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1 Introduction and Main Results
Let K be a closed subset of the complex plane C and v a measure on K. For k =

1,2, ..., we will be concerned with the following ensemble of probability measures
on K¥+1:

1
Z-VDMGo. ... 2012 exp (—2k[Q(z0) + - + Q(z)]) dv(zo) . . . dv(zp).

Here,
e 7 is a normalization constant;
e VDM (zg,...,2r) = H0§i<j§k (zj — z;) is the usual Vandermonde determinant;
e O: K — (—o00,400] is a lower semicontinuous function; and
e f>0.

These probability measures occur in random matrix theory as the joint probability
of eigenvalues and also in the theory of Coulomb gases, where zg, ..., zx are the
positions of particles. They have been extensively studied but generally only when v
is Lebesgue measure (cf., [1, 18]).

We will deal with the global behavior as k — oo. In particular, we study the
almost sure convergence of the empirical measure of a random point ﬁ Z{‘c:o 8, to
the equilibrium measure given by the unique minimizer j , of the weighted energy
functional; i.e.,

inf(79(1) : e M(K)}

where M (K) are the probability measures on K and

o
120 = [ [ og )

with w(z) = exp(—0Q(z)). We will also establish a large deviation principle (LDP).

Ben Arous and Guionnet [2], building on work of Voiculescu, first proved a
large deviation principle for the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble. This was subsequently
extended to general unitary invariant ensembles. Hiai and Petz [18] extended these
methods to the complex plane and strongly admissible (see Definition 3.1) continuous
weights Q. In these settings, v was taken to be the Lebesgue measure.

More recently, the case of weakly admissible weights (see Definition 3.1) on
unbounded subsets of the plane was studied in [15] and the existence of a unique
minimizer of the weighted energy functional (which in this case may not have com-
pact support) was established. In [14] a large deviation principle was established for Q
weakly admissible, continuous on R or C and v the Lebesgue measure. Such weights
occur in certain ensembles (see [14], the Cauchy ensemble) and in certain vector
energy problems (see [15]).

In this paper we will systematically develop the case when Q is lower semicontinu-
ous, weakly admissible and v is more general than the Lebesgue measure. We will use
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Logarithmic Potential Theory and Large Deviation

the methods of [9] which first of all give the almost sure convergence of the empirical
measure of a random point, and, subsequently, we obtain a large deviation principle.

The paper is organized as follows: in the next section, we give some basic results
on logarithmic potential theory in R” valid for n > 2. Using the results in R together
with inverse stereographic projection from a two-dimensional sphere S to the complex
plane, in Sect. 3 we readily extend some classical potential-theoretic results valid for
compact subsets of C to closed, unbounded sets with weakly admissible weights.

In Sects. 4-7, we return to the setting of compact sets K in R” and admissible
weights (see Definition 2.2; such weights need only be lower semicontinuous). Corol-
lary 4.12 establishes the almost sure convergence of the empirical measure of a random
point to the equilibrium measure in this setting, for appropriate measures v.

Our next goal is to show that two functionals J and J on the space M(K) of
probability measures coincide. These functionals are defined as asymptotic L (v)-
averages of Vandermonde determinants with respect to a Bernstein—-Markov measure
v on K. As in previous work (cf., [8,9]), weighted versions of these functionals are
of essential use (Theorem 6.6). This equality immediately yields a large deviation
principle in this R” setting, Theorem 7.1, in which the rate function is given in terms
of the weighted energy functional independent of the Bernstein-Markov measure v.

In Sect. 8, we deal with compact subsets of the sphere in R? and measures of infinite
mass, again establishing a LDP (Theorem 8.6). Measures of infinite mass arise as the
push-forward of measures on unbounded subsets of the plane under stereographic
projection.

Our ultimate goal, achieved in Sects. 9 and 10, is to utilize the R” result to prove
the analogous equality of the appropriate J-functionals for probability measures on
closed, unbounded sets in C allowing weakly admissible weights and very general
measures of infinite mass (Theorem 9.4). Then, via a contraction principle, we obtain
an LDP (Theorem 10.2).

Theorem 1.1 Let K C C be closed, and let Q be a weakly admissible weight on K.
Assume (K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—-Markov property (9.1). If v has
finite mass, assume that (K, v) satisfies a strong Bernstein—-Markov property while
if v has infinite mass in a neighborhood of infinity, assume that (9.4) and (9.5) are
satisfied for some function €(z). Define a sequence {or} of probability measures on

M(K) by
1 k k
() = - / VDM (zo, ...,z [Je 29 [ ] dva
G i=0 i=0

where ék = {(z0,...,2%) € Kkt . klﬁ > 8z € G}. Then {ox} satisfies a large

deviation principle with speed k* and good rate function T = T, K,0 Where, for
n € M(K),

T(p) = 12(n) — 12(uk, o).

In Sect. 11 we extend this result to the case of general § (Theorem 11.2). Our
results include the LDP for a number of ensembles occurring in the literature (see
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Remark 10.3) and also the results of Hardy [15] for the Lebesgue measure in R or
C (see the discussion after Theorem 11.2). The idea of using inverse stereographic
projection and working in R? to obtain an LDP for unbounded sets in C comes from
this work.

2 Logarithmic Potential Theory in R”

Let K C R" be compact and let M(K) be the set of probability measures on K
endowed with the topology of weak convergence from duality with continuous func-
tions. We consider the logarithmic energy minimization problem:

inf [
e )

where

1
I(1) :=/ / log dup(x)du(y)
Kk JK [x — yl

is the logarithmic energy of . We will say that K is log-polar if 1 () = oo for all
w € M(K).Itis known that any compact set of positive Hausdorft dimension is non-
log-polar [11]. For a Borel set E C R" we will say E is log-polar if every compact
subset of E is log-polar. We write

1
UH(x) :=/ log du(y)
k lx=yl

for the logarithmic potential of w. It is locally integrable and superharmonic in all of
R".
We gather known results about logarithmic potentials in R” in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.1 The following results, whose precise statements can be found in [21] for
logarithmic potentials in C = R?, hold true for logarithmic potentials in R", n > 2:

(1) for u = 1 — w2 a signed measure with compact support and total mass zero,
with 1 and y of finite energies, I () is non-negative and is zero if and only if
W1 = [2.
(ii) principle of descent and lower envelope theorem (with “q.e.’
replaced by “off of a log-polar set”);
(iil) maximum principle;
(iv) continuity principle.

’

in the latter

Proof The version of (i) in C is [21, Lem. 1.8]. In R”, it follows from [12, Thm. 2.5].
An extension of (i) in case of unbounded support and whenever 7 (1) is well-defined is
given in [19], see Example 3.3. One checks that the proofs of the principle of descent
and lower envelope theorem in C, Theorems 1.6.8. and 1.6.9. of [21], are valid in R”".
Results (iii) and (iv) are Theorems 5.2 and 5.1 of [17]. A maximum principle restricted
to the two dimensional sphere also follows as a particular case of [10, Thm. 5]. O
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We will need to work in a weighted setting. We caution the reader that, unlike the
setting of compact sets in R” where we have a single notion of admissibility for a
weight function, when we work on unbounded sets in C in the next section, we will
have several different notions.

Definition 2.2 Given a compact set K C R” which is not log-polar, let Q be a lower
semicontinuous function on K with {x € K : Q(x) < oo} not log-polar. We call such
Q admissible and write Q € A(K). We define w(x) := ¢~ 2%,

We refer to either Q or w as the weight; in [21] this terminology is reserved for w.
We consider now the weighted logarithmic energy minimization problem:

inf 7€(), 1 e M(K),

where
19() = / / du(du(y) = 1(w) +2 / 0(0)dpu(x).
x—ylw(X) ») K

Following the arguments on [21, pp. 27-33], we have the following.

Theorem 2.3 For K C R" compact and not log-polar, and Q € A(K),

(i) Vi :=inf ek 19 (1) is finite;
(ii) there exists a unique weighted equilibrium measure wg o € M(K) with
IQ(MK,Q) = Vi and the logarithmic energy I (g o) is finite;
(iii) the support Sy, :=supp(jk o) is contained in {x € K : Q(x) < oo} and Sy, is
not log-polar;
(iv) Let Fy :=Vy — f x Q()dug, g(x) denote the (finite) Robin constant. Then

UMK.2(x) 4+ Q(x) > F,, on K\ P where P is log-polar (possibly empty);
UMK2(x) 4+ Q(x) < Fy forall x € Sy,

Remark 2.4 Inthe proof of the Frostman-type property (iv) in[21], one simply replaces
“q.e.”—off of a set of positive logarithmic capacity in C—by “off of a log-polar set”
as the essential property used is the existence of a measure of finite logarithmic energy
on a compact subset of a set of positive logarithmic capacity in C. We should mention
that, in the unweighted case, the existence portion of (ii) and property (iv) can be found
in [17, Theorems 5.4 and 5.8].

Next we discretize: for k > 2, let the k-th weighted diameter & kQ (K) be defined by

0 0 2/k(k—1)
8 (K):= sup VDM (x1, ..., Xk) ,
X geees xreK
where |VDM kQ (x1, ..., xg)| denotes the weighted Vandermonde:

@ Springer



T. Bloom et al.

k
vDM2(xy. ... xk)‘ = [T i = xjlweow)) = [T 1x =0 [ weep!

i<j i<j j=1
= |[VDM(xy, ..., x0)| - H w(x) L 2.1)
j=1
By the upper semicontinuity of (x1,...,x;) — ij |x; — xjlw(x;)w(x;) on Kk

the supremum is attained; we call any collection of k points of K at which the maxi-
mum is attained weighted Fekete points of order k for K, Q. Following the proofs of
Propositions 3.1-3.3 of [9, Sect. 3] we may derive similar results in R”.

Theorem 2.5 Given K C R" compact and not log-polar, and Q € A(K),
M) if {ux = ¢ Z -0 (k) C M(K) converge weakly to u € M(K), then

2/k(k—1)
lim sup ‘VDMQ ( (k), e, xlgk>)‘

k— 00

<exp(—19w); (22

(i) we have

82(K) := lim §2(K) = exp (—Vy);
k— 00

. k
(iii) lf{xj- )}j=1,.“,k; k=23,.. C K and

2/k(k—1)
11rn ‘VDMQ ( (k) ...,x,ﬁk))‘ =exp (—Vy)
then
k
ZS (k) — Wk,o weakly.
] 1

3 Weighted Potential Theory on Unbounded Sets in C

We use the previous results in R? and the inverse stereographic projection from the
two-dimensional sphere to C to extend classical results concerning potential theory
on compact subsets of C to unbounded closed sets with weakly admissible weights.
Some of these results already appeared in the literature, see, e.g., [16,23].

Thus let K C C be closed and unbounded. We consider three types of admissibility
for weight functions on K.

Definition 3.1 Let Q be alower semicontinuous function on K with {z € K : Q(z) <
oo} a non-polar subset of C (equivalently a non-log-polar subset of R?). We say Q is
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(i) weakly admissible if there exists M € (—o0, 00) such that

liminf (Q(z) —log|z|) = M; 3.1
zekK, |z|—>o0
(i) admissible if iminf,ck |;|-400(Q(z) —log|z|) = +00;
(iii) strongly admissible if for some € > 0, there exists R > 0 with Q(z) > (1 +
€)log|z| forz € K and |z| > R.

Examples of weakly admissible weights arise from logarithmic potentials: if u is a
probability measure on C such that U* is continuous, then Q0 = —U* is weakly
admissible on K = C.

We assume now that Q is weakly admissible. We consider the inverse stereographic
projection T : C U {00} — S where S is the sphere in R? centered in (0, 0, 1/2) of
radius 1/2. It is defined by

Re(z) Im(z) |z? )
T(z) = , R , eC 3.2
@ (1+|z|2 T+ 122 T+ RE) © 5-2)

and T (o0) = Py, where Py = (0, 0, 1) denotes the “north pole” of S. The map 7 is a
homeomorphism with

|z — ul
I+ 122V +
where | - | denotes the Euclidean distance.

For v a positive Borel measure supported on K, not necessarily finite, we denote
by T,v its push-forward by T, that is, the measure on 7 (K) such that

IT(z) =Tw)| = z,u €C, (3.3)

f(X)dT*v(x)=/Kf(T(Z))dv(Z),

T(K)

for any Borel function f on 7(K). Lemma 2.1 in [15] shows that the map
T : M(K) - M(T(K)),

is a homeomorphism from M (K) to the subset of M(T (K)) of measures which put
no mass at the north pole Py of S. Here, M(K) and M (T (K)) are endowed with the
topology of weak convergence. This is the topology coming from duality with bounded,
continuous functions. On K, it suffices to consider bounded, continuous functions
f 1 K — Csuch that lim|;|_, f(z) exists. This follows from the correspondence of
M(K) with the measures in M (7T (K)) putting no mass at Py.

When the support of a measure ;1 € M (K) is unbounded, its potential

1
|z — 1]

UMt (z) = /log du(r), zeC

is not always well-defined. However, the following lemma holds true.
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Lemma 3.2 If there exists a zo € C with UM (z9) > —oo then

/log(l + |tDdu(r) < oo, 3.4

which implies that U™ (z) is well-defined as a function on C with values in (—o0o, 00].
Moreover, UM (z) is then superharmonic and

_UR @) < log(1 + |2)) +/log<1 DA,

Also,
/log(l + [t)du(t) < oo = —oo < I(u). 3.5)

Proof If 1 +2|zo| < 7] then 1 + |7] < 2(|¢t| — |z0]) = 2|r — zo, hence
/ log(1 + |¢])du(z) < log2 +/ log |zo — t|du(t) < co. (3.6)
142[z0|<|t] 14+2]z0|<|t]

Conversely, if (3.4) holds then —oco < U*(z) and —oo < I(u) since |z — t| <
(1+1z])(1 + |]). Under assumption (3.4), the potential U*(z) is superharmonic. This
follows, for example, from the fact that

1+ |¢]
|z — 1]

Uh(z) = / tog ey - / log(1 + lNdu (1),

and the first integral on the right-hand side is superharmonic with respect to z, see
[20, Thm. 2.4.8]. The direct implication in (3.5) was noted above. Conversely, if
—o0 < I(w) then U*(z) cannot be constant, equal to —oo, for all z, so the inequality
on the left of (3.5), which is (3.4), follows from (3.6). O

Logarithmic potentials on C and the sphere S correspond by the relation
n o 1 2 1 2
UM(z) = UM (Tz) — zlog(l +1z7) — 3 log(1 + |¢]7)du(2), zeC. 3.7

The weighted logarithmic energy of a measure u € M(K) is defined as

1
IQ(M)=//IOg—du(z)dM(I)=1(u)+2/ Qdu, (3.8)
Kk JKk |z — tlw(2)w() K

where w = ¢~ €. The double integral is always well defined. Indeed, it follows from
the upper semicontinuity of w and (3.1) that the integrand is bounded below. On the
contrary, the second expression has a meaning only if 7(u) > —oo which is not
necessarily true. Another equivalent way to define 1< (1), which is always valid, is
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by using the map T as was done in [16]. Here, one identifies 7 < (1) with the weighted
logarithmic energy of the measure T,u € M(T(K)),

~ 1 ~
19T = / / log AT, (AT, (y) +2 / G (x),
T(K) JT(K) lx — yl T(K)
3.9)
where |
O(T(2) = 0(z) — 3 log(1 + |z]%). (3.10)

To define Q on the whole of T (K') we set é(Po) = M in (3.1),so that Q becomes lower
semicontinuous, and we get a correspondence between weakly admissible weights on
the closed set K in C and admissible weights on the compact set T(K) C S in R3.

Lemma 3.3 A closed subset K C C is polar if and only if T (K) C S is log-polar.
Proof We have

1 1
/ / log dTpn(x)dTp(y) = / / log du(z)dp(r)
T(K) JT(K) [x — yl Kk Jk |z — 1]

+/ log(1 + |t12)du(t).
K

Recall that a closed subset K C C is polar if K, = K N B(0, r) is polar for all
r > 0. Thus, if K is non-polar, there exists r > 0 with K, non-polar, that is, there
is a measure w, supported on K, of finite energy. By the above equality, Ty, is a
measure on T (K,) C T(K) of finite energy, so T (K) is not log-polar. Conversely, if
K c Cis polar, for any finite measure p of compact support in K we have I (1) = oo
in C (cf. [20]) and thus I (Typ) = oo in S. Since any measure on 7 (K) charging the
north pole Py has infinite energy, it follows that 7'(K) is log-polar. O

Theorem 2.3 asserts the existence and uniqueness of a weighted energy minimizing
measure on a non-log-polar compact subset of R” with an admissible weight. Obvi-
ously, this minimizing measure does not charge any point of the set, in particular the
north pole Py if it belongs to the set. Hence the above correspondence implies the
following result.

Theorem 3.4 Let K be a non-polar closed subset of C and Q a weakly admissible
weight on K. Then,

(i) Vi = inf epmek) 19 (w) is finite;

(ii) There exists a unique weighted equilibrium measure wg o € M(K) with
IQ(MK)Q) = Vy and the logarithmic energy I(jk o) is finite (hence
—AUMK.C =21k o);

(iii) The support Sy, :=supp(iLk, o) is contained in {z € K : Q(z) < oo} and Sy, is
not polar;

@iv) Let Fy ==V, — fK 0(z)duk, o(2) denote the (finite) Robin constant. Then

UMK-2(z) + Q(z) > Fy on K\ P where P is polar (possibly empty);
UHKC(z) + Q(z) < Fy forallz € Sy.

@ Springer



T. Bloom et al.

Proof The above assertions correspond by the map T to the similar assertions from
Theorem 2.3 applied with a non-log-polar compact subset of the sphere S. Note that

1
T*MK,QZ,UIT(K),Qv Vw = Vg, Fy =Fﬁ_§/ IOg(1+|t|2)dMK,Q(t),
K
where we have set i := e—C. The fact that I (g, @) < oo follows from
Ik, ) = 1%k 0) — 2/ Qdpk o =19(Tupk o) — 2/ Qduk 0,
K K

where we know that [ Q(T*;LK,Q) = Vj is finite and Q is bounded below. If S, is
compact, it is clear that the other inequality —oo < I (ug, o) is satisfied. If S, is not
compact, we may use

// log|z —rlduk, o(2)duk, (1) = 2/10g(1 + [thduk, (),

so to verify —oo < I'(ug, o) it suffices to show that

/ log(1 + [t du. o (1) < oo,
K

which holds true by Lemma 3.2 since the equilibrium potential satisfies U#X.2 >
_w. D

In particular, if u is a probability measure on C such that U* is continuous, taking
Q = —U" on K = C we have © = ug, ¢ so that, in general, ;tx o need not have
compact support. As specific examples, if K = C and Q(z) = 1 log(1 + |z|%), then
dug,o = a1+ |z|2)_2dm(z) where dm is Lebesgue measure, cf., Example 1.4
of [15]. If K = Rand Q(x) = 1log(l + x?), then dug o = 7~ '(1 + x?)~ldx,
cf., Example 1.3 of [15]. We mention that in [16], existence and uniqueness of a
minimizing measure were proven in the more general context of weakly admissible
vector equilibrium problems.
Let L(C) be the set of all subharmonic functions u on C with the property that

u(z) — log |z| is bounded above as |z| — oo.

We will need the following version of the domination principle, see [7, Cor. A.2].

Proposition 3.5 Let u, v € L(C) with u(z) — v(z) bounded above as |z| — oo and
suppose 1 (Av) < oo. Ifu < va.e.—Av, thenu < v onC.

Here, Av need not have compact support.

We can now state a weighted version of the Bernstein—Walsh lemma with a weakly
admissible weight (see [21, Thm. III.2.1] for the case of an admissible weight). This
will be used in Sect. 8 to get a version for appropriate polynomials on the sphere

@ Springer



Logarithmic Potential Theory and Large Deviation

(Theorem 8.1). We let Py (C) denote the complex-valued polynomials of a complex
variable of degree at most k.

Theorem 3.6 Let K be a closed non-polar subset of C and Q a weakly admissible
weight on K. If py € Py(C) and

Ipk(2)e O <M forge z €Sy,
then
Ipk(@)| < Mexp(k(=U"52(2) + Fy)), z€C,
and
Ipr(2)e D < M, forge z€K.
Proof The function g := log(| px|/ M)/ k belongs to L(C) and
g(2) < Q(2) < —U"K9(2) + F,, forqe.z € Sy.

By Lemma 3.2, —U"X.2 + F,, also belongs to L(C) and —AU*X.2 =2k ¢ is of
finite energy. Hence, by the above domination principle,

which, together with the first inequality in (iv) of Theorem 3.4, proves our contention.
O

We proceed with properties of the weighted Vandermonde. We have the relation
VDME(, ... 20| = |[VDMET @), ... T

from which it follows that the assertions of Theorem 2.5 about the Vandermonde can
be carried over to C. Since the result may be of interest on its own, we state it as a
theorem.

Theorem 3.7 Let K be a closed non-polar subset of C and Q a weakly admissible
weight on K. The k-th weighted diameters 8kQ (K), k = 2, are finite and

1) if {ux = %Zl;-:] SX(_k)} C M(K) converge weakly to u € M(K), then
J

2/k(k—1) 0
)| <exp(—1%(w); B

lim sup ‘VDMkQ (xfk), e, x,ik)

k—o00
(i) we have 82 (K) := limy_, 00 82 (K) = exp (= Viy);
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. k
(iii) lf{x;- )}j:I,...,k; k=23,.. C K and

2/k(k—1)
] = exp (~ Vi)

lim (VDM ({7, xf

then

Z(S (k) — WK,Q weakly.
] 1

Remark 3.8 The Frostman-type result in (iv) of Theorem 3.4 and (ii) of Theorem 3.7
(as well as (iii) in the special case of arrays of weighted Fekete points) has also been
proved in [3].

4 Bernstein-Markov Properties in R”

In Sects. 4-8, we return to the setting of compact sets in R”. In particular, admissible
weights will be in the sense of Definition 2.2. For k = 1,2,..., let P, = P(")
denote the real polynomials in n real variables x = (xi, ..., x,) of degree at most
k and Py (C) denote the complex holomorphic polynomials in n complex variables
z = (z1,...,2n) of degree at most k. Given a compact set K C C" and a positive
measure v on K, we say that (K, v) satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property (or v is
a Bernstein-Markov measure for K) if for all p; € P (C),

el == sup | p ()] < Millpillz2) wnhhmsupM/ = 1.

zeK k— 00

It was shown in [8] that any compact set in C" admits a Bernstein—-Markov measure
for complex holomorphic polynomials; indeed, the following stronger statement is
true.

Proposition 4.1 [8] Let K C R". There exists a measure v € M(K) such that
for all complex-valued polynomials p of degree at most k in the (real) coordinates
x = (x1,...,x,) we have

pllk < Millpllr2

where lim supy,_, M,:/k =1

For a compact set K C R” and a positive measure v on K, we will say that (K, v)
satisfies the Bernstein—Markov property if for all p; € Px,

1/k
l1Pllk := sup |pk ()| < Mil|pkllp2e,) with hmsupM k_ 1.

xekK k— 00
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More generally, for K C R” compact, Q € A(K), and v a measure on K, we say
that the triple (K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—Markov property if for all
Pk € Pr,

_ _ T 1/k
lle kQPkHK < My|le kak||L2(v) with 11msupMk/ =1.
k—

9]

We have the analogous notion of weighted Bernstein—Markov property for piy € Py (C)
if K ¢ C"and Q € A(K).

Remark 4.2 These properties can be stated with L” norms for any 0 < p < oo.
The proof of Theorem 3.4.3 in [22] in C that if (K, v) satisfies an (weighted) L?-
Bernstein—-Markov property for Py (C) for some 0 < p < oo then (K, v) satisfies
an (weighted) L”-Bernstein—Markov property for all 0 < p < oo just uses Holder’s
inequality and remains valid in our setting.

Now another very important observation: Theorem 3.2 of [4] works—indeed, is
even stated—in R” for any n > 2:

Theorem 4.3 Given K C R" compact, and Q a continuous weight, if v is a finite
measure on K such that (K, v) satisfies a Bernstein—Markov property, then the triple
(K, v, Q) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—Markov property.

Definition 4.4 Given K C R” compact, a finite measure v on K is called a strong
Bernstein-Markov measure for K if for any continuous weight Q on K, the triple
(K, v, Q) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—-Markov property. We have the analogous
notion if K C C" using px € Pr(C).

Remark 4.5 Combining Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.3 we see that any compact
set K in R" admits a strong Bernstein—-Markov measure; and any Bernstein—Markov
measure on K is automatically a strong Bernstein—Markov measure for K. This latter
equivalence is not necessarily true in the complex setting. For K C C, there are well-
known sufficient mass-density conditions on a measure v on K so that (K, v) satisfies
a Bernstein—-Markov property for P (C) [22]. In particular, Lebesgue measure on
an interval or Lebesgue planar measure on a compact set in C having C! boundary
satisfies the Bernstein—-Markov property. We remark that if C\K is regular for the
Dirichlet problem, the condition that (K, v) satisfies a Bernstein—-Markov property for
P (C) is equivalent to the condition that v be a regular measure; i.e., v € Reg in the
terminology of [22]. We refer to this book for more details.

Furthermore, for every compact set K in R” there exist discrete measures which
satisfy the (strong) Bernstein—Markov property [8]. If one considers K ¢ R* c C”,
there are sufficient mass-density conditions on a measure v on K so that (K, v) satisfies
a Bernstein—Markov property for polynomials on C" and hence on R”. For more on
this, cf. [6,8].

Remark 4.6 Let K C R”" be compact and not log-polar and let v € A(K). If «
is a finite measure on K such that (K, o, v) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—-Markov
property, then
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(i) (K, ca,v) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—-Markov property for any 0 < ¢ < 0o
and

(i) (K,a + B, v) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-Markov property for any finite
measure 8 on K.

The importance of a (weighted) Bernstein—Markov property is the following con-
sequence on the asymptotic behavior of the (weighted) L? normalization constants
defined by

0_ ,0 0 . [?
Z; =7 (K,v) = /Kk ‘VDMk Xk)| dv(Xk), 4.1
where Xx 1= (x1, ..., xx) € K¥ and v is a finite positive measure on K.
Remark 4.7 The quantity Z kQ appears as the normalization constant in the law of
eigenvalues of random matrix models. It is also referred to as the partition function

in the theory of Coulomb gases. See Sect. 11 for more details about the link between
these notions.

Proposition 4.8 Given K C R" compact and not log-polar, Q € A(K), and v a finite
measure on K such that (K, v, Q) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—Markov property,
we have

Jim (Z2)V/RE=D = exp (= V) = 82(K).
—00

Proof We clearly have lim supk_)oo(ZkQ)l/k(k_l) < exp (—Vy) from (ii) of Theo-
rem 2.5. For the reverse inequality with lim inf, note that

n
VDM (x1, ..., x> =[] i — x,1” = H(Z(Xi,z - Xj,z)z)
i<j i<j \I=I
where we write x; = (x; 1, ..., X; ) 1S a polynomial of degree k(k — 1) in the nk

real coordinates {x; ;};=1,.. n: i=1,..k- Now if Fx = (f1, ..., fi) is a set of weighted
Fekete points of order k for K, Q, then

k
p@1) = [VDM(x1, fo. ... fol* [[ e DeU
j=2

is a (non-negative) polynomial of degree 2(k — 1) in (the coordinates of) x;. By
definition of weighted Fekete points, for any x| € K,

p(xl)e—Z(k—l)Q(xl) < I).Cneal?p(x)e—2(k—1)Q(x) _ p(f1)6_2(k_1)Q(f1)
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since this right-hand side is precisely |VDMkQ (Fi)|%. By the weighted Bernstein—
Markov property using L' norm instead of L? (see Remark 4.2),

VDML (F)? < M2<k_1)/ VDMt fon .. fOP
K

k
20060 TT ¢~ 26=D0UD gy (xy).
j=2

Now for each fixed x; € K, we consider
k
Ppa(x2) i= [VDMy(x1, x2, f3..., P - e ¢ DCOD L T e20-DOU)

J=3

which is a (non-negative) polynomial of degree 2(k — 1) in (the coordinates of) x».
Then

Pa(f2)e 2ETDOUD) < max py (x)e2kDOW),
T xek

The left-hand side is

k
VDMi(x1, fo. fs ... o2 - e 260000 T em20=heu,
j=2

The right-hand-side, by the weighted Bernstein—-Markov property, is bounded above
by

Mgy / VDM G152, fon oo fi)2 - e 26000
K

k
[T e 2% DU —20=D002) gy ry).
j=3

Plugging these into our first estimate, we have

|VDM1<Q(Fk)|2 = M2(k71)/ VDM (x1, fo. ..., f)l* - e 2E-DCED
K

k
. H e 206=D0UD gy (xy)
Jj=2

< M2(k—1)/ |:M2(k—1)/ |VDMy(x1, X2, f3,..., fi)|} - e 2D,
K K
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k
. H e—Z(k—1)Q(fj)e—2(k—1)Q(x2)dv(x2) dv(x))
j=3

k
= (Ma-1))’ / [VDMi(x1, %2, f3, ..., fOl? [ e 247U
K? =3
2
. H e 2h=D2MN gy (xy)dv(x)).
j=1
Continuing the process and using le(/sz]) — 1 gives the result. O

Given any Q € A(K), we can always find a finite measure satisfying the important
conclusion of Proposition 4.8.

Proposition 4.9 Let K C R" be compact and not log-polar and let Q € A(K). Then
there exists a finite measure ( on K such that

Jim (Z2(K, ) D = exp (— V) = §2(K). (4.2)

We can even construct u so that, in addition, | is a (strong) Bernstein—Markov measure
for K.

Proof Consider the weighted equilibrium measure g o. We have V,, = I'(uk,g) <
oo. By Lusin’s continuity theorem, for every integer m > 1, there exists a compact
subset K, of K such that g o(K\K;) < 1/m and Q (considered as a function on
K, only) is continuous on K,,. We may assume that each K,, is not log-polar and
that the sets K, are increasing as m tends to infinity. Let u,, € M(K,,) be a (strong)
Bernstein—Markov measure for K,,,. We claim that u = Z,fle % W satisfies (4.2).

Since u,, € M(K,,) is a (strong) Bernstein—-Markov measure for K,, and Q,, :=
0|k, is continuous, it also follows from Remark 4.6 (i) that (K,;,, O, zlm Im) satisfies
a weighted Bernstein—-Markov property.

Since z,?(K, w) < maxy gk |VDMEC(x)|?(K), we have

1/k(k—1)
lim sup (Z,?(K, M)) < 52(K).
k—o00
To show
1/k(k—1)
timinf (22 (K, ) > 59(K),
—00

let Ay := g, o(Kp) sothatd,, 1 1. Letting 6, := ﬁ/LK,QIKm € M(K,,), we have
197 On) = 197 (1K, 0,)-
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Since (K, O, % WUm) satisfies a weighted Bernstein—Markov property,

1 1/k(k—1)
o (1o ) = o (4 (ko o))

Clearly

1
Z2(K, ) > Z2" (K, plk,) = Z2" (Km, Z—mum) :

Thus

o 0 k=1 o0 1 1/k(k—=1)
hklgg(l)f (Zk (K, /,L)) > liminf { Z; K, Z—mum

k— 00

= exXp (_IQm (MKmst)) z eXp (_IQm (em))
By monotone convergence, we have

lim 197 (6,) = 19 (1ux.0)

m-—00
so that

)l/k(k—l)

liminf (22 (K, ) > exp—1(uk.0) = 62(K),
— 00

as desired.
For the second part, let v be a (strong) Bernstein—-Markov measure for K and define

o0
W= Z 27" + .
m=1

The fact that u is a (strong) Bernstein—-Markov measure for K follows from the fact
that v is a (strong) Bernstein—-Markov measure for K and (ii) of Remark 4.6. Finally,
w satisfies (4.2) from the previous part applied to > o ; 27" u,, and the obvious

inequality Z2 (K, ;1) > Z2 (K, 50, 27" ). O

Example 4.10 If u is a (strong) Bernstein—Markov measure for K and the set of points
of discontinuity of Q € A(K) is of u measure zero, then (4.2) holds for . As a simple
but illustrative example, let K = [—1, 1] C R and take

Q) =0 atallx € [—1, 1]\{0}; Q(0) = —1.
Itis easy to see that Lebesgue measure djx on [—1, 1] satisfies (4.2) but (K, Q, ) does

not satisfy the weighted Bernstein—-Markov property. On the other hand, (K, Q, u+36o)
does satisfy the weighted Bernstein—-Markov property.
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For Q € A(K) and v a finite measure on K, we define a probability measure Proby
on K*: for a Borel set A C K¥,

Prob; (A) := LQ / ‘VDM,?(Xk) 2dv(Xk). “4.3)
Zk A

Directly from Proposition 4.9 and (4.3) we obtain the following estimate.
Corollary 4.11 Let Q € A(K) and v a finite measure on K satisfying

)l/k(kfl)

tim (2Z(K, v) = exp (= Vi) = 82(K).
k— 00

Given n > 0, define
2
Ay 1= [Xk e K*: [vDMZ x| = 02K) - n)"<k‘>| L 44
Then there exists k* = k*(n) such that for all k > k*,

k(k—1)
Prob(K*\Ag.) < (1 — ———— V(KXY
T 2exp (— V)

We get the induced product probability measure P on the space of arrays on K,

¥ = [X - {Xk c Kk}kzl]’

namely,

o0

(0 P) = [T (K* Proby)

k=1

As an immediate consequence of the Borel-Cantelli lemma and (iii) of Theorem 2.5,
we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.12 Let Q € A(K) and v a finite measure on K satisfying

Jim (Z2 (K, v)*E=D = exp (= V) = 82(K).
— 00

For P-a.e. array X = {x;k)}jzlw,k; k=2.3.... € X,
k

1
% Zb‘x@ — Wk, weakly as k — oo.
J
j=1
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5 Approximation of Probability Measures

For the proof of a large deviation principle (LDP) in R”, as in [9], we will need to
approach general measures in M (K) by weighted equilibrium measures. For that, we
consider equilibrium problems with weights that are the negatives of potentials. We
first verify that the natural candidate solution to such a problem is, indeed, the correct
solution.

Lemma 5.1 Let u € M(K), K C R" compact, I(i) < oo. Consider the possibly
non-admissible weight u := —U" on K. The weighted minimal energy on K is
obtained with the measure i, that is

Yv € M(K), I(M)+2/ud,u§[(v)~|—2/udv,

with equality if and only if v = .

Proof We may assume that / (v) < oco. The inequality may be rewritten as
0<TI(W) —2I(u,v)+1()=1IW—p),

which is true, and, moreover, the energy / (v — u) can vanish only when v = pu, see
(i) of Theorem 2.1. O

The following two approximation results are analogous to [21, Lem. 1.6.10].

Lemma 5.2 Let K C R" be compact and non-log-polar and let p € M(K). Let
Q € A(K) be finite p-almost everywhere. There exist an increasing sequence of
compact sets K, in K and a sequence of measures (i, € M(Ky,) satisfying

(1) The measures |4y, tend weakly to ., as m — 00;
(ii) The functions Q|k,, € C(Ky) andf Qdu,y, tend to f Qdp as m — oo;
(iii) The energies I (i) tend to I () as m — oQ.

Proof By Lusin’s continuity theorem, for every integer m > 1, there exists a compact
subset K, of K such that u(K\K,,) < 1/m and Q (considered as a function on
K, only) is continuous on K,,. We may assume that K,, is increasing as m tends to

infinity. Then, the measures i, := |k, are increasing and tend weakly to . Since
Q is bounded below on K, the monotone convergence theorem tells us that

/Qdﬁm =/Q|Kmd;,L—>/Qd/L, asm — oQ.

Denoting as usual by log™ and log™ the positive and negative parts of the log function,
we have, as m — o0,

)(m(z,t)log+ |z — t] Tlog+ |z —t| and ym,(z,t)log™ |z —t]| 1 log™ |z — ],

@ Springer



T. Bloom et al.

(n x p)-almost everywhere on K x K where x,,(z, t) is the characteristic function
of K,, x K, and we agree that the left-hand sides vanish when z = ¢ ¢ K,,. By
monotone convergence, we obtain

I(ity) — I(w), asm — oo.

Finally, defining (t,, := /1 (Ky,) gives the result. O

Corollary 5.3 Let K C R" be compact and non-log-polar and let © € M(K) with
I() < oo. Let K, be the sequence of increasing compact sets in K and [, the
sequence of measures in M(K,,) given by Lemma 5.2 with Q = U". There exist a
sequence of continuous functions Q,, on K such that

(1) the measures |, tend weakly to p and the energies I () tend to I (1), as m —
005
(ii) the measures py, are equal to the weighted equilibrium measures |k o,,-

Proof First, note that U* € A(K) and is finite p-almost everywhere since I (1) < oo,
so that Lemma 5.2 applies with Q = U*. Now we define

O = —U" | = —p(Kp) ™ U™ | .

Since Q = U*" is continuous on K,,, it follows that Q,, is continuous on K,,. By the
continuity principle for logarithmic potentials [Theorem 2.1 (iv)], —U* is continuous
onR" and hence Q,, is continuous on K . Properties (i) and (ii) follow from Lemmas 5.2
and 5.1 respectively. O

6 The J ¢ Functionals on R”

In this section, we introduce and establish the main properties of the weighted L?
functionals 7Q, J 2 as well as the relation with the weighted energy /2. Our goal is
to establish an LDP in the next section.

Fix a compact set K in R”, a measure v in M(K) and Q € A(K). We recall that
M(K) endowed with the weak topology is a Polish space, i.e., a separable complete
metrizable space. Given G C M(K), foreachk = 1,2, ... we let

k
1
Gy := a:(al,...,ak)eK",EZ(sajeG , 6.1)
j=1

and set

1/k(k—1)
] (6.2)

712(G) = [/a IVDME (a)*dv(a)
k
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Definition 6.1 For u € M(K) we define

7% = inf 72(G) where 72(G) := lim sup J2 (G);
Su

k—o00

J2() = inf J2(G) where JO(G) := liminf J2(G);
Gop k— 00

Here the infima are taken over all neighborhoods G of the measure p in M(K). Note

that , a priori, 7Q, J € depend on v. For the unweighted case Q = 0, we simply write
Jand J.

Lemma 6.2 The functionals J (1), 7(,u), J Q0 (W), 7Q (), are upper semicontinuous
on M(K) in the weak topology.

Proof The proof is similar to the one of [7, Lem. 3.1]. O
Lemma 6.3 The following properties hold (and with the J, J Q functionals as well):

M) 720 < e°® for 0 € AK);
(i) T < T() - e 2k 0 for @ € A(K);
(iii) 7Q(,u) = T (1) - e~ 2Jx Q4 f5r O continuous.
Proof Property (i) follows from
2/k(k—1)
J2(G) < sup ‘VDMkQ(a)) / ,

aeGy

and the upper bound (2.2) on the limit of the Vandermonde. We prove (ii) and (iii)
simultaneously. We first observe that if © € M(K) and Q is continuous on K, given
€ > 0, there exists a neighborhood G € M(K) of u with

k
1 ~
‘/KQ d,u,—zj_gl&,j <e forace Gy

for k sufficiently large. Thus we have

k
1
—G—AQdMS—E;Q(aj)SE—/KQdu- (6.3)

Note that for Q € A(K), hence lower semicontinuous, we only have the second
inequality. Since

k
‘VDMkQ(a)‘ = |VDM;(a)| - He—(k—nQ(a_/),
j=1

we deduce from (6.3) that
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VDM (@le ¢V 04 < |y DME @) < |V DMy (@)t DSk 00,

Now we take the square, integrate over a € C~}k and take a k(k — 1)-th root of each
side to get

J(G)e Xk 04 < J2(G) = J(G)eX ik 2,
Precisely, given € > 0, these inequalities are valid for G a sufficiently small neigh-

borhood of . Hence we get, upon taking lim sup;_, ., the infimum over G > u, and
noting that € > 0 is arbitrary,

T = T2 (u) - &2 Jx 0dn

as desired. If Q is only lower semicontinuous, we still have the upper bounds in the
above, which gives (ii). O

From Lemma 6.3 (i), we know that for Q € A(K)
=0
log J@(u) <log 7= () < —19(w). (6.4)
In the remainder of this section, we show that when the measure v satisfies a Bernstein—
Markov property, equality holds in (6.4).

We first consider the unweighted functionals J and J and the case of an equilibrium
measure 4 = (g, where v € A(K).

Lemma 6.4 Let K be non-log-polar, v € A(K), and let v € M(K) such that
(K, v, v) satisfy a weighted Bernstein—Markov property. Then,

log J (ukv) = log J (k) = —1 (k. v). (6.5)

Proof To prove (6.5), we first verify the following.
Claim Fix a neighborhood G of g . For n > 0, define

Ay = {2 e K VDMI@P = 67 (K) — <D}
Given a sequence {n;} with n; | 0, there exists a jo and a ko such that
Vj = jo, Vk=ko, Akpy; C Gr. (6.6)

We prove (6.6) by contradiction: if false, there are sequences {k;} and {j;} tending
to infinity such that for all / sufficiently large we can find a point Zy, = (z1, ..., 2k,)
with Z, € Aklﬂ?jl \Gy,. But
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for [ sufficiently large is a contradiction with (iii) of Theorem 2.5 since Zy, € Akz,nj,

and n;, — 0 imply u! — pg., weakly. This proves the claim.
Fix a neighborhood G of 11k , and a sequence {n;} withn; | 0.For j > jo, choose
k = k; large enough so that the inclusion in (6.6) holds true as well as

r n; kj(kj—1)
Proby; (K™ \Ag; ;) < (1 - 25U(K)) , (6.7)
and
n; kj(kj—1)
 [— -0 as j— oo, (6.8)
28V (K)

which is possible (for (6.7) we make use of Corollary 4.11). In view of (6.6), the
definition of Probkj, and (6.7), we have

1

Z! Je
kj ij

2 1 2
Av(Zig) = ’VDM,?J, (ij)) dv(Zi)
k

j Ak

N kj(kj—1)
>1—(1- Y ) (6.9)
26V (K)

Note that, because of (6.8), the lower bound in (6.9) tends to 1 as j — oo. Then,
since (K, v, v) satisfy a weighted Bernstein—-Markov property, we derive, with the
asymptotics of Z}(’j given in Proposition 4.8, that

VDM, (Zig)

2
VDM (Zig)| dv(Zy;) = logs”(K).

1
liminf—log/
j—o00 kj(kj -1 5kj

Given any sequence of positive integers {k} we can find a subsequence {k;} as above
corresponding to some 71; | 0; hence

1 2
lim inf ——— 1 VDM (Zy)|* dv(Zy) > log §¥(K).
o k(k—1) 0g/5k| (O] dv(@i) = log8"(K)

It follows that
log J'(G) = log §"(K).
Taking the infimum over all neighborhoods G of jtx , we obtain
log J"(1k v) > log 8" (K).
Using (ii) of Lemma 6.3 with u = ug ,, we get
log J(pk,v) = =1 (1k,).

and with the unweighted version of (i), we obtain (6.5). O
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Remark 6.5 We observe that the proof only used the property

lim (Z} (K, v))/*E=D = 5v(K).
k— 00

Theorem 6.6 Let K be a non-log-polar compact subset of R" and let v € M(K)
satisfy the (strong) Bernstein—-Markov property.

(1) Forany u € M(K),
log J (1) =log J (1) = —1I(w). (6.10)

(ii) Let Q € A(K). Then A
T () =T(n) - e 2k 0, (6.11)

(and with the J, J € functionals as well) so that,
log 7° (1) = log 12() = —19 (). (6.12)
Proof We first prove (i). The upper bound
log J (1) < =1 (w) (6.13)
is the unweighted version of (6.4). For the lower bound —7 (1) < log J(u) we first
assume that / (1) < oo. Using Corollary 5.3, there exists a sequence of (continuous)

functions Q,, defined on K and measures u,, = [k, g, tending weakly to & such
that,

im () = I(W). (6.14)

Thus we can apply Lemma 6.4 to conclude

log J (m) = log J (1im) = —1 (1im),

and from (6.14) along with the upper semicontinuity of the functional © — J(u), we
derive

lim log J () = —1(u) < log J(u).
m—00
Together with (6.13) we get

log J (n) =log J () = —1I ().

If w € M(K) satisfies I () = 0o, (i) of Lemma 6.3 shows that J (i) = 0.
We next proceed with assertion (ii). For (6.11), it is sufficient to prove the inequality

T8 = T(u) - e 2Nk Qn. (6.15)
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We first assume that Q is finite -almost everywhere and 7 (i) < oo sothatLemma5.2
can be applied on K. Let K, be the sequence of compact subsets of K and u,, be the
sequence of measures in M(K,,) given by that lemma. By the upper semicontinuity

of the functional 7Q,

7240 = timsup 72 ().

m—0Q

Also, by (iii) of Lemma 6.3 and (6.10), since Q|g,, is continuous,
T2 () = T (u)e—2d Qtm — =1 () =2 [ Qdpin

Hence, (6.15) follows from (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 5.2. When /() = oo, both
sides of (6.15) equal 0, since J(u) = e’ and, by definition, 0 < 72w, 1t
w({Q = oo}) > 0, this is true as well because J () > —oo while the exponential in

the right-hand side vanishes.
Finally, (6.12) follows from (6.10) and (6.11). O

Remark 6.7 We note that the Bernstein-Markov property of the measure v has only
been applied with the sequence of continuous weights Q,, that appear when approach-
ing p with Corollary 5.3.

From now on, we simply use the notation J, J @ without the overline or underline. It
follows from (6.10) and (6.12) that these functionals are independent of the measure

v; i.e., we have shown: if v € M(K) is any (strong) Bernstein—Markov measure, for
any Q € A(K), and for any u € M(K) we have

log J9 () = —19(w). (6.16)

7 Large Deviation Principle in R”

Fix a non-log-polar compact set K in R”, a measure v on K and Q € A(K). Define
jk : KX — M(K) via

k

) 1

Bt = 2 > 8. (7.1)
j=1

The push-forward oy := (ji).(Probg) (see (4.3) for the definition of Proby) is a
probability measure on M (K): for a Borel set G C M(K),

1
or(G) = —/
72 J&

recall (4.1), (4.3) and (6.1); here, ZkQ depends on K, Q and v.

VDME(x1, ..., xx) 2dv(x1) dv(xy), (7.2)
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Theorem 7.1 Assume v is a (strong) Bernstein—Markov measure on K, Q € A(K),
and v satisfies

1/k(k—1)
) = exp (= Vi) = 82(K). (1.3)

: 9]
klggo (Zk (K, v)

The sequence {0y = (jx)«(Proby)} of probability measures on M(K) satisfies a
large deviation principle with speed k* and good rate function T = T, K,0 Where,

for p € M(K),
I() :=1log J (k. 0) —log J? () = 1°(n) — 1% (k. ).

This means that 7 : M(K) — [0, oo] is a lower semicontinuous mapping such
that the sublevel sets {u € M(K) : Z() < a} are compact in the weak topology on
M(K) forall @ > 0 (Z is “good”) satisfying (7.4) and (7.5).

Definition 7.2 The sequence {uy} of probability measures on M (K) satisfies a large
deviation principle (LDP) with good rate function Z and speed k if for all measurable
sets ' C M(K),

1
— inf Z(u) < liminf - log ux (I") and (7.4)
uero k—oo k
. 1 .
lim sup 2 log ur(I') < — inf Z(w). (7.5)
k— o0 nel’

In the setting of M (K), to prove a LDP it suffices to work with a base for the weak
topology. The following is a special case of a basic general existence result for a LDP
given in Theorem 4.1.11 in [13].

Proposition 7.3 Let {0} be a family of probability measures on M(K). Let B be a
base for the topology of M(K). For u € M(K) let

T = — inf lim inf € 1 G)).
(M) {GG;SI:I;LGG}(IEE}(I)I € Ogae( ))

Suppose for all u € M(K),

I(n)y=— _ inf li 1 G)).
== gl (e @)

Then {o.} satisfies a LDP with rate function Z(u) and speed 1/¢.
We give our proof of Theorem 7.1 using Theorem 6.6.

Proof As abase B for the topology of M (K), we simply take all open sets. For {o.},
we take the sequence of probability measures {03} on M(K) and we take ¢ = k2.
For G € B,

k

1 1 0 1 0
= log oy (G) = log J,(G) — 2 log Z;;
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using (6.2) and (7.2). From (6.16), and the fact that (7.3) holds,
. 0 0 0
lim —logZ;” =logd~(K) = log J* (uk,0);
k— 00 k2 ’
and by Theorem 6.6,

inf lim sup log JkQ(G) = inf liminf log JkQ(G) = log JQ(M).
[CETT SN Gop k—o0

Thus by Proposition 7.3 and Theorem 6.6, {0y} satisfies an LDP with rate function
Z(w) :=1log J? (k. 0) —log J () = 1%(w) — 1% (k. o)
and speed k2. This rate function is good since M (K) is compact. O

Remark 7.4 Note that the rate function is independent of the (strong) Bernstein—
Markov measure v satisfying (7.3).

8 Measures v of Infinite Mass on K ¢ S c R3

In this section, we restrict to the setting of compact subsets of the two-dimensional
sphere S in R3, of center (0, 0, 1/2) and radius 1/2. Then in the following sections, we
use stereographic projection from S to the complex plane to derive a large deviation
principle on unbounded subsets of C. Now typically, on the complex plane, one would
like to consider locally finite measures with infinite mass like, e.g., the Lebesgue
measure. We use the stereographic projection 7' defined in (3.2) which sends the north
pole Py = (0,0, 1) of S to the point at infinity in C. On the sphere S we are thus led
to consider positive measures v, locally finite in S\ Py, such that

v(Vp,) = oo, for all neighborhoods Vp, of Py. (8.1)

The goal of this section is to extend the results from the previous sections to such
measures.

Fix a compact subset K of S containing Py. To ensure the finiteness of the different
quantities defined previously, some condition should be satisfied linking the measure
v and the increase of the weights Q near Py. We assume that

Ja > 0, / €(x)%dv(x) < 00, (8.2)
K

where € (x) is some non-negative continuous function that tends to 0 as x tends to Py,
and that
O(x) > —loge(x), asx — Py. (8.3)

This implies in particular that Q (Py) = oo. We next state a weighted Bernstein—Walsh
lemma on the sphere.
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Theorem 8.1 Let K be a closed non-log-polar subset of S and Q € A(K). Let
k
) =[]lx—xl. xeS, (8.4)
j=1

where x1, ..., x; € S and assume
|pk(x)e_kQ(x)| <M forx € Sy, \P where P is log-polar (possibly empty).
Then
|pr(x)| < Mexp (k (~U*2(x) + Fy)), x€S8,
and

pk(z)eka(Z) <M forx e K\I; where P is log-polar (possibly empty).

Proof Using the stereographic map 7 defined in (3.2), this theorem is a translation of
Theorem 3.6 on C. O

We will also need a lemma related to where the L” norm of a weighted “polynomial”
lives, see [21, III,Thm. 6.1], [5, Thm. 6.1] for polynomials on C. For w = e 2, we
set

Sk =1{x € K, UMK2(x) + Q(x) < Fy}.

Note that, as U*K-2(x) + Q(x) is lower semicontinuous, S} is a closed subset of
S which, moreover, does not contain Py. Indeed, U#X-2(x) is bounded below while
O (x) tends to infinity as x tends to Py. Moreover, from Theorem 3.4, S,, C Sj.

Lemma 8.2 Let p > 0, K a non-log-polar compact subset of S containing Py,
0 € A(K) and v a positive measure on K satisfying (8.1)—(8.3). We assume that
(K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—Markov property. Let N C K be a closed
neighborhood of S;,. Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent of k and p such
that, for all expressions py of the form (8.4),

P P
/ ‘pke_kQ‘ dv < (1 + O(e_Ck))/ ‘pke_kQ‘ dv.
K N

Proof We normalize py so that || pre ¥€ sz = 1. It is sufficient to show that there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for k large,

p .
/ ‘pkeka‘ dv < ek, (8.5)
K\N
and that, for every € > 0 and k large,
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P
/ ‘pke_kQ‘ dv > ek,
K

For the second inequality, we use the L?/?-Bernstein—-Markov property (recall
Remark 4.2) which gives

P - P - p _
/ ’pke_kQ‘ dv > Mzkp/2 Hl’ke_kQHK > Mzkp/2 Hpke_kQ Hs = Mka/z = €_€k,
K 5

for k large, where we notice that p,% is a real polynomial of degree 2k.
For the first inequality, we use Theorem 8.1 and the fact that S, C S;;. This implies
that, forx € K,

e KU KCHO—Fy) o k(U KL H+Q—Fy).

w

e_kQ(Z)pk(x)‘ < He_kak

Since U#X-2 is bounded below on K, there exists a constant by such that
—U"K-2(x) — Q(x) + Fy < loge(x) + by, x €K,

and, as €(x) tends to 0 as x tends to Py, there exists a neighborhood Vp, of Py such
that ¢?0e(x)V/% < 1forx € Vp,. On the other hand, since N is a closed neighborhood
of S} and —U"K.¢ — Q is upper semicontinuous, there exists a constant by > 0 such
that

—UMKQ(x) — Q(x)+ Fy, < —b; <0, x € K\N.

From this we deduce that

p
/ ‘I’ke_kQ’ dv = /
K\N Vi,

5/ ekpboe(x)kpdv+e_kpb1v(K\Vp0)
Vp

0

p
pke_kQ‘ dv +/

P
‘pke_kQ‘ dv
K\(NUVpy)

kp
<[

/ €(x)*dv + e X PPy (K\Vp,),
K

L
for k large, which implies (8.5). O

We are now in a position to prove an extended version of Proposition 4.8.

Proposition 8.3 Let K be a non-log-polar compact subset of S containing Py, Q €
A(K) and v a positive measure on K satisfying (8.1)—(8.3). We assume that (K, v, Q)
satisfies a weighted Bernstein—Markov property. Then the L* normalization constants
ZkQ defined in (4.1) are finite and

. 1/k(k=1)
lim (sz) = s2(K).

k— 00
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Proof In view of (8.2) and (8.3), it is clear that, for k large, the integral defining Z kQ
is finite. The lower bound,

1/k(k—1)
5C(K) < lim inf (Z,?) ,
k—o00

is proved as in the proof of Proposition 4.8 by making use of the weighted Bernstein—
Markov property. For the upper bound,

1/k(k—1)
tim sup (2 < 52(K), (8.6)

k— 00

we first note that the expression |VDMkQ (Xy)|? is, in each variable, of the form
e 2k=DQ 412 with || as in (8.4) for k — 1. Hence, by using Lemma 8.2 with p = 2
for each of the k variables, and with N C K a closed neighborhood of S as in
Lemma 8.2 with v(N) < co and Py &€ N, we get

z,?:/ ‘VDM,?(Xk)\2dv(Xk)s(1+0(e%‘<k*‘>))k/ )VDM,?(Xk))Zdv(Xm
Kk Nk

< (14 0=t )" (5200) ek,

which implies (8.6) by taking the k(k — 1)-th root and letting k£ go to infinity. O
The next goal is to generalize Corollary 4.11.

Corollary 8.4 We assume that the conditions (8.1)—(8.3) are satisfied and that
(K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—-Markov property. Then, with the nota-
tion of Corollary 4.11, there exist a constant ¢ > 0 and k* = k*(n) such that for all

*
k > k¥, 0

-~ 282(K)

where N C K is a closed neighborhood of S}, as in Lemma 8.2 with v(N) < oo and
Py ¢ N.

k(k—1)
Proby (K*\ Ay ) < (1 ) V(N)K + O(e™h), (8.7)

Proof We set By := K k \ A, and decompose the integral in

1 2
Probu(KM\ e = —5 [ |VOMEKw)| avix
Zk Bk,

as a sum of two integrals over By , NN kand Bi,N(K k\ N¥). Recalling the definition
of the set Ay ;, the first term is less than

n k(k—1) .
(1 - 2aQ<K>) VA

for k large. The second term is less than
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1
Z,? KR\Nk

k
2 1 2
VDMkQ(Xk)‘ WX <> —/ ‘VDM,?(Xk) dv(Xy).
—~ 72 Ju,
J=1

where U;j = K x --- x (K\N) x --- K and the subset K\N is in j-th position.
As already observed in the previous proof, the expression |V DM, kQ (Xg)|? is, in each
variable, of the form e=2*=DQ|4|? with |¢| as in (8.4) for k — 1. Hence, applying
Lemma 8.2 with the j-th variable to the integral over U}, we get the upper bound

k
1 2
O(e—c(k—l))Z—Q/ ‘VDM,{Q(Xk) dv(Xy),
=1 2 Vi

where V; = K x---x N x --- K.Replacing N with K we finally get the upper bound
O(ke=¢*=1), which implies (8.7) with a different c. O

The last result that needs to be extended is the first item of Lemma 6.3, namely, that
for O € A(K), and v satisfying (8.1)—(8.3),

T2 < 12w, (8.8)

With the notation of Sect. 6, we remark that fixing a > 0 as in (8.2), we can write

8

04(x) = Q) = 57— 00, T = e e,

% o |* a5
vDMZ @) di(a),

2
vDME(@)| dv(a) = /~
Gy

where

and Q4+ = max(Q, 0). Observe that {Q}x is an increasing sequence of admissible
weights that converges pointwise to Q as k tends to infinity. Also, in view of (8.2) and
(8.3), v is a finite measure. Since

i
/8

By letting k go to infinity in this inequality and taking the infima over all neighborhoods
G of a measure u in M(K), we obtain

Qk() 2 ~
VoM @] dv@), k= ko,

VDM (a)‘zd'ﬁ(a) < /
k = |-
Gy

we have

Ok 2
VoM @) dv@), k= ko.

2
VDMkQ(a)‘ dv(a) < /~
G

0
I < 0w,
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where, here, the subscript denotes the measure with respect to which the Vandermonde
is integrated. Since V is of finite mass, we derive from (i) of Lemma 6.3 that

Q
M

Letting ko go to infinity, and making use of

/Qkodua/Qdu, as kg — o0,

which follows from the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain (8.8).

From the results above and the proofs of the previous sections, one may check that
Theorem 6.6 extends to the measures v considered in this section. For future reference,
we state this as a theorem.

Theorem 8.5 Let K be a non-log-polar compact subset of the sphere S in R3, con-
taining Py, Q € A(K) and v a positive measure on K satisfying (8.1)—(8.3). Assume
v satisfies a (strong) Bernstein—Markov property. Then,

log 78 (1) = log J@ (1) = —12 ().

Also, the large deviation principle asserted in Theorem 7.1 extends.

Theorem 8.6 Let K be a compact subset of the sphere S in R3, containing Py, Q €
A(K) and v a positive measure on K satisfying (8.1)—(8.3) and (7.3). Then, the large
deviation principle from Theorem 7.1 holds.

Remark 8.7 In Theorems 8.5 and 8.6, the conclusion is valid for any v satisfying a
(strong) Bernstein—Markov property and (8.1)—(8.3) (with any appropriate function
€(x)). Moreover, the rate function in Theorem 8.6 is independent of v.

9 The J ¢ Functionals on Unbounded Sets in C

We return to the case of unbounded sets in C; our goal is to use Theorems 8.5 and 8.6
to derive their versions in our current setting. In the rest of this paper we will need the
Bernstein—-Markov property on C. For K a closed subset of C, v a positive measure
on K, locally finite but possibly of infinite mass in a neighborhood of infinity, and Q
a weakly admissible weight as in (3.1), we say that (K, v, Q) satisfies the Bernstein—
Markov property if

_ _ . . 1/k
Vor € Pe(©), e Cpillx < Mille @ pill oy, with Timsup M,/* = 1.
k

> ©.1)
As in Sect. 4, if (9.1) holds true for any continuous weakly admissible weight Q, we
will say that v satisfies a strong Bernstein—-Markov property. Note that the polynomials
Pk in (9.1) are polynomials with respect to the complex variable z.
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Example 9.1 For Q acontinuous admissible weight on R, the linear Lebesgue measure
dA provides an example of a measure with unbounded support satisfying (9.1). Indeed,
from Theorem 3.6, the sup norm of e k@ Pk is attained on S, which is compact. Hence,
it suffices to prove (9.1) on S,, or any compact set containing S,,, for instance a finite
interval I (see Remark 4.5). For Q a continuous admissible weight on C, similar
reasoning shows that planar Lebesgue measure dm on C satisfies (9.1) as well (in this
case one considers the restriction of dm to a closed disk).

Next, let O be an admissible weight on K = {x € R : x > 0} which is continuous
except Q(0) = +oo. In this case, property (c) of Theorem 1.1.3 [21] shows that S,,,
the support of pg o, will be compact and disjoint from the origin. Thus the linear
Lebesgue measure similarly satisfies (9.1). Specific examples are Laguerre weights
QO(x) = Ax — slogx with A, s > 0 which occur in the Wishart ensemble (see [18,
section 5.5]); and Q(x) = c(log x)? with ¢ > 0, occurring in the Stieltjes—Wigert
ensemble (see [14,24]).

Remark 9.2 For future use we observe that, if v has infinite mass in a neighborhood
of infinity, then the Bernstein-Markov property (9.1) is automatically satisfied if we
restrict, for each k, to polynomials pj of exact degree k and the weight Q satisfies a
condition slightly stronger than weak admissibility (3.1), namely

lim (Q(z) —log|z]) = M < oo. 9.2)

zeK, |z]—>o0

Indeed, for p; amonic polynomial of degree k, |e ¥ 2@ py (z)| behaves like the constant
e M - 0asz — oo, so that its sup norm on K is finite while its L>(v)-norm is
infinite. Hence we can take My = 1 for each k > 0.

Next, we define the (weighted) L? normalization constants for a closed subset K
of C, O weakly admissible and v a positive measure on K,

0 — 07|
Z2(K . v) = Kk‘VDMk @ dv@), 9.3)

where Zx 1= (z1,...,2¢) € K k. Then we have the correspondence
Z2(K,v) = Z2(T(K), T.v)

where é is defined in (3.10). To ensure the finiteness of Z kQ (K, v) in case v has infinite
mass in a neighborhood of infinity, like, e.g., Lebesgue measure, we assume that the
weight O and the measure v satisfy conditions that correspond via the inverse of T to
the conditions (8.2) and (8.3) on the sphere, namely,

Jda > 0, / €(2)*dv(z) < oo, 9.4)
K

and
0(z) —log|z| = —loge(z), asz — oo, 9.5)
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where €(z) is some non-negative continuous function that tends to 0 as z tends to oo.
Note that the weight Q is then admissible in the sense of [21] or (ii) of Definition 3.1,
that is

Q(z) —log|z| —» oo, asz — oo. 9.6)

Using the inequality
lzi —z;1 < (A 4+ 1z DA + |z;]),

one may also check directly that the Z kQ (K, v), k large, are, indeed, finite.

In the typical example where K = R or K = C and v is Lebesgue measure, €(z)
can be chosen as |z 7€, € > 0, and (9.5) becomes the following strong admissibility
condition (recall (iii) of Definition 3.1):

Q(z) —log|z| > elog|z|, asz — oo.

Our next result is a version of Propositions 4.8 and 8.3 on the k(k — 1)-th root
asymptotic behavior of the L? normalization constants for K a closed subset of C.

Proposition 9.3 Let K be a non-polar closed subset of C and v a positive measure
on K. Let Q be a weight on K which is weakly admissible if v has finite mass and
such that (9.4) and (9.5) are satisfied for some function € (z) if v has infinite mass in a
neighborhood of infinity. We assume that (K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—
Markov property (9.1). Then,

. 1/k(k—1)
lim (sz) =52(K).

k— o0

Proof Via the inverse map of T, the statement is essentially a simple translation of
Propositions 4.8 and 8.3. The only observation to be made is that, for the proof of
Proposition 4.8 on the sphere, it suffices that a weighted Bernstein—-Markov property
is satisfied with respect to polynomials p of the particular form

k
p@) =[] Ix=TE)I* xes. 9.7)
j=1

and that this Bernstein-Markov property corresponds to (9.1) via 7~!. Also, in the
proof of Proposition 8.3, it is sufficient to use a version of Lemma 8.2 which only
assumes the Bernstein—Markov property for polynomials of the form (9.7) (and thus
only holds for such polynomials). O

Weighted J-functionals J Q () and 7Q (w) can be defined on the closed subset K of
C, with respect to a positive measure v in K, as was done on compact subsets of R”,
see Definition 6.1. Then,

12w = 19Ty, Ty =T8T,

@ Springer



Logarithmic Potential Theory and Large Deviation

where the J-functionals on the right-hand sides involve integrals with respect to the
measure T,v. From this correspondence, and Theorems 6.6 and 8.5, we derive the
following.

Theorem 9.4 With the hypotheses of Proposition 9.3 and assuming that v satisfies a
strong Bernstein—-Markov property on K, we have

log J@ (1) = log T () = —12 ().

Proof The statement is a translation of Theorems 6.6 and 8.5 on the sphere. Again,
we observe that the strong Bernstein—Markov property for polynomials of the form
(9.7) is sufficient for their proofs. We also use the equality of the weighted logarithmic
energies (3.8) and (3.9). O

The conclusion is valid for all v satisfying the hypotheses; in particular, the functional
J2(=J9 = 7Q) — ¢ 1% for any such v.

10 Large Deviation Principle for Unbounded Sets in C

A large deviation principle in the spirit of Theorem 7.1 for compact subsets of C™, m >
1 has been obtained in [8] using the methods of this paper (see also [9]). Yattselev [25]
has proved an LDP associated to a specific type of weight on C; he uses Lebesgue
measure on C. The large deviation principle for strongly admissible weights Q on all
of C with Lebesgue measure can be found in the book of Hiai and Petz [18]. There
they extend the method of Ben Arous and Guionnet [2]. Here, we will utilize the
results from the previous sections to establish a LDP in the setting of a closed set K
in C, not necessarily bounded, with a weakly admissible weight Q and an appropriate
Bernstein-Markov measure. The proof is based on a standard contraction principle in
LDP theory:

Theorem 10.1 [13, Thm. 4.2.1] If { P,,} is a sequence of probability measures on a
Polish space X satisfying an LDP with speed {a,} and rate function I, Y is another
Polish space and f : X — Y is a continuous map, then {Q, = f,P,} satisfies an
LDP on Y with the same speed and with rate function

J(y) = inf{Z(x) : x € X, f(x) = y). (10.1)

For K a closed, possibly unbounded, subset of C, v a locally finite measure on K, and
Q a weakly admissible weight on K, we define the measure Prob on K* as in (4.3)
for K in R” and ji : KK — M(K) asin (7.1).

The statement of the large deviation principle is as follows.

Theorem 10.2 Assume (K, v, Q) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—Markov property
(9.1). If v has finite mass, we also assume that (K, v) satisfies a strong Bernstein—
Markov property while if v has infinite mass in a neighborhood of infinity, we assume
that (9.4) and (9.5) are satisfied for some function €(z). Then the sequence {o} =
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(Jx)« (Proby)} of probability measures on M(K) satisfies a large deviation principle
with speed k* and good rate function T = Ik, o where, for u € M(K),

I(w) :=1log J@ (k. o) —log J@(u) = 19(u) — I%(uk.0). (10.2)

We emphasize again that, as in Theorem 8.6, the rate function is independent of the
measure v.

Proof We apply Theorem 10.1 to the homeomorphism f = (T~!),: thus to prove
an LDP in the setting of a closed set K in C, not necessarily bounded, with a weakly
admissible weight Q, it suffices, via this contraction principle, to use an LDP in the
setting of a compact set T(K) in S ¢ R? with the admissible weight Q. This we
have from Theorems 7.1 and 8.6. In case v is of infinite mass in a neighborhood of
infinity, we observe that the strong Bernstein—-Markov property of (K, v) is not needed.
Indeed, the corresponding Bernstein—-Markov property on 7 (K) is only needed for
polynomials that are Vandermonde expressions, hence of maximal degree, and for
the weights Q,, appearing in Corollary 5.3. These weights are of the form —U#*»
with w,, € M(T(K)) and the corresponding weights on K satisfy (9.2) with M =
—UHm(Py) < 00, so that Remark 9.2 applies. Finally, the rate function Z(u) is good
because / Q(,u,) = 19(T, W), the energy 1 @ is lower semicontinuous on the compact
set M(S), and T is a homeomorphism. O

Remark 10.3 In particular (see Example 9.1), we have a large deviation principle on
K = {x € R: x > 0} with Lebesgue measure for the Laguerre weights as well as for
the weights occurring in the Stieltjes—Wigert ensembles.

11 Applications: 8 Ensembles

Let K be a closed subset of C, v a positive measure on K, and Q a weakly admissible
weight on K. Classical models in random matrix theory involve probability distribu-
tions on K of the form

k
1 _ :
= Il -z []e e, (11.1)
Zﬂ,k I<i<j<k i=1

where 8 > 0 and the normalization constant 215? © 18

k
Zik =/Kk [T lai—zPP[]e @ avc. (112)

I<i<j<k i=1

(We caution the reader that in [15] and [1] the 28 is replaced by £). The probability
distribution (11.1) and normalization constant Zng differ from the distribution in

(4.3) and the L? normalization constant Z kQ , defined in (9.3), by the exponent 8 and
an additional factor [; e~200) ip its integrand. One may check that all results from
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the previous sections remain true, with appropriate modifications, when we consider
(11.1) and (11.2). Actually, writing the products in (11.1) and (11.2) as the square of
a weighted Vandermonde to the power §, the main modification consists in replacing
the weight Q with the weight Q/f and to use the Bernstein-Markov property in L?
instead of L! as was done in Sect. 4. To be precise, because of the factor k, instead of
k — 1, in the exponential factors of (11.1) and (11.2), the Bernstein—-Markov property
to be satisfied for a given weight Q here is

Vo € Pu(©), e T8k < Mille™*TVC i gy, with Timsup My/F = 1.
—
e (11.3)
This property is slightly weaker than (9.1) as it concerns only polynomials in Py (C)
instead of Py41 (C), but it will make a minor difference in the assumptions of the large
deviation principle because Remark 9.2 no longer applies.
When v has infinite mass in a neighborhood of infinity, the conditions (9.4) and
(9.5) become

Ja > 0, / €(2)%dv(z) < oo, (11.4)
K

and
Q(z) — Bloglz| = —loge(z), asz— oo, (11.5)

where €(z) is some non-negative continuous function that tends to 0 as z tends to oo.
Based on the above remarks, one may check that we have the following analog of
Proposition 9.3 concerning the asymptotics of Z/g o

Proposition 11.1 Let K be a non-polar closed subset of C and v a positive measure
on K. Let Q be aweight on K such that Q/f is weakly admissible if v has finite mass
and such that (11.4) and (11.5) are satisfied for some function €(z) if v has infinite
mass in a neighborhood of infinity. We assume that (K, v, Q/f) satisfies the weighted
Bernstein—-Markov property (11.3). Then

~ 1/k(k—1) B
i (28" = o)

The following large deviation principle, an analog of Theorem 10.2, also holds true.

Theorem 11.2 Let Q/B, B > 0, be a weakly admissible weight on K such that
(K, v, Q/B) satisfies the weighted Bernstein—Markov property (11.3). We assume that
(K, v) satisfies a strong Bernstein—-Markov property and, in addition, if v has infinite
mass in a neighborhood of infinity, we assume that (11.4) and (11.5) are satisfied for
some function €(z). Then the sequence of probability measures o on M(K), defined
so that for a Borel set G C M(K),

k
_ | ot
a0 = =g [ [T =P [0,
B.k

Gk 1<i<j<k i=1
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satisfies alarge deviation principle with speed k* and good rate function T Iﬁ( o defined
by

g o) = I (0) = 1§ (k. 0/p)-

where

1
1,39(m=//log ﬂdmz)du(tm/ Q@du@ =1 (W), neM(K).
kJk T lz—1 K

Proof One checks that all arguments in the proof of Theorem 10.2 go through when
considering the probability distribution (11.1) instead of the one in (4.3). In particular,
this entails verifying the analog of Theorems 6.6 and 9.4, namely that, for appropriate
assumptions on v and Q, one has

log 75 (1) = log J§ () = ~I£ ().

where the functionals jg and J ﬂQ are derived from
1/k(k—1)
] . G CM(K),

Jﬁgk(G) = [/6 |VDMkQ/ﬂ(a)|2’5dv(a)
k

in the same way as in Definition 6.1. Since Remark 9.2 does not apply for the Bernstein—
Markov property (11.3), the strong Bernstein—-Markov property is needed even if v
has infinite mass. O

As an example, we take K = R, dv = dA = Lebesgue measure on R, and Q a
continuous weight such that there exists 8/ > B8 with Q/B’ weakly admissible:

IM > —oo0, liminf (Q(z) — B'log|z|) = M. (11.6)
|z]—>o00, zEK

Note that this implies that Q/f is admissible. Also, (11.4) and (11.5) hold true with
€(z) = |z|P~F". The triple (R, dx, Q/B) satisfies the weighted Bernstein-Markov
property since Q/f is admissible, cf., Example 9.1. The measure dA likely also sat-
isfies a strong Bernstein-Markov property, but, as already mentioned in the proof of
Theorem 10.2, for an LDP it is sufficient that this property is satisfied for weights
which correspond via T to continuous weights on the sphere S of the form —U#m
where w,, € M(T(R)) are the measures from Corollary 5.3. Moreover, the proof
of Lemma 5.2 shows that the supports of the measures p,, can be chosen to avoid a
neighborhood (depending on m) of the north pole Py so that the push-backward mea-
sures vy, = T*’1 Wm have compact supports in C. Using the relations (3.7) and (3.10),
what is then needed is that dA satisfies the Bernstein—Markov property for continuous
weights of the form

1
On(@) =-U"(@) - 5 / log(1 + [£]%)dvy, (1),
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where v,, € M(R) has compact support. These weights are weakly admissible. Hence,
by Theorem 3.6 and the continuity of Q,,, the corresponding weighted polynomials
attain their sup norm on Sy, (where w,, = e~¢n), which is equal to the support of
vy, see Lemma 5.1 (or more precisely its analog in C). Consequently, we need that
dA satisfies the Bernstein—-Markov property for continuous weights on a compact set,
which we know holds true (cf., the discussion in Example 9.1). Thus we conclude
that the large deviation principle asserted in Theorem 11.2 applies on the real line for
dv = dA and any continuous weight Q satisfying (11.6). We note that this includes
the large deviation principle for the law of the spectral measure of Gaussian Wigner
matrices ([2], [1, Thm. 2.6.1]) as well as the refined version for weakly confining
potentials given in [15].

When K = C, dv = dm = planar Lebesgue measure, and Q is a continuous
weight on C satisfying the growth condition (11.6), assumptions (11.4) and (11.5)
still hold true with €(z) = |z|/3_’3/. Moreover, the measure dm satisfies the required
Bernstein—-Markov properties. Hence, Theorem 11.2 applies when K = C, dv = dm,
and Q is a continuous weight satisfying (11.6).
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