HS}\i/)\i—1(l‘i),

Al An—leyi=1
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where A’ = pand A" = \. If 4 = () in (3.2)), we drop it from the notation and simply write s, in
place of sy /5. With the above notation in place we can define our measures.

Definition 3.1. Fix M, N € N and suppose that X = (z1,...,zyp), ¥ = (y1,...,yn) are such
that z;,y; > 0 and z;y; < 1foralli=1,...,M, and j = 1,...,N. With this data we define the
measure

N M
(33> IP)X,Y<)\17' H 1_x7«yj) 'HS)\i/)\i_l(xi).S)\Iw(ylw-'ayM)v

i=1

||’:]§

where \? = () and A’ € Y. We call the measure Px y the Schur process with parameters X,Y".

Remark 3.2. Note that, in view of (3 |.| Px y is supported on sequences (AL, WM ) such that
e =P S S

3.2. Schur dynamics. In this section we describe a sampling algorithm for the Schur processes in
Definition This algorithm was introduced in [6], and it is based on certain Markov dynamics on
the Schur processes that involve sequential update. At a high level, the sampling algorithm allows
us to sequentially build (A(n,1),...,A(n, M)), distributed according to Pxy, for n = 1,..., N,
where Y,, = (y1,...,yn), by evolving the parts of A(n,j). This evolution of the parts is based on
certain truncated geometric random variables, which we introduce next.

Definition 3.3. Fix ¢ € [0,1), a € Z, and b € Z U {00} such that a < b. With this data we define
the probability mass function

(3.4) p(zla,b,q) = qu for x € Z,a < x <b, and p(z|a,b,q) = 0 otherwise.
=’
y=a

We also define the corresponding cumulative distribution function (cdf) by

0 itz <a
(3.5) F(z|a,b,q) Zp (yla, b, q) 1 ifz>0b
y<z % if z € (a,b).

Remark 3.4. In words, the distribution p(z|a, b, ¢) in Definition is just a geometric distribution
with parameter ¢, conditioned to be inside [0,b — a], and translated by a.

We next introduce the the sampling algorithm.
Sampling algorithm Assume M,N,X,Y are as in Definition [3.]] We proceed to sample
{An,m):m=0,...,M,n= ., N} as follows.
1. Initialization. We set )\(O,m) =0 =XAn,0)form=0,....,Mandn=0,...,N
2. Update n — n + 1. Assume that (A(n,1),...,A(n,M)) have already been sampled. We
proceed to sequentially sample A(n 4+ 1,m) for m =1,..., M as follows.
3. Sampling A(n + 1,m). For ¢ € N, we define a; = max(\;(n + 1,m — 1), \i(n,m)) and
b; = min(\;—1(n+ 1,m — 1), \;—1(n,m)), with the convention b; = co. Let X;(n+1,m) be
independent random variables with distributions p(-|a;, b;, Tmyn+1) as in Definition and
set \i(n+1,m) = X;(n+1,m).

Remark 3.5. By induction on m + n, one directly shows that A;(n,m) = 0 for all ¢ > min(m,n).
In particular, in the third step of the sampling algorithm we only need to generate finitely many
variables X;(n+1,m) fori = 1,..., min(m,n), making the algorithm implementable on a computer.

Remark 3.6. One directly observes from the above algorithm that if 0 < m; < mo < M, and
0 <nj; <ng <N, then \(n1,m1) C A(ng, ms) in the sense that A\;(mqy,n1) < Aj(me,ng) for i > 1.
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The key result we require about the above sampling algorithm is contained in the following
proposition, which is a special case of |6, Theorem 10 and Remark 12| (applied to the specializations
in |6, Example 9]).

Proposition 3.7. Assume the same notation as in Definition . Suppose that {\(n,m) : m =
0,...,M,n=0,...,N} are as in the above sampling algorithm. Then, (A(N,1),...,A(N,M)) is

dustributed according to Px y.

3.3. Quantile functions. Suppose that F' is a cdf on R. We define the quantile function @
associated with F' via

(3.6) Q(u) = inf{t : u < F(t)} for all u € (0,1).

The following proposition summarizes the properties we require about (). Each statement below is
either proved in |25, Sections 11.4, 11a] or follows immediately from statements there.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that F' is a cdf on R and Q) is as in (@) Then, the following all hold.
P1. The function Q is increasing on (0,1).
P2. Q(u) <t if and only if u < F(t) for each u € (0,1) and t € R.
P3. If U is a uniform random variable on (0,1), then X = Q(U) has cdf F.
Pj. Let Fy, Fy be two cdfs on R, with associated quantile functions Q1, Q2. If Fa(t) < Fi(t) for
allt € R, then Q1(u) < Q2(u) for all u € (0,1).

The key result we show in this section is that for certain choices of parameters, we can monoton-
ically couple two distributions as in Definition [3.3

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that qi1,q2 € [0,1), a1,a2 € Z, b1,by € Z U {oo} satisfy a1 < by, as < b,
q1 < g2, a1 < az, and by < by. Fori=1,2 we let Fi(z) = F(z|a;, b, ¢;) be the cdfs from (3.5), and
let Q; denote the corresponding quantile functions. Let U be a uniform (0,1) random variable and
set X; = Q;(U). Then, X; has distribution F; fori=1,2 and X; < Xs.

Proof. The fact that X; has distribution F; for ¢ = 1,2 follows from property P3 in Proposition |3.§
From property P4 in Proposition and the fact that F; are constant on each interval (a,a + 1)
for a € Z, we see that to show that X; < Xs, it suffices to prove that for each x € Z

If z < ag, we see that (3.7)) trivially holds as the left side is 0, and if = > by, then it trivially holds
as the right side is 1. We may thus assume that ay < x < by, in which case from (3.5 we see that

(3.7) is equivalent to

1 — qg—ag—l—l 1— qic—al—&—l
1— qu—az-i-l ~1- q11)1—¢11+1

The latter is clear if ¢ = 0 (as then the right side is equal to 1), and so we may assume q; > 0.
Clearing denominators and multiplying both sides by ¢} ¢5?, the above becomes equivalent to

(38) 0 S G(x’alvblaq17a2ab27q2) for az S xz S bla
where

1 b1+1 1 b1+1 1 bo+1 1 _bo+1
G(zlai, b1, q1,a2,b2,02) = ¢ 3 — TG+ TS — 7T g5 — g g + g gt

By a direct computation we have
G(zla1, b1, q1, a2, b2, g2) — G(z|az, b1, q1, a2, b1, ¢2),

b b b
=@} =)@ =)+ (T =T — g >0,
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where in the last inequality we used that ¢1,q2 € (0,1), a1 < a2 < x < by < be. In particular, we
conclude that to show (3.8]), it suffices to prove that for a <z < band 0 < g1 < ¢2 < 1, we have

(3.9) 0 < G(zla,b,q1,a,b,g2).

If b = 0o, we note that

G(xla,00,q1,0,00,42) = qig5 ' — 75 = a5 (1 — (@1 /q2)" "%,

which clearly implies (3.9), as g2 > ¢1, and so we may assume that b < co.
We finally observe that

A(Q’}) = G(CC’CL7 b7 q1, a, ba QQ) - G(x - 1‘&, b7 q1,a, b7 QQ) == (1 - QQ)Q§<q11)+1 - q%) + (1 - ql)qzlt(q(Zl - q12)+1)‘
The latter shows that A(z) < 0 if and only if

(1-q1)(g8 —a5*")

b+1y "
(1—gq)(qf — Q1+ )
As g2 > q1, we see that (g2/q1)" is increasing in z, and so we either have

A(z)<Oforallz =a,a+1,...,b, or

(1—g)a5(af — ™) > (1 — q1)ai (5 — &5 <= (@2/q)" >

A(x) >0forz=a,a+1,...,2" and A(z) <O forz =2+ 1,...,b,

for some x* € [a,b]NZ. In both cases, we see that G(z|a,b, g1, a,b,g2) is minimal on [a — 1,b] when
xr=a—1,or z =">0. Since by direct computation

G(a - 1|a7 ba q1,a, b7 q2) =0= G(b‘CL, b7 q1,a, b7 Q2)7
we conclude (3.9) and hence the lemma. O

3.4. Monotone couplings of Schur processes. In this section we establish monotone couplings
for the Schur processes in Definition [3.1} They are established by appropriately coupling the Schur
dynamics in Section [3.2| using Lemma [3.9] The main result of the section is as follows.

Proposition 3.10. Fix M,N € N, A, B € Z>¢, and let
(3.10) Py = {(Z,9) € [0,00)M x [0,00)" 1 2yy; <1 fori=1,...,M,j=1,...,N}.
There is a probability space (2, F,P) and two families of random sequences
AUX, YT, MM X YY), (VXL YD, MM X Y)) e Y
indezed by (X,Y) € Pun, so that the following hold. Under P the distribution of the sequences

X, Y], AMXLY)) and (WX, Y, AM[X,Y)) ds Pxyy as in Definition [3.4 In addition,
we have for each (X,Y) € Pyn,(X,Y) € Pun, weQ, keN, and j € {1,...,M} that

(3.11) M max(a.m X Y1(@) < MIX, V()

provided that xi pyj+a < T;Y; for alli=1,.... M —B andj=1,...,N — A.

Remark 3.11. Observe that from (3.11)) with A = B = 0, we have in particular
k

k
(3.12) D NIX Yw) £ DMK Y](w),

i=1 =1
when z;y; < Z;9;. In [15, Proposition 3.7| we established a monotone coupling of Schur processes,
which ensures (3.12)), and is based on the Robinson-Schensted-Knuth (RSK) correspondence and
Greene’s theorem. It is worth pointing out that the coupling in Proposition is different from
the one in [15, Proposition 3.7] even when A = B = 0, for which may fail for general k,
see |15, Remark 3.9].
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Proof. Let (2, F,P) be any probability space that supports {U(n,m,k) : m,n,k € N}, where the
latter are i.i.d. uniform (0,1) random variables. Define further the random variables

(3.13) U(n,m,k) =U(n+ A,m + B, k + max(A, B)),

which we observe are again i.i.d. uniform (0,1). We construct {A[X,Y](n,m):m =0,...,M,n =
0,. N} and {AX,Y](n,m):m =0,...,M,n =0,..., N} using the sampling algorithm from
Section B2} We start by setting

ALX, Y](0,m) = A[X,Y](n,0) = A[X,Y](0,m) = \[X,Y](n,0) = 0
form=0,...,.M andn=20,...,N.
If \[X, Y](n—1,m), A[X, Y](n,m—1), \[X,Y](n—1,m), \[X, Y](n, m—1) have been constructed,
we set for k > 1
(3.14)  Xg[X,Y](n,m) = Q™ [X,Y](U(n,m, k)) and Me[ X, Y](n,m) = QZ’m[X, Y(U(n,m, k)),

where Q"™ [X,Y] is the quantile function of the distribution F(:|ay, bg,q) from (3.5) with ag, bx, ¢
given by
ar, = max(Ag[X, Y](n,m — 1), \g[ X, Y](n — 1,m)),

3.15
( ) b = min(Ag_1[X,Y](n,m — 1), \x,1[X,Y](n — 1,m)), ¢ = zmyn,

and b; = oo. In addition, sz[X Y] is the quantlle function of the distribution F(- \ak,bk, q)
with dy, by as in . but with A replaced with X. Finally, we set A‘[X,Y] = A[X,Y](N,4) and
M[X,Y] = X, Y](N,i) for i = 1,..., M, and note that from Proposition we have that under
[P the distribution of the sequences ()\1[X, Y],...,AM[X,Y]) and (A\'[X, Y], L AMXY]) s Pxy

What remains is to verify (3.11)), for which it suffices to show that for 0 <m < M, 0<n < N,
(316) Ak+rnax(A,B) [X> Y] (n7 m) (OJ) < S‘k[Xa Y] (n’ m) (W)

Note that (3.16)) trivially holds if 0 < m < B or 0 < n < A, as then the left side is equal to zero,
cf. Remark Hence, we only need to show when B+1<m< M,and A+1<n<N.
Using that A[X,Y](n,m) C A[X,Y](n/,m’), when n < n’ and m < m/, cf. Remark we see that
it suffices to show

(317) Ak-&-max(A,B) [X? Y] (TL +A,m+ B)(w) < X16[227 }7] (na m)(CU),
foralk>1, m=0,...,M—B,n=0,...,N — A. Note that (3.17)) holds trivially when m = 0 or
n = 0, as both sides are equal to zero. We may thus assume m,n > 1.

Assuming that (3.17)) holds when (n,m) is replaced by (n — 1, m) or (n,m — 1), we see that

(318) Ak +max(A,B) < Gk, bk—i—max(A,B) < bk, 4= Tm+BYntA < Tm¥n = q,

where aj i max(A,B)» bk+max(4,B) are as in (3.15) with m replaced with m + B and n replaced with
n + A, and ag, by, are as in 1) with X, Y replaced with X,Y, and X replaced with X. From
Lemma and (3.13) we conclude that for £ > 1

Qrimm s [X,YI(U(n + A;m + B,k + max(4, B)))

= QAR (XY )(T (n,m, k) < QR (X, V(T (n,m, k).

which together with (3.14)) shows that (3.17) holds for (n,m). The fact that (3.17) holds for all
0<m<M-—B,0<n<N — Anow follows by induction on m + n. O
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3.5. Convergence of Schur processes. In this section we state a weak convergence result about
the Schur processes in Definition which was shown in [16]. We begin by explaining how we scale
our parameters in the following definition.

Definition 3.12. We fix parameters (a, b, ¢) € Ppos as in Definition We fix ¢ € (0,1) and set

1/3 1/3 1/3
31 +q) q q
319 = , — R — 1 , d — .
(3.19) Tq 1—¢ P=qT p o p(1+p), and fq 201 + q)2/3
For N € N we consider two numbers Ay, By and sequences {a:ZN }i>1 and {yzN }i>1 such that
1 1
N _ 1 _ . N _1_ o
(3.20) z; =1 N1/3b?'0q fori=1,...,Bn,and y;' =1 N1/3a;-"0q fori=1,..., Apn,

where By < min (LNUHJ , J;) is the largest integer such that ng > ¢q,and Ay < min (LNl/HJ , Jj)
is the largest integer such that nyN > q. Here, we use the convention :cév = y(])V = 1so that Ay =0
and By = 0 are possible. We also have

(3.21) aN =g fori> By and y¥ =q fori > Ay.

Note that if M, N € N, we can define the ascending Schur process in Definition with parameters
X =@V, . 2l)and Y = (yV,...,yY) as above, since z¥,yN € [g,1) for all i € N.

In the sequel we assume the same notation as in Definition [3.12] We also assume that My >
N + N3/4 4+ 1 and let Py be the measure Pxy from Deﬁnitio with M = My, x; = va for
i€ {l,... .My}, y; =y forje{l,...,N}. If {\ :j =1,...,My,i > 1} has distribution Py,
we deﬁne the sequence of N-indexed hne ensembles £V = {LN }1>1 on R via

AVt if s € [-N +1, My — N]NZ,
(3.22) LY (s) = A\ if s <N,
AN if s> My — N,

7

extended by linear interpolation for non-integer s. We finally define £V = {£N 1}, via
(3.23) LN(t) = o IN"V3. (LZN (EN2/3) — ptN?/3 2pN) .
The following is a special case of |16, Propostion 6.2], corresponding to setting ¢t = 0.

Proposition 3.13. For any (a,b,c) € Ppos the sequence LN in converges weakly to the line
ensemble {f;l/QE?’b’c(fqt) 1> 1t e ]R}, where L%Y¢ is as in Proposition .

3.6. Proof of Theorem Let A, B, (a,b,¢), and (&, b, &) be as in the statement of the theorem.
Let J;, J;5 and J, jJr be as in Definition [1.3| for the two sets of parameters (a,b,c) and (@, b, é),
respectively. For N € N we let M = My > N+N3/4+1 XN = (x{V,.. o), YN =y, yd)
be as in Definition [3.12| for (a,b,c). We also let XN = (&N, ... 7}, YN (g, ..., 9N) be as in
Deﬁnitionwruh a b, JF, JF replaced with a; b, Jt, jb :

AR A 17 )

We first claim that

(3.24) e <ENfori=1,...,M—-B, andy) 5 <y} fori=1,...,N - A.
We only establish the first set of inequalities in (3.24)) — the second one is established analogously.
Fix any i € {1,...,M — B}. Since ¥V € [g,1) by construction, we may assume xﬁ_B > q. The
latter implies the following;:
1 ) .
(325) .’Bi\iB:l W’ Z+BSLN1/12J, Z+B§J[j—

i+B Oq
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From the third part of 1} we see b;; g > 0, and since I;:r > b‘: p» We conclude jb+ > 1. The

second part of (3.25) shows i < [ N1/12]. The last two statements and Definition show
1 1

- <1 —— =M.

NY3bf gog = NW3bfo,

The last equation, and the first part of (3.25) show the first inequality in ([3.24]).

Combining (3.24)) and Proposition we conclude that for each N € N, we can couple two

random sequences
AL MMy and (AL, AMy e YM|

whose distributions are Py~ y~ and Pgn v as in Definition respectively, and which satisfy
almost surely for all j € {1,..., M} and k > 1

(3.26) X <X

k+max(A,B) —

Let £V be as in (3.22) and (3.23)), and let £V be as in (3.22) and (3.23) with X replaced with .
From (3.26)), we conclude that almost surely

(3.27) Ly max(a)(t) < LY (s) for k> 1,t € R.

From Proposition we know that £V = £°°, and £V = £°°, where

£°°i{f;l/%?””c(fqt):iz1,te]R<} andﬁmi{fq*m LODE(F1) - i21,teR}.

[

We conclude that (£, LN ) is tight, and then by Skorohod’s representation theorem, see |5, Theorem
6.7], we may assume that (£V,£N) and (£, L), are defined on the same probability space, and

LN Y3 £ and LN L5 £

The last equation and |i show that we can couple £%*¢ and £35E on the same probability
space, so that almost surely

SRl (fat) < S VPLEPE(f) for k> 1t € R.

The last equation and (1.5 imply the statement of the theorem.

4. LIMITS OF FACTORIAL MOMENTS

For ¢t > 0 and (a,b,¢) € Ppos as in Definition we define the following random measures on R:

41 M@A)=>1 {t—l : (A?’b’c(t) - t2> c A} L MiA) =31 {Aj’b’c(t) c A} :

i>1 i>1

where A%¢ is as in Proposition In Lemmas and . proved in Sections and 4
respectlvely, we analyze the limits of the first and second factorial moments of Mt[a ﬂ) for sultable
decRand € [&, o0]. The latter will play a role in the proof of Theorem (a,b . In Section
we also analyze the limit of the ﬁrst factorial moment of M? [, 00), see Lemma which will play
a role in the proof of Theorem (c d). All three lemmas are established under the simplifying
assumption that a > cfr for i = 1,...,J;5, which suffices for our purposes. In this section we
freely use the termlnology and notation for determinantal point processes from |15, Section 2].
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4.1. First moments of M?. We begin by summarizing some notation in the following definition.

Definition 4.1. Assume the same notation as in Definition |[1.3| Let (a,b,c) € Ppos be such that
af > af  fori=1,...,JF, and set &; = —2/a;»F for i = 1,...,JF. We also set 49 = 0 and, if
J < oo, we set dJ+ = —00. Since ¢t = b, = a; = 0 for ¢ > 1, we drop the plus sign from
the notation and simply write az,bz, Ju, Jp in place of a+,bl+, J, Jlf. Lastly, we define ag = oo,
1/ap =0, and, if a; = 0, set 1/a; =

The goal of this section is to establish the following key lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Assume the same notation as in Deﬁnition and let Mt be as in . For any
k € Z>o with k < Jg, and & € (Gg41, k), we have

t _
(4.2) tlgéloE [M'[&,00)] = k.
Proof. For clarity, we split the proof into four steps. In the first step, we derive a double-contour
integral formula for E [M ta, oo)], see . In the second step, we deform the contours from 1 ,
and reduce the proof of the lemma to establishing that certain single or double integrals converge

to zero as t — oo, see (4.13) and (4.14]). In the third step we summarize various estimates for the
integrands in (4.13) and (4.14]), and in the fourth step we establish these two statements.

Step 1. From Proposition [1.7] [15, Lemma 2.17], and [15, Proposition 2.13(5,6)], we know that M*
is a determinantal point process on R with correlation kernel K'(x,y) = tKopc(t, tz + %5t ty + t2)
and Lebesgue reference measure. From Definition we can write K'(z,y) as

3 3 2 2 2 2, 00
t e? /3—w? [3—z*t+wt—ztz+wty+tiz—t2y (1 + bz)(l _ a4w)

4.3) K! = — d d - -
(4.3) K'(z.y) (2m2/r+ Z/ w po— || e s

where I}, T'y are as in Definition with 0 < a < 1/a;. We mention that in obtaining (4.3)) from
Definition we performed in K abc the change of variables z — z —t and w — w — t, and used
the definition of ®, . from .

From [15, (2.13) and (2.18)],

E [M'[&,00)] = /oo K'(z,x)dz.

b
Substituting K*(x, ) from (4.3), exchanging the order of the integrals, and performing the integral
over x, we obtain

1 623/37w3/3722t+w2t (z—w)ta X 1 4 b Z — a; w)
E [M[a,00)] = = 1
(4.4) [M'[&, 00)] i) /F+ dz . dw (z —w)? };[1 1— a2 1 + biw)’

The exchange of the order of integration is justified by Fubini’s theorem in view of the following
bounds, which imply absolute integrability of the integrand on the product contour. For any A €
[0,1/aj+1), there exists D; > 0 (depending on A alone) such that for a, 3 € [0, A] and 2 € T'J,
wely:

B

(4.5)

e’ /| < Dyexp(~[2/12), [e""*| < Dy exp(~lwl/12).

if we set B =3 _;,(a; + b;), then by (2.11)) with d = 1/2, we further have
M 1 — aiw)
(4.6) [T 11+ bizl < exp (Bl2)), H!lT

< exp (2B|w]).
s |
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Lastly, for d; = (1/2)(1 — Aag41), we have |1 — a;z| > dy for i > k + 1, and then from ({2.11))

o0

(4.7) 11 el _1a .

S e (Blz|/dy)-
i>k+1 v

We mention that in deriving (4.4) we also used |z — w| > Re(z —w) > a>0forzeTl,wely,
is bounded on I'}.

and also that '} is bounded away from al_l, .. ak , so that HZ | =a; z)

Step 2. Since (Gg41,d) is open and & € (Gg41, k), we can find ¢y > 0 such that
(—(1/2)a — €0, —(1/2)& + €0) C (1/ag, 1/ak41) -

Fix § € (0,€0/4), set

(4.8) u=—(1/2)a+9, v=—(1/2)&+ 26,

and notice that by construction u,v € (1/ak7 1/ak+1)

We now proceed to deform I'} to T’} in . In the process of deformation, we cross the simple
poles at z = 1/a; for j =1,...,k. By the r651due theorem,

a;3/3—w3/3—a;2t+w2t—(1/aj —w)té

k
. 1 e
E [M'[&,00)] = Z 27Ti/5 dw e, —w)?

o

(4.9) y H (1 +bi/a;)(1 —aiw) (1+b;/a;)(1 —ajw)
T (1—ai/a)(I+bw)  a;(1+bjw)
3/3—w3/3—z2t+w2t—(z—w)td 00 . .
/ dz/ dw® H (1+biz)(1 alw)'
(2mi)? ¥ - (z —w)? palet (1 —a;z)(1+ bjw)

We mention that the poles at z = 1/a; are simple due to our assumption that the positive a;’s are
distinct, as in Definition [£.1] In addition, we mention that the contour deformation near infinity is
justified due to the decay ensured by the cubic terms in the exponential, see (4.5)), and the bounds

We next deform I'y to I'; in . In the process of deformation we cross the simple poles at

w = 1/a; for j = 1,...,k within the first two lines, and do not cross any poles for the third. In
addition, all the residues from the first two lines are readily seen to equal 1. By the residue theorem,
k .
(4.10) E [M'[a,00)] =k + A"+ ) A",
j=1
14b; (+bi/aj)  (1+b;/a;)
where, setting ®(2) = [[;5, 1+a2 and &; = =121z (1_%%;) . ajj/a] , we have
23 /3—w?3/3—22t+w?t—(z—w)td i)
() i [ o)
Yy " (z —w)? ®(w)
and for j=1,...,k
-3 3 —2 2 ~ A
) 1 a;°/3—w®/3—a; “t+wt—(1/a;—w)té &
(4.12) At = = [ g’ ’ R
2mi Jp- (1/a; —w)? D (w)
From (4.10)), we see that, to show (4.2)), it suffices to prove
(4.13) lim A' =0,

t—o00

and for j =1,...,k that
(4.14) lim A% = 0.

t—o0
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Step 3. In this step we derive various estimates for the integrands in (4.11]) and (4.12)).
From the definition of the contours '}, T';; in Definition we have for z € I} and w € T';, that

u
z=v+e%, and w=u+ e¥ry,

where ¢ € {n/4, —m/4}, ¢ € {3n/4,—37/4}, r. = |z —v|, 7w = |w — u|. Using that cos(¢) = v/2/2,
cos(¥) = —/2/2, we get

Re[z] = v+ (V2/2)r., Re[z%] =v? +V2ur,, Re[w] =u— (vV2/2)ry, Re[w?]=u?—2ur,.
The latter shows for z € I';f, and w € T, that

(4.15) ’e_z2t = exp (—tv2 - ﬁtvrz) , ’ew2t’ = exp (tu2 - \/Eturw> .

In addition, we have

(4.16) ‘e_zw“ = exp <—tvd - td(\/i/Q)rz> , ‘ewtd‘ = exp (tud - td(ﬂ/?)rw) .

Combining (4.8)), (4.15) and (4.16)), we conclude

(4.17) ‘e‘z2t+w2t_(z_w)té“ = exp (—3t52 — V2207, + 57‘w)> < exp (—3t6%) .

Combining (4.8)), (4.15) and (4.16]), we also obtain

(4.18) (e—a; 2tw?t—(1/a;—w)ta

= exp (—t(aj_l + 6/2)% 4+ t(u + a/2)? — \/§t5rw) < exp(—15t6?),

where in the last inequality we used that from we have u+d/2 = 6, and |a/2+a; | > €9 > 49
for all ¢ > 1, as well as ¢,9,7r, > 0.

As T is separated from afl, ...,a; -, and J-separated from I'
Dy > 0, depending on v, ay,...,ax, and all z € T}, w € T,

1

w, we conclude that for some

1

k
1
4.19 — <2 —— < Ds.
(4.19) |z —w|?2 — ’il;[l|1—aiz|_ 2

In addition, from (4.8) we have |u — 1/a;| > 3§ for all i > 1. Consequently, for all w € T';; and
7 =1,...,k, we have

1 <52

(4.20) W =

Step 4. In this final step, we establish (4.13)) and (4.14)).
Combining (4.5)), (4.6), (4.7), (4.17) and (4.19)), we conclude

41| gD1D25—2.e—3t52,/+\dz|/ \dw| exp (BJz| + Blz|/dy + 2Blw]| — |22/12 — |wf*/12)
Ty Ty

where |dz|, |dw| denote integration with respect to arc-length. The last inequality implies (4.11]).
Similarly, for a fixed j € {1,...,k}, combining (4.5, (4.6)), (4.18]) and (4.20), we conclude

|Aj’t{ < D6 % e~ 150 -ea;?)/gltf'j\ . / |dw| exp (2B\w[ — |w\3/12) ,

Iy

which implies (4.12]). O
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4.2. Second moments of M?!. The goal of this section is to establish the following key lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Assume the same notation as in Definition and let Mt be as in . For any
k€ Z>y with k < J,, & € (Gg41,0x), and € (dg, Gg—1), we have

(4.21) Jim E [Mt[a,ﬁ) : (Mt[d,B) - 1)} = 0.

Proof. For clarity, we split the proof into seven steps. In the first step, we express the second fac-
torial moment of M'[a, 3) as a sum of five terms. We introduce a common generalization of four
of them by B!(&, 3), and reduce the proof of the lemma to establishing its convergence, see (4.24)).

In the second step, we decompose B!(a, B) into a finite sum of five types of terms, and reduce the
proof of (4.24) to establishing that each type converges, see (4.34]), (4.35)), (4.36)), (4.37) and (4.38)).
The latter five equations are established one at a time in the remaining five steps.

Step 1. Using the determinantal structure of M* from Step 1 of the proof of Lemma and [15,
(2.13) and (2.18)], we get

E [Mt[oz,é) : (Mt[&,B) _ 1)} — A' — B!, where
(4.22) 3 3 B B
Al = / dw/ dyK'(z,2)K'(y,y), B'= / dm/ dyK' (z,y) K (y, x).
As in the proof of Lemma we substitute K¢ from (4.3, change the order of the integrals, and
perform the integrals over x,y to get

Al = (At — ALY? | where

23 /3—w3 /3—22t+w?t—(z—w)t&
Aﬁ:l_/ dz/ dw 26
(4.23) (2mi)* Jrs - (z —w)? O (w)
23 /3—w? /3—22t+w2t—(z—w)tf
A= / dz/ dw* 2(z)
(2mi)? Jrz  Jrg (z —w)? P(w)
Bt Bt( a)+Bf (8,8) — B'(&,3) — BY(3, &), where
o D(21) ()
(4.24) (@.5) = Tgmyt /r+ dzl/— dwl/ 12 r—d *®(wr)®(wn)
e —(z1—wo)ta—(zo—w1 )tf | 23 /3—w}/3— zft—&-w%t 23 /3—w3 /3—22t+w3t
X

(21 — wl)(zl — wa)(z2 —wi)(22 — w2)

We recall from the proof of Lemma that ®(2) = [[;5, Ezi and 0 < a < 1/a;. Also, the

exchange of the order of integration is justified by the same estimates stated below (4.4)).

Suppose p,q € Zsq satisfy p, ¢ < J, and fix & € (dpy1,dp), and § € (Ggr1, ). We claim
(4.25) lim B'(&, ) = min(p, q),
t—o0

B'(a, 3) 27“ /ﬁ dz / dwy /F+ sz/ dus Ewg))

e —(z1—w2)tad—(z2— w1)tﬁ.e 3/3—w$/3— zfter%t_e 3/3— w2/3 z§t+w§t

where

(4.26)

(21 —w1)(21 — w2) (22 — w1)(22 — wa)
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We establish (4.25) in the steps below. Here, we assume its validity and conclude the proof of the
lemma.

Applying (4.25) to each of the four terms in (4.24), we get
lim B' = min(k, k) +min(k — 1,k — 1) — min(k,k — 1) — min(k — 1,k) =

t—o00

From (4.2) and (4.4), we have AY — k and A, — k — 1, and so A* — 1 as t — oco. The last two
statements and 1 2)) give (| -

Step 2. In the remainder of the proof we focus on establishing (4.25)), and without loss of generality
assume & < /3 and hence ¢ < p. As 8 € (Ggt1,0y), & € (Gp+1,Gp), we can find g > 0 such that

(—(1/2) — c0,~(1/2)f + €0) C (1fags age1), (—(1/2) — €0, —(1/2)di + e0)  (1/ay, 1/aps).
Fix ¢ € (0,€0/12), set
(427)  wr=—(1/2)F+ 6, vi = —(1/2)a@ + 60, up = —(1/2)@ + 35, vs = —(1/2)F + 20,

and notice that by construction ui,vs € (1/aq, 1/ag41), while ug,v1 € (1/ap,1/ap+1). In addition,
one directly verifies that

1
| = <5 lforzel) UTH wel, UT,,
z—w
4.28 1 B L |
( ) méé forz e I';j, U, U, UL, and i > 1,

(&/2 4 1/a;)* > 14462, (B/2+ 1/a;)? > 1446 for i > 1.

We now proceed to deform the z; contours I'Y in (4.25) to I} for ¢ = 1,2. In the process of
deformation we cross the simple poles at z; = 1/a; for i =1,...,p and 20 = 1/a; for j =1,...,¢q.
By the residue theorem, we get

p q
B'(a,8) = B'(&,8)+ > _ Bj"(&B)+»_ B'(ap)
(4.29) . -, =
+3 > By(a.B8)+ > B
i=1 j=1,j#i j=1

Here, Bt(&, 3) is as in lb but with T’} replaced with I';,. For i = 1,...,p we have

1, ~ (I)(I)(Zg)
B@B) = G o [, 2 [ oty

(4.30) "
e—(l/al wa ) ta—(zo—w1 )tB . % /3 w$/3—a; “t+w?t e 23 /3—w3 /3—22t+wit
X )
(1/&1' - wl)(l/ai - 'UJ2)(Z2 - ’LU1)(Z2 - 'UJ2)
where we recall ®; = [[>2, it 84“22762)) . (Hb /aﬂ) . Forj=1,...,q we have
<I> d
B> (&, 5 / dwy / dzy | dwygrd (1)
! 27“ 5 Iy Iy (wl) (wa2)
(4.31)

-2
ef(zlfwz)taf(l/ajfwl)tﬁ . o1 /3—wi [3—2ttwit | pay 3/3—wj/3— aj “t+wst
X

(1/aj —wi)(1/aj — w2)(z1 — wi)(z1 — w2)
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In addition for j =1,...,¢q, we have
Bly(@5) = o [ dun [ d %
i \&, = 75 9 w1 W2 =7~~~
77 (2mi)? Jrs - O (wy)P(ws)
o—(1/aj—w2)ta—(1/a;—wi)tB | ea;3/37w?/37a;2t+w%t ) ea;3/37wg/3fa;2t+wgt

(1/aj —w1)?(1/a; — ws)? ’

(4.32)

X

Lastly, for i # j

a1 Dby
Byj(a. B) = (27i)? /0 o /O deq)(wl)‘I)j(UQ)

e—(l/ai—wz)téz—(l/aj—wl)tﬁ~ . ea;3/3—w%/3—a;2t+w%t . % /3—wg/3—a;2t+w§t

(1/ai —w1)(1/a; —wi)(1/a; — wa)(1/a; — w2)

As in the proof of Lemma [4.2] the contour deformation near infinity is justified due to the decay
ensured by the cubic terms in the exponential, see (4.5)), and the bounds in (4.6]), (4.7)).

(4.33)

X

Heuristic explanation of : As we deform the contours, we can have that only z; picks up a

. 1.t . . 2.t . . .
pole (producing B; ™), only 2o picks up a pole (producing Bj”), neither picks up a pole (producing
Bt), both z; and 29 pick up a pole and the two poles are different (producing ij), or both z; and
z9 pick up a pole and the two poles are the same (producing B§j>‘

In view of (4.29)), to prove (4.25)), it suffices to show

(4.34) Jim Bl(a, ) = 0;

(4.35) lim Bl (@, B) =0, fori=1,...,p;

(4.36) lim BX(a,8) =0, for j=1,....¢q;

(4.37) lim Bf;(@,0) =0, for L<i<p, 1<j<q i#j
(4.38) tliglo Bﬁj(d,ﬁ) =1, for1 <j<gq.

The above five equations are established in the steps below.

Step 3. In this step, we prove (4.34)).
We start by deforming the w; contours I'y in B(&, 3) to I, for i = 1,2. In the process of
deformation, we do not cross any poles, and so by Cauchy’s theorem

o 1 P(21)P(22)
Bt a,p) = —— / dz / dwl/ dzz/ dws

" GO = Tamit Jor P Joe P e P e M8 (0) ()
( ’ ) zg’/?)—wg’/fi—z%t—l—w%t

6—(z1—w2)t6z—(zz—wl)tﬁ . 6z§’/3—wi”/3—z%t+w%t .e

- (21 —w1)(z1 — w2) (22 — w1)(22 — wa)

As in the proof of Lemma we have for 21,29 € T’} and wy,wy € T, that

(4.40) zi = v; + €%, and w; = u; + eViry,,
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where ¢; € {n/4,—7/4}, 1 € {3w/4, =3 /4}, vy, = |z — vil, rw, = |wi —u;|. Using (4.15) and
(4.16), we obtain the following analogue of (4.17)) for z; € T, w; € I'y,
< exp (—3t[35]2) , —(z2—wi)tB—zttwit < exp (—3t(52) .

We may now apply the bounds in (4.5, (4.6), (4.7) and (4.19), with z,w replaced with 21, wa,

k = p, and A = v; to conclude that for some D1, Da,d; > 0 (depending on vq,a4,...,a,), and all
21 € | Ry wy € F_

(441) ’ef(zlf’LUQ)tde%t%’wgt e

v1?

oi/3—uyss 202
(w2)
where we recall that B =}~ (a; + b;).

Using the same bounds with & = ¢ and A = v, we can find ﬁl,Dg,dl > 0 (depending on
v2,a1,...,0a,), such that for all zp € T} Jw; € 'y

(4.42)

< D?Dyexp (B|z1| + Blz1|/dy + 2B|ws| — |z1]3/12 — |w2|3/12) ,

@4

v2)

623/3—10{’/3 . (I)( )
®(w)

Combining (4.39) with (4.28)), (4.41)), (4.42)), and (4.43), we conclude
|B(a.5)| < DDy DDy -5 - exp (- 30t(52)/ \dzl\/ \dwll/ yszy/ dws|
i I, s, Ty

63‘21|+B‘21|/d1+23‘w2|+B|Z2|+B|Z2|/dAl+23|’w1‘7|Z1|3/127|w1|3/127‘22|3/127‘w2|3/12

(4.43) < D2Dyexp (ByZQ| + Bl2a|/dy + 2Blwi| — |22]3/12 — |wy]| /12)

The last inequality implies (4.34]) since the integral is finite.

Step 4. In this step, we fix i € {1,...,p}, and prove (4.35)).
We first observe that

oo oo

1 1
(4.44) (1/a; —w)d(w) m—g#j(l T nHl 14 b’

which by |D with d = 1/2 implies for all w € Fg with 8 > 0 that
‘ 1
(1/aj — w)®(w)

We proceed to deform the wi,ws contours I'y in B ( ,B) to [, Ty, respectively. In the
process of deforming wq, in view of (4 -, we do not cross any poles. When deforming ws, we cross
the simple pole at zo, provided that 2o € I',? := {z € Ly 2 lm(2)] < (u2 — v2)/2}, see Figure |2

By the residue theorem, we conclude

31’t(d,5)—31’1’t( ,B) + By (&, B), where

K3 (2

- <I> <I>
B &, B) = o / dw; / dzs / duy S (22)
i) - Ty, - )P (w2)

(4.46) e~ (1/ai—wa)ta—(z2— wl)tﬁ.e T3 /3—w} /3~ ai_2t+w%t‘6 3/3—w3 /3—23t+wit

(4.45) ‘ < aj-exp (2B|wl).

X )
(1/ai — w1)(1/al~ — U)Q)(ZQ — ’U)l)(ZQ — U)Q)
12,0 B (i)z ef(l/aifzz)tdf(zz7w1)tﬁ~+a;3/37w:{’/37a;2t+w%t
B> ( , dZQ .
t 27TI 1"_ 0 w1 (1/ai—wl)(l/ai—zg)(zz—wl)

We mention that the contours I' and I, intersect each other at the two points: (vz + uz)/2 %
i(ug — vg). The integrand is singular near each of these intersection points, due to the term z9 — wo
in the denominator. In a local parametrization around these points, the singularities are like that of
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ry | I’jz Fj)‘l
0
Re
1/ap4

FIGURE 2. The figure depicts the contours I'y, I'; , I, Tt Tt . The contours Ty,

ul u? U1
and '} intersect at two points and I';,° is the portion of I’} between them (drawn
in dashed black). If z9 € Fv2 , then deformlng I'y to Iy,
does not.

u, Crosses zg; otherwise, it

the function (z2+y?)~1/2 near (0,0) in R?, which makes them integrable. In particular, all integrals
in (4.46) are well-defined and finite.

Setting wy = ug + €21y, as in (4.40), we obtain

‘e—(l/ai—wg)td—a;%—i—w%t

= exp (t(ug +@)2)2 — tH&)2 + 1/a;)? — V2trw, (us + &/2))
(4.47)
— exp (9t52 —Ha)2 4 1/a;)? — 3\/§t5rw2> < exp (—135t02) ,

where in going from the first to the second line we used ug + &/2 = 36 from (4.27)), and in the last
inequality we used and ry,d,t > 0.

Combining the second inequality in (4.5) with w replaced with ws, , the second inequality
in (4.41)), (4.43), (4.45) with w replaced with wy, and (4.47)), we conclude

’ B (& 6)‘ < Dy 672 exp(—=3t6?) - D?Ds - a; - exp (—135¢t6%) - | By - e /3

ezB|w2|+B|22|+B|22|/d}+23|w1\—\zZ|3/12—\w1|3/12—\w2|3/12
></ |dw1\/ \dzﬂ/ |dwa| .
Iy, ry, I,

|22 — wo

The last integral is finite, since |z —ws| ™! is locally integrable by our discussion below (4.46)), while
the cubic terms in the exponential provide sufficient decay near infinity. Consequently,

(4.48) lim B (&, B) = 0.

To analyze BI’Q’t( . B), we proceed to deform T';% to Iy := {z € Iy, 2 Im(2)] < (u2 —v2)/2}.
In the process of deformation, we may cross the simple pole at 1/a;, which happens precisely when

q < i < p, see Figure[3| By the residue theorem,

Bl 2, t( ~ B / d / p e*(1/aifzz)tdf(zz*w1)t5’+ai_3/37w?/3fai—2t+w%t
i « 27r| _ awy 22 D (wy) (1/a; —w1)(1/a; — z2)(z2 — w1)
L Ma<i=p} e~ (/a—wnth . ga /3wt /3-a; it

omi Je M ) T

(4.49)
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FIGURE 3. The figure depicts the contours I';;% and I';;°. The points in {1/ ai}}]rszo
enclosed by the two contours are precisely 1/aq41,1/ag+2,...,1/ap.

We observe that for zp € 'y, we have Re(22) > (v2 + u2)/2 = —@/4 — 3/4 + 56/2, where the
last equality used 1' This gives for zo € FJQ’O

(4.50) g#2ta—nth ’ < exp (—td2 4413 /4) ,

where we implicitly used ¢,6 > 0, and 8 > &. In addition, from the parametrization 1} we have

(4.51) jertBrutt] = exp (9102 — 152 /4 - 3v/2tor, ) < exp (9t6% — t52/4)

where we used uy + 3 /2 = 30 from 1} and in the last inequality again we used t,6,r,, > 0.
Combining (4.50) with (4.51)), we conclude

67(1/0‘1‘*22%&*(22*11)1)@3" . efa;Qterft S exp (9t52 _ t(d/2 + 1/(11)2) S exp (—135t52) ,

(4.52)

‘e_(l/‘”_wl)tB oo tuit| < exp(9t6% — t(8/2 + 1/a;)?) < exp(—135t62),

where in the right inequalities we used the third line in (4.28)).
Note that from 1’ we have us — w1 > 2. This means that I', |, are at least §-separated,

U’ U
so that for z9 € FJQ’ and wy € I';;, we have

; < 5L
|20 — w1

Combining the second inequality in (4.5 with w replaced with wy, (4.28]), (4.45)) with w replaced
with wy, (4.52)), and (4.53)), we conclude

‘B;’z’t(d,ﬁ)‘ < Dy-6'a;-exp(—135t6%) - 57" \ti)i|e“i_3/3 ) / |dw | / ] |d22|623\w1|—|w1\3/12
Ty Lug

(4.53)

b Dy 6L exp(—135t02) - ;e /3 / (dn [e2Blrl=ln /12,

ul

As the last integral is finite, we conclude

(4.54) lim B;"*'(&, ) = 0.

t—o00

Combining the first line in (4.46)), with (4.48) and (4.54)), we conclude (4.35)).
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Step 5. In this step we fix j € {1,...,¢} and prove (4.36)). As the proof is quite similar to that in
Step 3, we will be brief.
As in Step 3, we deform the wy, wy contours I'y in B?’t(d, ﬁ) to 'y, ', respectively. By 1)

u?

and (4.44)), we do not cross any poles in the process. By Cauchy’s theorem,

~ ‘I) (I) Zl)
B2t
j ( , 27“ /_ dwl/ dzl/_ dwg (’11}2)

ef(zlfwz)taf(l/ajfwl)tﬁ .62 1/37w1/3—zft+w%t e a; /37w3/37a;2t+w§t
(1/a; —wi)(1/a; — w2)(z1 — w1)(z1 — w2)
Setting wy = uy + e¥iry,, as in (4.40), we obtain the following analogue of (4.47):
= exp (1 + 5/2)° ~ 1(5/2+ 1/a3)? ~ Vtru, (ur + 5/2))

< exp <t52 —t(3/2 + 1/aj)2> < exp (—143t6%),

where we used uq + 5/2 = ¢ from , and -
Combining (4.55)) with the second mequahty in (4.5) with w replaced with wy, (4.28]), the first

inequality in (4.41)), (4.42), (4.45) with w replaced with wy, and (4.56)), we conclude

(4.55)

X

‘ —(1/a;—wi)tB— a; 2ipw?t|

(4.56)

’Bﬂ?t( 6)‘ < Dy 677 exp (=27t6%) - DiDy - a; - exp (—143t67) - @jle“f?’/i“.

X/ |dw1\/ ‘dm/ |duwp | B171 1+ Bl /a1 +2Bluws 2Bl [ |uwn /12— wal 12|12 /12,
Iy, r Ty,
The last inequality implies (4.36)).

Step 6. In this step we fix i € {1,...,p} and j € {1,...,q} with i # j, and prove
As in Step 3, we deform the w,ws contours I'y in B} ( ﬂ) to Iy, Ty s respectlvely By ,
we do not cross any poles in the process, and so, by Cauchy’s theorem,

- <i> <i>
t

67(1/ai7w2)ta7(1/aj7w1)tﬁ . @ ;3/37wf/3—ai t+w?t ea;3/3—w§’/3—a;2t+w§t
(1/a; —wi)(1/a; —wi)(1/a; — wo)(1/a; — ws)
Combining (4.57) with the second inequality in (4.5]) with w replaced with w; or wa, (4.28)), (4.45)

with w replaced with w; or wa, (4.47) and (4.56]), we conclude

(4.57)

X

‘ij(d,ﬁ)‘ <D} 6572 a;aj - exp (—135t52) - exp (—1437552)

_ 3 /19 3
X / ‘dw1| / |dw2‘623|w1|+2B|’w2| |w1| /12 |w2| /12‘
_ F.;2

ul

The last inequality implies (4.37]).

Step 7. In this step we fix j € {1,...,¢}, and prove (4.38).
As in Step 3, we deform the w1, ws contours I'y in B;-j (&, 5) to I'y,, ', , respectively. By (4 ,
in the process of deformation we cross the simple poles at w; = 1/a; and wp = 1/a;. By the rebldue

theorem, we conclude

(4.58) B!j(a,B) =1+ B} (&, B) + B} (&, 8) + B3 (&, B),
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where
Bl (a,pB) = 1/ dws b, , e~ (Laj—wa)ta . ga;°/3-wi/3—a; tHuit
33 2mi Jr, D (ws) (1/a; — wsy)? ’
RPN | b; e~ (fag—wt . oy [3-wi/3a; thul
Bj;(a,B) = 27 dw1 b (w ) (1/% w1)? )

By (&) / e o s ot

o—(1/a;—w2)ta—(1/a;— w1)t,8 e 33/3 w /3—a;2t+w%t'ea;3/3—w§/3—a;2t+w§t

(1/a; —wi)*(1/a; — ws)?
Combining the last three displayed equations with the second inequality in (4.5) with w replaced

with wy or we, (4.28]), (4.45) with w replaced with wy or we, (4.47)) and (4.56)), we conclude
\ Bjj'(a, 6)\ <D0 ;- exp (—135t02) - |Bjle /3 / |duws|e2Blw2 w2l /12

U2

X

‘ (@, B)| <Dy 67" - ay - exp (—143t6%) - |<i>j|e“j_3/3 / |duw [2Blwil=lwil?/12,
111
[B3/(6.5)| < DY 672 a2 exp (~27800?) - a2 /3
X/ |dw1|/ |d,w2|e2B|w1|+2B\w2|—|w1\3/12—|w2\3/12.
Ty Ty
The last three displayed equations and (4.58) imply (|4.38)). ]

4.3. First moments of M*. The goal of this section is to establish the following key lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume the same notation as in Deﬁnition and suppose J, < oo. For Mt as in

, we have
(4.59) lim limsup |E [Mt[oz oo)] —Jq

G&—00  t—00

=0.

Proof. The proof we present is similar to that of Lemma [.2] and so we will be brief. For clarity,
we split the proof into three steps. In the first step, we derive a double-contour integral formula

for E [Mt (&, oo)}, see (4.61). In the second step, we deform the contours from (4.61)), and reduce

the proof of the lemma to establishing that certain single or double integrals converge to zero as
t — o0, see (4.66]) and (4.67), which we establish in the third step.

Step 1. From Proposition and |15, Lemma 2.17], we know that M? is a determinantal point
process on R with correlation kernel K'(z,y) = Kgp.(t,2;t,y) and Lebesgue reference measure.
Using Definition and changing variables z — z — t and w — w — t, we can write K'(z,y) as

N 1 6(z—t)3/3—(w—t)3/3—(Z—t)ct—l—(w—t)y (P(Z)
t — .
(4.60) K'(z,y) = @ni)? /Fj{ dz/ dw o B(w)’

where 't T’y are as in Definition [1.4{ with 0 < @ < 1/ay, and ®(2) = [[2, 102

i>1 1—a;z"
From [15, (2.13) and (2.18)]
E [Mt[d,oo)} :/ Kz, z)dx
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Substituting f(t(x, x) from 1) exchanging the order of the integrals, and performing the integral
over x, we obtain

- (z=1)%/3—(w—1)3/3—(z~w)& &
t A _ € . (2)
(4.61) E [M [ozjoo = 27” /F+ dz/_ dw ) ()’

The exchange of the order of integration is justified by the same estimates stated below (4.4)).

Step 2. Suppose t > 1+ 1/ay,, and put u =1t, v =1t + 1.
We now proceed to deform I'} to I'; in (4.61)). In the process of deformation we cross the simple
poles at z =1/a; for j =1,...,J, (coming from ®(z)). By the residue theorem,

e(1/a;—t)*/3—(w—1)*/3—(1/a;—w)a cf)j

E { Z 27i / (1/aj — w)? O(w)

(4.62)
(2—t)3/3—(w—1)3/3—(z—w)& (I)(Z)
27r| /F+ dz/ du- (z — w)2 ’ B(w)’
T o0 1+b;/a; 1+b;/a;
where ®; = Hizl’i# Eljaiéa;)) ( +ag/ i)

We next deform I'y to I'; in (4.62). In the process of deformation we cross the simple poles at
w=1/aj for j =1,...,J, within the first line, and do not cross any poles for the second. Applying
the residue theorem, and the change of variables z — z 4+ ¢, w — w + t, we conclude

Ja
(4.63) E [Mt G, oo)} = T+ A+ A
j=1
where
B 1 ez3/37w3/37(z7w)& (I)(Z 4 t)
4.64  ——— .
(4.64) 22 /F+ | o e Swrt)

and for j=1,...,J,

1/a;—1)3/3—w3/3—(1/a; —w—1t)& 5
(465) Aj,t — 1/ e( Jaj—t)3/3—w?/3—(1/a;—w—t)& . q)] |
2mi Jrg (1/a; —w—1t)? (w4 1)
From (4.63)), we see that to show (4.59)), it suffices to prove
(4.66) lim lim sup |/~lt‘ =0,

4—00 {00
and for j =1,...,J, that

(4.67) lim limsup |A%t] = 0.

&—00  t—oo

Step 3. In this step, we prove ( ) and -
Fix j € {1,...,J,}. From |-i Wlthd— 1/2, we have for w € I'y and t > 0

(4.68) |®(w + )71 < 2Blwi+2Bt
where B =} _,5,(a; +b;). Also, if t > 2+ 1/a,, and & > 0, we have the trivial bounds

(4.69) 11/a; —w —t[~' <1, and |e¥?| < 1 for w € T
Combining (4.65]) with (4.5)), (4.68)) and (4.69), we get for t > 2+ 1/ay, and & > 0
|Ajt| < Dy - |(I) | (1/a;—t)3/3+(t— 1/a])a+2Bt/ |dw|623|w|—|w|3/12’

Ty
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which implies (4.67]).

We next observe for t,b> 0, z e I'T, w € Iy, that

bz
L+bz+t)] |1+ blz| , 2blw]
= = < exp(2b]z| + 2b
Trbw+ 0 |1+ 2| = P\ Tvee T4 < exp(2blz] + 20w,

where in the next to last inequality we used (2.11)) with d = 1/2. In addition, if J, > 0, a € [ay,,a1],
t>2/ay,, z€lf, wely

|1 —a(w+1t)]

1—a(z+ 1)

1+ 25 at — 1

1+ 2% aw alwl
B < |1+ w1 < exp < ) < exp(alwl).
(1/ —_—

The last two equations give for t > 2/ay,, z € Ff‘, wely
[@(z +1)]

|[®(w +1)]
In addition, using that Re (2 —w) > 1 for z € I'f, w € Ty, we conclude for & > 0

(4.70) <exp (2B|z| + 2B|w|).

(4.71) ~(zmw)a
Combining (4.64)) with (4.5)), (4.70) and (4.71)), we get for & > 0, and t > 2/a,

rf ry

e <e d Jz—w/l<1

which implies (4.66)). O

5. ASYMPTOTIC SLOPES

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [1.15] Throughout this section we continue with the
same notation as in the statement of the theorem.

5.1. Proof of Theorem [1.15((a,b). Observe that part (b) follows from part (a) and Proposition
1.10[(b). Consequently, it suffices to prove part (a). We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1. In this step, we suppose aj > aiH forie {1,...,J}}.
Recall M~ from (4.1):
MY (A) = ST {iRt (A (en) - ) € A}
i>1
Fix k € N with £ < J, and € > 0. We can find p € (0,¢) sufficiently small so that if we set
& = —2/a} — p and B = —2/af +p, fori=1,...,k,
we have
—2/a) <y < —2/af < By < dpo1 < —2/af_| < 1 <o <1< —2/aj < By <0,
where, as usual, —2/0 = —oo. We further set for i = 1,...,k
XN = M'W[a;,00), YN = MIWV[B;,00), ZN = M™|&;, 5;).

In (4.4) we showed that XiN ,Y;N have finite means, which implies XiN , YiN , ZiN € Z>o almost
surely and ZZ-N = XiN - Y;N. From Lemma we have fori=1,...,k

(5.1) lim E [X]] =4, ]VliixlooE[nN] =i-1

N—oo
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The last equation and Lemma [1.3] give

N N
(5.2) Jim E Z'] =1, Jim E (ZzN(zN —1)] =o0.
The last equation implies Z; Nolfori=1,... k.

Define VV1 = Y1 ,and for i = 2,...,k set WN MtN[ﬁZ,az 1) = YiN — Xﬁl. From , we
conclude W = 0 fori=1,...,k. Slnce ZN WX € Z>¢ (which is a discrete set), we conclude that
(5.3) lim P(ZN =1, WV =0fori=1,...,k) =1.

N—o00

We now observe that we have the following equality of events
(ZN =1, WN =0fori=1,...,k} = {a <R (AP () — 13) < B for i = 1k}
Combining the last displayed equation with @, and the definitions of &, 8;, we conclude
Jim P ( (ASE () — t3) + 2/af

> p for some i € {1,...,k}) =0,
which implies the statement of the theorem as p € (0,¢) and € > 0 was arbitrary.

Step 2. In this step we fix an arbitrary (a,b,c¢) € Ppos and k € N with £ < J. Note that in
particular J; > 1. We seek to show that for any fixed € > 0, we have

Jim P (tN (ALY () — 1% + 2/af > 5) =0, and
_>

. -1 a,b,c 42 + o _
Jim P (tN (ASPC(ty) — 12) + 2/a] < 5) 0.
Fix 6 > 0 sufficiently small so that
2(e’* —1)/af < ¢/2, and 2/a; —2/(27%5 + o)) < £/2.
We define the auxiliary sequences

A+ =e . qf a*:2*i(5+a;rfori21,

(5.4)

i’ 7
and observe that J+ Jr, J+—oo and
'+>a;:_1forz>1 anda >al+1fori:1,...,J;.

From our work in Step 1, we conclude

lim P (t;vl (AT — %)+ 2/at > 5/2> ~ 0, and
. — a,b,c ~
Jim P (tNl ABD () — 12) + 2/ < —5/2) —0

Using that a; > a;r for 4 > 1, and Theorem with A = B =0, we conclude

lim sup P (t;vl (ASY( ) — t3) + 2/at > 5/2)

N—oo

< limsup P (t]_vl APty — 1) + 2/a > 5/2) —0,
N—oo
where in the last equality we used the first line in . The last equation implies the first line in
, once we note that 2/a > 2/af — /2 by construction.
Similarly, using that a; < a?‘ for ¢ > 1, and Theorem with A = B = 0, we conclude

limsup P (t]_vl . (AZ’b’c(tN) — %) +2/af < —8/2)

N—oo

< limsup P (t;vl (ADPC(ty) = £3) + 2/ < —5/2) -

N—oo
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where in the last equality we used the second line in (5.5). The last equation implies the second
line in (5.4), once we note that 2/a;; < 2/a;} +¢/2 by construction.

5.2. Proof of Theorem [1.15|(c,d). Observe that part (d) follows from part (c¢) and Proposition
1.10(b). Consequently, it suffices to prove part (c). We split the proof into two steps.

Step 1. In this step we show the following tightness-from-above statement

(5.6) lim lim sup P (AZ’b’c(tN) > h) ~0.

h—oo N0

Set af =27"+a fori=1,...,J5 and aj = 0 for i > JF + 1. We observe that J; = J,

a
EL;F > a;;l fori=1,..., Jgﬁ and CVL?_ > aj for 4 > 1. From Theorem , we see that to prove 1 ,
it suffices to show

(5.7) lim limsupP (Ejy n) = 0, where Ej y = {AZ’b’C(tN) > h}.

h—oo N oo

Fix ¢ > 0. Let Fj,n = {A?’b’c(t]v) > hfori = 1,...,J }, and observe that from Theorem
1.15(a), which we proved in Section above, we have for each h € R

N—oo

Recall MV from (4.1)):
M (A) =31 {Af’b’c(tN) € A} .

i>1

From Lemma [£.4] we can find H > 0, such that for h > H, we have

limsup E []\thN [h, oo)} <Jf +e

N—o00
Using that k > J; + 1 by assumption, we conclude
M [h,00) > (J3 +1) - 1g, y + 5 - Le vomg > (5 +1) 1m0 + I8 -1 =I5 1ag
The last two inequalities and (/5.8]) show for h > H

limsup P(Ej ) <&,
N—o0

which establishes ([5.7)).
Step 2. In this step we show the following tightness-from-below statement

(5.9) lim limsup P (AZ’b7C(tN) < —h) =0,

h—o0 N0

which together with (5.6) completes the proof of the theorem.
From Theorem with A = B =0, we have

P (A () < —h) <P (A0w) < —h) =P (AL°°(0) < —h),

where A%%0 is the usual Airy line ensemble, c¢f. Remark and in the last equality we used its
stationarity. The last inequality immediately implies (5.9)).
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6. EXTREMALITY

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [I.19] In Section [6.1] we formally introduce the
Brownian Gibbs property, and recall some known results from the literature. In Section [6.2] we
perform a sequence of steps that reduce the proof of Theorem [I.19] to establishing the existence of

approzimate monotone couplings between certain ensembles related to £%%¢ and ensembles £a:b0
with finitely many non-zero parameters. In the same section we give a general overview of how this
approximate monotone coupling is established, with the full argument presented in Section [6.3}

6.1. Preliminary results. The goal of this section is to define the Brownian Gibbs property,
originally introduced in [11]. As fairly detailed expositions of this property have already been given,
we will be brief. We refer to |17, Section 2| and |18, Section 2| for additional details.

If W; is a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion, then the process

B(t)=W; —tW;, 0<t<1,

is called a standard Brownian bridge. Given a, b, x,y € R with a < b, we define

(6.1) B(t):(b—a)l/Q-B<Z:Z>—i—(::Z)~x+<z:2>-y,

and refer to the law of this random continuous function in C([a,b]) as a Brownian bridge from
B(a) = z to B(b) = y (with diffusion parameter 1). Given k € N and Z,7 € R*, we let P27

free

denote the law of k independent Brownian bridges {B; : [a,b] = R}¥_, from B;(a) = x; to B;(b) = v;.
The following definition introduces the notion of an (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble.

Definition 6.1. Let k¥ € N and W}, denote the open Weyl chamber in R*, ie.
Wl?:{f:(xlw-'axk) eRkl T1 > X9 > -+ >xk}.

Let Z,5 € W¢, a,b € R with a < b, and f : [a,b] = (—00,00] and g : [a,b] = [—00,00) be two
continuous functions. We also assume that f(t) > g(¢) for all ¢ € [a,b], f(a) > x1, f(b) > y1 and
g(a) <z, g(b) < yg.

We define the (f, g)-avoiding Brownian line ensemble on the interval [a,b] with entrance data ¥
and exit data § to be the {1,...,k}-indexed line ensemble Q on A = [a,b] and with the law of
Q equal to the law of k independent Brownian bridges {B; : [a,b] — R}F_; from B;(a) = x; to
B;(b) = y;, conditioned on the event

E = {f(t) > Bi(t) > Ba(t) > --- > By(t) > g(t) for all t € [a,b]} .
We denote the probability distribution of Q by PZ",%iff’f 7 and write EZ{Z’%@f Y for the expectation
with respect to this measure.

With the above notation in place, we can formulate the Brownian Gibbs property for N-indexed
line ensembles on R.

Definition 6.2. An N-indexed line ensemble £ = {£;};>1 on R is said to have the Brownian Gibbs
property, if it is non-intersecting, meaning that almost surely

ﬁl(t) > £¢+1(t) for all ¢ > 1, and t € R,

and the following holds for all @ < b and 1 < ky < ky. If we set K = {k1,k1 + 1,...,ka}, then for
any bounded Borel-measurable function F' : C'(K X [a,b]) — R, we have P-almost surely

(6.2) E [F (£]xxja) [Fext (K x (a,0))] = Egeii™ 7 [F(Q)].
On the left side of , we have that
Fext (K x (a,b)) = o {Li(s): (i,8) € (NxR)\ (K x (a,b))},
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is the o-algebra generated by the variables in the brackets above and L] Kx[ap) 18 the restriction
of £ to the set K x [a,b]. On the right side of (6.2), we have @ = (Ly,(a),...,Lk,(a)), ¥ =
(Liy (b), ..., Liy (D), f = Lg,—1]a,b] (the restriction of £ to the set {k1 — 1} x [a,b]) with the
convention that f = oo if k; = 1, and g = Ly, 11]a,b]. In addition, @ = {Q;}*27"™ has law
PoEGS9 and Q = {Q; fikl satisfies Q; = Qi_j 41

avoid

We end this section with two results we require for our arguments below. The first provides a

monotone coupling of the measures ]P’Z(,%iff’f 9 from Definition in their boundary data. This

statement can be deduced by combining [11, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7], although the formulation
below appears in |18, Lemma A.6].

Lemma 6.3. Assume the same notation as in Definition[6.1 Fiz k € N, a < b and two continuous
functions g, g° : [a,b] = [—00,00) such that g*(t) > g®(t) for all t € [a,b]. We also fix &, i, %, 7 €
Wy such that g°(a) < zy, g°(b) < yk, g'(a) < 2}, ¢*(b) <y}, and x; < 2}, y; <y} fori=1,... k.
Then, there exists a probability space (Q, F,P), which supports two {1,. .., k}-indexed line ensembles
LY and LP on [a,b], such that the law of Lt (resp. Eb) under P is P@OT 009" (resp. Pa’b’f’g’oo’gb),

avoid avoid

and such that P-almost surely we have LH(t) > LE(t) for alli=1,...,k and t € [a,b].

The second result we require shows that the Brownian Gibbs property is preserved under simul-
taneous vertical /horizontal shifts and Brownian scaling.

Lemma 6.4. Let £ be an N-indezed line ensemble on R that satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property.
Then, for any A > 0 and h,v € R the line ensemble L = {L;}i>1, defined by

Li(t) = A1Li(Nt+h) + v, fori>1,t€R,
also satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property.
Proof. This follows from [19, Lemma 2.1] with N = oo, A; =0 for i > 1. O
6.2. Proof of Theorem m: Part I. Denote the law of £%%¢ on C'(N x R) by p. Suppose that

L', £? are N-indexed line ensembles on R, which have the Brownian Gibbs property, and whose
laws 1, po satisfy

(6.3) p= o1+ (1 —aus,
for some a € (0,1). To prove the theorem, we need to show
(6.4) p=p1 and g = pio.

In the following steps, we reduce the proof of (6.4]) to a sequence of intermediate statements that
are easier to establish.

Step 1. Fix L,R € Zsg, such that L < J and R < J}. Let £DR = {£FF}i51 be the line
ensemble whose law agrees with £5%° where (a, b, 0) € Ppos are given by
af =af, fori=1,...,R,bf =bS fori=1,...,L, and a}, , = bl =0 fori> 1.
We claim that for any j € {1,2}, m € N, t1,...,tm, u1,...,upn € Rand nq,...,n, € N, we have

(6.5) P(L!

ng

Let us assume (6.5, and deduce (6.4). Define L,, = min(J;_ ,n) and R, = min(J;5,n), and note
from ([6.5) that

]P’(E%i(ti) <w;fori=1,...,m) < P(Eﬁ?’R”(ti) <w; fori=1,...,m).

(t;) <w; fori=1,...,m) gP(ﬁﬁ;R(ti) <w;fori=1,...,m).
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- . . .d.
From Proposition we know LIl Bn = £3b:¢ and by the continuous mapping theorem £t f—>
L€, By the Brownian Gibbs property satisfied by £%%¢, we know that the distributions of E%’ib’c(ti)
have no atoms, and so we conclude by taking the n — oo limit of the last equation that

P(L (t;) <w;fori=1,...,m) < P(ﬁfl’ib’c(ti) <w;fori=1,...,m).
Since p = apy + (1 — a)ug and « € (0,1), we conclude for j € {1,2}
P(L (t;) <w;fori=1,...,m) = ]P’(E‘,ll’ib’c(ti) <wgfori=1,...,m).

As finite-dimensional sets uniquely determine the law of a line ensemble, see [18, Lemma 3.1], we

conclude (6.4)).

Step 2. Fix § > 0, and define

(6.6) dj:e_&oa;r, fori=1,..., R, and&j:O, fori > R+ 1,
' bf =e % .bf fori=1,...,L, and b =0, fori > L+ 1.

7

We also let £° denote the ensemble with the same law as E‘ﬂ”o, with (a, b, 0) as above.
We claim that for any § > 0, we have

(6.7) P(LL () <wjfori=1,...,m) <P(L) (t;) <w;fori=1,....,m).
Notice that by Proposition and the continuous mapping theorem, we have Lo f'—d>' LR a5

0 — 0+. Similarly to Step 1, we conclude that (6.5)) with j = 1 holds by taking the 6 — 0+ limit
of . Upon swapping 1 with uo, and «a with 1 — «, we see that (6.5)) holds for j = 2 as well.

Step 3. Fix ¢ > 0. We claim that we can find sequences Ay > 1, ry > 0, 2V = (z}, ... ,x%fl) €

W vy = @, ..., yN_ ) € Wx_,, and gnv € C([-N,N)), depending on ¢, a, 6, {a; }i>1,
{b;r}izl, L and R, that satisfy the following statements for all sufficiently large N, depending on
the same set of parameters.

(a) The following limits both hold
(6.8) lim Ay =1and lim ry =0.

N—o0 N—o0
(b) For all large N
(6.9) zy-1 > gn(=N), yN_1 > gn(N).
(c) For all large N

(6.10)  P(ERE™) < (R+1)z/a, where Ere™ = {£}(N) < yV for some i € {1,...,N —1}},

(6.11) P(E}\e;ft) < (L +1)e/a, where Bt = {£}(-N) < 2N for some i € {1,...,N — 1}}.
(d) For all large N
(6.12) IP’(ER,Ot) < e/a, where ERPt = {Lx(s) < gn(s) for some s € [-N,N]}.
In addition, if we define the ensembles £V = {ﬁf’N}izl via
(6.13) LIN(1) = A LX) = 7y,

then the following statements also hold.
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(e) For all large N
(6.14) ]P’(Ef\i,ght) < (R+ 1)e, where E}r\ifght = {ﬁ?’N(N) >y for some i € {1,...,N — 1}} ,

(6.15) }P’(E}@ft) < (L+1)e, where Bt = {ﬁf’N(fN) > 2V for some i € {1,...,N — 1}} :
(f) For all large N
(6.16) ]P’(E}{;Ot) < e, where ER = {/j?(,N(s) > gn(s) for some s € [N, N]} .

Ezplanation. Condition (c) ensures that £ at time N is likely higher than y”, and at time —N is
likely higher than V. On the other hand, condition (e) ensures that £V at time N is likely lower
than yV, and at time — N is likely lower than V. Condition (d) ensures that the N-th curve L is

likely higher than gy on the whole interval [— N, N], while condition (f) ensures that EAf\}N is likely
lower than gn on [—N, N]J.

In what follows we suppose that we can find Ay, rn, 2%, vV and gy as above, and proceed to
prove ((6.7). For convenience we set

EXYY = Bty EREM U EROY and ERMY = Bt U BN U ERO
and note from (c-f) above that for all large N
(6.17) P(EY™) < (L + R+ 3)e/a and P(EX™) < (L + R + 3)e.

Suppose N is large enough so that and (6.17)) hold, and n;, |t;| < N —1fori=1,...,m.
By the Brownian Gibbs property of £! and the monotone coupling Lemma we have

1 ghar - E [1{Lc), (t;) <wifori=1,....,m}|Foe({1,....N =1} x (=N, N))]

.]EfN,N,xN,yN,OOﬂN [1 {Qm(tz) <wu; fori=1,... ,m}] .

<1 (E}'i]dry)c avoid

Taking expectations on both sides, using the tower property for conditional expectation, and utiliz-
ing the first inequality in (6.17]), we conclude
P (,C}Ll(tz) <w;fori=1,...,m)

< PNy 000w (Qn,(ti) <wjfori=1,...,m)+ (L+ R+ 3)e/a.

avoid

(6.18)

An analogous argument applied to /:'?\}N yields for all large N

P (L3N (1) <wifori=1,...,m)
(6.19) NN
> ot Y eIN (g () <wyfori=1,...,m) — (L + R+ 3)e.

= ~ avoid

We mention that £%V satisfies the Brownian Gibbs property in view of Lemma .

Combining (6.18)) and (6.19), we conclude for all large N
P(E}Li(ti) <wjfori=1,...,m)—P (ﬁf{zN(tl) < w; fori= 1,...,m) <(1+4+1/a)(L+ R+ 3)e.

Letting N — oo in the last inequality and using the fact that LON = [0 (which follows from
, (6.13) and the continuous mapping theorem), we conclude

P(LL (t:) <w;fori=1,...,m) —P(ﬁii(ti) < wu; for i = 1,...,m) <(1+1/a)(L+ R+ 3)e.
Letting € — 0+ in the last inequality, we get .
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Outline of Part II. In the remainder of this section we discuss at a high level the way we construct
the sequences Ay, rn, zV, 4™V and gy, satisfying conditions (a-f) above. See also Figure .

FIGURE 4. The left figure depicts the top N curves in £»*¢ (in black) on [~ N, N]
and £° (in dashed gray) on [-A3N, A% N], for J7 = L =R =1 and J;f =2. The
two dashed black parabolas are gy and gy + N~1/6,

The right figure depicts the curve endpoints E?’b’c(:lzN) and LA',;S’N(:I:N) for
i=1,...,N — 1, as well as the bottom curves Eﬁ\}b’c and LA',?\’,N on [-N,N]. The
figure also depicts the locations of a:iv and yZ-N, which, for : = 2,..., N — 1, are all
squeezed between gy (£N) and gy (£N) + N~/6. Distances in the figure have been
exaggerated for clarity.

Firstly, we will take Ay = 14+ ©(N~1) and ry = O(N~'/12). Both exponents here are not very
important, and can be modified, but these will suffice for our purposes.

One major difficulty is finding a function gy, satisfying conditions (d) and (f). The crucial
observation here is that by known bulk rigidity estimates for the parabolic Airy line ensemble
£900 (as in Remark , we know that the N-th curve £[J)\}0’O concentrates near the parabola
fn(t) = —271/242 — (37)?/3277/6N?/3 | see Lemma for a precise statement. We take gy to be
slightly below this parabola, specifically gy = fn — 2N /6.

By our choice of gy, we know that gy is a likely lower bound for C?\}O’O, and since E‘]l\’,b’c stochas-
tically dominates E?\}O’O, it is a likely lower bound for it as well. Using , we can transfer this
property to E}V, establishing the lower bound estimate in (d).

On the other hand, we know from Theorem that we can stochastically “squeeze” EA‘JSV between
E?\}(ﬁ(}( and E?\}O’O. As fy_g and fy are both very close to gy, we see that ﬁ?v is likely very close
to gny. To make it likely below gn, we need to shift it down slightly — this is the origin of ry in
the scaled ensemble £ in . This is how we accomplish the upper bound estimate in (f). At
this point we do not need the Brownian scaling by Ay in , and in fact implementing it only
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improves the upper bound estimate in (6.16]). We will shortly explain the role of this scaling.

Focusing on (c), we can use the fact that by Theorem M(a), we know that E?’b’c (and hence
L} by ) have asymptotic slopes —v/2/a;” near oo for i = 1,..., R. Focusing on (e), by our
d-perturbation of the parameters in , we know that ﬁf have asymptotic slopes —+/2/ d;-'r <
—\@/af for i =1,..., R. This enables us to find y < --- < yg, so that with high probability

~NV2/a} <yl < —NV2/aj, and hence LI(N) <y < L}(N).

This takes care of the bounds in (6.10) and (6.14]) for ¢ = 1,..., R. Here, the Brownian scaling in
(6.13]) and the shift by r5 do not play a substantial role.
In order to handle the bounds in (6.10) and (6.14) for ¢ > R + 1, we finally need to utilize the

Brownian scaling in (6.13). For L}, ;(N), we have the likely lower bound

Ly i(N)> LN (N) > fn(N) = N7V6 = gy (N) + N~V/6,
On the other hand, by Theorem [1.15(c), we have the likely upper bound for all ¢ > 1

LUN(N) < L9 (N) = —27 V23 N2 4 0(1) < —27V/2N2 - N34,

where the last inequality used Ay = 14+ ©(N~!), and N3/* could be replaced by a small constant
times N. Since N%/* dominates (37)2/32-7/6N?/3 we can find ygﬂ > - >yN |, so that
gN(N) + N7V S N > oS N > gn(V) > —27V2N2 - N34

Putting together the last three displayed inequalities, we deduce the remaining bounds i =
R+1,...,N —1in (6.10) and (6.14). The bounds (6.11) and (6.15)) are handled analogously, by

replacing R with L, a;,a; with b, l;j, and y~ with 2V. This completes (c) and (e).

6.3. Proof of Theorem Part II. In this section we provide the details behind the outline
from the previous section, and construct the sequences Ay, rn, 2V, ¥’V and gy, satisfying conditions
(a-f) there. In the rest of this section we fix ¢, «, 6, {a; }i>1, {b; }i>1, L and R as in Section .
All inequalities below hold provided that IV is sufficiently large depending on these parameters —
we do not mention this further.

Specifying the sequences. We define Ay and ry through

(6.20) Ay =N, py=N"1/12
and note that holds, verifying condition (a). In addition, we define
(6.21) gn(t) = —271/22 — (37)¥/327T/ON2/3 _gN /6,

We next turn to specifying zV, V. From , we have
af >af fori=1,...,R; bf >bf, fori=1,... L.

From the last set of inequalities, we conclude that we can find (o, ..., ar) € Wy and (B1,...,58L) €
W7, such that

(6.22) —V2/a} < oy < —V2/a} fori=1,...,R, and —\@/(A);r < Bi < —V2/bf fori=1,...,L.

For example, we can set a; = —\@/af —ip, B; = —\/ﬁ/bj — jp with p > 0 sufficiently close to zero.
We now define

N
fo:BiN, fori=1,...,L, andxg+i:gN(—N)+T2Z,forizl,...,N—L—l;
(6.23) .

N —
yZN:aiN, fori=1,...,R, andng:gN(N)—i—TZ,forizl,...,N—R—l.
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Using that (aq,... ,ar) € Wg, (B1,...,8L) € Wi, and the quadratic decay of gn(£N) in N, we
conclude from (6.23)) that =V, ¢V € Wy, for all large N. In addition, the same equation implies

(6.9), verifying condition (b).

In our work so far, we specified the five sequences Ay, ry, %, ¥V and gy, and showed that they

satisfy conditions (a) and (b). We next proceed to verify the other four conditions.
Verifying conditions (d) and (f). We require the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let £%%0 be as in Proposition when all parameters aii,bii and ¢t are equal to
zero. Then, for fn(s) = —271/2s% — (3m)2/32-7/6N2/3 we have

(6.24) ]\}gn [ S}VJENQ] N1/6 ‘E?\}O’O(t) - fN(t)‘ = 0 almost surely.
Cte[-N2,

Proof. The statement follows from [14, Theorem 1.6] upon setting k = N, ¢}, = NY/6 and ¢, = N2.
We mention that the line ensemble £ from [14] is related to £%0 via /2 - £900 = £, u

From Theorem with A = B = 0, there is a coupling such that almost surely E?\}b’c(t) >
[,S)\}O’O(t) for all ¢ € R. Combining the latter with Lemmam we conclude

P (LX"(5) < fn(s) = N7V for some s € [N, N]) <.

The last inequality, the fact that gn(s) = fn(s) — 2N~Y6 from (6.21), and (6.3) imply
(6.25) P (,c}v(s) < gn(s) + N~V for some s € [N, N]) <¢/a,
which implies (6.12)), verifying condition (d).
From Theorem applied to (a,b,0) and (0,0,0) with A = R, B = L, there is a coupling such
that almost surely
Ly () < L3V (),
for all t € R, where K = max(L, R). The latter and Lemma [6.5| show that
P (ﬁ‘lsv(s) > fn_ri(s) + (N — K)7Y/0 for some s € [—NQ,N2]) <e.
Using that )\?\,N < N2, and the definition of L3N from 1) we conclude
P (EA?\’[N(S) > AN ok (ARrs) + (N — K)~Y6 —ry for some s € [-N, N]) <e.
We also note that
A ANk (Vs) + (N — K) Y6 —py < 271262 A JH(3m)2/327T/8(N — K)?/3
+ (N = K)o —ry < fy(s) + N7+ (N = K) 70—y < gn(s),

1/N

where in the first two inequalities we used Ay = e*/*', and in the last inequality we used that

gN(S) = fN(S) - 2N71/6 a,nd N = N71/12
The last two displayed inequalities imply (6.16)), and hence condition (f).

Verifying condition (c). From Theorem ‘1.15(a), we know Nflﬁﬁ’b’c(]\f) = —V2/a} for i =
1,..., R. Using that o; < —\/Q/af, see ([6.22), and that le = q; N, see 1} we conclude

P<£?’b’C(N) §y1N> <eg fori=1,...,R.
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The latter and imply
(6.26) P(LH(N)<yY) <e/a,fori=1,...,R.
An analogous argument using Theorem [1.15(b) yields
(6.27) P(LH(-N)<zl) <e/a,fori=1,...,L.
Using that £}(t) > LL(t) for 1 <i < N and t € R, and (6.25), we conclude
P (E}(N) < gn(N) + N7V6 for some i € {1,... ,N}) <e/a.

Using that ygﬂ- < gn(N)+ N~1/6 see , we conclude
(6.28) P(L{(N) <y} for some i€ {R+1,...,N}) < ¢/a.
An analogous argument yields
(6.29) P(L{(—N) <zl for someie {L+1,...,N}) < ¢/a.
By a union bound (6.26) and (6.28) imply (6.10), while and imply (6.11). This

verifies condition (c).

Verifying condition (e). From Theorem [1.15(a), we know N~'L)(N) = —V2/af for i =
1,...,R. Using the definition of £V from lj and that Ay = e, we conclude N‘lﬁf’N(N) =
—ﬁ/&j. Using that «; > —\/i/&j, see 1’ and that y;N = q; N, see |i we conclude

(6.30) P(ﬁf’N(N) zyfv) <efori=1,...,R
An analogous argument using Theorem M(b) yields
(6.31) P ([:f’N(—N) > a;fV) <efori=1,...,L.
From Theo(c) for k = R+ 1, we know that /:'%H()\?VN) +271/2X4, N? is tight. We also
observe from 1) that )\:])’V —e3/N >1+ 3/N, and so
272N N? < —2712N? — N < gn(N) = N34 —ry,

where in the last inequality we used that ry = N~Y!2 from (6.20) and gn(N) = —2"V2N2 +
O(N?/3) from (6.21). Combining the last few statements with the definition of £%V from (6.13)),

we conclude

P (ﬁ‘jﬁl(N) > gN(N)) <P ()\]_Vlﬁ% LOZN) 427 2NNy > N3/4) <e.

Since y¥ > gn(N), see 1) and ﬁf’N(N) < ﬁfﬁl(N) fori € {R+1,..., N} we conclude from
the last equation that

(6.32) P (ﬁf’N(N) >y~ for some i € {R+1,... ,N}) <e.
An analogous argument using Theorem M(d) yields

(2

By a union bound (6.30) and (6.32) imply (6.14), while (6.31]) and (6.33) imply (6.15). This
verifies condition (e), and concludes the proof of Theorem [I.19]

(6.33) P (ﬁ§’N(—N) >z for some i € {L+1,..., N}) <e.
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