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Abstract We show that the joint probability generating function of the stationary measure of
a finite state asymmetric exclusion process with open boundaries can be expressed in terms of
joint moments of Markov processes called quadratic harnesses. We use our representation to
prove the large deviations principle for the total number of particles in the system. We use the
generator of the Markov process to show how explicit formulas for the average occupancy of
a site arise for special choices of parameters. We also give similar representations for limits
of stationary measures as the number of sites tends to infinity.

Keywords Exclusion process with open boundary - Markov processes - Large deviations -
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1 Introduction
1.1 Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process with Open Boundaries

Asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) is a Markov model for random particles that
cannot occupy the same position, and tend to move to the adjacent site with the rate that is
larger to the right than to the left. There are several versions of the model; for example, Spitzer
[40] considers ASEP on the infinite number and on the finite number of sites. In this paper we
are mostly interested in a particle system on a finite lattice of N > 2 points S = {1, ..., N},
where each site j € S can have only t; = 0 or 7; = 1 particles. The term “open boundary”
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refers to the fact that particles can be inserted and removed from both boundary points. This
version of ASEP appeared in Liggett [33, Sect. 3] and was extensively studied in physics,
see e.g. [2,5,18-22]. A survey paper of Blythe and Evans [6] gives additional references and
motivation.

An informal description of the exclusion process is that particles are placed at rate @ > 0
in position 1, and at rate § > 0 in position N, provided the location is empty. Particles are
also removed at rate y > 0 from location 1 and removed at rate § > 0 from site N. Particles
attempt to move to the nearest neighbor: to the right with rate 1 and to the left with rate ¢ > 0;
however they cannot move if the neighbor site is already occupied. Parameters o, 8, y, &
describe behavior at the boundaries; parameter g determines the degree of asymmetry, see
Fig. 1. Exclusion process is symmetric, when ¢ = 1; the case ¢ > 1 is similar to g < 1 due
to “particles-holes duality”, see e.g. discussion of this point in [42]. Throughout this paper
we will assume that ¢ < 1.

Time evolution of such a system is described by a continuous time Markov process
(t1(1), ..., Ty (2)) with finite state space {0, Y, see e.g. [35, Formulas (2.1)-(2.3)]. We
do not provide the details, as we are interested only in the (unique) invariant probabil-
ity measure wy of the Markov chain (71(¢),..., Tx(?)). Using the notation borrowed
from statistical physics, by (-)y we denote the average with respect to this probability
measure and by (71, ...,75) € {0, 1} we denote the random vector with the invariant
distribution 7. For example, (7x)y is the average occupancy of site k with respect to
TN .

1.2 Overview of the Main Results

Our first main result, Theorem 1 in Sect. 2, relates joint probability generating function
of 71,..., Tx to the joint moments of a certain Markov processes (Z;);>0, see (2.3). The
Markov process comes from [12] where it is called a quadratic harness. It is described in
more detail in Sect. 1.4. In Sect. 1.3, we review the matrix method of [20], which serves as
an intermediate step in the proof of Theorem 1.

In Sect. 3, we use representation (2.3) to prove the large deviations principle for the total
number of particles in the system. Theorem 2 extends the results of [23, Sect. 3.5] to the
cases where particles can leave left boundary with rate y 7 0 and can be inserted at the right
boundary with rate § # 0. The large deviations rate function depends on the parameters of
the ASEP only through the support of random variable Z;, see (3.9).

In Sect. 4 we give an integral formula for the average density profile when y = § = 0
and @ + B > 1 — ¢ and point out that the formula simplifies to a product form (4.17) when
g = 0. The proof of Theorem 4 uses the generator of the Markov process (X;), which is
given in Theorem 3.
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Fig.1 Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process with open boundary and parameters «, 8, v, 8, q. Black disks
represent occupied sites
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In Sect. 5 we pass to the limit as the number of sites N tends to infinity. The main result
of this section, Theorem 7, represents the joint generating function of the limiting measure
of the ASEP on the semi-infinite lattice in terms of the joint moments of a quadratic harness.

1.3 Matrix Solution

The celebrated matrix method of [20] introduces a probability measure on {0, 1}V using a
pair D and E of infinite matrices with D representing the occupied site, E representing an
empty site, and a pair of vectors, where (W| is a row vector and |V) is a column vector.
It turns out that this is the invariant measure 7y introduced in Sect. 1.1. For our purposes
it is convenient to recast the expression from [20] into the formula for the joint generating
function

N
7 1
<]_[ th> = K—N<W|(E+ HD)(E + D) - - - (E + tyD)| V). (1.1)
j=1 N

Here
Ky = (W|E+ D)V V) 1.2)

is the normalizing constant, which in the physics literature is called the partition function
and is usually denoted by letter Z; in this paper, as in [12], we reserve letter Z for a Markov
process that we introduce in Section 1.4.

In ref. [20] the authors verify that (]_[1/-\’:1 t;'/ )~ is indeed the probability generating func-
tion of the invariant distribution 7 of the exclusion process with parameters «, 8, v, 8, q,
provided that the matrices and the vectors satisfy relations

DE — gED =D +E, (1.3)
(W|(«E — yD) = (W], (1.4)
(BD = SE)|V) = |V). (1.5)

Derrida et al. [20] give a detailed proof for the case when ¢ = 0, and sketch the proof for
the general ¢. [35, Sect. III] proves the invariance of the probability measure determined by
(1.1) for arbitrary g.

Formula (1.1) offers the flexibility of choosing convenient vectors and matrices. Refs.
[20,23,25,36,42] show such choices for various ranges of the parameters, and use the explicit
representations to derive properties of the ASEP. Our goal is to derive a representation for
the left hand side of (1.1) in terms of moments of an auxiliary Markov process, called
quadratic harness. We use this representation to study large deviations principle for the
average occupation as well as mean values of occupation sites. In particular, we give simple
derivations of some earlier known properties of ASEP.

Note that representation (1.1) cannot hold when (W|V) = 0, and Essler and Rittenberg
[26, p. 1384] point out that this happens when o8 = y§. They also point out the importance
of a more general requirement af — g¥y8 # 0 for k = 0, 1,.... Our Markov process
representation requires additional restrictions on the parameters, which in particular imply

yé < ap.
1.4 Quadratic Harnesses
In this section we introduce an auxiliary Markov processes, called quadratic harness, defined

on another probability space which is unrelated to the probability space ({0, 1}V, 7y) where
the invariant measure 77y is described through (1.1). To make the distinction more transparent,
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we denote by IE(X) the expected value of a random variable X on this probability space.
Our Markov process is different than the Markov process on permutation tableaux which
was associated with ASEP in [16], and the way ASEP and the process we introduce are tied
together is also different than the relation exhibited in [16]. However, there is a common
thread of the Askey—Wilson polynomials in the background.

A square integrable (real) stochastic process X = (X;);¢y is called a quadratic harness on
an interval [ if for s <t < u we have

E(Xt|-/fs,u) = %Xx + ﬂxuv

u—s

and
E(X?|Fsu) = Arsu X2 4 BisuXs Xi + Crsu X2 + DysuXs + ErsuXu + Frsu,

where (F; ) s<y 18 a past-future filtration of the process X and A;gy, . . ., Fygy are non-random
functions of s, ¢, u. We will say that X = (X;);¢; is a standard quadratic harness if IE X, = 0,
EX;X; = s, for s < t. It appears (see [8]) that under mild technical assumptions these
conditions uniquely determine X, which typically is a (non-homogeneous) Markov process.
Moreover, the functions Ay, ..., Fis, are defined in terms of five numerical constants
0,neR, 7,0 >0,q0 <1+ 24/70 and, consequently,

(w—1)(t—s) XXy Xy X
Var(Xz|fr,u) = K Z:v 8 1 li
s u

u(l+os)+t—ys
with
K(x,y) =1406x+ny +7x° + 0y — (1 — go)xy.

That is, typically, a standard quadratic harness is determined by the constants 6, n, 7, o, qo,
and thus we write X ~ QH(0, n, t, 0, go). The family of standard quadratic harnesses
includes affine transformations of such processes as: Wiener process—QH(0, 0, 0, 0, 1),
Poisson process—QH(6, 0, 0, 0, 1), & > 0 and contains the whole class of Lévy—Meixner
processes—QH(8, 0, 7, 0, 1) (see e.g. [38]). It contains also classical versions of free Brow-
nian motion—QH(O0, 0, 0, 0, 0) (see [4]), free Poisson process - QH(#, 0, 0, 0, 0) and the
whole class of free Lévy—Meixner processes—QH(#, 0, 7, 0, 0) (see, e.g. [1]). Other exam-
ples of quadratic harnesses are quantum Bessel process—QH(6, n, 0, 0, 1) (see [3], [10], or
[34]), and a more general bi-Poisson process—QH(0, 7, 0, 0, g) (see [9]), or the g-Brownian
motion—QH(0, 0, 0, 0, q) (see, e.g. [7]).

In Bryc and Wesotowski [12] we use the orthogonality measures of Askey—Wilson poly-
nomials to construct a large family of quadratic harnesses. We recall it with some details now
since this approach will be used in order to connect quadratic harnesses with the ASEPs.

Letg € (—1,1) and a, b, c,d € C be such that abcd, abcdgq, ab, abq ¢ [1, 00). Fol-
lowing [12, (1.20)] we are interested in the family of Askey—Wilson polynomials defined
through a three-term recurrence relation

2xwy (x) = Anu_)n-H (x) + Bywy(x) + énu_)n—] (x), n >0, (1.6)
with w_; =0, wy = 1 and
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A = (1—abedq™ ") (1—abg™)
T (1—abcdqg?—1)(1—abcdq?")’

(lfahcdqnfl)(lfahq")(l —acq")(1—adq")
a(l—abcdg®—")(1—abcdg®")

g 4=g") 1 =beq" ) (1—bdg"~ 1) (1 —cdq"~ ‘)
(1—abcdq®=2)(1—abcdg?'—1)

B, =a+i—

¢, = U=g"U-acq" Y(—adg" )(1—bcg""")(1-bdg""")(1—cdg"~")
n (1—abcdq?=2)(1—abcdg?'—1)

(The bars are solely for consistency with notation in [12].) When HZ:O Ak(_fH 1 > 0 for
all n, the Askey—Wilson polynomials are orthogonal with respect to unique compactly
supported probability measure v(dx;a, b, ¢, d, q), which is called the Askey—Wilson dis-
tribution. It is not easy to describe in general for what choices of parameters a, b, ¢, d, g
such a measure exists. In Bryc and Wesotowski [12, Lemma 3.1] sufficient conditions for
existence were given in terms of two integers: m; = #({ab, ac, ad, bc, bd, cd} N [1, 00))
and my = #({abq, acq, adq, bcq, bdq, cdq} N[1, 00)). For a, b, ¢, d which are either real
or come in complex conjugate pairs and such that abcd < 1 and abcdq < 1 the Askey—
Wilson distribution exists in the following cases: (i) ¢ > 0 and m; = 0; (ii) ¢ < 0 and
mp =mp =0;@0il)g >0,m =2;14v) g <0, m; =2,my =0;(v)g <0,m =0,
my = 2. In particular, in Sect. 5 we need to consider ad = 1 and ac > 1, which falls under
case (iii), with degenerated measure v concentrated at the root of wy (x).
The Askey—Wilson measure has the form

v(dx;a,b,c,d,q) = f(x;a,b,c,d)I (x| < )dx + Z p(y)éy(dx),
yeF(a,b,c,d,q)

where the density

(621'9)00

. _ (g.,ab,ac,ad bc,bd,cd) o
fxsa,b,c.d,q) = (e bel® cel® de®y

27 (abed)ooN/1—x2
with cos 6 = x, may be sub-probabilistic or zero for some values of the parameters. The set
F =F(a,b,c,d,q)isafinite orempty setof atoms of v(dx; a, b, c,d, q). lfo € {a, b, c, d}
is such that |@| > 1 then « is real and generates atoms. E.g., if |a| > 1 then it generates the
atoms

(1.7)

x; = (ag’ + 1/(ag’))/2 for j = 1,2,...such that lag’| > 1 (1.8)
and the corresponding masses are

(a=2,be,bd,cd)so
P(X0) = Glac/ada.abediss’

(1—n2,2]) .
p(xj) = plxo) (q(jzéjlf,’;;}ificjﬁ;cli);l<f—a)2) (ea)’ - J= 1.

In the formulas above, for complex « and |g| < 1 we used g-Pochhammer symbol

(@) = (a;9)n = ]—I;f;é 1 - oeqj), 1 <n < o0, (x)g = 1. Moreover, (ay, ..., a;), :=

(@n ... (a)n,0<n < oo.

We now use the Askey—Wilson measures v(dx; a, b, ¢, d, q) to construct a Markov process
which will depend on parameters A, B, C, D, q. As previously, we take ¢ € (—1, 1) and
fix A, B, C, D which are either real or (A, B) or (C, D) are complex conjugate pairs with
ABCD < 1,qABCD < 1 and such that

AC,AD, BC,BD,qAC, gAD, qBC,qBD € C\[1, c0). (1.9)
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388 W. Bryc, J. Wesotowski

The Askey—Wilson stochastic process Y = (Y;);cs, where

I = [max{0, €D, 4CD), siotzgam ) (1.10)
is defined as the Markov process with marginal distributions
mi(dx) = v(dx; ANt, BN1,C//1, DIV, q), tel, (1.11)

with compact support U;, and the transition probabilities

Py (x,dy) = v(dy; ANT, BT, \/s/t(x +v/x2 = 1), {/s/1(x —Vx2 = 1)),

s<t, s, tel, xeU. (1.12)

The marginal distribution 7; (dx) may have atoms at points
1 . 1 1 (Dqg’ Jt )
— | BVtg’ + -, |\ —+=),
2 < Via Bﬁqf) 2 ( Jt  Dgl
1 < 1 1 /Cq! Wt
— | AVtq) + )7<—+—) 1.13
( T Wi ) 2\ T eq (19

2

These formulas are recalculated from (1.8) and appear explicitly in [12, (3.7) and (3.8)].
(Transition probabilities P ;(x, dy) also may have atoms.)

To construct a standard quadratic harness from the Askey—Wilson process we introduced in
[12,(2.22)] an intermediate (nonstandard) quadratic harness Z on /, which will be important
for our further considerations in this paper. The process Z = (Z;);¢; is defined by

2t
Zt_—m Yi,t el (1.14)
It is a Markov process with the following properties:

(i) (Z;) has a sequence of orthogonal martingale polynomials

(r; ()] = [ro(xs 1), ri(xs 1), .1,

where
ra(x; 1) = t"?w, (—V;}th; AT, B\t C/\t, D/, q) n=0,1,..., (1.15)

with w, (x) = w,(x; a, b, ¢, d, q) defined in (1.6). That is, r, (x; t) is a polynomial of
degree n in variable x such that:

(1) rotx; 1) =1;
(2) E@n(Zs; )rm(Zs; 1)) = 0 form # n;
3) E(rn(Zt; |Zs) = E(rn(Z,; Do(Zy:v<5)) =r,(Zs;s) fors <t.

(i1) The Jacobi matrix of the orthogonal polynomials {r;, (-; ¢)} is a tridiagonal infinite matrix
which depends linearly on parameter r. We will write it as rx 4y, and we will write the
so called “three step recurrence” in vector notation as

x(r; ()| = (e ()] (1x +y). (1.16)

This is recalculated from the recurrence (1.6), and appears in [12, p. 1244].
(iii) The Jacobi matrix is determined uniquely from the g-commutation equation

xy —qyx =1 (1.17)
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and the initial conditions

)/0810... 80(,010...
o0 Bo
Xx=10 , Y=10 , (1.18)

where o, Bo, Y0, b0, €1, ¢1 depend on parameters A, B, C, D, g through formulas in
[12, page 1243]; these formulas are reproduced in the proof of Theorem 1 below, see
e.g. (2.8).

Bryc and Wesolowski [12] show that (Z;);c; is a Markov process with harness property

u—t t—s
Zs +

u—=s u-—=s

E(Zi|Zs, Z4) =

Zy (1.19)

and quadratic conditional variances under a two-sided conditioning. However, to obtain a
standard quadratic harness an adjustment is necessary in order to fulfill the expectations and
covariances requirements while preserving linearity of conditional expectations and quadratic
form of conditional variances. This adjustment uses an invertible Mobius transformation
T(r) = €L and is of the form

= T+AB:
_ JT=q(1—AB)Zy()—(A+B)t—(C+D) \/—
X = Ja=¢)(1—AC)(I—-AD)(1-BC)(1I—BD) 1 —qABCD,

ted =T YD), (1.20)

see [12, formula (2.28)].
Reference [12, Theorem 1.1] states that X = (X;);ey is a quadratic harness QH(0, n, t, o,
go) with parameters

g — ___(C+D)(1+ABCD)-2CD(A+B) /T~ (121
- (I—AC)(I-AD)(I-BC)(I_BD)(1—qABCD)’ :

_ __ ((A+B)(I+ABCD)—2AB(C+D))J/T—q (1.22)
1= = J0-A0)(1-AD)1-BO)(1-BD)(1—qABCD)’ '

CD(1—q) _ AB(l—q) g—ABCD (1.23)

T =1g4aBcD’® % = 1—gaBcD’ 90= 1—4aBCD"

Reference [12, Theorem 1.2] assures that Markov process (Z;);>0 exists when conditions
(1.9) hold. In this paper we will only need real-valued parameters A > 0, —1 < B <0, C >
0,—1 < D <0,and 0 < ¢ < 1. Specialized to this case, (1.9) reduces to the condition
AC < 1.

2 Representing a Matrix Solution by the Auxiliary Markov Process

We now return to the study of invariant measure of ASEP with parameters o > 0, 8 > 0,
y >0,6§ >0,0 <g < 1. Our goal is to associate an appropriate quadratic harness (Z;)
with the ASEP. Denote

l—g—u+v+y/(0—qg—u+v)2+4uv

kx(u, v) = o 2.1
Let (Z;);>0 be the Markov process from (1.14) in Sect. 1.4 with parameters
A=1x4+(B,0), B=k_(B,98), C=ky4(e,y), D=r_(,y). (2.2)
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Notice that A, B, C, D arereal, ABCD = y§/(«ff), and A, C > 0 while —1 < B, D < 0.
Indeed, it is clear that x_(u,v) < 0 when u > 0, v > 0. Inequality x_(u,v) > —1 is
equivalentto 1l —g +u +v > \/(1 —q —u+v)? +4uv. Since ¢ < 1 and u, v > 0, the
left hand side is positive. Upon squaring both sides we see that k_ (u, v) > —1 is equivalent
todu(l —¢q) > 0.

In particular, BD < 1, so (Z;)cs is well defined when AC < 1 and from (1.10) we get
I = (0, 00).

Our main result is the following representation of the joint generating function of the
invariant measure of the ASEP in terms of the stochastic process (Z;).

Theorem 1 Suppose that the parameters of ASEP are such that AC < 1. Then for0 < t; <
tr < ... <ty the joint generating function of the invariant measure of the ASEP is

f[” B0 +1+VT=47))

t. = . 2.3)
i . E(2+/T=qZ)V)

Since the left hand side is a polynomial in t1, ..., ty, it is clear that formula (2.3) deter-

. Tj .
mines (]_[j-\’:1 tj'/ yn uniquely forall 7, ..., ty.

The proof of Theorem 1 appears in Sect. 2.1. We conclude this section with remarks.

Remark 1 Assumption AC < 1 has natural physical interpretation—in terminology of [23]
it identifies the “fan region” of ASEP. Since 0 < BD < 1, we have
8
Y% _ ABCD <1,
of
so the conditions [26, (58)] for the existence of a matrix representation are automatically
satisfied.

Remark 2 Suppose that (Z;) is a Markov process from Sect. 1.4 with 0 < ¢ < 1 and
with parameters A, B, C, D which satisfy (1.9). If in addition A, B, C, D are real, g > 0,
14+ A)(1+B)>0,0+C)(1+ D) >0,and AB <0, CD < 0, then the right hand side
of (2.3) determines the invariant measure of an ASEP with parameters

o= 1—q = l1-¢q _ ~—(d-9CD
TU+ro0a+D) PTarana+B T a+ro0+ Dy
—(1—¢g)AB

§= ——————— (2.4)

T (1+AU0+B)’

Remark 3 A special case of formula (2.3) relates (tz?=' Yiyn to the N-th moment of (1 +
t+ /1 —4qZ),ie., to the moments of an Askey—Wilson law. Therefore exact formula for
E(2+vT=¢Z)") /(1 — ¢)N wheny = § = 0 can be read from [5, Eq. (57)]. [30,
Theorem 1.3.1] and [31, Theorem 6.1] used combinatorial techniques to generalize this to
the exact formula for I (1 + ¢ + /T —qZ)") /(1 — ¢)". For a more analytic approach,
see [41]. Formulas for moments of more general Askey—Wilson laws appear in [15,32].

Remark 4 The right hand side of (2.3) may define a probability generating function of a
probability measure for other values of parameters than those specified in the assumptions
of Theorem 1. In Theorem 7 we show that a semi-infinite ASEP is related to (2.3) with
parameters that do not correspond to an ASEP. Johnston and Stringer [29] consider another
“non-physical” case ¢ = —1.
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2.1 Proof of Theorem 1

Our motivation and starting point is Ref. [42] which represents matrices E, D by the Jacobi
matrices of the Askey—Wilson polynomials, with vectors (W| = [1,0,0,...] and |V) =
[1,0,0,...]7. Reference [42] then uses these matrices to give the integral formulae for the
partition function and for the m-point correlation function (7;,, j,, ..., T}, ). These integral
formulas inspired our search for representation in terms of the quadratic harnesses.

We begin with a slight variation of [42, formula (4.5)]. We use matrices X, y from (1.16)
to rewrite E, D as

E ! I+ ! D ! I+ !
I—q Vg =~ 1-q JT-gq

compare [5, formulas (13) and (14)]. (This is simply a rescaling by the factor 1/4/1 — g of
the two operators in [42, formula (4.5)].) Then, just like in [42], formulas (1.17) and (1.3)
are equivalent.

Next, we use (1.18) to ensure that (1.5) and (1.4) hold with vectors (W| = [1,0,0, ...]
and |V) =[1,0,0,...]7. In order for (1.5) to hold, in (1.18) we must have

Baog — 8y =0 (2.6)

X, 2.5)

and
B—68  Byo—3ddo

1—¢q J1—gq
Since according to [12, p. 1243], «p = —ABpfo, equation (2.6) gives AB = —§/B. The
expressions for y, and 8, presented in [12, p. 1243] for n = 0 give

=1. 2.7

_A+B—-AB(C+ D) _C+D—-CD(A+B)
W= T—q—ABCD) " JT—q(—ABCD)"
We note that condition ABC D < 1 implies that o8 — 8 # 0, so inserting these expressions
into (2.7),weget 1+ C+D)a=1—qg+y.
Similarly, in order for (1.4) to hold, we must have ¢ — ye; = 0, which in view of
relation ¢ = —C Dep [12, p. 1243] gives CD = —y /a. Finally, we need to ensure that

(2.8)

a—y  ad— Yy
l1—gq J1—¢q

Using (2.8) and «f # y 4, this simplifies to (1 + A 4+ B)B = 1 — g + 8. The system of four
equations for A, B, C, D decouples, and we get a pair of one-variable quadratic equations
for the unknowns A, C, with solutions (2.2).

We now choose 11 < 1o < --- < ty and, after including the factor (1 — q)N into the
normalizing constant, we rewrite the unnormalized matrix expression on the right hand side
of (1.1) as

=1.

<W| ]_[(E+t,D)|v>

j=1

N
- 1
= q)N <W H((l +tpl4+ /1 —q(tjix+Yy)) V> = mn, (2.9)

j=1
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Since polynomials {r, (x; )} are orthogonal and ro(x; t) = 1, we have (W| = IE((r;, (Z;,)|)
which gives

N

M= | (v, Z)| [] + 0 +T=gx+y|v)

j=1

By (1.16),

(r,(Z))] ((1 Fol+ /1 q(tx—i—y)) =(I+1+1—q2)|

SO

n=e|(1+n+/1-q2)

N
X <I’,|(Zt])| l_[((l +l‘j)I+w/1 —q(th+y))|V>

j=2

We now use this formula, martingale property of {r,(Z;;t)} and standard properties of
conditional expectations. We get

=B((+n+1-g7y)
N

x <r,2(zfz ]'[((1+rj)1+\/1—q<t,-x+y>) V>|zt1>
((1 +t+1—-qZ,)
<rt2(ZIQ l_[((1+[])l+\/1_ (’1X+Y)) V>

=E

N
[Ta+u+V1-qz,) <rf2<zt2 [T +epr+ V1 =q@tx+y) V>
Jj=3

i
(

E

2
[Ja+u+V1-qz,)

i=

x E <r,3(z,3 ]‘[((1+r,)1+,/1—q(tjx+y)) v> Zi. Zs,

j=3
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Recurrently, we get

N
m :E(ﬂ(l—i—ti +./1 —qZ,,.)(r,N(Z,N)|V)>. (2.10)
i=1

Recall now that ro(x; 1) = L and |V) =[1,0,0,...]7, so (rey (Z)IV) =r0(Zsys ty) = 1.
Thus (2.9) and (2.10) give

N

— N
<W| []E +sz)yV> = ﬁE I (1 +tj+ /1 - qZ,j)

j=1 j=1
By (1.1), this proves (2.3).

Remark 5 The normalizing constant Ky from (1.2) enters many exact formulas in the
literature. Of course, the (new) normalizing constant is just the value of the expression

E (]_[;.V:1 (1+1+/T= qZ,j)) at?; = 1. Our proof used matrix representation (1.1) with
(W|V) = 1; by homogeneity, in general the new normalization is related to K by formula

v =P
E((Z—i—«/l—qu) )_WKN. @.11)

3 Application to Large Deviations

This section shows how one can use representation (2.3) to prove the large deviations principle
for % Z;VZ 1T

Forqg =0,a,8 > 1 and y = § = 0 this result was announced in [21, (30)]. LDP for
general ¢ appears in [23, Sect. 3.5], as an application to a more general path-level LDP. The
general case with y, § > 0 is described in the introduction to [25], but it seems that no proof
is available in the literature: in [23] the authors write only: the calculations in the case of
nonzero y or § are more complicated, and for that reason we limit our analysis in the present
paper to the case y = 6 = (. Our proof is a good illustration of the use of Theorem 1 to get
rigorous proofs when the parameters of the ASEP are within its range of applicability.

For an ASEP with parameters «, 8, y, §, ¢, define A, B, C, D by (2.2) and let

1 l—g+at+y+/U-—qg—a+y)?+day a0
P=1rc ™ 2(1=¢) : '
_ A _1-g-p-5+/U g+’ +4ps 32)
P=15a™ 21— ¢) : :

(These are [25, (1.1a) and (1.1b)] and [35, formula (100)].) Assumption AC < 1isequivalent
to po > pi1, and this is the only case that we analyze here.
Next, we define

Lo=— sup log(p(l —p))
PI=P=p0
_ 1 . .
—log(po(1 — po)) = 2log(~/C + %) ifC > 1,ie., pp < 1/2,
= —log(pi(1 = p1)) = 2log(VA+ ) ifA > Lie.p > 1/2, (3.3)
log 4 if A, C < l,ie., 5 € [p1. pol.
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compare [23, expression (1.5)] or [25, expression (1.7)]. The rate function depends on the
relative entropy of Bernoulli distributions:

h(x|p) = x log % + (1 —x) log i_;;forx € [0,1], p € (0, 1). 34

Theorem 2 Suppose that the parameters of ASEP are such that po > pi. Then the sequence
{ty = % Z?’zl Tj}NeN satisfies the large deviations principle with speed N and the rate
function

h(x|po) + Lo +log(po(1 — po)) if 0 <x <1— po,

2h(x|3) + Lo — log4 fl—pg<x<1—

) = (x|3) + Lo — log lf po=x=1-p, 3.5)
h(x|p1) + Lo +log(p1(1 — p1)) if 1 —p1 <x <1,
00 if x <Oorx > 1.

That is, denoting by wty the invariant measure on {0, 1} with generating function (1.1), we
have

1
lim —1 iy € (a,b)) = — inf | 3.6
Jim - logy (T € (@, b)) = — inf, I(x) (3.6)
forany0 <a <b<1.

Recall that 7wy (Ty € (a, b)) is an abbreviation for my ({t € {0, 1}V : Ty € (a, b)}). We
remark that since the rate function I(-) is continuous on [0, 1], the upper/lower bounds of the
“standard statement” of the large deviations principle coincide on the subintervals of [0, 1].
Theorem 2 formally extends [23, Sect. 3.5, formula (3.12)] to allow (some) y, §. It also
includes the LDP announced in [21, formula (30)], who considered the case «, > 1 and
y=8=¢qg =0.Indeed,ify =6 =0ando > 1—¢q,8 > 1—¢q then (2.1) and (2.2) give
A=C=0.So0pp =1, p; =0 and the rate function is 7 (x) = 2h(x|1/2) for0 < x < 1.
In particular, Theorem 2 recovers part of the “phase diagram” [18,20,25,39]: from (3.5)
and (3.3) it is easy to locate the unique zero of I(x), so that Ty converges exponentially fast
to either pp, if pg < 1/2 (the so called low density phase), to p1, if p1 > 1/2 (the so called
high density phase), or to 1/2,if 1/2 € [p1, po] (the so called maximal current phase).

Proof The proof is based on a routine application of the Laplace transform method from the
Girtner-Ellis Theorem [17, Theorem 2.3.6]. That is, we compute the limit

N
1 1
A(A) = lim —1 AT = lim —1 A ; 7
() = lim —log(exp(Nazy))y = lim — log <exp( > rj>> (3.7)
Jj=1 N
for real A. In view of (2.3), this amounts to calculation of the limit
.1 A N
L) = lim — logIE ((1 v+ T—qZy) ) , (3.8)
N—oo N
with A(x) = L(Z) — L(0).
Our goal is to show that 1 + e* + /T —gZ,. > 0, so
L) =log |1+ e + V1 —=qgZ, |00 (3.9)

depends only on the support of the single random variable Z,, and is given by explicit formula
(3.12) below.

We determine the support of /1 — gZ, from the support of a closely related random
variable Y; in [12, (2.22)]. From [12, Sect. 3.2], we read out that the distribution of Z; has
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Z

1
G2 1/A2

Fig.2 Supportof Z; forqg =0, A, C > 0, B, D < 0. The shaded gray area between the parabolas represents
the support [—2+/7, 24/1] of the continuous part of the distribution. The four tangent gray lines represent the
locations of the atoms for t > 0

only absolutely continuous and discrete parts. The absolutely continuous part of the law of
~/T—qZ; is supported on the interval [—24/7, 24/1], because the continuous part of Y; is
supported on [—1, 1]. The locations of atoms of /1 — ¢ Z; are calculated from (1.13) and
(1.8). Recalling that according to (2.2), we have A, C > 0 and B, D < 0, the atoms appear
above (i.e., to the right of) the support [—2+/7, 24/1] of the continuous part at points

. 1 . t .
Atq’ + ——fort > Cq/ + —fort < C2g¥,
¢+ 4 7+ & q

A2q2

and they appear below (i.e., to the left of) the support [—2+/7, 2+/7] of the continuous part at
points

. t .
Dq’ + —jfort < D*¢%.

: 1
Bt J %fort 5 5>
9+ Bq/ - quzf Dq

The atoms above the support of the continuous part lie below the pair of the atoms that
correspond to j = 0, and there are no atoms above the support of the continuous part when
C? <t < 1/A? (recall that this interval is nonempty by assumption (2.2)). Similarly, the
atoms below the support of the continuous part lie above the pair of the atoms that correspond
to j = 0. So the support of /1 — gZ; is contained between the pair of continuous curves.
The upper boundary is

C+t/C ifr<C?,
U(t) = {27 if C%2 <t < 1/A2, (3.10)
At +1/A ifr>1/A2,

and the lower boundary is

D+1t/D ift< D2
TOER SN if D> <t < 1/B?, (3.11)
Bt+1/B ift>1/B%.
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The boundaries do not depend on the value of parameter 0 < ¢ < 1. Fig. 2 illustrates how
the support of Z; varies with ¢ for ¢ = 0.

To verify that 1 + ¢t 4+ /1 —gZ; > 0, we inspect each of the cases and verify that
L4140 = (1= VD)? = 0:

(1) fort < D? with negative D, wehave 1 +¢+D+1/D = (D+1)(1+1/D) > (1 —+/1)?
as D — D + t/D with derivative 1 — r/D? > 0 is increasing on —/7 < D < 0;

) foranyt, 1+t -2t =(1 —JD?=>0;

(3) fort > 1/B? withnegative B, wehave 1 +¢+1B+1/B = (B+1)(t+1/B) > (1—+/1)2,
as B + tB + 1/B with derivative t — 1/B* > 0 is increasing on —1/4/f < B < 0.

Since we proved that 1 + ¢ + /1 — gZ; > 0, we can now insert the absolute value and
the limit (3.8) becomes just the logarithm of the infinity norm || 1 + e+ J1— qZ,.|lco- The
explicit value of the limit can now be read out from (3.10). We get

log(C + ") +log L& if e* < €2,
L(x) = {2log(1 4 ¢*/?) if C%2 < et < 1/A2, (3.12)
log(1 + Ae*) +log 54 if e* > 1/A%.
Accounting for the normalization which is needed in (3.7), we get A(A) = L(A) — L(0). A
calculation confirms that Ly := L(0) is indeed given by (3.3).
Since the function A +— A () is differentiable at all A, the LDP follows with

I(x) = sup{ix — A(X)} = Lo + sup{Ax — L)}
) )

To derive the three explicit expressions given in (3.5) we note that

ﬁ:x with ¢* < C? has range (0, C/(1 + C)),
Lo = % with C? < e* < 1/A? has range[C/(1 4 C), 1/(1 + A)],
1ff:ex with ¢* > 1/A? has range(1/(1 + A), 1).

After a calculation, this gives each of the cases listed in (3.5) for x € (0, 1). The value for
I(x) with x < 0 arises from A — —oo with L(A) — log(1 + C). The value for [(x) with
x > 1 arises from taking A — oo with Ax — L(A) = (x — 1)A + (A — L(})) and noting

that A — L(A) = log 1;2& — log % — —log(l + A) is bounded. (The above is a routine
entropy calculation that we included for completeness.) O

4 Some Explicit Formulas

Some “miraculous” explicit formulas for the average occupation (7 ) v of site k for a system
of length N appearin [18, Formulas (47) and (48)]inthecaseq =0, = =1,y =6 =0.
The first of them is generalized to arbitrary «, 8 in [20, expressions (39) and (43)] and in [39].
In particular, [39, formula (3.3)] point out a factorization of the expression for the difference
(tk)N — (tr+1)n and discuss several implications of the factorization.

Our goal in this section is to explore Theorem 1 to gain quick access to some of such
explicit formulas.
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4.1 Integral Formulas for Ky

Of course, (2.11) is an integral formula for K 7, expressing K y as a constant times the integral
of 2+.4/1— qx)N with respect to the law of Z;. This is essentially [42, expression (6.1)] or
[43, expression (3.12)]. When —1 < A, B, C, D < 1, the law is absolutely continuous with
the Askey—Wilson density (1.7), which in general involves infinite products. For ¢ = 0, the
infinite products vanish and the density takes a more concise form. We get

2 N )
Ky = / Q2+x)"vV4—x . @

- M d
> (14+ A2 — Ax)(1 + B2 — Bx)(1 4+ C2 — Cx)(1 + D? — Dx)

where

_ (1—AB)(1 - AC)(1 — AD)(1 — BC)(1 — BD)(1 — CD)

- 27(1 — ABCD) ’

M

This formula simplifies further when y = § = 0 and o, § > 1/2. From (2.2) we get
A=010-8)/8,B=0,C={1—a)/a, D= 0;the values of A, B need to be swapped
when 8 > 1 and similarly the values of C, D need to be swapped when « > 1. So denoting
bya = (1 —a)/a, b = (1 — B)/B the two non-zero values among A, B, C, D, expression
(4.1) becomes

a+B—1 (2 Q+x)NV4 —x2

Ky = dx.
N= 000 )0+ —an( 162 —bx)

4.2)

With x = 2 cos 6 this is [20, expression (B10)]. (Another explicit formula is [5, formula (42)]
for general ¢; (4.2) is ¢ = 0 of that formula.)

4.2 Density Profile

In this section we derive some additional explicit integral formulas.

In order to be able to use some known (or not so known) results on quadratic harnesses,
we take y = § = 0. In this case [12, formula (2.28)] simplifies, and we can replace Markov
process (Z;) by a better studied quadratic harness (X;) ~ QH (0, n, 0,0, g), which in this
setting becomes a “bi-Poisson” process from [9] (see also [12, Sect. 5.2]). This is a Markov
process with three parameters n,0 € R, and —1 < g < 1; for ¢ > 0 the parameters must
satisfy additional constraint 1 + n6 > g (see also [12, Sect. 5.2]). The parameters 7, 6 that
are used in [9] can be recalculated from (2.2), using formulas (1.21-1.23). Since AB = 0
and CD = 0, these formulas specialize in our case to t =0 =0, y = ¢ and

B —(A+B)JT—¢q
-~ JA—=AC)(1—-BC)1—-AD)(1 - BD)’

n

) —(D+C)JT—¢
JI-—AC)(-BC)(-AD)(-BD)

Depending on the signs of | — 8 — g and 1 — o — ¢ in (2.2), there are four different cases
which all give the same final answer

B+q—1 a+qg—1
nzi,ezi

B a (43)
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where ¥ is given by

Ja+B+qg—1
p=Y— £ 1 - 44
NET @4

We note that condition AC < 1 implies thato + 8 > 1 — ¢, so ¢ > 0 is well defined, and
the constraint 1 + n6 > ¢ mentioned above is fulfilled.
From [12, (2.28)] we recalculate the process that appears in (2.3) as follows

1+t+\/1—qZ,:(1—q)<zS‘X,+%+1). (4.5)

o
Since this linear function of X; will appear several times, we denote

t 1
L (x)=9Ux+—+ —,
B«

and we put L(x) = L{(x). The relevant version of (2.3) is now

N E(T1Y, L. (X;.)
<1_[ffj> R LA )
j=] N

(4.6)

E (LN (X1))

and the normalizing constant (1.2)is Ky = [E (LN(XI)).

Denote by Ps,(x,dy) the transition probabilities of the Markov process (X;) and by
m;(dy) = Po (0, dy) the univariate laws for the process started at Xo = 0. (These measures
depend on the parameters 7, 6 given by (4.3), have absolutely continuous component, and
may also have atoms.)

Formula (4.7) can be restated as the quotient of multiple integrals with respect to these
measures. That is,

E(LN(XI)) = /LN(x)m(dx)

and
N
E| [z, )
j=1

J
= // EE / Ly (x1)s o, Liy ON) Pry_y 0y (XN =1, dXN), - - o, Pry iy (X1, dx2) 711 (dX1).
We will need the following result.
Theorem 3 On polynomials f, the infinitesimal generator
. 1
A(Hx) = lim —E(f(X,) — f(0)|X; =x)
ult u —1

of the Markov process (X;) ~ QH (0,1, 0,0, q) is given by

SO —f®

a
At(f)(x):(l‘l‘nx)/a( v _x

) Py (q(x —tn) + 0, dy). (4.8)
More generally, if f(x, t) is a polynomial in two variables x, #, then

. 1 0
1;?} EE(JC(XM» u) — flx, 0|X; =x) = Ef(x’ 0+ A(fC D) (). (4.9)
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(In order not to interrupt the flow of this section, we postpone the proof of Theorem 3 to
Appendix.)

We use Theorem 3 to explain the origin of some of the “miraculous” explicit formulas for
the average occupancy (i) . Recall notation (4.4) and (4.3).

Theorem 4 Supposea + f > 1 —¢q. Thenfor1 < j < N — 1 we have

(tj))N — (Tj+1)N
B ﬁzf (f LN=I7Y ) P2 (6 + q(x — ). dy)) LI~ (x) (1 + nx)mi (dx)
B [ LN (x)71 (dx)

. (4.10)

Proof We begin with (t;)y with1 < j < N.Takes <t < u so that we can apply Theorem
1. Using notation (4.6), we need to identify the coefficient at 7 in the expression

E (LI XL (X)Ll ™ (X))

and then take the limit # — s, and put s = 1. Since E(X;| X, X;,) = %Xs + ;_TSqu’
compare (1.19), we see that the coefficient at 7 is

N—j+1 N—j
i L X,) — Ly(X,)L X
E(L! l(Xs) u ( u) A( s) u ( u)) (4.11)
u—s
(This expression can also be obtained directly from (1.1).)
We will use Theorem 3 to compute the limit of (4.11) as u — s. To do so, we write the

limit as

N—j+1 N—j+1

i L Xy) — L X

lim E <Lk’ I(Xs) u ( u) s ( v))
U—>s u-—=s

T )Lf‘f(xu) — LY (X))
u—s $ $ u—=s

N—j+1 N—j+1
- L Xy)—L X
:E<L§ l(Xs);i_Q}vE( u ( u) s ( A)|XS))

u-—=s

(4.12)

, N—j _ yN—j
_E<L§(XS)ME(LM (X)) = L (xs>|XS)).

u—-=s
Here we can pass to the limit under the integral because X, X, are bounded random variables,
and both conditional expectations are in fact polynomials in s, u, X;; the factor (# — s) in

the denominator cancels out by algebra. Compare [14, Proof of Proposition 2.3].
Using (4.9) and taking s = 1 we get

Knimin = 7B (L")

+E (Lf—‘(xn (4" 0 - Loy N hw | ) . @13)
X=X
We note that the first term on the right hand side of (4.13) is

1 N—1 _
5B (L (X1)> = Kn(ta)n. (4.14)
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Indeed, it is easy to check from (1.1) (or from (2.3)) that (somewhat more generally)
_ 1) n 1 Ky .

B+4 B+38 Kn
We now simplify the expression in the square brackets on the right hand side of (4.13). To

do so, we combine together two expressions that appear under the integral in formula (4.8)
for Aj(-). These expressions are

(Tn)N 4.15)

9 LN ) — LN ) g LN () = LV )

L(x)
ax y—x ax y—Xx
0 LY LV 8 LTIO) - LY )
= — — X)—
dx L(y) — L(x) dx  L(y)—L(x)
After a linear change of variables (x, y) to (£x, £y) = (L(x), L(y)), this becomes
N—j+1 N—j+1 N—j N—j
g2 2 b e _Kxazy Ty
00y Ly — Ly 08y Ly — Ly

_ bl LN - LY )
by — Ly L(y) — L(x)
Together with (4.14) and (4.8), this gives

(tjIn = (tv)n
> - Nej(y_ jN—j
e [0 [ BT R 0+ - dy -+ pm @),
(4.16)

Of course, the fraction in the integrand on the right hand side of (4.16) can be written as
Z,/(V;l/ LK1 (x)LN-i—k (). So taking the difference (t;)y — (t;+1)n of two consecutive
expressions given by (4.16), after cancelations, the only remaining term corresponds to k = 1
and we get (4.10). ]

Remark 6 [42, Sect. 7.1] states formulas for the correlation functions of any order in terms
of limits of integrals that in principle imply, and extend, our formula (4.10). Our contribution
here lies in “explicit formula for the limit”, which allows us to express the final answer as an
integral.

From (4.10) we see that in the case when ¢ = 0 the expression for (z; — 7;41)n factors
into a product of two integrals. Now we will investigate the factors in more detail.

The infinitesimal generator (4.8) for the Markov process in this case can be made more
explicit by specializing [14]; to get the bi-Poisson process with ¢ = 0, we take T = o = 0,
and use (4.3) for the other two parameters. To avoid atoms, we restrict the range of parameters

o, B.
Theorem 5 If g = 0 and o, B > 1/2 then we have factorization
a+pB—1Fi(B)Fn—j(@)

N (T = ; 417
(f]>N <Tj+l)N B v p) ( )
where ) - 5
J=1 /4 —
Fia= [ G VE— (4.18)

o +a?—az)
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depends only on a througha = (1 — a)/«,

24N IA -2 iz

Fv_ :(B8) = 4.19
A Rl Ay e (@-19)
depends only on B through b = (1 — B)/B, and the normalizing constant
A 2 2 N /4 — ;2
Ky = / S S dz (4.20)
2 (I+a*—az)(14+b>—bz)

is (4.2), up to a multiplicative factor.

This is an integral form of [39, expression (3.3)] (which does not restrict ranges of the
parameters). Our proof establishes factorization (4.17) for all positive «, 8 such thata + 8 >
1, but the integral expressions (4.18), (4.19), and (4.20) when o < 1/2 or B < 1/2 would
have to be modified to include also an atomic part.

Proof Taking ¢ = 0in (4.10), we see that the expression for (7x)y — (Tk+1)n involves the
product of two integrals with respect to Py 1(6, dy) and 7 (dx). The first step is to read out
from [14, Remark 4.2] that for ¢ = 0 we have Py 1 (0, dy) = (1 4+ 0x)m(dy).

Recall that 7r; has no atoms when A2, C2 < 1, compare (3.10). An equivalent condition:
6% < 1+n6 and 5% < 1+ 10 can be read out from [11, Sect. 3]. Both forms of the condition
are equivalent to (1 — ®)? < ao?and (1 — ﬂ)2 < ,32, see (4.3) or (2.2). These inequalities
hold for «, B > 1/2, so this is the case when measure 71 has no atoms.

Since we have no atoms, from [11] we read out that

VA1 +10) — (x —n —6)?
m(dx) = 2w+ (1 161 1(x7n70)2<4(1+n9)' (4.21)

So the two integrals in (4.10) take similar forms:

ORI A0 = =1 =07
L™ (x) dx
P 27 (1 + 6x)
and
/'i+0+2WLN—i_1( VAL n0) =0 —6)
| X X.
pp— 27 (1 + nx)

We now substitute z = (x — n — 6)/+4/1 + 10, and revert back to the parameters «, 8, see
(4.3) and then back to A, C, see (2.2). The substitution is really the backwards conversion
from the process (X;) to (Z;), see (4.5), so the linear form L (x) turns into the parameter-free
expression 2 + z, converting the two integrals into (4.18) and (4.19). ]

In particular, withg =0ando = 8 =1, we have n =6 = 0 and

Va4 —x2
mi(dx) = Tlmd dx

is the Wigner semicircle law, whose even moments are the Catalan numbers. In this case,
substituting y2 = 2 + x we get

/2(2+x)nv4—x2dx= 2y2n+2\/4 y2
) 2w

2 dy = Cpyy,
i o y n+1
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where C, 41 = nlﬁ (27) is the n-th Catalan number. This shows that
Cn—iCk
(tN—k)N — (TN—k+1)N = ——,
Cn+i
which is essentially [18, formula (47)], see also [20, formula (84)]. (It is worth pointing
out that [18, formula (48)] encodes an explicit closed-form expression for the “incomplete
convolution” Zﬁ:o Cn—;C;)

5 Limits of Finite ASEPs

[33, Theorem 3.10] proves that for fixed values of «, B, y, §, g the sequence of the invariant
measures for the ASEPs on {1, ..., N} converges weakly as N — oo to a probability
measure w on {0, 1}N. This measure is a (non-unique) stationary distribution of an ASEP on
the semi-infinite lattice IN, and arises as a limiting measure of an infinite system started from
an appropriate product measure, see [33, Theorem 1.8]. [28, Theorem 3.2] introduced matrix
representation for u in the totally asymmetric process (¢ = 0); [37, Theorem 1.1] extended
matrix representation to general g. Ref. [24], see also [27], use the matrix representation to
prove the large deviations principle for the ASEP on a semi-finite lattice when g = 0.

Here we show how to extend Theorem 1 to represent limits of ASEP on {1, ..., N} as
N — o0, and we deduce a version of [33, Theorem 3.10]. Note however that as in Theorem
1 we do not cover the entire range of the admissible parameters «, 8, y, 8, g due to the
restriction AC < 1.

We first prove a somewhat more general limit result which depends on additional parameter
u>1.

Theorem 6 Suppose that the parameters of ASEP are such that AC < 1 with A, B, C, D
defined by (2.2). Then for fixed u > 1 and every K > 1, there exists a unique probability
measure [Lg , on the subsets of {0, 1}X such that

<l_[§(=l t;juTK+1+<--TN>N

K
Tj T
/{0 1K 1_[1 ' bR = 1\’11—I>n°° (UK TN ) ' G-
ST

Furthermore, fort; < ...ty < u we have

/ ﬁt’jd E ([0 +15+VT=4 7)) 5
Jdugu = - , .
01K 5 J “ E(Q2+T=qZ)kK)
where (2;)0515” is the Markov process from (1.14) with parameters
% ifu< Cc?,
Ay={u"12 ifC? <u<1/A2, (5.3)
A ifu>1/A2,
% ifu< Cc?,
By={u V2 ifCc? <u<1/A2 (5.4)
= ifu>1/A%

and 5:4 =C, 514 = D inplace of A, B, C, D, respectively.
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The proof is somewhat involved and appears in Section 5.1.

As mentioned above, it turns out that {itx 1 : K € IN} is a consistent family of measures
which are the marginals of a (unique) probability measure x on the Borel subsets of {0, 1} ;
this is the case analyzed in [33, Theorem 3.10]. GroBkinsky[28] and Sasamoto and Williams
[37] give matrix representations for w.

Theorem 7 Suppose that the parameters of ASEP are such that AC < 1, where A, B, C, D
are defined in (2.2). Then there exists a probability measure |1 on the Borel subsets of {0, 1N
such that for K > 1and0 <t <t <...<tg <1 we have

/ ﬁ Vdu = i ﬁ K Emf:l(lﬂi i) (55)
t. n = lim r. = = . .
{O,I}IN =1 J N—o0 =1 J N E((2+ ]—qZ])K)

where (Z)Osrsl is the Markov process from Theorem 6 for u = 1.

Proof The proof of Theorem 6 identifies the transition probabilities of the Markov process
(Z,) and notes that Z is non-random. When u = 1 this means that (2 + \/ITZQ is a
non-random constant, and hence the probability generating functions on the left hand side
of (5.2) define a consistent family of probability measures {;g 1 : K > 1}. That is, the
probability measure g ; is the marginal of g 1.1 with {0, 1}X+1 = {0, 1}X x {0, 1}. To
see this, write (5.2) for K + 1 and take 7] < 5 < ... < tx < tg4+1 = 1. On the right hand
side of (5.2) we get

E (T (0415 +VT=q ZipC@+ VT4 7))

@+ /T—q Zpk+
(T 041+ vT=q 7))
B 2+ T—qZ)K
because (2 + /T —¢q Z1) is a non-random factor. O

We remark that parameter A} can be written using function (2.1). We have A =
k4 (J, —J) with

l—gq
TR+ VT —qZils

where |2 + MZI lloo = 2+ U(1) is read out from (3.10). (In physics literature, J is
interpreted as “current”.) Somewhat more generally, A, = x4 (B, 8) with “non-physical”
8_—(1—q)/||1+u—|—«/ Z||oo<0and,3_—u6>0

Since the right hand sides of formulas (5.5) and (2.3) have the same form, we recover
an observation from [37], that the finite correlation functions involving the leftmost K sites
of the stationary measures of the semi-infinite ASEP can be obtained from the stationary
distribution for the finite ASEP on a lattice of K sites with non-physical parameters § = J
and § = —J used in (2.2). However, there are also significant differences between these two
representations: while (Z;) is well defined forall # > 0, (Z) isdefined only forO < ¢ < 1,and
while Z is random, 4 1 = ||Z1 |l is deterministic, so the expected value in the denominator
on the right hand side of (5.5) can be omitted.

Remark 7 The proof of Theorem 6 identifies the transition probabilities of the Markov pro-
cess (Z;) as the Askey-Wilson measures. However, when_ C? > u, the general theory is
somewhat difficult to apply as we have A,C, > 1 and B,,C,, = 1. In this case, the process
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(Z) turns out to be non-random; this can be seen from the formula for the variance [12,
(2.15)] which is zero when the product of the parameters is 1. (This is similar to the case
N = 0in [12, Sect. 4] where all the parameters were assumed positive while here we have
5,, < 0.) So for C% > u, we have Z = IE(Z) and from the formula for the mean in [12,
(2.14)] we recalculate that /1 — qZ =t/C + C. Thus in this case formula (5.2) shows that
MK ,u is a product of Bernoulli measures with px , (7; = 1) determined as the coefficient at
t in the expression
l+t+/T=¢gZ 1+4t+1/C+C

l+u+yT—qZ, l+u+u/C+C’

A calculation gives g ,(t = 1) = 1/(C+u). Whenu = 1weget u(ty = 1) = 1+C = 00,
which is in agreement with [33, Theorem 1.8(b)]: from (3.1) we see that C > 1 corresponds
to p1 < po < 1/2, where the first inequality is by assumption AC < 1. In the notation of
[33]withp =1 —pjand L = pg thisisthecase | —p < A < 1/2, so by [33, Theorem 1.8],
as time goes to infinity, the law of the semi-finite ASEP started from a product Bernoulli
measure with average density 1 — p; converges to the product Bernoulli measure with average
density pg.

Remark 8 One can check that measures g, are consistent only in the two already consid-
ered cases: when u = 1 or when u < C2.

To verify this claim, let us equate the first marginal of w; , with w1 ,. Consistency implies
that for # < 1 we have

E(2+V1=qZ ) E((+1+T-gZpC+V1-g7Zn)
=B((1+1+VT=4Z))E(C+V/T—qZ1?). (5.6)

All four expectations can be computed from [12, formulas (2.14) and (2.16)]. The linear
terms are determined from

_ C+D
E(1+r+,/1—qz,):1+t+u_CD(u—r)+(Au+1/A) —

To compute |E ((1 +t4+ 41— qZ)(Z + 1 - qzl)) we need the above formula, and
the covariance. From [12, (2.16)], we recalculate

(5.7)

covZ,. 51y — (u — 1)(AC — 1)(AD — 1)(Au — C)(Au — D)(CD — 2} 5:8)
A2(u — CD)2(CDg — u)

With the above formulas, calculation converts the consistency condition (5.6) into the fol-
lowing equation:

(C+1)(D+1D)(g=D (=D (u—1)(AC—1)(AD—1)(C—Au)(D—Au) __ 0
A(CD—u)(CDg—u) -

Since A > 0,and —1 < D < 0, possible solutions are:

(1) u=1 (which is consistent by Theorem 7);

(2) A = C/u which by (5.3) holds for u < C2. For C? < u < 1/A? equality A = C/u
implies u = C2. As we remarked u < C? gives a (consistent) family of product Bernoulli
measures. For u > 1/A? equality A=cC /u cannot hold as it reduces to A = C/u. The
latter implies AC = uA? > 1 contradicting the assumption AC < 1.
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3) A= 1/C. Since we assume AC < 1 and we have (5.3), this is possible only when
u = C?,acase already covered;
(4) D = —1, which is not possible; we already noted that x_ (¢, y) > —1.

5.1 Proof of Theorem 6

In view of (2.3), we need only to show that

. E(Hfilﬂ +tj+VT=qZ)( +u+mzu)1v4<)
Nh—r>n<>0 E(Q+VT=q¢ZDK0+u+ JT=qZ,)NK)
B ([T (41 + VT4 2,)

= ~ . 5.9
E(Q2+VT—qZDkK) 69

Throughout the proof, we will use auxiliary processes (Z 1) and (Z,) which will be the Markov

process from (1.14) in Sect. 1.4, with parameters A, é, é, D or A, fi’, C~‘, D used in place of
parameters A, B, C, D. (The “hatted” processes are the time inversions of the processes we
want.) Since # > 1 is fixed, in notation we suppress the dependence of the parameters on u.

Step 1: Time inversion

To facilitate the use of martingale polynomials, the first step is to re-write the left hand side
of (5.9) in reverse order. From (1.11) and (1.12) we see that the Markov process Y, = Yl/, is

also an Askey—Wilson process, with swapped pairs of parameters: A=C,B=D,C = A,
D = B. Therefore the time-inversion

Zyi=1tZyy, >0 (5.10)

is also a process from (1.14) in Section 1.4, with the above parameters A, B,C,D.In par-
ticular, it has martingale polynomials that arise from Askey—Wilson polynomials (with new
parameters) just as in (1.15).

We now re-write (5.9) in terms of (2,). Letu =1/u < 1and

1/Sj =IK+1—j (5.11)
sothat it <s; <sp <...<si. Then

K K
[Ta+u+Vi—gzp=n..x [0+ +V1-q}2)

Jj=1 Jj=1

K K
=tk [[A+ L +VT—qizp) =0k [TA +s;+ VT = as;Z1s)

j=1 j=1

K
=tk [[A+s;+V1—qZ). (5.12)

j=1

Therefore, to prove (5.9) we need to find a process (Z,) suchthatforu < sy <s) <...<sk
we have
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E ((1 +a+VT=qgZp)V KT A+ + MZY,.))
lim
Vo (i VT a2 K@+ Y T=g2)F)
E (]‘[5;1(1 +55 + mésj))

= — . (5.13)
E(@+vT=q2)")

To prove (5.13), we will find a Markov process (é,) such that
B (0 VT2 R Ty +VTa2)
N E((1+ﬁ+m2ﬁw)
B (15O +55 + VT4 Z,))
C E(AtatyTgZoK)

This will end the proof, as we can write the left hand side of (5.13) as the quotient of two
such limits, one for s; < sy < ... < s; and the second one fors| =55 = ... =sg = 1.

‘We have thus reduced the proof of (5.9) to the proof of (5.14). The next step is to compute
the limit on the right hand side of (5.14).

(5.14)

Step 2: Calculating the limit (5.14)

Recall that process (2 s) has martingale polynomials {7, (x; s)}. Any polynomial in variable
Z s can be written as a linear combination of the martingale polynomials {7, (x; s)}. Therefore,
conditional expectation of any polynomial in Z, with respect to past o-field generated by
{21) :v < s’} fors’ < s, is a polynomial of the same degree in the variable 2&” as it is the
same linear combination of the polynomials {,, (x, s”)}. Using this property recursively with
s =sjand s’ = s;_| we see that E(]_[;(:l(l +5; + ngj)ﬁ,;) is a polynomial of
degree K in 2,;. After a linear change of the variable, we see that there exists a polynomial
pk of degree K such that

Zil =px+a+V1=qZ;). (5.15)

K
E|[]a+s+V1-qZ)
j=1

Thus, with Z = (1 4 & + /T — ¢Z;) we can write the numerator on the left hand side of
(5.14) as follows.

K
E|zVKT]a+s;+V1-qZ) ZE(pK(Z)ZN*K)

Jj=1

This representation allows us to compute the limit on the left hand side of (5.14) as follows.

Lemma 1 If Z > 0 is a bounded non-zero random variable and p is a polynomial then

E(p(2)Z")

nlggo W = p(Zllco)-
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Proof By linearity, we compute the limit for the monomials p(Z) = Z*. Denote z :=

. n+k .
| Z]lso > 0. We want to show that lim,,_, oo % = zX. Since 2"tk < k7",

E Zn+k E(Z"
limsupg Szklimsup (Z7) =7
n—oo IE(Z") n—oo IE(Z")
On the other hand, for ¢ € (0, z) we have

Bz B@Z"™M 7o) | @ B2z )

Ezm —  E@Zn T E(Z")

kE(ZnIZ§z—a)
E(Z)

=z-o-G-9
It remains to notice that since lim, . oo </IE(Z") = z, for all large enough n we have E(Z") >
(z—¢/2)". So

E(anziz—s)< (z—8) N
Ez") T (z—e/2y

. n-tk . . .
Thus lim inf,, _, o % > (z — &)X, and since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, this ends the proof of
Lemma 1. O

We now return to Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 6. We apply Lemma 1 with Z = 1 4+u +
J1—=qZ;andn = N —K — oo. We note that, as in the proof of Theorem 2, from (3.11) we
getl+i+/1T—¢qZ; > 0.Next,wecompute ¢ = || 1+id+y/1—qZ;llc = 1+i+/T—¢qZ,
where Z is the maximum of the support of Z;. The calculation is based on (3.10), and we get

C+a/C ifa<C?
VIi—gi=U@m) ={2vi if C2 < i < 1/A2, (5.16)
Al +1/A if i > 1/A%

Using (5.15) and Lemma 1 we conclude that there exists a unique polynomial pg of

degree K with coefficients determined solely by s1, ..., sx and parameters A, B, C, D such
that
]E((l+f¢+«/1 2V K T (L4 5j + VI —*qis.)) )

lim e A pKI(f AT

N— 00 E((l—i—ft-{- /l—qZ,;)N> ¢
where

(CHNCHD iy < €2,
(=14+0+/1—qgz= 10 +1/Ju)? if C* <u<1/A2, (5.18)

ADAED iy > 1/A2.

Now that we determined the limit on the left hand side of (5.14), our next step is to represent
it in terms of a Markov process.

Step 3: Process representation of the limit (5.14)
We now introduce the process that appears on the right hand side of (5.14). Let (Zt)tzﬁ be
a Markov process with the same transition probabilities as process (Z;), but started at the

deterministic point Z; = 2. That is,
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@) (Zt)tzﬁ arises from an auxiliary process (17;)2,; via (“hatted and tilded”’) formula (1.14);

(ii) (?t),z,g is a Markov process started at the deterministic point

;o NI
AV

(iii) for# < s < t the transition probabilities of (f’t),z,; are given by formula (1.12) with
A, B replaced by A and E’; A

(iv) the univariate distributions of (flt)zzﬁ are given by formula (1.12) with s = i, x =
VT =¢%/(2v/it) and with A, B replaced by A and B.

From this description, it is clear that (f}[)tzﬁ is an Askey—Wilson process with parameters

A

A, B, C, D, which can be expressed in terms of the original parameters A, B, C, D as fol-
lows:

=C,
B =D,

(S TPN
Il
>

R C/u if C?>u,
C=vVix+vVx2—1)={1/J/u ifC?> <u<1/A2
A ifu>1/A2,

D=Vt —vx2—1)=a/C. (5.19)

(The calculations here are based on (5.16).) In particular, since CD =i and AB <0, from

(1.10) we read out that the process (Y;)se; is indeed defined on the time-interval I = [ii, 00),
as expected.

Since process (? 1)¢>5 has the same transition probabilities as process (Z), both processes
have the same martingale polynomials. Therefore, by the same algebra as before, formula
(5.15) takes the following form

K
E|[[a+si+VI—qZ)Zo) = px (A +ii+1—qZ; | . (5.20)
j=1

However, Z,; = Z is non-random, so by integrating (5.20) with respect to the degenerate law,
the right hand side of (5.17) can be written as

K A~
E([]a+s+V1—qZ) | /cX
=1

and (5.14) follows, as ¢X = (1 + i+ JT— ¢ X =B +a + /T — qZ;)K.
Step 4: time inversion again

To conclude the proof, we rewrite the right hand side of (5.13) by the same time inversion
that we already used in Step 1 of the proof. Fort = 1/s < 1 define

2{ = [Zl/t
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As previously, Z, = %Zﬁ, compare (5.10). Using the correspondence (5.11) again, the
numerator of the fraction on the right hand side of (5.13) becomes

K K
E([Ja+si+vVi—azy| =E[[]a+1/t;+V1=aZi1)
j=1 j=1
| K .
= E l_[(l—f-tj—i-mwzl/zj)
f...1g =1
{ K
- B[]0+ +v1—qZ)
f...1g =1

We use the last expression to replace the right hand side of (5.13) and we use (5.12) to replace
the left hand side of (5.13). The products ¢; ...tk cancel out, and we get (5.9).

By the previous discussion about the time inversion, process (2f)OSTSM is the Markov
process from (1.14) in Section 1.4, with parameters A, B, C, D obtained by swapping the

two pairs of the parameters for the process (2),

A

A=C.B=DC=A.D=5.

In particular, from (5.19) we get (5.3) and (5.4).
This concludes the proof of Theorem 6.

5.2 Limits as K — ocoorasu — 00

Recall measures wg , from the conclusion of Theorem 6. A natural plan to prove Large
Deviations for these measures would be to compute the limit

K
. 1
AQ)) = KlgnooElog/exp AZ;Tj dpk . u (5.21)
]:

for all real A. Unfortunately, large A are beyond the scope of our methods, so we only can
state the result for small A.

Proposition 1 Suppose that the parameters of ASEP are such that AC < 1 with A, B, C, D
defined by (2.2), and fix u > 1. Then for —oo < A < logu the limit (5.21) exists, A(X) does
not depend on u and is given by A(A) = L(X) — L(0), where L(}) is defined in (3.12).

Proof The proof is based on (5.2). As in the proof of Theorem 2, we first confirm that
1+t+J1—qZ, = 0. (With B, > 0 by (5.4), here we have fewer atoms contributing to
L(u).)

Next, we compute ||[1 + ¢ 4+ /1 — ¢Z;||co- Since B, > 0, we need to consider three
possibilities for the atoms:

(1) Atomat Iy(1) := (1B, + 1/(v/1By)) /2 fort > 1/B2;
(2) Atomat L (1) := (V1A, + 1/(V1A,)) /2 fort > 1/A2;
(3) Atom at I3(¢) := (Eu/ﬁ—l— \/;/5,,) /2 fort < 53
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From (5.4) we read out that since ¢ < u, case (1) never occurs. Indeed,

Cc? only when u < C 250t >u, contradicting t < u,

t > 1/53 =1qu contradicting t<u,

but u > ¢ > A%u? implies that u < -+

A%u? when u > ek

p 5

Atom (2) can contribute only when u < C? or when u > 1/A2. However, only the second
case contributes to the maximum. This is because when u < C2 both atoms (2) and (3) occur
for u?/C? < t < u, but atom (3) is then larger. To verify the latter, we compute

d _(C?P—uw)(t +u)
E(Iz(t) - (1) = “cudi > 0.

Since I(u) = I3(u) and ¢ < u, this shows that Ir(t) < I3(t), i.e., (3) is the larger atom.

To summarize, we have the following two cases. Either t < C? and then the atom is
at (C//T + /1/C)/2, or t > 1/A? and then necessarily u > 1/A% with the atom at
(AT +1/(A1))/2. Thus for t = ¢* < u and u > 1 we see that the limit (5.21) exists and
A(A) = L(A) — L(0) is given by (3.12) as claimed. O

Remark 9 [24] use a matrix representation [28, Theorem 3.1] to prove the large deviations
principle for the stationary measure of an ASEP with g = 0. In particular, in [24, Corollary
6.1] they show that when # = 1 and ¢ = O the limit (5.21) exists forall A € R. When A > 0
and C > 1, their answer is still given by (3.12), but with A replaced by A} as defined in
(5.3). This suggests that perhaps the limit (5.21) exists for all A € R but depends on # when
A > logu.

Our final results deals with u — oo.
Proposition 2 As u — oo, measures [, converge weakly to a measure |Lx ~ such that

/1_[ oy E(]_[le(1+tj+«/1—7q Z_p)
I. 0o = ~ s
Gg 0o E(2+vI—gZnK)

(5.22)

where (Z,)o<,<oo is the Markov process Sfrom (1.14) in Section 1.4 constructed using param-
etersAoo—A BOO—O COQ—C DOO—D.

(Recall that CD < 0 by (2.1).)

Proof Let (2 (”))0<,<u denote the Markov process from Theorem 6, with its dependence on
u written explicitly. Since the joint moments of Z; Zw depend continuously on the parameters
(5.3) and (5.4) which converge as u — 00, it is clear that the probability generating functions
(5.2) converge asu — oo. Thus g , — Mk, 00 asu — oo and (5.22) holds. The parameters
of (Z)05z<oo are calculated as limits of (5.3) and (5.4). O

Remark 10 Proposition 2 shows that (1 g ~ is a stationary measure of an ASEPon {1, ..., K}
with parameters @ = o,
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21 —q)

P= l—q+B+8+4B5+(B—8+q—D?

§=0,7 =y and the same q.
In particular, if § = 0 then

7= l—gq ifg+B8>1,
B ifg+p=1,

so when § = 0 and 8 < 1 — ¢ after taking the limits N — oo and then u — oo, we recover
the initial ASEP.
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Appendix: Proof of Theorem 3

Denote [n], = 1+q+.. .4+¢"~!. Consider the family of monic polynomials { O, (y; x, , 5) :
n =0, 1,...} in variable y, defined by the three step recurrence:

YOnu(y;x,t,8) = Qui1(y; x, 1, )+ An(x, 2, 8) Qn(y; x, 8, 8)+Bu(x, 1, 8) Qn—1(y; x, 1, 5),
6.1)
with initial polynomials Q_1 = 0, Qo9 = 1, where the coefficients in the recurrence are

An(x,t,8) =q"x + an (“7 +60— [2](1 qn_lsn) s

By(x.1.5) = [nly (1 —sq" ") {1+ nxg" "+ [n =11, 0 (6 —sng" ")},

forn > 0. (Forn = 0, the formulas should be interpreted as Ao (x, 7, s) = x, Bo(x, t,s) = 0.)
It is known, see [9], that family {Q,, (y; x,z,s) : n =0, 1, ...} is orthogonal with respect
to the transition probabilities { Ps ;(x, dy)} of the bi-g-Poisson process, i.e.

/ On(y;x,t,8)0m(y; x, t,8)Ps 1 (x,dy) = Oform # n. (6.2)

Polynomials M, (y; t) := Q,(y; 0, ¢, 0) are martingale polynomials, i.e.,

/ My (y; 1) Py (x, dy) = My(x; s) (6.3)

and (6.1) simplifies to the three step recurrence:
XMy (x; 1) = Myq1 (x5 )+ 0 +1n)[nlg My (x; 1)+t (1+06[n—11g)[nlg My—1 (x5 1), (6.4)
n >0, with M_y = 0, My = 1. In particular, it is clear that M, (x; t) is a polynomial in both

x and 1.
In view of (6.3), the action of the infinitesimal generator on M, (y; t) is simply

ad
Ar(My (5 D) (x) = _EMn(x; 1);

this is easiest seen by looking at the left-generator, compare [13, Lemma 2.1]. Note that by
linearity this determines action of A; on all polynomials: for p(x) = Zk ar(t)My (x; 1), we
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have 9
A(p)(x) = —Zak(t)ng(x; £). (6.5)
k

It is enough to determine action on polynomials of the related operator H,(p)(x) :=
A;(xp(x)) —xA¢(p)(x), compare [13, Eqtn. (13)], and it is enough to determine action of
H; on polynomials M, (x; t).

Lemma 2
Hy (M (- ))(x) = n[nly Mu(x; 8) + (1400 [n —11,) [n], My—1(x; 1). (6.6)

Proof This proof is a minor variation of the proof of [13, Lemma 2.2]: we use (6.4) to write
XM, (x; t) as a linear combination of {My (x; t)}, apply (6.5), and then subtract

a ad
XA (M (5 1) (x) = —x§Mn(x; 1) = ~a (x My (x5 1)),
where we again use recursion (6.4). O

Lemma 3 If p is a polynomial, then
() —pkx)
Hi(p)(x) = (1+ 1) f PO P =y +6.dn. 6)

Proof Fix t > 0. The first step is to go back to recursion (6.1), and notice that vy ;(dy) :=
Py (qx —tn) + 0, dy) is the orthogonality measure of the polynomials W, (y; x, ) =
On+1(y;x,t,8)/(y —x),n = 0,1, .... This is because polynomials {W, (y; x, t)} satisty
the three step recursion

YWa(ysx, ) = Wos1 (v x, ) + (¢" x4+ [n + 11, (tn + 6 — [2], ¢"nt)) Wa(y; x, 1)
+1[n 41, (1 = ¢") (1 + nxq" + [nlg n0 — tng")) W1 (y: x, 1),
(6.8)

which is derived from (6.1) with s = t.

Clearly, (6.7) holds for a constant polynomial. By linearity, it is enough to verify (6.7) for
p(x) = My (x; t) with n > 1, in which case the left hand side is given by (6.6). We want to
show that the right hand side is given by the same expression.

For a fixed s < ¢ and n > 1, we write polynomial M,,(y; t) as a linear combination of the
(monic) polynomials { Qx (y; x, ¢, s) : kK > 0} with coefficients {b, x (x,t,5) : k=0, ..., n}.
Since Qo(y; x,t,s) = land Q(y; x,t,5) =y — x, and vy ;(dy) is a probability measure,
we get

M, (y: 1) — My(x; 1) : at5)— Op it
/ B Vei(dy) =) builx,t,s) [ GELNZOLOLD Y | (dy)
k=1

n
Ok(y; x,t,5) — Qr(x; x,1,5)
= b1 (x.1.8) + Y bui(x.t.5) e Ve (dy).
k=2

Measure v, ;(dy) has compact support so we can pass to the limitas s — ¢ under the integral.
It is also known that b, x(x, ¢, s) are continuous functions of s; in fact, from the explicit
formulas for b,g")k(y; x,t,s) in [9, page 627] we see that b, (x,t,5) = bfﬁ)k(O; x,0,s)
does not depend on ¢ and is a polynomial in s. Noting that Q, (x; x,t,¢) = 0 forn > 1, see
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recursion (6.1), and recalling the definition of polynomials {W;}, we see that as s — t the
sum converges to

n
D bulx,1,1) / Wit (v; X, vy 1 (d)

k=2

which is 0 by orthogonality. Therefore,

s | Mty ;’y)if"(x;’)vx,t(dy)=;iﬁmt<1 +0by 1 (6 15). (6.9)

We now analyze the right hand side of (6.9). By orthogonality (6.2) we see that
J 01O x, 1, )My (y; 1) Py s (x, dy)
[ Q3(yix,t,5) Py, (x, dy)

Since Q1(y; x,t,5) = y—x,and [8, (2.27)] implies that f(y—x)zPS,,(x, dy)=(t—-s)(1+
nx), we get

bi(x,1,5) =

1
(I+nx)b1(x,t,5) = PR /(y — X)M, (y; 1) Py, (x,dy)

1
= : (/yMn(y;t)Px,t(x,dy)—X/Mn(y; [)Ps,t(x,dy)>.

Using the three step recursion (6.4) and the martingale property of polynomials { My (y; 1)}
we get

1+ nx)by(x,t,s)

1
= :((Mn+l(x§ 5) + (0 + 1) [nly My (x5 5) + 1 (1 +n0[n — 1) [nlyMy—1(x; s))

— (M1 x:.8) @+ smlnly M3 ) 51+ 00— 11)[nlg M1 (32 ) )
= n[n]an(X; s)+ (1 +nb[n — l]q)[n]anfl(X; $).

In particular, (1+nx)b; (x, ¢, s) does not depend on ¢, and the right hand side of (6.9) matches

the right hand side of (6.6). By linearity, this proves (6.7) for all polynomials p. O
Proof of Theorem 3 From Lemma 3 we see that H, is given by (6.7). From [13, Lemma 2.4]
multiplied by 1 + nx, we see that A, is then given by (4.8). O
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