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Abstract
We consider the Gibbs measure of a general interacting particle system for a certain

class of “weakly interacting” kernels. In particular, we show that the local point process
converges to a Poisson point process as long as the inverse temperature β satisfies N−1 ≪
β ≪ N− 1

2 , where N is the number of particles. This expands the temperature regime for
which convergence to a Poisson point process has been proved.

1 Introduction and motivation

In this paper, we will be interested in a system of particles that interact via a pairwise
interaction, and are confined by an external potential. We will consider a system of N
particles that lie in d−dimensional Euclidean space. This is modeled by the Hamiltonian

HN (XN ) =
∑
i ̸=j

g(xi − xj) +N
N∑

i=1
V (xi), (1.1)

where g : Rd → R is the pair-wise interaction, XN := (x1, ...xN ) ∈ (Rd)N , and V : Rd → R is
the confining potential. We will call this an interacting particle system. We will be interested
in the behaviour of such a system for large but finite N .

We are particularly interested in limiting behavior of the law of the local point process,
which is defined as

Ξ :=
N∑

i=1
δN1/d(xi−x∗) (1.2)

for an artibrary centering point x∗. The scaling of N1/d will reflect that the particles {xi}N
i=1

typically occupy a volume of order 1, so the local point process (in the weak topology) captures
microscopic behavior of the system near x∗ as N → ∞.

Our main goal will be to prove that the law of Ξ is asymptotically Poissonian in certain
temperature scalings β = βN and for a broad class of “weak interaction” kernels g. Before
moving to precise statements in Section 2, we discuss more broadly the study of interacting
particle systems with Hamiltonian of the form (1.1).

A very frequent form of the interaction g for d ≥ 2 is given by the Coulomb kernel:

g(x) =


1

|x|d−2 if d ≥ 3,
− log(|x|) if d = 2.

(1.3)

Note that g satisfies that
−∆g = cdδ0, (1.4)
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where δx denotes a Dirac delta at x, for all d ≥ 2 and for some constant cd depending only
on d.

In d = 1, a very frequent form of g is given by

g(x) = − log(|x|) if d = 1. (1.5)

This is the same formula as in d = 2, but in dimension 1 g is not the fundamental solution of
Laplacian (i.e. it does not satisfy equation (1.4)); instead it is a solution kernel for a fractional
Laplacian.

In dimension d ≥ 1, a generalization of the Coulomb kernel is given by the Riesz kernel:

g(x) = 1
|x|d−2s

, (1.6)

with 0 < s < min{d
2 , 1}. In this case g satisfies that

(−∆)sg = cd,sδ0. (1.7)

For some constant cd,s depending only on d, s. We will refer to this setting as the Riesz case.
The study of minimizers of (1.1) when g is either a Coulomb or Riesz interaction is an

active field of research, with possible applications in approximation theory [5, 11, 12, 15, 16,
21, 22, 29, 36]. However, in this paper we will take a different approach, and focus on the
positive-temperature regime. In other words, we will look at the Gibbs measure associated to
Hamiltonian (1.1), instead of focusing only on minimizers. This Gibbs measure is given by:

dPN,β(XN ) = 1
ZV

N,β

exp (−βHN (XN )) dXN , (1.8)

where
ZV

N,β =
ˆ

Rd×N

exp (−βHN (XN )) dXN (1.9)

is the partition function, and β > 0 is the inverse temperature which may depend on N .

The Gibbs measure (1.8) is linked to Random Matrix Theory if g is either a Coulomb, or
a 1d log interaction. In d = 1 and if β = 1, 2 or 4 and if V is quadratic, (1.8) gives the density
of eigenvalues of matrices in the Gaussian Orthogonal, Unitary or Symplectic ensembles,
respectively. These ensembles are well-studied because they are determinantal (β = 2) or
Pfaffian (β = 1, 4), which allows one to explicitly write down the correlation kernels. In the
specific case d = 2, β = 2, V (x) = |x|2, equation (1.8) corresponds to the Ginibre ensemble,
which also has a determinantal structure. Higher dimensional Coulomb gases, and Riesz gases
are also an active field of research [2, 7, 8, 26,27,33,34,40,48,50].

At a macroscopic level, an interacting particle system is well-described by its empirical
measure, defined as

empN := 1
N

N∑
i=1

δxi . (1.10)

The behaviour of the empirical measure is very different depending on the scaling of the
temperature. If the temperature is not too large ( 1

N ≪ β), the empirical measure converges
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to the equilibrium measure, denoted µV , and defined as the minimizer of the mean-field
functional:

µV := argminµE(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

V dµ, (1.11)

where
E(µ) :=

¨
Rd×Rd

g(x− y) dµx dµy. (1.12)

This convergence happens almost surely with respect to the Gibbs measure [17]. This measure
has compact support as long as V grows fast enough at infinity (see section 3).

On the other hand, for large temperatures (β ≃ 1
N ), the empirical measure does not

converge to the equilibrium measure. Instead, the effect of temperature and entropy is large
enough that particles are not confined to a compact set. In this case, the empirical measure
converges to the thermal equilibrium measure, denoted µθ and defined as

µθ := argminµE(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

V dµ+ 1
θ

ent[µ], (1.13)

where θ := Nβ and ent[·] is the Boltzmann-Gibbs entropy:

ent[µ] =
{´

Rd log(dµ
dx ) dµ if µ is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgue measure dx

∞ o.w.
(1.14)

Unlike the empirical measure, the thermal equilibrium measure is everywhere positive (see
section 3). In the case g = 0 and V (x) = |x|2, which corresponds to independent Gaussian
particles, the thermal equilibrium measure is a Gaussian, with variance determined by θ.
Thus, the thermal equilibrium measure can be seen as an interpolation between a Gaussian
probability density, and the equilibrium measure.

The empirical measure (1.10) and local point process (1.2) exhibit very different behavior
in the large N limit. Due to equally weighting the N particles, the empirical measure typically
exhibits a law of large numbers effect and converges (weakly) to a deterministic limit. The
local point process is sensitive to (and, in the weak topology, effectively determined by) each
particle in a large microscopic neighborhood of the centering point. It exhibits random,
temperature dependent behavior even in the N → ∞ limit, except at very low temperature.

At these low temperatures, the local point process is expected to be well approximated by
minimizers of energies associated to the Gibbs measure Hamiltonian, an extremely delicate
family of variational problems. For example, in certain dimensions, the local point process is
conjectured to converge to a periodic lattice minimizing a next-order (renormalized) energy
[35, 45] in some generality. In dimensions 8 and 24, this conjecture has also been proved, in
this case due to a link to the Cohn-Kumar conjecture [35]. Given the difficulty in working
with the local point process, it is often convenient to work instead with the empirical and
tagged empirical fields, which are less refined but more manageable observables describing
the microscopic behaviour of the particle system [34,40,46].

On the other extreme, in the large temperature regime (β ≃ 1
N ), the law of the local

point process completely thermalizes and is given by a Poisson process in the large N limit.
This was proved in the context of general integrable interactions in [24], generalizing the work
of [4, 28] for β−ensembles, which correspond to interacting particle systems with a Coulomb
interaction. The temperature regime for Poissonian behavior is expected to be typically much
wider, an expectation we confirm for our class of interactions.
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The microscopic behaviour of a particle system isn’t necessarily asymptotically determin-
istic or Poissonian. For example, in the Coulomb case, if β ≃ N1− 2

d then the microscopic
behaviour is stochastic, but governed by a probability measure that favours low-renormalized-
energy configurations [25, 26, 40]. There are also interesting rigidity and tolerance properties
that emerge in the N → ∞ limit [13,14,20,49].

This paper will be about an interacting particle system at high temperature, with a general
pair-wise interaction. The study of interacting particle systems with a general interaction
is a classical subject in statistical mechanics [19, 42, 43], and also an active field of study
[10, 17,18, 24]. Particle systems at high temperature have also recently drawn attention, and
this subject occasionally overlaps with the analysis of general interactions [1,10,17,23,30,31].

The analysis of interacting particle systems with a general pair-wise interaction is also
linked to AI and machine learning, more specifically to neural networks. Neural networks can
be used to accurately represent high-dimensional functions: given a high-dimensional function
f , it may be represented as

f(x) := lim
n→∞

1
n

n∑
i=1

φi(x, θi), (1.15)

where φi(x, θi) are given functions, depending on the parameter θi. One of the most frequent
algorithms used to determine the parameters θi is stochastic gradient descent (SGD). Despite
its ubiquity, very few rigorous results for convergence existed for SGD until recently. The
approach in [37–39, 51] is to model the evolution of the parameters θi under the SGD as a
particle system with an evolution given by an SPDE. By modelling parameters as a particle
system, the energy landscape for the empirical measure becomes convex, and the authors
are able to show a convergence rate of O(n−1) to the mean-field limit. In this model, the
interaction between the particles depends on the error between the measurements and the
approximating function, and on the functions φi. In general, however, it is not a Coulomb
or Riesz interaction. If the φi are radial basis function networks, the interaction between the
particles may be given by a Gaussian kernel, which is weakly interacting (see Definition 2.1).
Given that the function f is high dimensional, this approach is linked to particle systems for
large d as well.

The main result in this paper is that, for a specific class of interaction kernels, which we
call weakly interacting, the local point process converges to a Poisson process for N−1 ≪
β ≪ N− 1

2 , a wider temperature than the one considered in [24] (which, to our knowledge is
currently the most general result in that direction), namely β ≃ N−1. Hence, we prove that
the hypothesis on the temperature scaling may be weakened for this specific class of interaction
kernels. Our “weakly interacting” kernels are essentially kernels with an integrable positive
Fourier transform, see Definition 2.1.

2 Main results

We will now state precisely the main results of the paper. We begin by defining exactly the
class of confining potentials and interaction kernels that we deal with.

Definition 2.1. An interaction kernel g is called weakly interacting if g satisfies:

1. g(x) = g(−x).
2. ĝ > 0 a.e.
3. ĝ ∈ L1.
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Note that, as a consequence of item 3, g is bounded below (and above). Without loss of
generality, we assume that this lower bound is 0. Also as a consequence of item 3, g is
continuous. Hence, we may assume without loss of generality the following:

4. g > 0 a.e.
5. g is continuous.

A confining potential V is called admissible if V satisfies:

1. V is l.s.c.
2. limx→∞ V (x) = ∞.
3.

´
|x|≥1 e

−αV (x) dx < +∞ for large enough α ≥ α0.

Definition 2.2. A key quantity throughout the paper will be the potential field hµ := g ∗ µ
associated to a finite measure µ. We often take µ = empN .

We will now state our results for weakly interacting kernels and admissible confining po-
tentials. As mentioned in the introduction, the main goal of the paper is to prove that the
local point process converges to a Poisson point process. Along the way, we prove concentra-
tion bounds for the potential field of empN at given points, and asymptotes for the Laplace
transform of fluctuations. These are interesting results in their own right, and so we state
them in this section.

We recall the definition of the equilibrium measure µV in (1.11) and thermal equilibrium
measure µθ in (1.13). Throughout the paper, we assume θ ≥ α0 from Definition 2.1.

Proposition 2.3 (Concentration bounds for the potential field). Assume that g is weakly
interacting, and V is admissible. For any k ∈ N, ϵ > 0, and points y1, y2, ...yk ∈ Rd, we have

PN,β

(∣∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=1
hempN−µθ (yi)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

)
≤ exp

(
−N2β

[
Λϵ2

k2 − 1
N
g(0)

])
, (2.1)

for some Λ > 0 depending only on g.

The proof is found in Section 4.

Proposition 2.4 (Asymptotics of the Laplace transform of field fluctuations). Assume that
g is weakly interacting, and V is admissible. Let k ∈ N and y1, y2, ...yk ∈ Rd. Then

EN,β

[
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))]
= MN exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hµθ (yi)

))
+AN , (2.2)

where

| logMN | ≤ C1N
1
2β

(
C2 +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
) 1

2

|AN | ≤ exp
(

−Nβ
(
g(0) +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
))

,

(2.3)

for some constants C1, C2 depending only on V, g, d.
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The proof is found in Section 5.
We now state the main result of this paper: that the local point process converges to a

Poisson point process.

Theorem 1 (Convergence to Poisson point process). Assume that g is weakly interacting,
and V is admissible. Assume also that ent[µV ] < ∞. Let x∗ ∈ Rd and define the local point
process Ξ by

Ξ :=
N∑

i=1
δ

N
1
d (xi−x∗)

. (2.4)

Then, for a.e. x∗, if N−1 ≪ β ≪ N− 1
2 , Ξ converges to a Poisson point process of intensity

µV (x∗) as N → ∞.

The proof is found in Section 6.
Our proof also gives precise a asymptotic for the first marginal of the Gibbs measure,

defined as
ρ(x) :=

ˆ
Rd−1

1
ZV

N,β

exp (−βHN (x,XN−1)) dXN−1. (2.5)

The problem of finding an asymptotic for the first marginal was also addressed in [41], moti-
vated by a link to the fractional quantum Hall effect.

Corollary 2.5 (First marginal and confinement). More specifically, our proof shows the
estimate

ρ(x) = M ′′
Nµθ(x) +A′′

N , (2.6)

for some M ′′
N , A

′′
N satisfying

| logM ′′
N | ≤ C ′′

1N
1
2β
(
C ′′

2 + V (x)
) 1

2

|A′′
N | ≤ exp

(
−NβC ′′ (g(0) + V (x))

)
,

(2.7)

for some constants C ′′, C ′′
1 , C

′′
2 depending only on V, g, d.

If V is bounded below by some polynomial, and if β = N−s for some s ∈
(

1
2 , 1
)
, then

equation (2.7) implies a confinement bound, or a bound on the probability that there is one
particle outside of a compact set K: Let K ⊂ Rd be a compact set such that V (x)+hµV (x)−c∞
(see Lemma 3.1) is bounded below by a positive constant outside of K. Then:

PN,β

(
empN

(
Rd \K

)
≥ 1
N

)
≤ N

ˆ
Rd\K

ρ(x) dx

≤ exp (−cNγ) ,
(2.8)

where c, γ > 0 depend on V, g, and K.

In the Coulomb case, results from [3] imply that any compact set K that contains a
neighborhood of the support of µV satisfies that V (x) + hµV (x) − c∞ is bounded below by a
positive constant outside of K.

Remark 2.6. Physical considerations lead one to expect that the optimal regime for conver-
gence of the local point process to a Poisson process is β → 0 as N → ∞ at any speed. Proving
this in a mathematically rigorous way is an interesting direction for future work.
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Remark 2.7. Our analysis does not cover Coulomb, Riesz, or 1d−log gases, since their
Fourier transform is not integrable. Proving that the local point process of a Coulomb, Riesz,
or 1d−log gas converges to a Poisson process in a wider temperature regime than β ≃ 1

N is
work in progress.

3 Preliminaries

Before giving the proof of the main results, we establish some foundational results in inter-
acting particle systems. Some of these results may exist in the literature, but since we were
unable to find a source corresponding to our specific case we present arguments for them here.
To our knowledge, Lemma 3.6 and Remark 3.7 are new.

During the rest of the paper, we will commit the abuse of notation of not distinguishing
between a measure and its density.

Lemma 3.1 (Equilibrium measure). Assume that g is weakly interacting, and V is admissible.
Then the functional

EV (µ) := E(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

V dµ (3.1)

has a unique minimizer in the space of probability measures which we call the equilibrium
measure and denote µV . The equilibrium measure has compact support, denoted Σ, and
satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

hµV + V

2 − c∞ ≥0 in Rd

hµV + V

2 − c∞ =0 µV − a.e. in {x ∈ Rd|µV (x) > 0},
(3.2)

where
c∞ = E(µV ) + 1

2

ˆ
Rd

V dµ. (3.3)

Proof. The analogous argument can be found for the two dimensional log-gas in [44, Chapter
1], for general interactions on compact sets in [6, Chapter 4] and for a general Riesz gas
in [47, Chapter 2].

Step 1: Existence and Uniqueness.
First, one notes that EV is strictly convex on the space of probability measures P(Rd);

this follows from the linearity of the map

µ 7→
ˆ

Rd

V dµ (3.4)

and the positivity of the quadratic map

µ 7→ E(µ), (3.5)

where positivity is a result of the positivity of the Fourier transform of g:
¨

Rd×Rd

g(x− y) dµxdµy =
ˆ

Rd

(g ∗ µ) dµ = ⟨(ĝµ̂)∨, µ⟩ = ⟨ĝµ̂, µ̂⟩ > 0 (3.6)
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for µ ̸= 0 of finite measure. (To be completely rigorous above, one should approximate g by
smooth gn in the L∞ norm and send n → ∞.)

Next, we claim that EV is lower semicontinuous with compact level sets, i.e. any sequence
{µn} ∈ P(Rd) with bounded {EV (µn)} has a weakly convergent subsequence µnk

⇀ µ ∈
P(Rd) and

lim inf
k→∞

EV (µnk
) ≥ EV (µ). (3.7)

To prove this claim, note that (3.7) would follow immediately from the weak convergence
µnk

⇀ µ ∈ P(Rd) since V and g are both lower semicontinuous and bounded from below.
One demonstrates the weak convergence by showing that the sequence {µn} is tight and using
Prokhorov’s theorem. Tightness follows from the growth of V at infinity coupled with the
boundedness of EV . In fact, a close inspection of [47, Lemma 2.10] shows we can directly
apply [47, Lemma 2.10] as soon as

lim
|x|,|y|→+∞

g(x− y) + V (x)
2 + V (y)

2 = +∞ (3.8)

and g(x − y) + V (x) + V (y) is bounded below on Rd × Rd; both are true for us because of
the coercivity of V and the boundedness of g.

Therefore, (3.7) is true and existence of the minimizer µV follows immediately from the
direct method in the calculus of variations; uniqueness is guaranteed by strict convexity of
EV .

Step 2: Compact support.
The contradiction argument in [47, Lemma 2.14] goes through exactly to show compact

support once one has

lim
|x|,|y|→+∞

g(x− y) + V (x)
2 + V (y)

2 = +∞, (3.9)

which we do in our case.
Step 3: Euler-Lagrange equation.
The Euler-Lagrange equation is obtained by taking convex perturbations. We follow the

argument in [47, Lemma 2.14], with a few simplifications in our case.
Fix ν ∈ P(Rd) such that EV (ν) < +∞. If we consider (1 − t)µV + tν for t > 0, then

0 ≤ EV ((1 − t)µV + tν) − EV (µV )

= (1 − t)2E(µV ) + t2E(ν) + 2t(1 − t)
¨

Rd×Rd

g(x− y) dµV (x) dν(y)

+ (1 − t)
ˆ

Rd

V dµV + t

ˆ
Rd

V dν − EV (µV ).

(3.10)

Expanding and rearranging, we find

−2tE(µV ) − t

ˆ
Rd

V dµV + 2t
¨

Rd×Rd

g(x− y) dµV (x) dν(y) + t

ˆ
Rd

V dν+O(t2) ≥ 0 (3.11)

or
2t
ˆ

Rd

(
hµV + V

2

)
dν +O(t2) ≥ 2tc (3.12)
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with c∞ := E(µV ) +
´

Rd
V
2 dµV =

´
Rd

(
hµV + V

2

)
dµV . Dividing by 2t and taking the limit

as t ↓ 0 yields ˆ
Rd

(
hµV + V

2

)
dν ≥ c∞. (3.13)

Since Diracs have finite EV -energy in our case, we can simplify the rest of [47, Lemma 2.14]
and conclude that

hµV + V (x)
2 ≥ c∞ (3.14)

everywhere. Finally, choosing ν = µV yields

c∞ ≤
ˆ

Rd

(
hµV + V

2

)
dµV = c∞ (3.15)

and since hµV + V (x)
2 ≥ c∞ everywhere we must have

hµV + V (x)
2 = c∞ (3.16)

almost everywhere on Σ, as required.

Lemma 3.2 (Thermal equilibrium measure). Assume that g is weakly interacting, V is ad-
missible, and let θ > 0. Then the functional

Eθ(µ) := E(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

V dµ+ 1
θ

ent[µ] (3.17)

has a unique minimizer in the space of probability measures which we call thermal equilibrium
measure and denote µθ. The thermal equilibrium measure is everywhere positive, and satisfies
the Euler-Lagrange equation

µθ = L−1
θ exp (−θ (2hµθ + V )) , (3.18)

where
Lθ =

ˆ
Rd

exp (−θ (2hµθ (x) + V (x))) dx. (3.19)

Proof. The existence of the thermal equilibrium measure follows for instance from [3, Lemma
2.1], which only uses that g is bounded from below and that V → +∞ and satisfies the
exponential integrability assumption

ˆ
|x|≥1

e− θ
2 V (x) dx < +∞. (3.20)

(3.18) then follows immediately from the form of the thermal equilibrium measure given in [24,
Proposition A.2], since our kernel g satisfies all of the hypotheses of that proposition.

Once we have existence of the thermal equilibrium measure, N2Eθ gives the leading order
asymptotics of the Hamiltonian. To analyze next-order behavior, it is then useful to split
off this deterministic term and consider the remainder. This can be accomplished by the
following splitting formula and its corollary; the version stated below is exactly [2, Lemma
2.1], which only relies on the form of the Hamiltonian HN .
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Lemma 3.3 (Thermal splitting formula). Let θ > 0, and define

ζθ := −1
θ

log(µθ). (3.21)

Then for any point configuration XN ∈ Rd×N the Hamiltonian HN can be rewritten (split)
as

HN (XN ) = N2
(

Eθ(µθ) + FN (XN , µθ) +N
N∑

i=1
ζθ(xi)

)
, (3.22)

where, given a measure µ,

FN (XN , µ) := 1
N2

∑
i ̸=j

g(xi − xj) + E(µ) − 2
N

N∑
i=1

hµ(xi). (3.23)

A computation then immediately yields the following equivalent definition of the Gibbs
measure.

Corollary 3.4. The Gibbs measure may be rewritten as

dPN,β(XN ) = 1
Kθ

N,β

exp
(
−N2β [FN (XN , µθ)]

) N∏
i=1

µθ(xi) dXN , (3.24)

where

Kθ
N,β =

ZV
N,β

exp (N2βEθ(µθ)) . (3.25)

We call Kθ
N,β the next-order partition function. A useful fact is that its logarithm is

always non-negative.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that g is weakly interacting, and V is admissible. Then the next-order
partition function is greater than 1, i.e.

logKθ
N,β > 0. (3.26)

Proof. The proof is as in [32, Proposition 5.10], which considered the analogous question for
the Coulomb gas. The result follows immediately from the definition of the Gibbs measure
as the probability measure that minimizes the free energy functional

Q 7→
ˆ

Rd×N

HN (XN ) dQ (XN ) + 1
β

ent[Q] (3.27)

over all Q ∈ P
(
Rd×N

)
. Inserting Q = PN,β yields

− logZN,β

β
= inf

µ∈P(Rd×N)

ˆ
Rd×N

HN (XN ) dµ (XN ) + 1
β

ent[µ]. (3.28)

Inserting instead µ⊗N
θ and computing yields

− logZN,β

β
≤ N2Eθ(µθ) − N

2 E(µθ) < N2Eθ(µθ) (3.29)
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by positivity of g. The splitting formula (3.22) then yields

− logZN,β

β
=

− logKθ
N,β + βN2E(µθ)

β
≤ N2Eθ(µθ) =⇒ logKθ

N,β > 0. (3.30)

From this point forward, we present results on the thermal equilibrium measure that are
not essentially taken from existing literature.

Lemma 3.6 (Convergence). Assume that g is weakly interacting, and V is admissible. Sup-
pose also that ent[µV ] < ∞. Then, as θ → ∞, µθ converges to µV in the L1 topology, and
hµθ converges to hµV in the L∞ topology. Furthermore, for a.e. x ∈ Rd and any sequence
δ(θ) such that limθ→∞ δ = 0,

lim
θ→∞

 
B(x,δ)

|µθ(s) − µV (x)| ds = 0. (3.31)

Proof. In the case where g is the Coulomb interaction, very precise convergence is estab-
lished by connections with the classical obstacle problem (cf. [3, Theorem 1]). However, that
machinery is not available to us in the general interaction case.

Step 1: We will first prove that µθ → µV in the topology of weak convergence of proba-
bility measures. We will use the language of Γ-convergence (see [9]).

Step 1.1: Γ − lim inf inequality.
The lack of positivity of the entropy presents a difficulty, which we circumvent by a trick

as in [3]; namely, we can rewrite the function Eθ as

Eθ(µ) = E(µ) +
(

1 − α0
θ

) ˆ
Rd

V dµ+
(ˆ

α0
θ
V dµ+ ent[µ]

)
, (3.32)

where α0 is as in Definition 2.1. Consider a sequence θn → +∞ and suppose that µn ⇀ µ.
Then, since g and V are both lower semicontinuous and bounded from below, we have for
any ϵ > 0 that

lim inf
n→∞

(
E(µn) +

ˆ
Rd

(
1 − α0

θn

)
V dµn

)
≥ lim inf

n→∞

(
E(µn) +

ˆ
Rd

(1 − ϵ)V dµn

)
(3.33)

≥ E(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

(1 − ϵ)V dµ.

Now, if µn is not absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure for all n ≥ N for
some N , then ent[µn] is infinite for all n ≥ N and so

lim inf
n→∞

(ˆ
Rd

α0
θn
V dµn + 1

θn
ent[µn]

)
= +∞ ≥ 0. (3.34)

Otherwise, extracting the subsequence µnk
that are absolutely continuous to Lebesgue mea-

sure yields

lim inf
n→∞

(ˆ
Rd

α0
θn
V dµn + 1

θn
ent[µn]

)
≥ lim inf

k→∞

ˆ
Rd

(
α0V

θnk

+ 1
θnk

logµnk

)
dµnk

≥ lim inf
k→∞

−1
θnk

ˆ
Rd

e−α0V (x)−1 dx = 0

11



where we have used the inequality

cγ

θ
+ γ log γ

θ
≥ −1

θ
e−c−1,

with c = α0V and γ = µnk
, which can be seen by minimizing the above as a function of γ.

In either case,
lim inf
n→∞

Eθn(µn) ≥ E(µ) +
ˆ

Rd

(1 − ϵ)V dµ.

Since ϵ > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude by monotone convergence that lim infn→+∞ Eθn(µn) ≥
EV (µ).

Step 1.2: Γ − lim sup inequality.
Under the hypothesis that ent[µV ] < ∞, it is trivially true that

lim
θ→∞

Eθ(µV ) = EV (µV ). (3.35)

Step 1.3: Uniform coercivity and conclusion of step 1.
Now we show that {µθn} is a tight sequence of probability measures. This will follow from

the boundedness of the sequence {Eθn(µθn)} in the same way as Lemma 4.1 (following [47,
Lemma 2.10]). Without loss of generality, assume θ1 = inf θn. First, the boundedness follows
from 1

θn
→ 0 and the minimality of µθn :

Eθn(µθn) ≤ Eθn(µθ1) ≤ Eθ1(µθ1) := C1 < +∞ (3.36)

for all n. Now, for any C2 > 0, there is a compact set K ×K outside of which

g(x− y) + γn
V (x)

2 + γn
V (y)

2 > C2 (3.37)

with γn =
(
1 − α0

θn

)
independently of n by our growth assumption on V (we can choose this

independently of n since θn → +∞). Then, moving some of the potential onto the entropy
as above, we have

C1 ≥ E(µθn) +
(

1 − α0
θn

) ˆ
Rd

V dµθn +
ˆ

Rd

(
α0
θn
V + 1

θn
logµθn

)
dµθn

≥
¨

Rd×Rd

(
g(x− y) + γn

V (x)
2 + γn

V (y)
2

)
dµθn(x) dµθn(y) − 1

θn

ˆ
Rd

e−α0V (x)−1 dx

≥ −C3 + C2µθn ⊗ µθn((K ×K)c)
≥ −C3 + C2µθn(Kc),

where we have used that g(x−y)+γn
V (x)

2 +γn
V (y)

2 is everywhere bounded below independently
of n since |γn −1| is small, and − 1

θn

´
Rd e

−α0V (x)−1 dx is bounded below as well since θn → ∞.
Since C2 can be made arbitrarily large, this gives us the tightness of the sequence {µθn}.

We can now conclude as in [9, Theorem 1.21], or as in [47, Theorem 2.2]. Since {µθn} is
a tight sequence, it has a weak limit µ. Furthermore, since µV has a density, we have

EV (µV ) ≥ lim sup
n→+∞

Eθn(µV ) ≥ lim sup
n→+∞

Eθn(µθn) ≥ EV (µ). (3.38)
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The second inequality follows from the fact that µθn minimizes Eθn , and the third inequality
is a result of lower semicontinuity. Since the equilibrium measure is unique, we must have
µ = µV and we see that µθn converges weakly to µV under the topology of weak convergence.

Step 2: Now, we prove that µθ → µV in the L1 topology.
Note that, by definition of µθ, we have that, for any θ > 0,

ent[µθ] ≤ ent[µV ] < ∞. (3.39)

In particular,
limθ→∞ent[µθ] ≤ ent[µV ]. (3.40)

On the other hand, by l.s.c.,
ent[µV ] ≤ limθ→∞ent[µθ], (3.41)

which implies that
limθ→∞ent[µθ] = ent[µV ]. (3.42)

Given ϵ > 0, we define the probability measure µϵ
V as

µϵ
V := µV + ϵ exp (−α0V )´

Rd µV + ϵ exp (−α0V ) , (3.43)

where α0 is as in Definition 2.1. Then, by Pinsker’s inequality,

lim sup
θ→∞

∥µθ − µϵ
V ∥L1 ≤ lim sup

θ→∞

√√√√ˆ
Rd

log
(
µθ

µϵ
V

)
µθ

= lim sup
θ→∞

√
ent[µθ] −

ˆ
Rd

log (µϵ
V )µθ

=
√

ent[µV ] −
ˆ

Rd

log (µϵ
V )µV .

(3.44)

Furthermore, by triangle inequality, there holds

lim sup
θ→∞

∥µθ − µV ∥L1 ≤
√

ent[µV ] −
ˆ

Rd

log (µϵ
V )µV + ∥µV − µϵ

V ∥L1 . (3.45)

Letting ϵ tend to 0, we may conclude that µθ → µV in the L1 topology.
Note that ∥g∥L∞ < ∞ by property 3 of Definition 2.1. Hence, Young’s convolution

inequality, implies that hµθ → hµV in L∞.
Step 3: Finally, we prove that for a.e. x ∈ Rd and any sequence δ(θ) such that

limθ→∞ δ = 0,
lim

θ→∞

 
B(x,δ)

|µθ(s) − µV (x)| ds = 0. (3.46)

To prove this claim, note that, for any θ > 0 and a.e. x, we have 
B(x,δ)

|µθ(s) − µV (x)| ds

≤
 

B(x,δ)
|µθ(s) − µV (s)| ds+

 
B(x,δ)

|µV (s) − µV (x)| ds

≤ M(µθ − µV )(x) +
 

B(x,δ)
|µV (s) − µV (x)| ds.

(3.47)
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where M(·) denotes the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.
Let ϵ > 0. Then

limθ→∞

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rd :

 
B(x,δ)

|µθ(s) − µV (x)| ds > ϵ

}∣∣∣∣∣
≤ limθ→∞

∣∣∣{x ∈ Rd : |M(µθ − µV )(x)| > ϵ
}∣∣∣

+ limθ→∞

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rd :

 
B(x,δ)

|µV (s) − µV (x)| ds > ϵ

}∣∣∣∣∣ .
(3.48)

By the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality, and step 2, there holds

limθ→∞
∣∣∣{x ∈ Rd : |M(µθ − µV )(x)| > ϵ

}∣∣∣ ≤ limθ→∞
Cd

ϵ
∥µθ − µV ∥L1 = 0. (3.49)

On the other hand, Lebesgue’s Theorem implies that

limθ→∞

∣∣∣∣∣
{
x ∈ Rd :

 
B(x,δ)

|µV (s) − µV (x)| ds > ϵ

}∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (3.50)

Since ϵ is arbitrary, we may conclude.

Remark 3.7 (Qualitative behaviour). The constant Lθ defined in (3.19) satisfies that

lim
θ→∞

−1
θ

logLθ = 2c∞, (3.51)

where c∞ is given by (3.3). Furthermore, for all θ > 0 there exists a constant cθ such that,
for any θ′ ≥ θ there holds

µθ′(x) ≤ exp
(
−θ′ (hµV (x) + V (x) − 2cθ)

)
. (3.52)

Also, limθ→∞ cθ = c∞.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.6, and equations (3.2) and (3.18) we have that

lim
θ→∞

−1
θ

logLθ = inf
x∈Rd

2hµV (x) + V (x)

= 2c∞.

(3.53)

The rest of the remark follows from equations (3.18), (3.51) by taking

cθ := sup
θ′≥θ

− 1
2θ′ logLθ′ + ∥hµV − hµθ′ ∥L∞ . (3.54)
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4 Proof of Proposition 2.3

We now prove Proposition 2.3, restated here for convenience.

Proposition 4.1 (Concentration bounds for the potential field). Assume that g is weakly
interacting, and V is admissible. Let k ∈ N, ϵ > 0, and y1, y2, ...yk ∈ Rd. Then

PN,β

(∣∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=1
hempN−µθ (yi)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

)
≤ exp

(
−N2β

[
Λϵ2

k2 − 1
N
g(0)

])
, (4.1)

for some Λ > 0 depending only on g.

Proof. Step 1: Starting point.
Using the splitting formula (Lemma 3.3), we have that

PN,β

(∣∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=1
hempN−µθ (yi)

∣∣∣∣∣ > ϵ

)

= 1
KN,β

ˆ{
XN :

∣∣∣∑k

i=1 hempN−µθ (yi)
∣∣∣>ϵ

} exp
(
−N2βFN (empN , µθ)

)
dµ⊗N

θ

≤ 1
KN,β

sup{
XN :

∣∣∣∑k

i=1 hempN−µθ (yi)
∣∣∣>ϵ

} exp
(
−N2βFN (empN , µθ)

)

≤ 1
KN,β

sup{
XN :

∣∣∣∑k

i=1 hempN−µθ (yi)
∣∣∣>ϵ

} exp
(

−N2β

[
E(empN − µθ) − 1

N
g(0)

])

≤ 1
KN,β

exp
(

−N2β

[
Φy1,...yk

(ϵ) − 1
N
g(0)

])
,

(4.2)

where
Φy1,...yk

(ϵ) := inf{
µ∈M(Rd):

∣∣∣∑k

i=1 hµ(yi)
∣∣∣>ϵ

} E(µ). (4.3)

We will also use the obvious variants of Φ with different values of k.
Step 2: Solving the variational problem.
We claim that for any y1, ...yk ∈ Rd,

Φy1,...yk
(ϵ) ≥ Λϵ2

k2 , (4.4)

for some Λ > 0.
Substep 2.1: We start by proving that

Λ := Φ0(1) > 0. (4.5)

To prove this claim, note that for any µ ∈ M(Rd),

hµ(0) =
ˆ

Rd

ĥµ(ξ) dξ =
ˆ

Rd

µ̂(ξ)ĝ(ξ) dξ. (4.6)
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On the other hand,
E(µ) =

ˆ
Rd

|µ̂(ξ)|2 ĝ(ξ) dξ. (4.7)

By Cauchy-Schwartz, and since ĝ is positive a.e., we find(ˆ
Rd

µ̂(ξ)ĝ(ξ) dξ
)2

≤
(ˆ

Rd

|µ̂(ξ)|2 ĝ(ξ) dξ
)(ˆ

Rd

ĝ(ξ) dξ
)
, (4.8)

and therefore for any µ ∈ M(Rd) such that hµ(0) = 1, there holds

E(µ) ≥
(ˆ

Rd

ĝ(ξ) dξ
)−1

, (4.9)

which finishes the substep.
Substep 2.2: We now prove the claim stated at the beginning of step 2.
Note that if

∣∣∣∑k
i=1 h

µ(yi)
∣∣∣ > ϵ then |hµ(yi)| > ϵ

k for some i ∈ {1, ...k} by a pigeonhole
argument. Clearly, Φyi = Φ0 by translation invariance and ϵ 7→ Φ0(ϵ) is quadratic. It follows

Φy1,...yk
(ϵ) ≥ Φ0

(
ϵ

k

)
= Φ0(1)ϵ2

k2 ≥ Λϵ2

k2 . (4.10)

By plugging equation (4.4) into the last line of equation (4.2). we may conclude Proposition
2.3.

5 Proof of Proposition 2.4

In this section, we prove Proposition 2.4, restated here for convenience.

Proposition 5.1 (Asymptotics of the Laplace transform of field fluctuations). Assume that
g is weakly interacting, and V is admissible. Let k ∈ N and y1, y2, ...yk ∈ Rd. Then

EN,β

[
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))]
= MN exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hµθ (yi)

))
+AN , (5.1)

where

| logMN | ≤ C1N
1
2β

(
C2 +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
) 1

2

|AN | ≤ exp
(

−Nβ
(
g(0) +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
))

,

(5.2)

for some constants C1, C2 depending only on V, g, d.

Proof. We will only show a complete proof of the lower bound in equation (5.1). The proof
of the upper bound is analogous.

Step 1: First simplification.
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Using the cake-slicing formula, we have that

EN,β

[
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))]
=
ˆ 1

0
PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx.

(5.3)
We have used the hypothesis that g > 0 (item 5 of Definition 2.1) to limit the domain of
integration to the (0, 1) interval.

We will split the integral at the point exp
(
−Nβ

(∑k
i=1 h

µθ (yi) − T
))

, for T to be deter-
mined later. The reason for this is to optimize the application of the concentration bound,
Proposition 2.3. Using this splitting of the integral, we have that

EN,β

[
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))]

=
ˆ exp

(
−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

))
0

PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx

+
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx

≤ exp (NβT ) exp
(

−Nβ
(

k∑
i=1

hµθ (yi)
))

+
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx.

(5.4)

The rest of the proof will be about estimating the last term in equation (5.4).
Step 2: Estimating the remaining integral.
Using Proposition 2.3, we have that
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx

=
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) PN,β

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi) ≥ − log x

Nβ

)
dx

=
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) exp

−N2β

Λ
(

log x
Nβ −

∑k
i=1 h

µθ (yi)
)2

k2 − 1
N
g(0)


 dx.

(5.5)

Note that, if we define T :=
√

k2

ΛN

(
2g(0) +

∑k
i=1 V (yi)

)
, then for

x ∈
(
exp

(
−Nβ

(∑k
i=1 h

µθ (yi) − T
))
, 1
)
, there holds

Λ
(

log x
Nβ −

∑k
i=1 h

µθ (yi)
)2

k2 − 1
N
g(0) ≥ 1

N

(
g(0) +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
)
. (5.6)
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Since the integration interval is bounded in measure by 1, we have that
ˆ 1

exp
(

−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)−T

)) PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≥ x

)
dx (5.7)

≤ exp
(

−Nβ
(
g(0) +

k∑
i=1

V (yi)
))

.

This concludes the proof of the lower bound of equation (5.1).
Step 3: Upper bound sketch.
In order to prove the upper bound of equation (5.1), we proceed similarly:

EN,β

[
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))]

=
ˆ 1

0

[
1 − PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≤ x

)]
dx

≥
ˆ exp

(
−Nβ

(∑k

i=1 hµθ (yi)+T

))
0

[
1 − PN,β

(
exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
hempN(yi)

))
≤ x

)]
dx.

(5.8)

The rest of the proof is analogous and hence omitted.

6 Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we prove the main result of this paper, namely Theorem 1. We will use some
background on point processes, which can be reviewed in the Appendix. The main result that
we will use is the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1 (Weak convergence and correlation functions). Let PN be a sequence of point
processes, and denote their k− point correlation functions by RN

k . Then PN converges weakly
to a point process P, with k− point correlation functions denoted by RN

k if:

1. RN
k → Rk pointwise almost everywhere as N → ∞.

2. For any compact set Ω ⊂ Rd there holds

sup
N∈N

∞∑
k=1

1
k!

ˆ
K
RN

k dy1...dyk < ∞. (6.1)

Equipped with Lemma 6.1, we will prove Theorem 1, restated here for convenience.

Theorem 1 (Convergence to Poisson point process). Assume that g is weakly interacting,
and V is admissible. Assume also that ent[µV ] < ∞. Let x∗ ∈ Rd and define the local point
process Ξ by

Ξ :=
N∑

i=1
δ

N
1
d (xi−x∗)

. (6.2)

Then, for a.e. x∗, if N−1 ≪ β ≪ N− 1
2 , Ξ converges to a Poisson point process of intensity

µV (x∗).
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Proof. Step 1: Formula for the correlation functions.
Let YN := (y1, ...yN ) ∈ Rd×k, xi := x∗ + N− 1

d (yi − x∗), and XN = (x1, ...xN ). Using
Proposition 2.4 and Remark 7.4, the k−point correlation function can be written as

RN
k (Yk) = N !

(N − k)!
1

ZN,β

ˆ
Rd(N−k)

exp (−βHN (Xk, xk+1, ...xN )) dyk+1...dyN

= errN
1

ZN,β

ˆ
Rd(N−k)

exp

−β

 ∑
1≤i<j≤N

g(xi − xj) +N
N∑

i=1
V (xi)

 dxk+1...dxN

= errN
ZN−k,β

ZN,β
exp

−β

 ∑
1≤i<j≤k

g(xi − xj) +N
k∑

i=1
V (xi)


× EN−k,β

[
exp

(
−(N − k)β

(
k∑

i=1
hempN−k(xi)

))]

= errN
ZN−k,β

ZN,β
exp

−β

 ∑
1≤i<j≤k

g(xi − xj) +N
k∑

i=1
V (xi)


×
(
MN−k exp

(
−(N − k)β

(
k∑

i=1
hµθ (xi)

))
+AN−k

)
,

(6.3)

where errN := N !
(N−k)!N

−k.
Step 2: Estimating the ratio of partition functions.
Integrating equation (6.3), and using that the k-th marginal is a probability measure, we

get

ZN,β

ZN−k,β

= errN

ˆ
Rd×k

exp

−β

 ∑
1≤i<j≤k

g(xi − xj) +N
k∑

i=1
V (xi)


×
(
MN−k exp

(
−(N − k)β

(
k∑

i=1
hµθ (xi)

))
+AN−k

)
dx1...dxk

= M ′
N

ˆ
Rd×k

exp
(

−Nβ
(

k∑
i=1

V (xi) + hµθ (xi)
))

dx1...dxk +A′
N

= M ′
NL

k
θ +A′

N ,

(6.4)

where

| logM ′
N | ≤ C ′

1N
1
2β

|A′
N | ≤ exp

(
−C ′Nβ (g(0))

)
,

(6.5)

for some new constants C ′, C ′
1, C

′
2 depending only on V, g, d.

Recall that, by Remark 3.7, Lθ is of order exp (−Nβ). More specifically,

lim
N→∞

logLθ

Nβ
= −2c∞. (6.6)
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Doing a Taylor expansion of x 7→ 1
x , we have that

ZN−k,β

ZN,β
= M ′

NL
−k
θ +A′

N , (6.7)

for a new additive error term A′
N satisfying equation (6.5) with a different constant C ′.

Step 3: Conclusion.
Subtep 3.1: Pointwise convergence (item 1. of Lemma 6.1).
Plugging in equation (6.7) into equation (6.3), and using equation (3.18) we obtain

RN
k (Yk) =

(
M ′

NL
k
θ +A′

N

)
exp

−β

 ∑
1≤i<j≤k

g(xi − xj) +N
k∑

i=1
V (xi)


×
(
MN−k exp

(
−(N − k)β

(
k∑

i=1
hµθ (xi)

))
+AN−k

)

= M ′′
NL

−k
θ exp

(
−Nβ

(
k∑

i=1
V (xi) + hµθ (xi)

))
+A′′

N

= M ′′
N

k∏
i=1

µθ(xi) +A′′
N ,

(6.8)

where

| logM ′′
N | ≤ C ′′

1N
1
2β

(
C ′′

2 +
k∑

i=1
V (xi)

) 1
2

|A′′
N | ≤ exp

(
−NβC ′′

(
g(0) +

k∑
i=1

V (xi)
))

,

(6.9)

for some new constants C ′′, C ′′
1 , C

′′
2 .

Using Lemma 3.6, we have that RN
k (Yk) → (µV (x∗))k for a.e. Yk ∈ Rd×k.

Substep 3.1: Summability condition (item 2. of Lemma 6.1).
Let K ⊂ Rd be a compact set. Then by Lemma 3.6, there holds

sup
N∈N

∞∑
k=1

1
k!

ˆ
K
RN

k (Yk) dy1...dyk ≤ C
∞∑

k=1

1
k! (|K|µV (x∗))k < ∞. (6.10)

Using Lemma 6.1, we may conclude the proof.

7 Appendix: Point processes

In this appendix, we will review the theory on point processes necessary to prove Theorem 1.
This appendix is based on [24].

Definition 7.1 (Point process). A point process P is a probability measure on the space of
locally finite point configurations on Rd. Alternatively, we may think of a point process P as
a probability measure on the space of Radon measures consisting of a sum of Dirac deltas.
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Definition 7.2 (Laplace functional). We associate to a point process P its Laplace functional
ψ, defined by

ψ(f) := EP

[
exp

(
−
ˆ

Rd

f dX
)]

, (7.1)

for a Borel-measurable f : Rd → [0,∞).

Definition 7.3 (Correlation function). Given a point process, we define the k−point corre-
lation functions {Rk}∞

k=1 by the condition that

ψ(f) := 1 +
∞∑

i=1

1
k!

ˆ
Rd

k∏
i=1

(exp(−f(xi)) − 1)Rk(x1, ...xk) dx1...dxk. (7.2)

Remark 7.4 (Correlation function of a joint distribution). If P is supported on point con-
figurations of N points, and if these N points have a symmetric joint distribution P, then we
can verify that

ψ(f) := 1 +
∞∑

i=1

(
N

k

)ˆ
Rd

k∏
i=1

(exp(−f(xi)) − 1)P(XN ) dXN , (7.3)

which implies that the correlation functions are given by

Rk(x1, ...xk) = N !
(N − k)!

ˆ
Rd×(N−k)

P(x1, ...xk, xk+1, ...xN ) dxk+1...dxN (7.4)

for any k ≤ N .

Remark 7.5 (Correlation function of a Poisson point process). If P is a Poisson process of
intensity λ, then its Laplace functional is given by

ψ(f) = exp
(ˆ

Rd

(exp(−f(x)) − 1)λ(x) dx
)
. (7.5)

Furthermore, the correlation functions of P are given by

Rk(x1, ...xk) =
k∏

i=1
λ(xi). (7.6)

Definition 7.6 (Weak convergence). Let PN be a sequence of point processes, and denote
their Laplace functional by ψN . Then PN converges weakly to a point process P with Laplace
functional ψ if for any continuous and compactly supported f : Rd → R+ there holds

lim
N→∞

ψN (f) = ψ(f). (7.7)

Lemma 7.7 (Weak convergence and correlation functions). Let PN be a sequence of point
processes, and denote their k− point correlation functions by RN

k . Then PN converges weakly
to a point process P, with k− point correlation functions denoted by RN

k if:

1. RN
k → Rk pointwise almost everywhere as N → ∞.

2. For any compact set Ω ⊂ Rd there holds

sup
N∈N

∞∑
k=1

1
k!

ˆ
K
RN

k dy1...dyk < ∞. (7.8)
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[12] Djalil Chafäı, Edward B Saff, and Robert S Womersley. Threshold condensation to
singular support for a Riesz equilibrium problem. Analysis and Mathematical Physics,
13(1):19, 2023.

[13] David Dereudre, Adrien Hardy, Thomas Leblé, and Mylène Mäıda. DLR equations and
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[25] Thomas Leblé. Local microscopic behavior for 2d Coulomb gases. Probability Theory
and Related Fields, 169:931–976, 2017.
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