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Abstract

The known sharp third-moment inequality supplies an exact defect that identifies the
standardized two-point family and controls transport and characteristic functions. We develop
the corresponding Fourier reduction and give the qualitative eventual upper-bound argument.
A penalized extremal problem yields eventual two-point optimality and a uniform linear
deficit, with sharp cubic Wasserstein stability. A fifth-order lattice saddle gives the full
oscillatory n~2 correction for the optimal constants. A separate effective argument proves
C,, < Cg for every n > 49, by a finite base and a first-failure induction. Exact polynomial
certificates give bounds for two and three summands; a complete interval argument treats all
three-point laws at four summands. An elementary historical bound C < 0.45 is included as
an appendix. ChatGPT and Codex assisted the development of the proofs and computational
certificates and the preparation of this manuscript, using the GPT-5.6 Sol, GPT-6.1 Sol and
GPT-6 Astra models.

Introduction

The common normalization is mean zero, variance one and finite third absolute moment. Put

/AP B 34410
Rn(P) = Wv Cp = S‘;)pRn(P)’ Cg = 6\/% .

In Part I we use

B(P)=p(P),  f(y)=p2(7),  Bn=0Cq(n),  d(P)=p(P)—pa(y(P)).

The normalized defect q(P) = d(P)/p(P) is distinct from the Bernoulli probability ¢ = 1 — p.
Lattice spans and conditional-noise variances are introduced locally.

The principal qualitative conclusion is that, for all sufficiently large n, every standardized
law satisfies
d(P)

R,(P)+10 4@ < ChH(n) = Cp < CE.
Theorem 7.1 proves this statement. The asymptotic refinement, including its arithmetic oscillation,
is given in Corollary 8.3. The effective theorem C,, < Cg for n > 49 is Theorem 10.1; it does not
assert two-point optimality at every index from 49 onward.

Part I follows the structural route: exact defect, linear Fourier stability, coherent response, two-
point saddle, and eventual upper bound. The quantitative and second-order refinements follow
with their own proofs. Part II makes the numerical threshold effective. Its analytic reductions are
proved in the text; the specified finite inequalities are certified by the accompanying electronic
proof data. The literature inputs, including the He—~Cheng preprint, are stated where used. No
claim for unrestricted indices 4, ...,48 follows from the results assembled here.
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Principal results

Let P have mean zero, variance one and finite p = E| X |3; write v = EX?, R, (P) = v/n An(P)/p,
Crn, = supp Ry (P), and Cg(n) = Supg two-point L2n(Q). Put Cp = (3 + V10)/(6+/27).

1. Exact two-point defect. With (), the matching standardized two-point law,

2
2
dP)=p— T2 >0, dP)=0 « P=0Q..

V4T

Known sharp moment inequality [3]; Theorem 1.1 records its defect form.

2. Linear Fourier stability. For every ¢t € R,

t]*d(P) _ (3 +6)
lpp(t) — wq, )| < i1—|e)) Cy = (243

Theorem 1.2.

3. Eventual two-point optimality. For all sufficiently large n,
Cp = ChH(n) < Cg.

Every maximizing law is two-point. Theorem 7.1.

4. The full oscillatory second-order asymptotic. With the explicit constants and phase of
Section 8,

Ko + Azw%

Cp=Cp— 2 5 +o(n™?).

n n
The limit set of n?(C,, — Cg + koo/n) is exactly [—kg — Az/4, —kz]. Corollary 8.3.

5. An effective unrestricted threshold. C, < Cg for every integer n > 49. Theorem 10.1.
This threshold concerns the strict upper bound, not two-point optimality.

6. Finite-index certificates.

2v/2 59v/3 409
<Xz < ZV2 i .
Cy < 7 C3 < 250 C4,§3<1000<CE
The first two bounds are unrestricted; the fourth-index bound treats all laws on at most three

points. Theorems 21.1, 22.1, 23.1.
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Part 1
Structure, stability, and lattice asymptotics

1 Normalization and main results

Let ® and ¢ = @' denote respectively the standard normal cdf and density, and for any real

random variable Z write
0z (t) == EeltZ,

Let Y, Y1, Ys, ... be iid with
EY =0, EY? =1, p=E|Y]? < oo,

and put
Yi+---4Y,
Sp=—, An(Y) =sup |P{S, <z} — ®(x)],
NG (Y) zegl { b= @(2)]
ALY V1
C, = supM, Cp = ﬂ
Y p 621

The supremum in C,, is over centered variance-one laws with finite third absolute moment. For
later local arguments, let X be centered and standardized and put

s—=7
2s ’

Then v = (¢ — p)/\/pq and s = (pq) V2. If z = s(n + 0)/\/n, np+n € Z, and |0] < 1/2, write

v=EX°, p=EXP, s=V12+4, p=

qg=1-p.

CEXP Vi
C, (X;n,0) = E\é(ﬁ|3 {@(az) —-P (Xl—i—\rn_‘_xn < :c)} :
Thus
Cn(X) == YnAn(X) = supmax{C,;,C, }.

P n,0

The following sharp moment inequality is due to Shevtsova [3, Theorem 6]; see also Mattner—
Shevtsova [2, Example 1.3]. Their bound |y| < B(p) is equivalent to p > pa(7), since

P2 +p\V/p*+8
mm:¢:2—2

is the inverse of po restricted to [0,00). For v # 0, the equality case is also contained in the
osculatory interpolation of [2, Lemma 2.4(b)]; for v = 0, it follows from Jensen’s equality case.
We include a self-contained factorized proof, recording the nonnegative defect density needed
below.

Theorem 1.1 (exact two-point defect). Let v = EY3 and

Szma a:S_77 b:S+7

2 2
Let Z., have values —a,b with probabilities b/s,a/s. Then
2
v+ 2
dY):=p—p2(7) 20,  p2(7y) = 55—
Ve +4

and equality holds if and only if Y 4 Zy.



For any centered variance-one random variable Z, we use the functional notation
W2)=EZ%  p(Z):=ElZP,  d(Z):=p(Z) - p(7(2)), (NO)

and write

— _ 57(1(2)) —~(2)
sy(7) =V +4,  p(2):= 25.(1(2) (N1)

When the random variable is fixed, the corresponding unsubscripted symbols 7, p, d, s, p retain
the shorter meanings introduced above.

Theorem 1.2 (linear Fourier stability). With ¢, = v(v2 +6)/(v% + 4)3/% and x,(t) = Eelt%v,
one has, for allt € R,

d(Y).

) t]?’
Eelty —x (t) < ’7
| HOLE Ty

We henceforth write @, for the standardized two-point law Z, in Theorem 1.1. Thus, with
a= (/7 +4-7)/2and b= (V7> +4+1)/2,
b a

{Q'y a} atb’ {Q } atb (QO)
This notation always denotes the law (or a random variable having that law), never an auxiliary
polynomial.
Write

R := [—00, +00)
for the two-ended order compactification of R.

Corollary 1.3 (coherent defect representation). Let X be centered with variance one and third
moment . There is a unique p € (0,1) such that, with g =1 — p,
== 2
SN

Put s = (pq)~Y? and Y = p+ X/s. Then
EY =EY? =EY? = p.

There are an explicit nonnegative defect density Wy, an explicit continuous response curve

rpt : R — C, and a probability measure v such that, with b,(t) = q + pe™it,

oy (2t) = by(t) £ dro (), rlt) = / o () dv (1), (RF)

where ) )
p*+q

N

The probability measure v is independent of t. The centered Bernoulli transform is

d=E|IX — p2(yp), p2(Vp) =

cp(t) = e 2™Ph, (1),

When d = 0, the law of Y is Bernoulli and the perturbation vanishes.



For clarity we fix here, before its first use, the signed smoothing notation. For a centered
variance-one summand X, let

Fn,X(l‘) = IP){()(1 R Xn)/\/ﬁ < 33}) Fn,X(l‘_) = lul?xl Fn,X(U)a

and put
D (z) = F, x(z) — ®(z), Dy (z) = ®(x) — F x(x—).

For 0 € {+, -}, D% (z) denotes the corresponding one of these two signed errors. The same sign
convention is used for CJ and for the one-sided operators below. Thus

An(X) = supmax{D} (z), Dy (x)}.
X
The Prawitz kernel used throughout is

K(t)zl_t—ki{(1—t)cot(7rt)+1}, 0<t<l,

2 2 T
and ) . . X
i — i
K(t)=5—+5+00), K()=-5-+5+00) (10

The corresponding one-sided complex improper integral need not exist. Forx € {K, K},0 < b <1,
and g(t) = g(0) + O(t) with g(0) € R, define instead

b
Jep(9) == 21%1 Re/ k(t)g(t) dt, Je =Tk (PO)
€ €

Thus every later expression of the form 2 Re fé) k(t)g(t) dt is understood as the limit in (PO).

Lemma 1.4 (Prawitz—Beurling half-line kernel). Define, in the real-part improper sense of (P0),
1 ! :
M(u) = 3 + 23‘3/ K(t)e*™t dt, ep(u) == M(u) — 1(_s g (u)- (P1)
0
Then

M(U) > 1(—00,0] (u)a 1- M(_u) < 1(—00,0) (u)v eB(u) >0 (PQ)

for every u € R. At the integer nodes the identities are exact:
M@j) =1g<oy, 1= M(=j) =1<p (EZL). (P3)

If U is integrable and vy (t) = Ee?™V | then all expectations below are finite and

EM(U) = 5+ (), B[l - M(-U)} = § — T(u). (Pa)

Thus taking expectations in (P2) involves no formal interchange with the t=' part of the kernel.

Proof. The one-sided smoothing inequality of [5], in the normalization whose Fourier kernel
is the displayed K, applied to the point mass at u, gives 1(_oo)(u) < M(u). Thus the only
imported assertion here is exactly Prawitz’s standard half-line inequality; the second inequality
in (P2) follows from the first at —u. We verify the cardinal and integrability facts used later.
The independent partial-fraction calculation (4.52a)—(4.52b) below also checks the sign of the
resulting Beurling error away from the integer nodes.

For j = 0, the real part of K gives M (0) = 1. If j € Z \ {0}, the elementary cosine term and
the bare sine term integrate to zero, and hence

1
M) =+ - /O (1 t) cot(rt) sin(2rjt) dt. (P5)

7



The product following (1 — ¢) is invariant under ¢ — 1 — ¢t. Moreover, for m > 1,

m—1
cot(nt) sin(2rmt) = 1 4 cos(2mmt) + 2 Z cos(2mlt), (P6)
/=1

and the formula for —m is its negative. Thus the integral in (P5) is %sgnj, proving (P3).
Finally 2 fol RK(t) dt = 1/2, so for each real u

M(u) =1+ 2R / 1 K(t){emt — 1} dt. (P7)
0

This integral is absolutely convergent near zero because K (t) = i/(27t) + O(1) and [e?™#* — 1| <
27t|u|. For integrable U, the same bound with E|U| permits Fubini in (P7). It gives the first
identity in (P4), and conjugation gives the second. The same estimate supplies an integrable
affine bound for M (U). O

We also fix the associated order operators here, before any asymptotic use. If X is real-valued
and integrable, n > 1, h > 0, and = € R, put

Ixmha(t) = e 2mVIh G (Ot /R)",
1

]‘ ~ — ~
Us @) = 5+ Tk0xmna) U @) = 5 = Tgloxmne). (Ps)

For Z = (X1 + -+ + X, — xy/n)/h, the lemma gives
Uy, p(x) = EM(Z), U () = E{1 = M(=Z)}, (P9)

and therefore
Fox(x)= U§7n7h(x) — Eep(2),

Fox(z—) =Ux , ,(z) + Eep(—2).

Thus U™ is an upper operator for the closed half-line and U/~ a lower operator for the open
half-line. In particular,

(P10)

Di(z) < L{;m’h(m) — P(z), Dx(z) < ®(x) — Uy, ,(2). (P11)

Theorem 1.5 (two-point asymptotics). If C¢(n) is the supremum defining C,, restricted to
standardized two-point laws, then

Ko B 867 -+ 287+/10
Ch(n) =Cg— —= +o(n Y, Fog = —————————.
o(n) = Cr === +o(n™) 25920v/27

Theorem 1.6 (qualitative eventual upper bound). There ezists an integer Ny such that

2 The exact moment defect
The elementary identities
ab=1, a+b=s, b—a=r

show that Z, has moments 0, 1,~ of orders one, two and three. Its third absolute moment is




Proof of Theorem 1.1. For «y # 0, the density w, below is the normalized osculatory error of
Mattner-Shevtsova [2, Lemma 2.4(b)], applied to 23 at the nodes —a,b. Its formula extends
continuously to v = 0. We record its explicit factorization. Define

o =10 +6)
Y 3
and 12, 6y 4
wy(z) = |z* — cya® — 2 + ey =

53 53 53

Notice that the denominator occurring below is strictly positive, since
(*+4° —1?(2 +6)* _ 4(39* +16)

1—¢c2 = = > 0.
7 (v2 +4)3 (724 4)3

Using ab =1, a + b= s and b — a = v, direct multiplication gives

wy(x) = 2:;2(37 — b)*{2 + (a + 3b)z}, x>0, (2.1)
wy(—t) = 2;;2(15 —a)*{2+ (3a + b)t}, t>0. (2.2)

Both right-hand sides are nonnegative, and they vanish only at b and a, respectively. Taking
expectations and using the first three moments,

8
Ew,(Y)=p—cyy — =

The identity

8 +612+8 (V2+2)(v?2+4)
C,‘{’yﬂ—s—s: =

53 53 = IOQ(’Y)

proves d(Y) = Ew,(Y) > 0. Equality forces Y to be supported on {—a,b}. If r = P{Y = b},

the equation EY = 0 gives r = a/(a + b) = a/s; hence Y 4 Z~. The converse follows from the
displayed factorization. O

Corollary 2.1 (quadratic concentration). Put a, = (s — |7]). Then
3

. 2 _ S
Edist(Y,{—a,b})” < —d(Y).

(Y, =0, 0))? < ()
Proof. In (2.1) and (2.2) the final linear factor is at least 2, while min(a,b) = a.. Therefore

4az .
3 dist(x, {—a,b})%

wy () >

Integrate and use Ew, (Y) = d(Y). O

Proposition 2.2 (stability of the smoothing scale). With

s+ |y 52

by = . Ki()=—
2 {0) = a3

one has
0<p+E|Y|—-s<Ki(y)dY).



Proof. By reflection assume v > 0 and define

4
vy (2) = |2 + |2] — g:c?’ - ;x2 + %x

Direct factorization gives

2a 9

vy(x) = ?x(w —b) _ 2

@20,  v(-="

tit—a)® (t>0).
Thus v, > 0 and Ev,(Y) = p+ E|Y| — s. Dividing these factorizations by (2.1)-(2.2), and using
monotonicity of the resulting fractional-linear functions, yields

vy () 52 vy (—1) s

w~ (z) = a(a+3b)’ w~ (1) = b(3a+0b)

2

The first constant is larger when b > a. Take expectations and then reflect to cover v < 0. [

3 Proof of the characteristic-function stability theorem

Let H,; be the cubic Hermite interpolant of x e at —a,b, matching values and first

derivatives. Since Y and Z, have identical moments through order three,
e — () = E{e"Y — H,,(V)}. (3.1)
By reflection we may suppose v,t > 0. Put

a b
b=, quzl_pa Z:tS,
S S

and let P, be the cubic Hermite interpolant of ¢'*¥ at 0,1. Write E,(y) = €Y — P,(y).
For z > 0, y = (x + a)/s and a direct change of variables gives

wy(z) 3 2 p
e =S e, =g
The function p — «, is increasing. Hence it suffices to prove
KR 22y(1 —y) 1
E < —(y—1)"———==, 0<y<s3, 3.2
2w < -1 y<} (3.2
3
z
2.w) < By -2 - b, vz (33)
Indeed, when p <y <1/2,
2y(1 —y)
Yy—ap >y —oy =,
P Yy 3 — 2y

and when y > 1/2, one has y — oy, > y — Qg =y — 1/4. On the negative half-axis the identity

E.(1—y) =€"E.(y)

follows from uniqueness of Hermite interpolation. To make the reduction explicit, writet = —x > 0
and ¢y = (t+b)/s =1—1y > q, where ¢ = 1 — p > 1/2. Direct substitution in (2.2) gives
wy(=t) 5, 2 / q*(3 — 2q) q
- = —1)°A — Ay = 5——% = :
1 — ¢, S (y ) q(y 69‘{)7 q p2(1+2q)7 611 3_2(]

10



Here A, > 1, so the difference A,(y' — B4) — (¥ — 1/4) is increasing in y'. After multiplication
by the positive denominator 4p?(1 + 2q), its value at y' = q is

p(16¢> — 6¢* —3q+1) = p(2¢ — 1)(8¢° + ¢ — 1) > 0,

because ¢ > 1/2. Thus Ay (y' — B4) >y’ — 1/4, and (3.2)—(3.3) cover both half-axes.
The Hermite—Genocchi formula gives

Ez(y) :y2(y_ 1)2fz[0707y7171]a fz(u) :eizu'

Let M, denote the probability B-spline with knots 0,0, y,1,1. The normalized formula, including
the simplex-volume factor, is

1 1
£0.0.5.1.10 = 5 [ A9 @ ) o (HG)

For 0 <y < 1 its density is

47122{3y—(1+2y)u}, 0<u<y,
My(u) = 4y(1 —w)?
7 By} ysusl,

with the limiting interpretation at y = 0, 1. Direct differentiation shows that M, is unimodal,
vanishes at the endpoints, and has maximum at most 2; hence its total variation is at most 4.
Stieltjes integration by parts in (HG) yields

3
z
)< e -12 o<y<t (3.4

For 0 < y < 1/2, (3.2) follows from 2y? — 6y +3 > 0. For 1/2 < y < 1, (3.3) follows from
8y2 — 12y + 3 < 0. It remains to treat y > 1.

Putv=2(y—1), w=2y=v+ 2 and

1
A(r) = / e dg.
0
Define the normalized error )
e ZE.(y)
S 2y - 1)

with its continuous value at z = 0 or y = 1. Cancelling the double zero at y = 1 gives the exact
identity

1 .
F = 1w/0 u(l —u)e {1 — A(wu)} du.

Consequently, by Cauchy—Schwarz,

|F| < wy/Ja(w)/6, Ja(w) = /0 u(l —u)|1 — A(wu)|? du. (3.5)

Lemma 3.1. For every w > 0,

11



Proof. For r > 0,

sinr 1 —cosr
1— 2=-1-2 2 .
1= A(r) +2m—3
On 0 <r <10 insert the alternating Taylor bounds
sinr S 8 (—1)kp2k 18
roo = (2k+1)! 19V

1 k:+1 2k—2 716

+1—8!.

l—cosr

Moo

I
—

These inequalities are not an appeal to a numerical alternating-series test: the first is the global
lower sine polynomial through degree 19 and the second is the global upper polynomial for
1 — cosr through degree 18. Repeated differentiation reduces both remainders to 1 — cosr > 0,
provmg the stated 81gns for every r > 0. Let P(r) be the resulting upper polynomial and
fo u(1 — u) P(wu) du. Each monomial is integrated by
1

1
W1 —u)du = .
[ s G+2G13)

After x = w?/100, the degree-nine polynomial 243/1250 — Q(10+/z) has the positive Bernstein
coefficients printed in Appendix A.1, separately on [0,1/2] and [1/2,1]. This proves the estimate
for w < 10.

For w > 10, direct integration gives

1 2Cin(w) 4  4sinw . “1 —cost
Ja(w) = 6 + 2 a2 + 3 Cin(w) := /0 — dt. (J1)
We bound the tail without invoking a special-function identity. The global lower Taylor polynomial

of degree 22 for cosine gives, after termwise integration on [0, 10],

11

. (—1)F110%  2702150949482225
Cin(10) < Cyy := = .
n(10) < Oz 1= ) 2k (2k)! 905566992594264

The direction of the Taylor bound follows, as above, by repeated differentiation down to 1 —cost >
0. Moreover, integration by parts gives for every w > 10

/ COStd 1+1_|_/wdt—1

0 1 10 Jio 25

Do ¢y, v L 14416321740005389
YR s T 45927834962971320

Consequently, with

we have

Cin(w) < D + log(w/10)
and hence, by (J1),

1 2D + 21 10) — 4 4
L 2D+ 2log(w/10) 4 4
6 w2 w3
Since D > 5/2,
10 — 4D — 4log(w/10) 12
w3 w

K'(w) =

Finally, exact rational arithmetic yields

43998176831418013 243 61895043316087

1 — K(10) =
K(10) = 226391748148566000° 1250 (10) 1131958740742830000 ”

12



Lemma 3.1 and (3.5) give |F| < 9w/50. For y > 1,

2y —1/4) w(l 1>>3w 9w

i 1\ "%) 16 w0

Thus (3.3) holds for all y > 1. Substituting the resulting pointwise Hermite estimate into (3.1)
and using Ew.(Y) = d(Y') proves Theorem 1.2.

4 The coherent defect representation

The common defect measure retains the signed Hermite error at every frequency. Its explicit
density and moment cancellation enter the outer, shape and low-frequency estimates below.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. The function p — (1—2p)/+/p(1 — p) is continuous and strictly decreasing
from +00 to —oo, so the required p exists and is unique. From Y = p+./pg X, EX =0, EX? =1,
and EX? = «,, direct expansion gives EY = EY? = EY? = p.
The density is
2 5
——y {3p— (1 + 2p)y}, y<p,
Waly) = pgﬁqu 5y — st 4> (32)
—Uu =Yy —<2p)y — Py, Y=Dp-
q\/Pq

Both bracketed factors are positive on their stated half-lines: at the common endpoint they equal
2pq, and they improve away from it. Hence W, > 0, with zero set {0,1}. To make the moment
cancellation explicit, put » = ,/pg. On both half-lines the same polynomial identity holds:

P {Wp(y) — Ir "y — p)P’} = Qp(v),

where
Q(y) = —p” + 3p%y + (6p° — 12p” + 3p)y* + (—4p® + 6p° — 1)y°.
Since EY = EY? =EY? = p,
EQ,(Y) = —pa(p* + ¢°).
Consequently
EW,(Y) = E|s(Y = p)|* = p2(yp) = d. (3:3)

Let H; be the cubic Hermite interpolant of 4 +— e*™% at 0 and 1, matching values and first
derivatives, and define
2mity H ( )
€ t\y
rpt(y) = — =
P Wy(y)

The double zeros in numerator and denominator make the singularities at 0,1 removable. As
y — 400 and y — —o0, separately, the exponential term divided by W),(y) tends to zero, while
Hy(y)/Wp(y) has a finite limit, since both polynomials have degree at most three and W), has a
nonzero cubic leading coefficient on each tail. Thus (3.4) has finite, possibly different, limits at
the two ends and extends continuously to R and is bounded.

If d > 0, set

(3.4)

dv(y) = d'Wy(y) dPy (y).

Equation (3.3) says that v is a probability measure. Since H; is cubic and Y has the first three
moments of a Bernoulli variable B of parameter p,

EH,(Y) = EHy(B) = Ee?™8 = b,(t).
Therefore

oy (2nt) — by(t) = E{e*™ — H,(Y)} = d / o) v (y),

13



which proves (RF). If d = 0, take, for example, v = §p; its choice is immaterial because it is
multiplied by d. Equation (3.3) and the zero set of W), force Y € {0,1} almost surely; its mean
fixes the Bernoulli weights and the same identity holds with zero right side.

O

5 The standardized two-point branch

Let 0 < p <1/2, ¢ =1—p, and let @), denote the standardized two-point law which takes
the values y/q/p and —\/]% with probabilities p and g, respectively. Equivalently, @, = Q-,
for v, = (¢ — p)/\/Pq in the notation (Q0). Reflection sends p to g, preserves p(p) and the
Kolmogorov distance, and therefore makes the restriction p < 1/2 harmless. If K ~ Bin(n,p),
then

Qp,l"‘"""@p,niK_np ()7p2+q2

Vn No N

Writing z, = (k — np)//npq and B, ,(k) = P{K < k}, with B, ,(—1) := 0, constancy of the
distribution function between neighbouring atoms gives the exact identity

An(Qp) = max max (|Bop(k) = (), Buplk = 1) = 2(1)).

Put s, = \/pq, D = p?> + ¢°, and ¢y = (2m)~1/2. We use the following uniform saddle
expansion. Its purpose is not merely to identify formal coefficients: the displayed remainder is
uniform in every parameter subsequently optimized.

Lemma 5.1 (uniform central binomial saddle). Let e = n=1/2 < 10724, p € [2/5,11/25], and let
k = np+n be an integer with |n| < 1. Then

By p(k) — ®(ne/sp)

) = G(p) + €F(p,n) + R(p, 7€), (5.1)
where 5 p
G(p) = ¢037Da
F(p,n) =— %o {270gn* + 45(p* — Tp + 5)n + p> + 21p* — 69p + 46},
540pqg D
and

[R(p,m, )] <100/,
On the symmetric wider compact range p € [1/6,5/6] the same formula holds with the bound
|R(p7 m, €)| < 1020511/4~

Under K —n— K, p< 1—p andn < —n, this gives the signed expansion at the left edge of a
jump. Its leading coefficient is

G_(p) = ¢o !

+p

< 0 <1/2).
sp = %o (0<p<1/2)
Proof. The exact incomplete-beta identity is
q tnfkfl(l _ t)k‘ dt

Buy(k) = I(n — k. k + 1) = 29 .
p(k) = Iy ) =N

Set t = ¢+ espy, A =+/p/q and B = /q/p. The common constant cancels, and the logarithm
of the remaining density is

L(y) = (ng —n — 1) log(1 + eAy) + (np + n) log(1 — eBy). (S1)

14



The denominator has limits —B/e, A/e, while the numerator ends at zero. Expanding the two
logarithms algebraically gives

2
Lly)=—-5 + > dy), Lily) =y’ + dyy, (52)
i>1
where J+3 gi+2 j+2 1 Ad j
~1 —pB —(n+1)(~1 —nB
Cj:q( ) = pBIT (n+1)( ; nB’ (S3)

Define £y = 1 and

1
Ep = mz;jngm—]
]:

Thus exp(}_;54 ely) = Ym0 € Em. Equations (S2)-(S3) imply Ep,(—y) = (—1)"En(y). This
parity is retained throughout the quotient; in particular, no spurious order €* term is created.

We give the complete remainder ledger. Put R, = e /12 and restrict first to ly| < R.. Here
max (A4, B) < 5/4 and max(A, B)eR. < 1/2. The coefficient norm in y obeys

(5472 | 3(5/4)

Uilly < by = 1<5<4
145l < b; it 2 j (1<j<4),
and hence, by the displayed recursion,
|E1||1 < 4.402, || E2|1 < 12.65, || Es|1 <29.9, ||E4l1 < 62.5. (S4)

The geometric remainder of the logarithms after ¢4 is at most

7 5 65 7
<(5/74) + 3(5é4) ) - (5%6& < 6€°RY. (S5)

If Py, = Zi%:O €™ By, coefficient majorization by exp(z + 22 + 23 + 2%) gives
4 .
exp Ze]@- — Py < 88(12¢R3)°.
j=1

Together with (S5), this yields
LW /2 _ py ()] < 2.2107€5/4, (S6)

No tail of the beta integral is hidden in (S6). Differentiating (S1), using pg > 6/25 and
n > 10%8, gives
L'(y) <04, L) =0,  |L'(0)] < 5e.
Consequently
L(y) <328 —02(y —w0)?,  |yo| < 12.5¢,

and both omitted tails are smaller than 8R;1e~019%2 < 8¢5, The tails of e~¥*/2P(y) are smaller
than 100e~%/3 < €. On [~1,1] one has L(y) > —1/2 — 11, so the denominator in the beta
quotient is larger than one.

For 0 < m < 4 define

0
D,, = / e_yQ/zEm(y) dy, A, = / e_yz/QEm(y) dy, Ny = Z e€"A,,.
R

—00

15



The parity noted above then gives
Ny = %(DO + €2D2 + €4D4) +eA) +¢€ Ag

Here is the coefficient calculation. Write r = s, = \/pq, so that A = p/r, B = ¢/r, and put
D = p? + ¢*. From (S3),

1 = %7 dl = _77‘:177 El — ClyS +d1y,
_3p2 — 2
=15, dy= %7 Ey = ey + doy® + L (c1y® + duy)?, (S6a)
_ _n2 3
oy =2 9P gy = T By — (eayd + day?) + Bi(eay® + doy?) + LED.
Using
Vor L[ 22 : EITR gy i
Dy = V2, Do y“e dy = (25 — D!, yJTe dy = —274,
R —00

one obtains, without any numerical integration,

1 2
A= —2¢1 —dy = {77+3p}, (Sﬁb)
Dy 15 , d?
Fo =3¢y +do + ?Cl + 3c1dy + ? =: 09, (SGC)
Az = — 8c3 — 2d3 — 48¢cico — 8(Cld2 + dlcg) — 2d1ds
3
— 64¢} — 24ctdy — deydi — ‘; (S6d)

In particular, direct collection over the common denominator 54013 gives the checkable identity

270q77 +45(p% — Tp + 5)n + p3 + 21p? —69p+46
54073

773
Az — A109 + o 3= (SGe)

For clarity, we also spell out the quotient bookkeeping. Equations (S4)—(S6), including the
two truncated tails, give for the exact denominator and numerator of the beta quotient

D =Dy + €Dy + €' Dy + ep,
N = %(DO + 62D2 + 64D4) +eAq + 63A3 +en, ’€D’ + ’6]\[‘ < 1.2 108615/4.
The Gaussian moments and (S4) give
|A1| <12, |Dy| <500, |As] <105, |Dy4| < 108

Thus, with 2 = (¢2Dy + €*D,) /Dy, one has |z| < 201e2. The exact identity (1 + x)~! =
1—x+22/(1+ ) yields

No1oA 3{A3 A, D;

Dy D?

=5 tep te

8 15/4 8 5
> D }+O(1.2 108e1/4) + 0(2.110%€°). (S6f)

Finally,
3 3

D(ne/r) = 5 + <l50* - ¢>07 + O(10€°).

Since D! = ¢g and p(p) = D/r, (SGb) gives the coefficient G(p) = ¢o(2 — p)/(3D), while (S6e)
gives exactly the displayed F. After division by p(p)e > e, (S6f) gives |R| < 1010¢11/4,

For the wider interval replace 5/4 by 9/4. Then

(bl, ba, b3, b4) < (10.55, 14.01, 22.93, 40.85)

16



and the same recursion gives
(1E1]11, (|1 B2ll1, | Es]l1, [| Eall1) < (10.55,69.7, 367, 1676).
The logarithmic remainder constant in (S5) is then less than 160, and the analogue of (S6) is
eLWHV*/2 _ Py (y)] < 9.8 1013€'5/4.

Since pg > 5/36, the same concavity argument applies (already for n > 120); the raw quotient
error is below 510%4¢!5/4. The deliberately coarse coefficient bounds (10%,10%,10'2,10%) for
(A1, Do, A3, Dy) leave, after |z| < 40000001¢?, and the same exact reciprocal identity leaves a
polynomial residual below 510'?¢3. Together with the 10> normal remainder and division by pe,
this gives the asserted 1029¢!1/4 bound. Reflection K +— n— K, p <+ ¢ gives the last assertion. [

Lemma 5.2 (bounded-node consequence). Put

4 —+/10 . (pogs) V2 P+ ¢ 20 + /10
= —— - - Sx = 9 = ’ == ’
P+« B y  Qx P+, DP«qx P N T« 79

and Ggans = $2qudo/2. For every fived M < oo and every fized interval U with p, € U &
(2/5,11/25), uniformly for p € U and |n| < M with np +n € Z,

Byl )~ /D)) = Glp) + 2 oy (), s7)

Consequently, if p — p«, then

B+ 1) = B/} < Cilo) 2 =) + o), (59

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 5.1, ) occurs only in the coefficients d; in (S3). Replacing |n| <1
by |n| < M merely replaces the fixed coefficient majorants by constants depending on M; the
concavity and tail arguments are unchanged. This proves (S7). To compare with the optimized
two-point value without using the theorem being proved, write

(p) = PP-Tp5 a(p) = . R

0 12(1-p) 2p3/2(1 — )/

For the integer k = np + 1, set p’ = p+ (n —no(p))/n. Then k = np’ + no(p), so the right-edge
score of the two-point law with parameter p’ at this same integer is an admissible competitor in
) (n). Applying (S7) to p and p’ and using the exact quadratic identity

a(p)

F(p,n) = F(p,n0(p)) — p(i) (n —mo(p))?

gives, as p — P,

G(p)—GW@)=om(n™"),  F@, nolp)) = F(p,n(p))+ on(l).

Consequently the current score is at most that competitor minus (atan «/p«)(1—14)?/n+onr(n=1),
which is (S8). O

The equation G'(p) = 0 is 2p*> — 8p + 3 = 0, so the unique maximizer is

4410

D«
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More explicitly,
G"(p) = 20 (—8pP + 48 — 36p + 4).
(p) = 55 (=8p" +48p p+4)
On [2/5,11/25] the negative of the displayed cubic is minimized at an endpoint and is at least
50448/15625 > 3.2286. Since D < 13/25 and ¢y > 199/500, it follows that —G” > 3 throughout

that interval. The quadratic n — F'(ps,n) has its vertex at

20+ /10

TR
and exact substitution gives
( ) 867 + 287+/10
max M) = ——————— = —Koo-
nek e 25920127 >

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For the lower bound choose an integer k, nearest to np, + r. and put
pn = (kn — 7r+)/n. Then p, = p, +O(n~ 1) and k,, — np, = r«. Equation (5.1) gives

Ch(n) > Ci — ”%" +o(nY).

For completeness we spell out the global localization used for the upper bound. Proposition A.1
states the imported theorem with all four edge terms and the normalization used here. In
particular, for p € [1/6,5/6] it bounds the normalized distance by those four terms and coG(p),
where ¢y < 0.948, and on p € [1/3,2/3] it gives the strict bound by G(p). On the half-range
p < 1/2 one has G(p) = G(p). For p < 1/6 the universal estimate [7]

\/Mn()Qp) < 0.3322 <1 + 0'429> < 0.405740

p(p p(p)

has a fixed gap from Cg; reflection covers p > 5/6. The term coé(p) likewise has a fixed gap.
The imported strict bound by G, together with continuity and the unique maximum at p., first
eliminates the compact set [1/3,1/2]\ (2/5,11/25).

It remains to inspect the four central edges on [1/6,1/3] U [2/5,11/25], all of which lie in the
wider parameter range of Lemma 5.1. On the left edges the reflected leading coefficient satisfies
G_(p) < ¢o < Cg; on right edges with p € [1/6,1/3] one has G(p) < G(1/3) < Cg. These positive
leading coefficients also fix the signs of the corresponding signed expansions for all sufficiently
large n. Thus every sequence attaining the supremum up to o(n~!) eventually consists of right
central endpoints with p € [2/5,11/25]. On that interval one has —G”(p) > 3. Comparison with
the explicit lower-bound sequence therefore gives p — p, = O(¢e). Write p = p, + ue; the numbers
u remain bounded, and the central-point theorem gives |n| < 1. Lemma 5.1, continuity of F,
and Taylor’s theorem now give, uniformly on bounded u and |n| < 1,

W < Cp + ¢ {3G" (p)u” + F(pe, )} + (%)

The first term in braces is nonpositive, while the concave quadratic F'(ps,n) has maximum —k
at n = r,. Taking upper limits proves

limsup n(C5H(n) — Cr) < —Keo-

n—oo

Together with the lower bound this proves the theorem. O
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6 The original eventual upper bound

We now prove Theorem 1.6 with its natural qualitative quantifiers. Put

_4-410

D« B , g« =1 — py, Sx = (p*Q*)il/Qa
20 4+ 410
e = 1 — 2p,, Ve = SxTE, N i =T = ————,
72
and let p. := p(ps). We write
Qy = Qp* = Qw*- (40)

For a centered variance-one law X write
n A, (X

Cux)= YPEE) L EX3 d= o).

p

After reflection we use the unique p < 1/2 for which v = (1 —2p)/+/p(1 — p). Thus d is precisely
the defect in Corollary 1.3. All little-oh statements below are sequential: they are uniform along
every triangular array satisfying the hypotheses in which they occur. This is enough for the final
dNy Vn statement and avoids introducing an artificial cutoff.

We use the following terminology throughout this section. A one-sided cdf point (z,0) in
row (n, X) is active if its normalized signed score /nD% (x)/p is larger than Cg. A positive cell
is the set of points, as |f| < 1/2 varies, written as

xzw, np+n €7, 0] < 1. (4.0a)
(At a cell boundary either adjacent representation may be chosen.) The cell is active if it contains
an active point; when (7, 0) is displayed, “active” refers to that particular point. A triangular
array of points is said to lie on the localized positive branch when p, — p«, d, — 0, its sign is
positive, and z,, — 0. Thus “active” records the inequality being contradicted, whereas “localized”
records precisely the four sequential conclusions just listed; neither term hides an additional
estimate.

Outer stability

Proposition 6.1 (outer stability). Let n; — co and let X; be centered and standardized. If
Cn,(X;) > CE, (OS0)
then, after reflection and passage to a subsequence,
Dj — P+, d; — 0. (0S)

Moreover every sequence of cdf points whose normalized one-sided error tends to Cg lies in the
positive central branch and tends to zero in the standardized cdf coordinate.

Proof. The published structural estimate [7]

Vi An(X) 1661 () 429 (4.1)
p 5000 1000p

shows, by direct comparison at p = 37/20, that every row in (OS0) has p < 37/20. Hence its
moment parameters are precompact.
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Put

2 1472
P u=VI-12  s=2, () i=pry) = —,  (42)
V4 + 2 U U

and set A = p + E|X|. Proposition 2.2 gives

2d
s<A<s+ ———7—7—7-—. 4.3
-~ (1-=7r)(247r) (43)
We record why the bandwidth A removes every nonzero leading Fourier cell. If X’ is an
independent copy and D = X — X', then

| sin(72)|

22 < 2P + (z € R). (4.4)

For |z| > 1 this is immediate; on [0, 1] it follows from sin(7wz) > 72(1 — z), and symmetry finishes
the proof. For H > 0 apply (4.4) to D/H. Independence and centering give

1 — lpx(2n/H)|”
; :

E|D]? <2(p+E|X|)=2)\, Esin®(rD/H) =
Here the first inequality is elementary but worth recording: pointwise,

o —y* < (& = y)*(Je| + lyl)-

After expansion with (x,y) = (X, X’), the two mixed terms containing EX vanish, while the
remaining terms are 2E|X | + 2EX2E|X| = 2(p + E|X|). Cauchy—Schwarz therefore yields

H <A

lox (2m/H)P. (4.5)

With H = A/t this becomes

VI—lox@rt/NE > 2= ft?

Indeed 2 < X\ < 37/20 + 1 = 57/20. Fix temporarily 0 < 7 < 1/4. Squaring (4.6) and using
1 —y < e™Y gives constants ¢ < 1 and ¢; > 0, independent of the row, such that

(1-1). (4.6)

lox (2mt/N)|" < g7, r<t<1-r,

4.6a
lox (2mt/A) 7 < emern(=07 " 1 _ 7 <4 < 1. (4.6a)

This is the common Cramér-gap partition used below. Since K is bounded on the middle interval,
that integral is O(q?). Since |K(1 — h)| < C+h, the terminal integral is bounded by

C, / he " dh = O(n™). (4.6D)
0

After multiplication by /n both pieces vanish. We subsequently shrink 7, uniformly in A\ €
[2,57/20], so that the remaining zero cell [0, 7] lies in the small-frequency region of (4.7).

We next evaluate the zero cell uniformly for triangular arrays. This is the point at which
uniformity in the cdf coordinate and in a possibly nonvanishing defect is needed. We give
the replacement argument explicitly. Apply the two one-sided Prawitz operators with physical
span parameter h = A, equivalently with Fourier cutoff T, x = 2my/n/A. At a standardized
cdf coordinate x their Fourier factors are e 1T % px (27t /A)™; hence every estimate below is
unchanged when x varies. Suppress the row index and write

o(v) = EeVX, x(v) = Eev@,
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The moment cap above bounds, uniformly in the row, the third absolute moments of both X and
Q. Symmetrization and 1 — cos z > 22/2 — |2]3/6 therefore give constants ¢, > 0 such that

max{|o(v)], x(®)]} < e (|v] <9). (4.7)

Indeed, if Z' is an independent copy, then E(Z — Z’)? = 2 and

. 3
1 — |EeZ |2 = E{1 — cos(v(Z — Z"))} > v* — ’%’E\Z — 7' (4.7a)

The just-proved difference inequality and the common third-moment bound make the last

expectation uniformly bounded for Z = X, Q,. Choose § so that the right side of (4.7a) is at

least v2/2. Then |[Ee®Z|2 <1 —22/2 < ¢=*/2, which proves (4.7), for instance with ¢ = 1/4.
Use the exact divided power

P (v) = n‘p{gg ’;(22;} / (1= a)x(v) + ap()}" da, (4.8)

with its continuous value if the denominator vanishes. Since both transforms equal 1 — v?/2 +
O(|v|?), with a row-independent constant, the difference-of-powers identity and (4.7) imply, for
0<w<V,:=nl/2,

3 2 4
P(w /1) — e*wW‘ <C {jﬁ + w;:w} e’ (4.9)

On V,, < w < d+/n the left side is instead bounded by 2¢=%* These bounds are independent of
the cdf phase. The Prawitz substitution t = Aw/(2m+/n) also gives, uniformly on the zero cell,

1 C

2|K(t)] dt < { + } dw. (4.10)
Tw  \/n

Consequently every error in replacing the exact divided power by its Gaussian limit is dominated

by an integrable Gaussian polynomial. In particular, this replacement is simultaneous in the cdf

coordinate z, because the omitted factor e % has modulus one.

It remains to identify the contribution of ¢ — x. In the Bernoulli coordinate ¥ = p +
v/ p(1 —p)X of Corollary 1.3, the two cubic tails of W), have leading coefficients

2p(3 —2p 21 —p)(1+2p
B-2) o 2-p0+)
(1=p)vp(1-p) pvp(1—p)
The precompact moment range keeps p away from 0 and 1. Let P, be the cubic Hermite

interpolant of ¢*¥ at 0,1 and put E.(y) = €* — P,(y). Moment matching and the common
centering phase give

Ci(p) =

(4.10a)

p(v) = x(v) = e TPPEE(Y).
Hermite-Genocchi and the explicit branches of W), give, uniformly in this compact p-range,
El

_ 2
() < Sy (1=y)%, A Gt ) o) (4.10b)

(T +lyhWp(y) —

For the tails write

2 3
v iv
= — ]_ —_ —_ _
g(v) =€ iv + 5 + 5
The phase-uniform bound
3
lg(v)| < ‘%’ (4.10c)



follows by setting A = cosv — 1 +v2?/2, B = sinv — v + v3/6 and observing

3
di{v6/36—A2—B2}:%(1—cosv)20 (v >0);
v

conjugation covers v < 0. Moreover the Hermite basis gives
|E-(y) — g(z0)| < Cl2|*(1 + |yl*) (4.10d)

outside a fixed compact interval.

Split the defect probability d~'W,(y) dPy (y) at H, = n'/® (with the assertion trivial when
d = 0). Equations (4.10b) and (4.10d), followed by (4.9)—(4.10), make the part |y| < H,, and the
interpolant correction on |y| > H,, at most CdH,,/+/n and Cd/+/n, respectively, in normalized
score. The divided-power replacement itself costs O(d/\/n), by the characteristic-function
stability theorem and the Gaussian moments in (4.9). These quantities are o(1) uniformly in the
row and in z. On the remaining tail, (4.10c) and the exact cubic leading terms in (4.10a) give

3 4
[max{Cy (p) 1, C-(p)'} +0(1)] + O,
Here the o(1) is independent of the row and of w on 0 < w < V,,. Beyond V,, the characteristic-
function stability theorem and the second bound following (4.9) give a vanishing Gaussian tail.
Thus dominated convergence applies to the full zero-cell integral, without first assuming d — 0.
Since p < 1/2, one has

n3/2 83 w
W BB ) Y] > 1| < S

6

(4.10e)

C-(p) ,_(0=2p)0+2p-2
— ’ > 0;
i (p) p*(3 —2p)
hence the maximum in (4.10e) is C (p)~!, and
- w2 qoy = ¢y, = . 4.10f
77/0 v =0 GO 30— rR@ ) (4.100)

To make the replacement just proved directly reusable, its conclusion is the following uniform
inequality. With the fixed zero-cell width 7 chosen after (4.6b), there is &,, — 0, independent of
the row, the cdf coordinate, and the choice k € {K, K}, such that

V/nsup

zeR

2R /OT k(t)e T Lo 2t A — x (2t /)™ ) dt‘

dos®
Sd{60+(p) +€n}. (4.10h)

When d = 0 both sides vanish. Indeed the part w <V, is exactly the product of (4.8), (4.9),
and (4.10e); (4.10) supplies the factor 1/(7ww), and (4.10f) evaluates its Gaussian majorant. The
terms CdH,,/\/n, Cd/+/n, and the tail w > V,, listed above are €,d. This proves (4.10h), rather
than merely a pointwise limit for a fixed x.

The complementary frequencies have already been partitioned in (4.6a)—(4.6b): their raw
integrals are O(q?) + O(n~!) for either kernel. The estimates discard only a spatial factor of
modulus one, so after score normalization they are o(1) uniformly in x.

The matching-law zero cell follows from the same expansion, now one order further. Uniformly
for 0 < w <V,

iyw? wh + wb)e—cw’
x(w /)" = e 2 (1_ 6%) e <( o) ) |
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For V,, < w < §+/n both the exact power and the displayed Gaussian polynomial have a vanishing
Gaussian tail by (4.7). In signed form the kernel expansion used here is

i A
2K(t) dt = —
®) {77w+27r\/7z

uniformly throughout the fixed zero cell, with the conjugate expansion for the other one-sided
operator. Together with normal inversion, this gives, uniformly for all real z, the two profiles

¢(x)
p

} dw + O(w/n) dw,

A

2170122 o). (4.10g)
2 6

Because A > |v|, the positive maximum of either profile is at x = 0, and the plus profile is the

larger one. Hence (P11), (4.10h), and the vanishing complementary cells give the explicit uniform

assembly

do [N v s .
()< 2 {2 + 1y 60+(p)d} +o(1). (4.101)

Now use (4.3), p = p2(r) +d, s = 2/u, and v = 2r/u:

Ay s3d s v 1 s3

2+6+6c+<p>§2+6+{<1—r><2+r>+60+<p>}d
3+r 1 1

= 3u +{(1—r)(2+r)+3(1—r)2(2+r)}d

Passing to any subsequence on which (r;,d;) — (7, d) therefore proves

limsup Cp, (X;) < ¢Ow

; < NOEY (4.11)

where

347 1 x
=5 M Easoeen oy

It remains to prove the strict scalar assertion behind (4.11). For d = 0 it is the elementary
maximization

N(r) (4.12)

gt < O (4.13)
with equality only at 7 = rg. Indeed the derivative of (3+7)/(3(1+72)) has the sign of 1 —6r —12,
whose only nonnegative zero is v/10 — 3 = rg; substitution there gives (3 ++/10)/6.

For fixed r the quotient in (4.11) is fractional linear in d, hence monotone or constant, so
it suffices to inspect the two endpoints of the allowed interval. Enlarge the moment cap to
R = 37/20. Since gh(r) = (3 — r2)/(1 — r2)*/2 > 0 and 02(2/3) > R, every admissible row has
r<2/3and 0 <d < R — pa(r). It remains to prove, for 0 < r < 2/3,

N(r) + L0){R — 0o(r)} _ 41 _ 3410
R 40 6

(4.14)

The second inequality is equivalent to /10 > 63/20, and follows on squaring because 10 >
3969/400. For the first put

_123r3 — 2497 + 86

P=r*4+6r®—7r%—4dr+2 B
r 4+ or T r+2, 10

The algebraic equivalence is checkable without expansion:

41R RuB — P

40 N = LR = oo(r)} = 3u(l—r)2(2+7r)
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Thus the first inequality in (4.14) is exactly
RuB — P > 0. (4.15)

On 0 <7 <37/100, B > 0 and u > 1—172, so the left side of (4.15) is at least f = R(1—7r2)B— P.
Writing 800 f = F' gives

F = —45517r° — 800r* + 896473 + 241872 — 6013r + 1582.

Here is an exact derivative ledger. Since

_ 369r> —249 100319

B B(37/100) = ————
(r) 10 0, (87/100) = 15000000 = &

the asserted sign of B holds. Furthermore

F" = 53784 — 192001 — 27306012, F"" = —19200 — 546120r < 0,

and
464904
}W"(37/1oo)::4§5384§,>)0, F"(0) = 4836,
22614402711 957159691693
F/(37/100) = — 222222 < 1000,  F(37/100) = — 272 5 g,
(37/100) 20000000 ’ (87/100) 1010

Thus F"” > 0, then F” > 0, on the entire interval; consequently F’ is increasing but remains
negative, and F' is decreasing with a positive right-end value.

For r > 37/100 one has P < 0. Indeed P”(37/100) = 2407/2500 > 0, P"” = 24r +36 > 0, and
P'(2/3) = —112/27 < 0; hence P’ < 0 on this interval, while P(37/100) = —11564039/10% < 0.
If B >0, (4.15) is immediate. If B < 0, use

r2 ot 5 o T9(r? +8)
< = - 3 T I —_ — = —_—
u<U:=1 5 g U“—(1—-r°) TR
so that RuB — P > h:= RUB — P. Since B is decreasing,
100319 91
B 100) = — B(3/8) = ——
(37/100) 40000000’ (3/8) 4096’
and the preceding monotonicity of P gives, on [37/100,3/8], —P > 1/10 and |B| < 1/40. As
0 < U <1, this yields h > 1/10 — 37/800 = 43/800 > 1/20 whenever B < 0.

For the remaining derivative checks, direct multiplication gives

791 6013 4009 5 1743 5 4791 4
e e s

hir) = 222 2222
(W=1200 " 800" T 800" " 320 3200

8991 5 4551 - (415)
_— - — .
6400 6400
Thus 14373 26973 95571
W(r) = — _ r— 3 < 0. (4.15b)

400 160 160

The function h” is concave, so its minimum on [3/8,1/2] is at an endpoint; exact substitution
gives

1892502967 1784437
" el 1/2) = ~O20 0 e 415
WG/8) = Tomsmeo0 ~ 0 2= Toa000 7 (4.15¢)
At ro = 12/25,
17639835737 7 7154739661 1
h(ro) = B (rg) = — 02300 — . (4.15d
("0) = 5441206250000 ~ 1000° (r0) = = Tos312500000" " 70 < 35 (4.15d)
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Taylor’s formula and h” > 17 yield

|h!(10)|? - T 1
34 1000 34 - 252

Finally (4.15b) and h"(1/2) = —803367/51200 < 0 show that h’ is concave on [1/2,2/3], while

, 128931 1 p 549953
2
r1/2) = 409600 h(2/3) = 194400

> 0. (4.15¢)

A concave function lies above its endpoint chord, so A’ > 0 throughout this interval; hence h
is increasing there. This proves (4.14), and consequently the second inequality in (4.11), with
equality only at (r,d) = (rg,0).

Every score in (OS0) is larger than Cg. Thus (4.11) first forces the scores to converge to Cg,
and its equality statement forces r; — rg and d; — 0, equivalently p; — p.. At this point let

Py(z) = ¢’[()f) {% + %(1 - x2)} .

The derivative calculation used after (4.10g) shows that P has its unique global maximum
P, (0) = Cg at zero, whereas

¢07*
304

sup P_(z) = P_(0) =Cg — < Cg.

xr
Consequently, for every fixed € > 0, compactness together with the Gaussian tails supplies ¢, > 0
such that

sup Py(z) < Cg — ¢, sup P_(z) < Cg — .
lz|>e T 3P4

The convergence in (4.10g) and the replacement bound (4.10h) are uniform in 2. Hence an above-
Ck point must have the plus sign and x; — 0. This proves every assertion of Proposition 6.1. [J

The certified shape input and the low-frequency defect

The only computer-assisted premise in the eventual argument is the next one-dimensional
inequality. It is stated separately so that its trust boundary is not mixed with the analytic proof.

Lemma 6.2 (shape—contraction). For 0 <p <1 put ¢ =1—p, and let H, be the cubic Hermite

interpolant at 0,1 of .
9p(y) = (y — p)e*™™.

Put Ef,h =gp — H, and

p[ y*{3p — (1 + 2p)y}, y < p,
Wily) = (5C0)
g q\ﬁ —y)*{B-2p)y—p}, y=>p

At the certified parameter p = p., for every real vy,

S 19 i
B ()] < 15 Woly) + 12 — 12, (SC)

Only the compact inequality at the single parameter p, is computer-certified: the checker uses
exact outward-rounded dyadic interval arithmetic on 187 accepted intervals. The tail proof and
the passage from py to nearby p given below are analytic. No floating-point number enters an
acceptance decision.
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Proof. The exact real and imaginary parts are
RE"(y) = (y — p)(cos 2my — 1),

SEy) = (y — p)sin 2y — 2 {(1 — 2p)y” + (3p — 1)y* — py}- (SC1)
The tails require no interval arithmetic. Direct substitution in the radical defining p,, followed
only by squaring positive quantities, gives

A18 < py < 419, 581 < gy <582, 0<1—2p, <.164, /Diqe <1/2, 21 <447,

and
2qx 2324 2Dy 836

> , _— > —.
DPs/Pxqx 419 Qer/Dxqx 291
Consequently, with y = —z and = > 1, (SC0)—(SC1) give

11
|E;h(*$)‘ < E933 + 922 Wy(—x) > 1023 + 622

Their difference is positive at = 1 and has positive derivative thereafter. With y = 1+ z and
x > 2, the same expansion gives

4
17, 679

11
Esh 1 < = 3 e
By +a)l < g+ o + g7 T 5
31
Wy(l+2) > gxg + 52,

The difference is positive at = 2 and has positive derivative thereafter. Thus the stronger
inequality \E§h| < W, holds outside [—1, 3].
For completeness we describe the exact compact certificate. Put

. 1-— So(t)
= 72‘& .

o(t) = Ls(%t)’ so(t) = M, b(t)

12 ot

On the left branch the checker divides the triangle gap (19/16)W), + [¢*™¥ — 112 — |RES"| — |SES"|
by y? and evaluates the regularized identities

?RESh
52@) = —(y - p)e(y),
& sh
B arfsots) — (- 20y~ 9~ 1) + b)) (5C2)
W, 2 e27riy -1 2
;gy) = P\ZT‘J{?)p — (1 +2p)y}, y2| = 2c(y).

The right branch is the same calculation after ¢t = y — 1, divided by 2. The entire alternating
series of sg, b, ¢ remove the apparent singularities. The checker encloses /10 by integer square
roots, encloses 7 through Machin’s identity and alternating rational series, and rounds every
rational operation outward on a fixed dyadic grid. It subdivides only when the resulting lower
endpoint of the normalized triangle gap is not yet positive. All 187 terminal intervals have a
strictly positive rational lower endpoint, cover [—1, 3|, and overlap across the irrational branch
point y = p,. Since both terms on the right of (SC) are nonnegative and |E| < |RE| + [SE]|,
positivity of the triangle gap proves (SC). The endpoints y = 0,1 follow directly from (SC1). O
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We next make precise the continuity step which transports this single-parameter certificate.
This continuity step is analytic. For p near p, and y # 0,1 define

(1B (y)] — e — 1) ,
Wp(y)

Here W, > 0 off {0,1}. The following endpoint expansions are uniform when p ranges over a
sufficiently small closed neighbourhood of p,:

E(p,y) =

(SC3)

EP(y) = {2r’p+2mi(2 = 3p) 12 + O(lyl*),  y—0,
. 6(1 —
P 1P =42 4 OWY, W) = - : p’)y +O(lyf?), (sC4)
p(1—p
sh _ 2 : 2 3
Eb(1+1) = {—2n2(1 — p) + 2mi(3p — )}2 + O(tf}), £ —0,
e2m0H) 112 = 4222 L O(th),  W,(1+1) = (61]9)# +O(|t]). (SCh)
p(1—p

At p = p, the moduli of the two complex coefficients in (SC4)—(SC5) are strictly smaller than
472 (squaring and using .418 < p, < .419 verifies both inequalities). They therefore remain
strictly smaller on a fixed neighbourhood of p,. Thus Z is identically zero in fixed punctured
neighbourhoods of 0 and 1, and extends there jointly continuously by the value zero. On the two
tails, uniformly in the same p-neighbourhood,

EMy) = —2mi(1 - 2p)y® + O(y?),
Wy(y) = Cy(p)y® + O(y?) (y — +00),
Wy(y) = C_(p)|yl* + O(y?) (y — —o0), (SC6)

where Cy are defined in (4.10a). Hence the two remaining removable limits (in the notation of

(SC3)) are (1 — 2p) (1 - 2p)
(1l —2p _ am{l—24p
) 0 P = o)

Equations (SC1) and (SC4)—(SCT), including the agreement of the two branches of W), at y = p,
show that Z is jointly continuous on Uy x R for some compact Uy € (0,1/2) containing p.. Since

the second factor is the two-point compactification, uniform continuity and (SC) give a modulus
w(d) J 0 such that

R (p, +00) = (SC7)

1B ()] < {19/16 + w(lp — pe)}Wp(y) + "™ — 12 (SC8)

for all p € Uy and y € R.
For a Bernoulli-coordinate law with the first three moments equal to p, write

C:EGQWiY :Teia, m:E{(Y—p)e%iy}.

Moment matching annihilates H, (its Bernoulli expectation is gg,(0) + pg,(1) = 0), while (3.3)
gives EW),(Y') = d. Therefore (SC8) gives, whenever p — p, and d — 0,

Im| < {19/16 + o(1)}d + (1 — r?) + O(d?). (4.16)
Indeed 2(1 —R¢) = 1 —r%+|1—(|?, while the linear Fourier stability theorem gives |1 — (| = O(d)

uniformly for p € Uy. Thus the o(1) in (4.16) is uniform along every array with p — p,; there is
no unproved pointwise-to-uniform passage. We shall repeatedly use

PPl =) < %(1—1”) (4.17)
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which follows after cancelling 1 —r from 1 —r" = (1 —r) > ., .
At the matching physical bandwidth s, define the zero-frequency piece at a cdf point z by

1 1/4 .
Lyn(r) =5 = ®(z) + 2R K(t)e 2mavnt/s o (2t /s)™ dt, (4.17a)
0
and let Lg , be the same expression for the matching two-point law.
For p € (0,1) and d > 0 define, before its first use,

1—2p

Vp(l—p)

¢=1-p, s ={p0-p)} "% )=

2 N2
pa(p) = paly(p)) = B LB p(p.d) = palp) + d,
p(l=p) (4.18a)
s 3
M) = S ma{ 4 )71, €)1

Here and below, p2(p) is only the explicitly declared Bernoulli-parameter shorthand ps(v(p));
the function po(7) itself retains the meaning fixed in Theorem 1.1. Also put
3
s(p)°®o

Aabs,* = Aabs(p*7 0)7 csh(pa d) = 47'5/)2]9,607 Csh,x += CSh(p*’ 0) (4‘18C)
Lemma 6.3 (phase-free low-frequency bound). Fiz a compact interval U € (0,1) containing pi.
Let nj — oo, let X; be centered and variance one, and suppose that their matching parameters
satisfy

pj €U, d; :=E|X,|* — pa(p;) — 0. (4.18b)

Let Q; = Qp; denote the matching standardized two-point law. Then the difference of the
zero-frequency parts of the calibrated one-sided operators satisfies

o
sup 7‘;|LX]',’H,J‘ (I‘) - LQj,nj (.CU)| S {Aabs(pj’ d]) + OU(l)}dJ (418)
z€R p(pja j)

Here oy (1) — 0 along every array satisfying (4.18b), independently of the cdf coordinate. In

particular, no assertion is made for arrays on which d; fails to tend to zero.

Proof. The case d; = 0 is separate and immediate from Theorem 1.1; below pass to the rows
with d; > 0 and suppress the index j. Write ¢ = ¢ x and let x;, be the characteristic function of
the standardized matching two-point law. If E, denotes the cubic Hermite error for y — e'#¥,
the defect representation from Corollary 1.3 is

. Eopa(y) W, dP
_ _ 18(p)pud/ s(p)u d dy = 22V 4.20
u u) =e v(y), v ) :
Direct expansion of the four interpolation data, uniformly for p € U and small |z|, gives
E-(y) — g(z)] < Culzl*" (1 +yl*),  g(w) =™ — 1 —iw + w?/2 + 1w’ /6. (4.21)
Choose H = n'/*. Hermite-Genocchi and the explicit branches of W, give
|Z|4 2 2 y*(1—y)°
E.(y)| < =y*(1—y)°, T < Cy(1+y]), 4.21a
Ewl< hpra-wt Sl <o+ ly) (4.21a)

while |g(w)| < |w|?/6 by (4.10c). Consequently, for each fixed v > 0, with z = s(p)v//n,
E.(y) ‘ s(p)*v’ -1 -1 -1
—=dv < max{C ,C_ + Oy (H

[ i | < T fmax(Ca ) O )} 4+ Op ()

vi(H +1)
vnoo

n3/2

+Cy (4.21c)
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Indeed, (4.21a) gives the last bound on |y| < H; on |y| > H, (4.21) handles the interpolant
correction and the exact cubic leading terms give

3
o < max{Calp) L C-(0) T H1 + Ou(H ).

We now give an explicit frequency partition. The exact divided power is

) = / {1 = a)xp(w) + ap(w)}" da, (1214)

with its continuous value when the denominator vanishes. The third absolute moments are
uniformly bounded. From

1 — [Ee*Z|? = B{1 — cos(u(Z — Z'))}, 1 —cosw > w?/2 — |w|?/6,
and E(Z — Z')? = 2, there are ¢ > 0 and 6 > 0, depending only on U, such that

max{fp(w)], [xp(w)[} < e (|u] <4). (4.21¢)

The same estimate, with a smaller ¢, holds for every convex combination in (4.21d). Hence

Pov/yn) — e | Pa(v/VR) < e (0< v < svn), (4.21f)

where the convergence is uniform for v in a fixed compact interval.

For clarity, the rest of the zero cell is not covered by the words “Cramér gap.” Its standardized
frequency is u = 2nt/s(p) and its right endpoint is b(p) = 7/(2s(p)). Decrease § so that
0 < 0 < minyey b(p). Since

Ixp(w)[? =1 = 2p(1 — p){1 — cos(s(p)u)},

compactness gives

= sup |xp(u)| <L (4.21g)
peU, 5<ul<b(p)

Theorem 1.2 gives |p(u) — xp(u)| < Cyd|ul®. Thus, for all suﬂiciently large rows, both endpoints
and every convex comblnatlon in (4.21d) have modulus at most ¢;; := (1 +qy)/2 < 1 throughout
the interval in (4.21g). Its normalized operator contribution is therefore bounded by

Con3/2d(q;)" ™ = oy (d), (4.21h)

uniformly in the cdf phase. This proves the required common gap without any restriction on
how slowly d | 0.

It remains only to justify a single dominated-convergence passage on the root-scale interval.
Put g )
Yy
By(v) := n3/2/f"(l’)7f/\/ﬁdy(y).
" Wy(y)

Theorem 1.2 applied in (4.20) supplies the global local-cell majorant | B, (v)| < Cyv®. Under the
substitution

t= ;(:}%, 2K(t) dt = {wlv + ;r(\p/)ﬁ + OU(v/n)} dv, (4.211)

the absolute value of the complete normalized integrand, after the spatial phase is discarded, is
at most

Cyd{v® +v*/v/n + vl n}e". (4.21j)
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This is integrable on [0,00) and independent of the cdf coordinate. Equations (4.21c), (4.21f),
and (4.21j), first on a fixed v-interval and then with its Gaussian tail removed, give

ds(p)®

Grplp. ) max{Cy(p)~ ', C_ (p)l}/o v2e™"" 2 dv + oy (d).

Because 7! [ v2e*/2dy = ¢y, this is the right side of (4.18). The bounded and O(v/n)
kernel terms vanish under the same majorant. The conjugate one-sided kernel has identical
absolute bounds. No linearization of the divided power, and hence no unrecorded d? remainder,
has been used. This proves (4.18). O

We isolate the elementary arithmetic needed later. Direct substitution of p, = (4 — /10)/2,
followed only by squaring positive radicals, gives

Cg 39 51 17
> — < =, < —, 4.22
p. 1000 M S 900 abs. = 900 (422)

Cg — ¢poK1(7vs)/2 9

Gpanss 1= — ¢°p* 10)/2 = (4.23)

In particular the two margins which occur below are strictly positive:

Cg 19 7 19

Py - Ecsh,* - Aabs,* > m, Gspan,* - Aabs,* > % (424)

A direct outward-rational evaluation of the same radical formulas gives the following exact integer
enclosures (the common denominator is 10'%):

10y, . € [254150792637701, 254150792637702),

10" A g« € [84254560311404, 84254560311405)
C

1015[)—E € [393927535745323, 393927535745324],

19¢4,
1015% € [301804066257270, 301804066257271], (4.24e)

1015Gspan,* € [182181753528660, 182181753528661],

Cg  19cq,
1015 (E _ f%hv - Aabs,*) € [7868909176648, 7868909176649)],
P

10" (Gapans — Mabs.) € [97927193217255, 97927193217256).

All endpoints in (4.24e) are integers, not rounded floating-point output; cross multiplication
proves the two rational inequalities in (4.24).
Uniform endpoint and tangent expansions

For later bookkeeping we now define the bandwidth-dependent operators explicitly. For any
real-valued law X, integer n > 1, h > 0, and x € R, put

9X nha(t) == g 2miav/nt/h ox (2nt/h)", 0<t<l.

With N N
ev=1, e =-1, K,=K, K =K,

define

1
ug(,n,h(x) = 9 + EUjf(U (9xn,ha); oce{+ -} (4.24u)
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Thus, written without the notation from (P0),

1 ! _ 1 p—
u)—gn,h(w) = 5 + 2%/0 K(t)gX,n,h,a:(t) dt? UX,n,h(x> = 5 - 2%/0 K(t)gX,n,h,x(t) dt.

All integrals meeting zero are understood in the real-part improper sense of (P0). For an interval
I C [0,1], denote its integral contribution (without the common 1/2) by

TR np1(T) = 260%/R0(t)gx,nyh7x(t) dt. (4.24v)
I

To record the half-line conventions, let

Xi 4+ X, — 1 1 )
7 — 1+ + l‘\/ﬁ’ M(U) = -4 2%/ K(t)e2ﬂ'1tu dt,
h 2 0
and let ep(u) := M(u) — 1(_0(u) be the upper-majorant excess over the closed negative

half-line. Then
Uy pn(@) =EM(Z),  Ux, ,(x) =E{1 - M(=2)},
and hence the exact identities are
Fox(z) =UY . (z) —Eep(Z),
(z) X 2() (2) (4.24w)
Fox(z—) =Ux , ,(z) + Eep(—2).

In particular,
Fox(z) Uy, u(@),  Fax(e—) 22Uy, ,(@),

D} (z) < L{;m’h(x) — d(x), Dy (z) < ®(x) — Uy, ,(2).

Fix § := 1/4, put @, 9 = s(n+0)//n and k = np +n € Z. All pieces in the next display are in
raw cdf units. Indeed, for the Bernoulli coordinate Y = p + X/s and matching bandwidth A = s,

IxX sy o (t) = e 2EFDL Gy (o), (4.24x)
which is the common phase used below:

1 ’ |
D (1,0) = 5 = @) + 2R /0 K(t)e " Doy (2mt)" dt,

1

DY (n,0) =2% [ K(t)e 20y (2mt)™ dt, (4.2420)
’ 1-5
1-5 .
Mx n(n,0) = 2R K (t)e 2mik+00t o0 (2mt)™ dt.
1)

Set Wq(2) := q + pe'*. The pieces Dg)n

)

and Mg, are obtained by replacing ¢y by ¥g with
the same cuts, phase and normal increment. Let P,/ (X;7,0) be the normalized Prawitz upper
operator. The actual positive cdf score C,I (X;n,0) satisfies C;F (X;n,0) < P (X;n,0), and the
exact operator decomposition is

n
P CXi0.0) = L2 (D), 00) + D), 000 + (DY), (0.0) ~ DY), (1.0)}

(4.24a)
1 1
{0 (0.0) = D), (0.0)} + Mix (n. 0)].
For the matching law write, without changing any cdf convention,
1 0
Noa(n.0) = 5 = ®(wy0).  Zoa(n0) = DY) (n,0) — Nou(n,0), (4.24b)
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and define the complete integer-node value
1
EQu(n) == Nou(n,0) + Zgu(n,0) + DY), (n,0) + Mg.n(n, 0). (4.24c)

By the cardinal identity (P3), \/nEgn(n)/p2(p) is the exact right-node Bernoulli score. These
definitions will make explicit which phase increment owns each later term. The matching endpoint
is (4.29), the zero-cell phase increment is (4.31), the joint saddle is (4.40), and the actual endpoint
is first factorized by (4.26); its complete remainder is (4.43). This identity is the owner of the
later assembly, so no zero or endpoint row is silently duplicated. For reference, the ownership
ledger is

quantity owner used in
Non (n, 01) +Zgn (n,0) Eqn (1) (4.40)
Dign(n.0) Eqa(n) (4.40)
0 MQ,n(Tl, 03 EQ,n(n) (4.40) (4.244d)
Diyn(n.0) = D, (n.0) | (4.31) (4.34)
R{CTon(1,0) — Jon(,0)} | (1436 | (4.43¢), (4.439)
Mg n(n,8) — Mgn(n,0) middle gap | exponentially small.

For the rest of the proof use Bernoulli coordinates

X _
Y:p+g7 qzl_p7 S:(pQ) 1/27

U(z) = Ee?, To(z) = g+ pe (as above).
For an integer k and a circular phase |0 < 1/2, put

n =k —np, x = 3(17\/—%9) (4.25)
The terminology in this paragraph repeats (4.0a). For a fixed row (n, X), the positive cell indexed
by k is the set of physical cdf points in (4.25) as 6 ranges over [—1/2,1/2]. It is active if at least
one of those points has C,/ (X;n,0) > Cg; when a particular point is under discussion, “active’
means that this strict inequality holds at that point. Every sequence of active points on the
localized positive branch after the reduction in Proposition 6.1 satisfies, explicitly,

)

D — P, d— 0, z — 0, n/v/n — 0, (4.25a)

and the positive, rather than reflected negative, one-sided score is being used. The last condition
in (4.25a) follows from the preceding three and || < 1/2. Thus later uses of either phrase carry
no additional unstated localization assumption.

Lemma 6.4 (endpoint factorization). If p remains in a fized neighbourhood of p., then, uniformly
for 0 < h <1/4,
U(21(1 — h)) = (Wo(2r(1 — h)) — 2wihm + O(h?d), (4.26)

where ¢ = V(27) and m = E{(Y — p)e*™¥'}.

Proof. Let A(h) := ¥(2r(1 — h)) and B(h) := (¥g(2m(1 — h)). Then A(0) = B(0) = ¢ and
A'(0) — B'(0) = —27im. Twice differentiating the remaining error reduces, apart from a fixed

factor, to the expectation of
eme{er_Q”ihy _ pe_QWih}. (4.27)

Subtract its cubic Hermite interpolant at 0,1. Its expectation is zero by the three moment
identities. The quotient of the Hermite remainder by W, (y) extends through the two double
zeros and stays bounded at infinity, because numerator and denominator have cubic growth.
Compactness in (p, h) therefore bounds (4.27) by Cd. Integrating twice proves (4.26). O
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Lemma 6.5 (uniform first endpoint shape mode). Fiz U € (0,1). In the notation of Lemma 6.4,
letpe U, letd— 0, and let n — co. The contribution of the term

—2minhm (" Mg (27 (1 — h))" ! (4.27a)

to the normalized returned-endpoint operator is, uniformly in the integer node and in the full
circular phase |0] < 1/2, at most

{esn(p, d) +ou (1)} m]. (4.27b)

The oy (1) is independent of the rates of p,d and of the node and phase. After one derivative in
the cdf phase the same term is bounded by Cyr™ Ym|. Neither assertion uses a fourth moment
or a previously localized n-window.

Proof. The spatial and circular phase factors have modulus one. The exact Bernoulli identity
|Wo(2m(1 — h)|? =1 —2p(1 — p){1 — cos(2wh)} (4.27¢)

gives, uniformly for p € U, a Gaussian bound e—cu(m=1h? on < h < and a fixed Cramér
gap on § < h < 1/4. Thus the latter part of the endpoint cell is Oy (n3/2e=U™)r"=1m| after
normalization.

On the root-scale part first restrict to 0 < v = \/nh < n'/12. Directly from the displayed
kernel definition,

2K (1 —h) =h+ O(h?), (4.27d)

uniformly on this subcell. The absolute value of the integral generated by (4.27a), including the
factor /n/p(p,d), is consequently

n—5/12

2
m\f L |/ h2e=27 PP =DE (1 4 O (h + nk*)} dh. (4.27e)

The nh* term follows by expanding the logarithm in (4.27c); it is not asserted as a relative
expansion on the rest of the endpoint cell. After the substitution it is dominated on this subcell
by a fixed Gaussian polynomial. On n!/!?2 < v < §y/n, the exact bound (4.27c) makes the
integrated contribution OU(e_CU”1/6), and the fixed remainder was treated above. Dominated
convergence is therefore uniform for p € U. Since

00 3
/ v26—27r2v2/s(p)2 dv = 8(])) ¢07
0 871'2

the limiting coefficient in (4.27e) is

21 s(p)3po _ s(p)ieo
p(p,d) 82 — 4mp(p,d

) - Csh(p7 d)

One phase derivative only inserts the bounded factor —27i(1 — h) before this argument, proving
the last assertion. O

Lemma 6.6 (uniform signed tangent expansion). Let p — px and d — 0. Define

b0 (s v _ s$%q¢o _ p*—Tp+5

Write atan « = a(p«). Then A(p) < Cg, with equality only at p., and no(p«) = n«. The following
assertions hold uniformly.
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(a) If |n| = o(y/n), then the matching two-point high endpoint is

1 . . ) : 2
9 K(t>6727r1(k+0)t(q +p627r1t)n dt = 6727r10 {OO(p) + 101(p, n+ 0) } +0 (1 +n ) 7

3/4 n n3/2 n?
(4.29)
with one uniform 6 derivative, where
C’()—S—2 Cy( z)—%{6z+3(1—2)+1} (4.30)
1IVY _47_‘_27 1P, _247_[_ P : :
(b) The zero-end increment, after subtracting the normal increment, is
—a(p)0? + {{(p) — 2 o
DY) (n,8) — DY) (n,0) = alp)0” + { 552) ap)mtf . po. (4.31)
' ’ n
where 3
s
Up) = =35 {01 = 2p)° +12(1 = 2p) + 7} = 2a(p)mo(p), (4.32)
and, whenever |n| < Cvnd+1,
Vn|RY| < ¢ /A U (4.33)

(c) If d = o(n=?), nd — oo, and |n| < Cv/nd + 1, the integer-node matching score together
with the zero-cell phase increment, namely

/);(”;){Ew(n) + DO (3,6) - DO (1, 0)},
18 at most
A) — MLt 0 o)) + old). (4.34)

 p2(p)n

The returned-endpoint phase increment (4.29) is deliberately not included in (4.534); it is
inserted exactly once in Lemma 6.8.

Proof. For (a), put t = 1 —wv/\/n, z =n+60 and { = z/y/n. After extracting the Bernoulli
quadratic term the integrand equals

: 3 3
—2mif  —272v2 /s 2mitv 1 lB(p)’U Pp,n(v) B _ 4m 1-9 4.35
e, c [+ﬁ+n C Bo="Tp-w).  @39)
where P, ,, is bounded by a fixed polynomial under the Gaussian. Keep 2™ exact. Its Gaussian

integrals are entire in ¢; Taylor’s formula at zero gives an error O(z%/n?) in the leading v/n
integral and O((1 + |z])/n?) in the next integrals. Using

00 2
5.2,2/.2 S

ve 2T Vs dv=—,

0 4

3 5
> 2 —2m2v?/s? 8 ¢0 > 4 —2m202/s? _ 3s ¢0
voe dv = 7 v-e dv = 7]
0 8 0 327

gives (4.29)-(4.30). Splitting at v = n'/'2 and using the exact Bernoulli Gaussian envelope on
the complement proves the stated uniform remainder and its phase derivative.
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At the zero endpoint put again z = n+6 and C.(v) = 27zv + B(p)v3. The centered Bernoulli
cumulants through order five give

e—27ri(k+c9)t(q +pe27rit)n _ 6—27r21)2/s2 [1 . in_1/2C’z(v)
+n HEw' - C.(v)?/2}
+in 32 Js0® — C.(v) Egv* + C(v)%/6}
+O0(n?P12(v,2))],

(4.36)

where
4 5

2 47
E,= 719(1(1 — 6pq), Js = EPQ(l —2p)(1 —12pq).

Also
+0(n2P3(v)). (4.37)

. . . 2
-1/2 _ L -1/2 -1 1TV 1TV
2K (v/v/n)n p n (U +3 37373

Here is the uniform remainder statement implicit in these two displays. There are a neighbourhood
Ui of ps, constants ¢, C' > 0, and fixed positive polynomials P; such that, forp € Uy, 0 < v < nt/20,
and |z| < ggy/n for a fixed small g9 > 0, the remainder inside the brackets in (4.36), together
with one z derivative, is bounded by

C(1+[2[")v' Ps(v)
n2

. (4.37a)

After multiplication by (4.37), its integrable majorant is the same bound times (14v~1)e~®". To
verify (4.37a), expand nlog{e=2™P!(q 4+ pe?™*)} through the fifth derivative; on |t| < n=9/20 its
sixth derivative is uniformly bounded for p € U;. Taylor’s integral remainder for the exponential is
then bounded by Cn—2v4Ps(v)(1+|z|*)e~¢*". Here the spatial factor is expanded separately, using
the global integral-remainder inequality for e~™; hence no assumption z = O(n'/4) is hidden.
Differentiating in z merely removes one factor of z and inserts v/y/n. On n'/?° < v < \/n/4, the
exact identity
g + pe*™ VP2 = 1 — 2pg{1 — cos(2mv/v/n)}

1)2 C

gives Ce™¥" up to a fixed small cell and C'e™" on its complement. The same estimates hold
after one z derivative. Thus the root-scale expansion may be integrated and differentiated term
by term; this is a quantitative C'! statement, not a formal Edgeworth calculation.

For transparency, the parity ledger for the real part of the product of (4.36) and (4.37) is

order ‘ real coefficient before Gaussian integration ‘ z-dependence after the normal term

1 0 0
n~1/2 1+ C.(v)/(mv) linear term cancels
n~1 —v none
n~3/2 Ry(z,v) degrees 0,1,2, 3,

(4.37b)
because the omitted coeflicients in the first three rows are purely imaginary. In the second row,
2z [y° e~27v?/s* Qu = s¢byz, which cancels the —s¢gz from 1/2 — ®(sz/y/n). The order-n—! row
is independent of z and therefore cancels when two phases in the same cell are subtracted. The
last-row polynomial is

C,(v)?  Jsv® — CL(v)Egwv* + C,(v)3 /6 wuCi(v
Ry(z,v) = Eqv* — (2) _ ( )W‘; w)°/6 3( ). (4.38)
Using
s3¢0 35° ¢y 1557 ¢y 1055
27 8p20 T 3opa U6 T qoga6 8T Tpions (4.382)
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where I; = fooo ple=2m*v?/s? dw, direct collection of the four powers of z gives

1 7T 72 T3

0 _ 3 (- 2
2" | Polp) = dos < 32160 96 4320)

1 ¢O
z + 127+ 7)=/¢

48 i 3460 T =) T=1-2p. (4.38Db)
23 _33¢0
6

For example, the linear row before simplification is

1 1—6pg—27 572
3, |+ L ATOPg— AT 9T
S%[ 8 24]

which is the displayed value of ¢(p); this also independently checks the sign. Finally

3.3

O(sz/\/n) = 2+¢0<\/Zﬁ 685/2> +O(|2fPn"?) (4.39)

shows that the z® row of (4.38b) is cancelled exactly by the normal term. The value 3o(p)
and every earlier z-independent row cancel on subtracting two phases. To state this without
overloading the two-argument cell notation, define

1/4

Dgnl2] = % —D(sz/Vn) £ 2R | K(t)e 2 e 20N (27t) 1 dt. (4.38b1)
’ 0

Thus Dég)n(n, 0) = @é )n[n + 0]. More precisely, the estimates just proved and Taylor’s remainder
in (4.39) give a function &, such that

P2 — ZSN[0) = 032 {U(p)z — a(p)22} + Enyp(2),

T+ 2 142
(el < o {4 L

(4.38¢)

uniformly for p € Uy and |z| < ggv/n.

For completeness, the replacement of the finite root cell by the positive half-line in the leading
row is uniform at the sharper spatial scale needed below. Write Gg,(v) for the unphased leading
coefficient in the score-normalized root integral corresponding to the first two rows of (4.37b),
including the bounded Gaussian smoothing term and the uniformly bounded factor 1/p. For
two phases in one cell put = = s(p)n/+/n and y = s(p)(n + 6)//n. On p € Uy there are a fixed
positive polynomial P and ¢,C' > 0 such that |G ,(v)| < CP(v)e~". Hence, for A > 0,

< Gy x'/ )e=* do. (4.38¢1)

/ TR - e™")Gop(v)} dv
A

Indeed |e¥? — ¢7#¢| < |y — x|v, and on v > A one inserts 1 < v?/A2. The real cosine smoothing
summand satisfies the same estimate directly from |cos(yv) — cos(zv)| < |y — z|v. Taking
A = §y/n and using |y — z| = s(p)|6]/v/n < Cn~'/? makes the omitted spatial tail O(n=3/?).
Thus passing to the half-line in the coefficient calculation neither loses an n~! term nor hides a
merely O(n~!) remainder.

Apply the mean-value theorem between z = 1 and z = n+ 6. Since |0] < 1/2 and the window
n (b) has |n|/v/n = O(Vd+n=1/?) = o(1), (4.38c) proves (4.31) and exactly the stated bound
(4.33).
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It remains to retain the node loss rather than maximize it away. The exact beta-integral
representation used in Lemma 5.1, with e = n=1/2 and & = en kept as a parameter, gives the
following explicit joint saddle. On a fixed rectangle about (ps,0) put

2
s(p—q s7€(p—q
Pi(p,&y) = (3)3/3 + (2)y2 — spy,
s*(1—3pg) 4  s°P* o 5°6(1—3pq) (4:39%)
Py(p,&;y) = — v+ oy - v’
4 2 3
and We(y) = exp(—y?/2 — s€y). For j = 0,1,2 define
Qo =1, Q) = P, Qy = P, + P},
0
Dj(p,§) = /RWs(y)Qj (p.&y)dy,  Nj(p. &) = / We(y)Qj(p. & y) dy. (4.39b)
Taylor expansion of the two logarithms in the beta density gives
L(y) = =y /2 — sy + eP1(p,&y) + €Pa(p, & y) + € Re(p, & ). (4.39¢)
Consequently, if R1, Rs denote the two quotient coefficients, then
Nl Nng
Rl = N 5
Dy D;
Ny NIDy D? Dy
Ry ==—"— — — == . 4.39d

The leading quotient is Ny/Dy = ®(s€). Thus the required analytic functions are, explicitly,

Hy = L Hy = Lely (4.39)

They satisfy, uniformly on that rectangle,

%Ew(n) — Ho(p.) + cHy (0. €) + O(), (4.40)

with the same estimate after one £ derivative. Here is a quantitative version of the remainder
assertion. On |y| < e /10 both R, and 0 R, are bounded by C(1 + |y|™) for one fixed M, and
Taylor’s integral formula gives

We(y)|ePHEP+e@Re _ (1 4 eQ) + €2Qo}| < C(1 + [yM)e v"/3,

Wg(y)|a§[€€P1+62P2+€3Re _ {1 + EQl + 62Q2}H < 063(1 + |y|3M+1)e—y2/3. (4,39f)
Strict concavity makes the two complementary tails, with the same one derivative, O(e_“_l/s).
Moreover,
_ 1 —esqy
d:L(y) = e 'log ———;
:L(y) S pr—
on the central interval this is polynomially bounded, and at either endpoint its logarithmic factor
is absorbed by the beta power there. Thus the same tail estimate holds after one ¢ derivative. In

particular, if NV, D, denote the exact truncated and full beta integrals, (4.39f) implies

'M N0+6N1+62N2

DE Do + €D1 + €2D2

< Cé. (4.39g)

()
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The denominator is bounded away from zero on the fixed rectangle. Expanding the quotient in
(4.39g), subtracting its leading normal term, and multiplying by ¢! = \/n proves the asserted
genuine O (€?) remainder in (4.40).

For an independently checkable evaluation of the coefficients, put z = s§ and

0
In(2) = / yme V2 gy,

— 00

Integration by parts gives

In(z) = V21e® 2®(2),  L(2)=—1—2Ip(2),  Im(2) = (m—1)In_2(2) — 2Lp_1(2).
(4.40a)
The corresponding full-line moments are obtained by differentiating V2re#* /2. Substitution of
(4.39a) in (4.39d), followed by (4.40a), gives

Hy(p,£) = ﬁif]f)) {3+i0-s}. (4.40b)

At £ =0, Q is even, so Ny = Dy /2, while Dy = 0 and Ny = Dy/2; hence Hi(p,0) = 0. Here and

below a prime means O¢|¢—¢. The moment recursion (4.40a) gives the scalar reductions

92— 2
Ny =5 3p), DQ:%DO, Dy=0, N =s,
2 1— 3
Dy = S’(HM)DO, D=0, Nj= %. (4.40c)

Differentiating the second line of (4.39d) at zero therefore gives

2 — 1—
RYy(p,0) —¢os3{p _=P pq}

3 6 12
__do@® —Tp+5) (4.40d)
12(pq)3/
53¢0 2
=~ {1 =20 +12(1 = 2p) + 7} = ((p).
Thus )
p
Hi(p,0) =0,  9:Hy(p,0) = . 4.41
1(p, 0) 11, (p, 0) () (4.41)
As a direct cross-check, (S6e) says exactly
a l
Fp,n) = F(p,0) = B) ey L),

“o2(p) T p2(p)

this is also obtained by putting ¢ = en in the C! expansion (4.40).
Since ¢(s€) = ¢o(1 — s2€2/2 + O(€1)) and s + v = 2sq, the quadratic coefficient in (4.40b) is
—¢05(s +7)/(4p2) = —a/p2. Together with (4.41), this gives

_ _M 2 4 _ {(p) 2
Ho = A(p) p2(p>f +0(£%), H, = p2(p)§+0(f )- (4.42)

On the scale in (c),

2 =0(d+n"1 =0(d), n~t = o(d).

Thus the three node remainders in (4.42) and (4.40) are, respectively, O(n*/n?) = O(d?),
O(n?/n®?) = O(d/+/n), and O(n~1), all o(d). The zero-cell remainder is also o(d): (4.33) and
n? = O(nd) give

VRO < 0(n3/%) + O(v/nd*) + O(n~%) + O(v/nd®?) = o(d), (4.42a0)
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because nd — 0o, /nd — 0, and d — 0. Equations (4.40)—(4.41) are the expansion of the
complete node Eg ,(n), so its high-end node value is already present. Adding only the zero-cell
increment (4.31), and using ¢ = 2an, completes the exact square in (4.34). The high-end phase
increment from (4.29) has not been added here and is therefore not double counted. Finally A(p)
is exactly the function in (4.13) under the change r = 1 — 2p, proving its last assertion. O

Lemma 6.7 (coarse phase localization). Assume p — p., d — 0, \/nd — 0, and let an active
positive cell have § =n/\/n = o(1) and |0] < 1/2. Before using the windowed remainder (4.33),
there exist fized cioc, Cloc > 0 such that, uniformly,

2
Cr(X;m,0) < A(p) — CbC% + Clocd + Croen™ ! + o(d +n*/n). (4.42a)

Consequently every cell whose score exceeds Cg satisfies n° = O(nd + 1).

Proof. We give the complete assembly because this estimate is used to obtain the n-window and
therefore cannot itself use that window. All constants below are uniform for p in a sufficiently
small fixed neighbourhood of p,, and we continue to write p = p2(p) + d. Let

n
Eom =YD (1,0) - DO (1,0)),
P (4.42b)

Erim — “f{MX,nm, 0) — Mo.n(,0)}.

Put ¢ = re!® and choose ¥ € [—1/2,1/2) so that na = 27(j +19); this is possible for all sufficiently
large rows because |1 — (| = O(d). When d = 0 take r = 1, « = ¢ = 0. With u = 0 — 9, the
exact decomposition (4.24a), followed only by the endpoint factorization (4.26), has the following

ledger:
1

Jom(,0) =2 3/4K(t)e_2”i(k+9)t\IJQ(27rt)” dt, DY) =RJgn.

n
P (X;n,0) = {EQ,n(U)

n
+ DY, 0.0) - D, 0.0}

n {f%{c%m(n, 0) — Jou(n,0)} (4.42¢)

n
+ Y2 00 (0,6) — Mon(n,0)}
+ 50,n + gM,n + Sn + Rn

Here &, is the normalized returned-endpoint integral generated by
—2minhm (" g (2n(1 — h))" 7, (4.42d)

and, writing RS (h) for the power remainder defined below,

\/ﬁ 1/ —2mi(k+6)(1—h) : n—1 n—1
Sp=—"—2R K(1—nh)e {=27inhm (""" Wq(2r(1 — h))"" "} dh,

P 0 (4.42d1)
\/ﬁ 1/ —27i(k+6)(1—h) pend
Ry= X220 [ K (1= R)e Re(h) dh.
0

Thus (4.42c) is an identity, not a comparison of cdf expansions at two sides of a lattice jump.
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We first bound the four matching-law terms. Equations (4.40)—(4.42), with £ = n//n, give

vn _ B a(p) .o, p) i 4 i 1 e
o) S =AW = S L w vm O (5 Tt n) ' (442¢)

Since £ = o(1) and a(p)/p2(p) stays bounded away from zero, Young’s inequality yields fixed
c1,Ch1 > 0 such that

n C
{EQ,n(ﬁ) SAp) -’ + (4.42f)
Indeed, the left side of (4.42¢) is A(p) + o(1) > 0, uniformly along the rows under consideration,
and
vn p2(p) Vn vn
—Fgn(n) = Egn(n) < Egn(n).
p Panl) ==y et = 5y Pen )
For the zero-cell phase increment define, at real root-scale coordinate x,
1 1/4 .
Zon(p,x) = A R O(sz) + 2R K(t)e_%l‘/ﬁxtcp(t)" de p. (4.4210)
p2(p) | 2 0

Thus the normal term is included. Since both the normal argument and the Fourier phase depend
on 7+ 6, one has the exact identity

D0, 00~ DO = 2Pz € 4 0/ - Zonp ) (a20)

On a fixed compact set of (p,z), the substitution ¢t = v/\/n gives
ZO,n(p7 l‘) = HO,U(p7 l‘) + n_l/QHl,O(pv IL‘) + OCI (n_l)v (442g)
where H1 ¢ has bounded C' norm and

¢(sz)

Hoolp @) = p2(p)

{i + 1(1 - 82:(}2)} (4.42¢1)
2 6

is even. Indeed, Taylor expansion one order beyond the leading profile gives, uniformly for
v S n1/10’

ep(v/v/n)" = 721 L1 = gy (p)o® + 0 Py(p,v) + O~ 2Py(v)

: (4.42g2)

o V2K (v/\/n) = %} + 072 T lkgu + O(n3/%0?),
Y

where 33(p) := —(473/3)p(1—p)(1—2p), Ps(p, ) has degree at most six with coefficients uniformly
bounded near p,, Py is a fixed positive polynomial majorant, and kx is fixed. The order-one
singular integral cancels the normal term, by

1 1 [> in(2
5 — ®(sz) + — / L CUCL (4.42g3)
0

™ v

The coefficients of n=/2 and n~! in the raw zero-cell integral give respectively ps (p)Hop, and
p2(p)H1p. Gaussian integration gives (4.42gl). After one x derivative, the unnormalized
remainder in (4.42g2), including all products, is bounded by Cn =3/ 2P12(v)e_w2. The complement
of this root-scale part has the exact Bernoulli Gaussian bound, also after that derivative. Keeping
e~ 2™V exact and multiplying by /n/pa(p) therefore proves the O (n~!) remainder in (4.42g).
Since 0, Ho0(p,0) = 0, (4.42f1) and the mean-value theorem give

n 1
{{Dg,)n(n, 0) — DY (1,0)} = O <\’§‘ﬁ + n) : (4.42h)
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The matching middle-cell phase increment is O(y/ngf) = o(n™!), for a fixed g < 1.
It remains to keep the returned endpoint, including its value and shape modes. The expansion

(4.29), which is uniform for |n| = o(y/n) and has one uniform 6 derivative, gives

f%wwmmm—mmwnz%@vww%w—u

pvn

"Cy(p,n+6) 1+ n? (4.421)
r 1\p, N . Ui
+ p—nsm(27ru) +0 < 5 ) .
In particular, its value part contains
_C0P) (g iy CODI oy — 1, (4.42j)

pvn py/n

and the second term is nonpositive. Lemma 6.5, used here before any localization of 1 or of the
circular phase, and (4.16) give

Sn < {can(p, d) + o(1)}r" L |m]|
2¢sh(p, d) + 0o(1)

< Cd+ (1—1r™). (4.42Kk)

Here we used |1 — (| = O(d), the O(d?) term was included in Cd, and (4.17) was used for the
displayed radial term. Since Cy(p)/p stays bounded away from zero while cg, (p, d) stays bounded,

_ {Co(p) ~ 2ca(p,d) + o(1)
pv/n n

for all sufficiently large n. This explicitly absorbs the radial shape mode into the returned value
mode.

} (1—r")<0 (4.421)

For completeness, we also bound the endpoint power remainder rather than hiding it in the
word “Taylor.” Write

Ay =¥2n(1 —h)), Bp=(Yq(2r(1—h)), I, =—2rihm, e,=A— Bp—1I,.

Lemma 6.4 gives |e,| < Cdh?. The Bernoulli gap and |1 — ¢| + |m| < Cd imply, uniformly for
0<7<1,

max{|Ap|, | Bp|, |Br + 7(An — By)|} < exp{—ch® 4+ Cd*}. (4.42m)
Indeed, for some fixed ¢ > 0, |By| < e=%"* and |Aj, — Bp| < |ln| + |en| < Cdh. On the root-scale
part this gives |By + 7(Ay, — Bp)| < 1 — c¢1h? + Cdh, and Cdh < c1h?/2 + Cd? proves (4.42m);
the fixed part of the endpoint cell is covered by the strict Bernoulli gap. Taylor’s exact integral
identity

1
(a+b)" —a" —na" ' =na""te+n(n— 1)b2/ (1 —7)(a+71b)" 2 dr,
0
with a = By, b =1[j, + €3, and e = ey, now gives
IR (R)| < C{ndh® + n|m|?h? + n2d>h*} e cnh*+Cnd®, (4.42n)
Here R (h) = A7 — B — nB}" I}, and R,, in (4.42c) is its normalized returned-endpoint

integral with the common spatial phase and kernel. Because nd®> — 0, |K(1 — h)| < Ch,
I h3e=en* dh = O(n~2), and I hSe~enh® dh = O(n~3), its normalized integral satisfies

d d2
mws0{+wmw+

— =0 n_l. 420
NG \/ﬁ} (d+n"") (4.420)
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Finally Lemma 6.3 gives |£o.n| < {Aabs(p, d)+o0(1)}d = O(d). On the middle cell the matching
transform has a fixed Cramér gap and Theorem 1.2 gives a uniform O(d) transform difference;
hence

\Enrn] < Cn® gl = o(d)

for some ¢; < 1 (and it is exactly zero when d = 0).

Insert (4.42f), (4.42h)—(4.420) into the exact ledger (4.42c). Since C}(p, z) is affine in z, all
still unsigned mixed terms are bounded by

okl 1+n?

\f + —l— @) pyoal
For any fixed ¢ > 0, Young’s inequality gives C||/v/n < €2 + C./n; moreover (1 + n?)n=3/2 =
o(n~! 4+ ¢2). Choose € smaller than half the loss in (4.42f), absorb every pure o(n~!) term into

Cloc/n, and use C,;F < P;F. This proves (4.42a) with fixed cjoc, Cloe > 0.

Since A(p) < Cg, a score larger than Cg forces, after absorbing the sequential o(d + ¢2) term,
€2 < O(d+n~1). Equivalently, n2 = O(nd + 1), as asserted. O

We now record the signed endpoint consequence of the factorization. This is the common
input for all three defect scales below.

Lemma 6.8 (perturbed endpoint assembly). Assume p — p., d — 0, and \/nd — 0. Since
|1—¢| = O(d), one has ¢ # 0 for all sufficiently large n. Write ( = re!® and choose ¥ € [—1/2,1/2)
so that naw = 27(j +9) for an integer j. For each physical 0 € [—1/2,1/2] put u = 6 —¥; only the
trigonometric class of u modulo Z will be used. Define the complex matching endpoint integral

1
Jon(n,0) =2 | K@)e ™ 0o 02mt dt; DY), = Riga.
3/4 ’

The phase-modulated analytic baseline is

By pc(:0) :Z\C)ﬁ{Dg))n( 0) + R(C" Tgn(n.0)) + Man(n,0) } (4.42P)

Every term here uses the same integer k, the same physical phase 0, and hence the same cdf
point x, 9. This is only an analytic comparison object; unless ¢ =1 it is not asserted to be the
Prawitz operator of a probability law. Uniformly under these hypotheses,

T(2r(1 — h))™ = ("W (2r(1 — h))"

) . . (4.43)
—2minhm (" U (2n(1 — h))" 4+ Ry (h),
where
\/,FL 1/4
vn 2/ IK(1 = B)[[Ru(h)] dh < C{d//m + v/ [ml2). (4.43a)
p 0
The complete value mode relative to the calibrated two-point node is
n n
\[GR{C Jon(,0) = Jon(n,0)}
_ Golp) rCi(p,n+0) . 1+ n?
2 -1 - 2 O . 4.43b
NG {r" cos(2mu) — 1} + o sin(2mu) + 32 ( )
The first shape mode is at most
{Csh(pa d) + 0(1)}Tn_1|m|7 Csh(pa d) —7 Cshx- (4436)
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Consequently its radial part is absorbed by the value mode:

~ {Co(p) ~ 2ca(p,d) +o(1)
pv/n n

For every fized D, M < oo, under nd < D and |n| < M, the global circular-phase comparison,
followed by the zero-cell increment, gives uniformly in the admissible n and || < 1/2

} (1—r") <0. (4.43d)

Gtan,* _
By, (1,0) < Ch(n) — ﬁ(n +0—n)? +opm(nt). (4.43¢)

On the localized positive branch the phase-free low-frequency bound gives

. 19 Gtan,« _
CH(X;n,0) < CQ(n)—{CE/p*—Ecsh,*—Aabs,*—o(l)}d—ﬁ(n+9—n*)2+0D,M(n ). (4.43f)

If instead d = o(n='/?), nd — oo, and n* = O(nd + 1), then

ChH(n
Qp( ) B %Csh,* — Aapsr — 0(1)} d+ o(d). (4.43g)

(G (X:,0),C; (X50.0)) < i)~ |
In particular, the coefficient in braces tends to the first positive margin in (4.24).

Proof. Write Ay, = ¥(2m(1 — h)), By = (¥q(2n(1 — h)), I, = —27wikm, and ey, = h?dR,, j,, where
|Rpn| < C by (4.26). The Bernoulli gap and |1 — ¢| + |m| < Cd imply, uniformly for 0 <t <1,

max{|Ap|, | Bp|, |Bn + t(An, — By)|} < exp{—c1h? + C1d?}. (4.43a0)

Near zero this follows from e~°"* + Cdh < 1 — ¢/h? + Cdh and completion of the square; outside
a smaller fixed cell it follows from the strict Bernoulli gap. Taylor’s literal integral identity is

1
(a4 b)" —a” —na" " = na"te+n(n —1)b? / (1 —1t)(a+th)" "2 dt, (4.43a1)
0

where a = By, b =, + ep, and e = ej,. Equations (4.43a0)—(4.43al) give
IRn(h)| < C{ndh? + n?/m|*h? + n2d>h*}e—cHh*+Cnd’,

Since nd? — 0, |K(1 — h)| < Ch, [h3e="* dh = O(n~2), and [ hBe=""* dh = O(n~3), this
proves (4.43)—(4.43a). Differentiating the endpoint operator in the cdf phase only multiplies the
integrand by the bounded factor —27i(1 — h), so the same bound holds for one phase derivative.
No fourth moment is used. Multiplying (4.29) by ¢", using e~2™9(¢" = r?e=2™% and taking real
parts gives (4.43b). Lemma 6.5, which is independent of the present phase localization, gives
(4.43c). Equations (4.16)—(4.17) and r™ cos(2mu) — 1 < —(1 —r™) give (4.43d). Indeed, separately
from the case r = 1, where the radial factor vanishes, p — p. and d — 0 imply

Co(p) _ 2¢a(p,d)+o(1) _ ¢ C
p/n n —vn o on
for all sufficiently large n. Thus no division by 1 —r, 1 — 7™, or d is hidden in the absorption.
Fix D, M < oo, assume nd < D and |n| < M, and split off the radial part in (4.43b) and put
_ Co(p)r” r"Ci(p,n +9)

., L b (0) = AT B s [ba(6)].
pv/n (6) pn |9\§1/2’ ©)|

>0 (4.43d1)

Characteristic-function stability gives 1 —r < |1 — (| < Cd < CD/n, so r™ > ¢p > 0 for all
sufficiently large n. Hence a, <p n~ /2 and B,, = Op.a(n~1). For every physical 6, not merely
at a maximizing phase,

B2
an{cos(2mu) — 1} 4 b, (0) sin(27u) < ap{cos(2ru) — 1} + By |sin(27u)| < v/a2 + B2 —a, < j.

n
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Thus the possible positive phase residue is Op s (n=3/2) uniformly in ¥ and 6. Retaining the
radial part, (4.43b) gives

ffﬂ%{w@m(n, 0) — Jou(m.0)} < —%%)(1 ) Opar(n2). (4.43b1)

To identify the reference object, note that the already defined quantity (4.24c) is equivalently

EQu(n) = D) (1,0) + R, (1, 0) + Mg.n(n, 0).

At 6 = 0 the cardinal excess vanishes on the integer-valued Bernoulli sum by (P3), so

\/ﬁEQ,n (77)

p2(p)

is exactly the right-node Bernoulli score to which Lemma 5.2 applies. Direct subtraction, with
no change of the physical point inside the baseline, gives

n n
B, (n,6) = {EQ,n(n) + \pf{Dg)%(n, 0) — DY) (1,0)}

N Jp%{w@n(n,e) ~ Jgun(n,0)}
o

n
+“;*{A£Qm(nae)—‘Afgm(ﬁvo)}
The last line is exponentially small uniformly on the bounded node/phase set. Put

A, = p2<p)7 T, = atan,*(

n+0—n.)2
p pen

Lemma 5.2, (4.31), and (4.43b1) first give the naturally normalized inequality

Cp(i%u_wwén, Ry=opar(n™).  (44300)

Here the factor A\, multiplies the complete tangent square; it cannot be removed merely from
An < 1, because the tangent enters with a negative sign. Instead, p = pa(p) + d gives

B;p,g(na 0) < Af{Co(n) — T} —

1A= ;l M C(n) — 7} = ACiy(n) — 7 + BRI,

where p
ag Sk
Roo™ . — (1 — \)7, = p p%(” + 0 —n,)2

This is uniformly op ar(n~1). Indeed, under the quantifiers in (S.3),

D
n+0—n] <M+ 5+ n.d, d<—,  p—p>0,
and hence, for all sufficiently large n,

20t an.xD _ _
0 < Ruomm < T (M 4 Lt |n) 02 = opar(nh).

*

After absorbing R;°™ into Rn, use ¢ = 2ang to obtain algebraically

Qtan,* 2 2 Qtan * 2
— 220 — 1y 0° —2(ny —n)f} = ——= 0 —n.)°.
o {(n—mn)”+ (n« —m)0} o (n+0—ns)
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Consequently,

an, & Co(p)
B+ 79 < p2(p)c* n) — Qtan, +0— . 2 +0
. (1,0) p o(n) o (n M) o

Only at this point do C)(n) > 0 and p2(p)/p < 1 imply the displayed weaker form (4.43e). In
particular, the retained phase (™ has not been replaced by one.

(1—r")+opm(n™).  (4.43el)

It remains to compare the actual operator with this baseline. The exact decomposition (4.24a)
counts the zero cell, returned endpoint, and middle once each. The zero-cell difference is at most
{Aabs« +0(1)}d. The endpoint linear term is at most

{csn(p, d) + 0(1)}r"71\m| < {%Csh,* +o(1)}d + {csn(p,d) + 0(1)}7’"71(1 — r2) + O(d2).

The second term is at most {2¢q(p, d) + o(1)}(1 — ™) /n and is absorbed by the negative radial
term in (4.43b1). The endpoint remainder is op(n~!), and Mx,, — Mg, is exponentially small.
Finally, since p = p2(p) + d and the reference right-node score tends to Cg,

pz;p) Co(n) = Co(n) —{Ce/p« + o(1)}d.

There is no rate conversion hidden here. Indeed (4.16) and |1 — (| = O(d) give |m| = O(d).
Under nd < D and |n| < M, the terms not displayed with a sign satisfy the explicit ledger

term bound
endpoint power remainder (4.43a) O(d//n +/nd?) = Op(n=3/?)
C'1 phase residue after the sine—cosine completion Op, wm(n=3/2) (4.4310)
shape-continuity and quadratic errors o(1)d 4+ O(d?) = op(n™1) '
low-frequency remainder o(1)d = op(n~1)
middle-cell difference O(n*2dq?) = op(n™1).

The second row uses the global completion preceding (4.43b1), not an assertion that the affine
C} term has a sign by itself. On the localized branch Lemma 6.7 supplies n? = O(nd + 1), so
boundedness of 1 in this regime is a conclusion, not an additional hypothesis. Combining these
signed terms proves (4.43f); its coefficient is positive by (4.24). Notice that the loss Cgd/p, and
the radial absorption belong to the combined baseline comparison, not to a false standalone
inequality asserting that the actual operator is already below the baseline by a fixed multiple of
d.

In the growing window use the two signed rows at the same active point, rather than extracting
a tangent. The complete upper and lower two-point cells at the calibrated integer node are
at most {p2(p)/p}C¢(n). The corresponding zero-cell spatial increments have a common error
O((1+|n|)/n) = o(d). Indeed n? = O(nd) and nd — oo give

L+ng| 1+

nd n3/2d

The signed middle-cell error is o(n~!) = o(d) because nd — oo. The physical returned-endpoint

owner contributes {19¢g /16 + o(1)}d + o(d) simultaneously for both signs, and the actual-

minus-matching zero/middle owner contributes {Aaps« + 0(1)}d + o(d). These are the same
owners as in (4.24d), each inserted once. Moreover (4.16), (4.43a), and /nd — 0 give

O((nd)™ + (nd)~/2) = o(1), o(1) +O0(n~ ) =0o(1).  (4.43g0)

d
ml=0d), et Valm? < dn ™2+ O(Vi )} = o(d). (4.43g1)
The remaining low-frequency and exponential errors are o(d). Finally the exact denominator
identity
p2(P) . Co(n) CH(n) Cr
CH(n)=CH(n) — d, — — — 4.43g2
L Ciln) = Cilm) ~ = o (443g2)
turns the paired owner ledger into (4.43g). Its coefficient tends to Cg/px —19¢h +/16 — Agbs « > 0

by (4.24). This proof is uniform in the active point and does not require the more detailed A(p)

tangent expansion. ]
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The active signed subcritical estimates

This supplement makes explicit two points which are easy to lose in the compressed proof of
Lemma 6.8. First, all pieces of a row are evaluated at one and the same integer, phase, and
physical cdf point. Second, in the growing window the Gaussian boundary/quadrature and the
signed binomial stop—loss prefix are one quantity. Neither of them is estimated in absolute value
before they have cancelled.

Signed orientation and uniform quantifiers. The upper and lower signed estimates use
the same orientation. Their node—zero, middle, and returned contributions are treated together.
We display the upper notation,

s(p)(n+9)

vnoo
The lower row uses the conjugate kernel and its own lower node—zero identity at this same
physical point. Thus no formula combines an upper integer-node score with a lower returned

endpoint, and every occurrence of k, 6, and z,, ¢ refers to the same physical point. Reflection
gives an equivalent proof, but is unnecessary for these paired estimates.

k=np+n€Z, 0] < %7 Tpg = (S.1)

We use the following precise meaning of uniform little-oh. Fix D, M < oco. An assertion
R,(n,0) = 0D7M(n_1) (S.2)
means that for every sequence of admissible rows with
DPn —> Dx, dn, — 0, vnd, — 0, nd, < D,

one has
sup n|R,(n,0) — 0. (S.3)
[nl<M, |0]<1/2,
npn+nEL
Only cells occurring in the row enter the supremum. Similarly, R, = o¢,(d,) in the growing
window means that the supremum of |R,|/d, tends to zero along every admissible sequence
satisfying
dy, = o(n=1/?), nd, — 00, n? < Cy(ndy, +1). (S.4)

Thus the quantifier over the active cell and physical phase is inside the limit. The coarse
localization lemma is used only to supply a finite M = M(D) in the bounded branch and a
finite C), in the growing branch. The assembly itself applies to every cell satisfying the displayed
bounds. An active point has exactly the meaning from (4.0a), namely C,;\ (X;n,0) > Cg; it
carries no extra analytic assumption.

One exact finite-row ledger. Let Jg, be as in Lemma 6.8. In oriented upper notation put

n
T, = \pf {EQ,n(n) + DSL(% 0) — Dg),)n(n,())} :

Vi = \/pﬁ%{cn*]@,n(na 0) - JQ,H(T/7O)}7

H, = \f{MQ,n(n, 0) — Mga(n.0)}, (3.5)

n
L, = {{D,(Xo',)n(nve) - Dg),)n(Th 9)}7

NG

B, =Y~
P

{MX,n(n7 9) - MQ,TL(”? 9)}
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Let S, be the normalized real part of the first-order endpoint term
—2minhm (" Wq(2m(1 — h))" (S.6)

integrated on 0 < h < 1/4 with the returned Prawitz kernel, and let RLY be the integral of the
literal remainder R, (h) in (4.43). These are definitions, not estimates. The exact decomposition
(4.24a), with (4.24c) added and subtracted once, gives

CH(X;n,0) < PH(X;0,0) = T+ Vo + Hy + Ly + Sp + RV + E,,. (S.7)

No term uses an independently chosen node or phase. In particular, Eg , owns all four upper

integer-node pieces in (4.24c), and the returned endpoint occurs only in V,, + S,, + Rh°".

There are constants C,c > 0, 0 < ¢; < 1, and uniform moduli wy,, wsy, — 0 such that

|Ly| < {Aabs,x + wio(n) }d, (S.8)
|E,| < Cn?2dg (S.9)
|Hy| < CVngy, (S.10)
|RYY| < C{d/v/n+ vn|m|* + d*/v/n}, (S.11)
Im| < Cd. (S.12)

Here (S.8) is (4.18), (S.9) is the middle-cell estimate, (S.10) is the matching middle gap, and
(S.11) follows from (4.43a). The harmless last summand in (S.11) merely displays all quadratic
endpoint remainders. Equation (S.12) follows from (4.16) and |1 — (| = O(d).

The bounded active-localized branch

Fix D, M < oo, assume nd < D, and restrict to active cells with |n| < M. The bounded-node
expansion, zero-cell increment, returned-endpoint sine—cosine completion, and (S.10) give the
single signed inequality

T+ Vit H, < ”iﬂp)%(n) Mg 2

Px1
Co(p) b b 1
- 1 pm ase ase _ _ 1
p\/ﬁ( ") 4+ R, Ry op,m(n~") (S.13)

The possible positive returned-endpoint residue is bounded before it is placed in Rb*°. Indeed,
" C1(p, 1+ 0)]

with o N
n — 0(p)r ’ BTL = sup )
pVn lo|<1/2 pn

one has a, <p n~ /2, B, = OD,M(n_l), and

BQ
an{cos(2mu) — 1} + By, |sin(27u)| < 2—" = OD,M(n_g/Q). (S.14)
a

n

Thus (S.13) is uniform in both the retained phase 9 and the physical phase 6. It does not assign
a sign to the affine C-term by itself.

More explicitly, one may decompose
Rgase — R;llode + R%loc + R%tail + Rflirc + R%oef + Rglatchmid’ (S.14a)
where, uniformly under the quantifiers in (S.3),

R?Lode _ OM(’rlil), ’R2,100| < CMn73/2’
Ry < Cyn ™2, BRI < Cpaun™2, (5-14b)
R;:Loef _ OD7M(TL_1), ‘R?atchmid’ < C\/ﬁ(]?
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The first row is the uniform remainder in the bounded-node lemma; the second is (4.33) with
bounded n; the third is the finite-cell to half-line remainder (4.38c1); the fourth contains (S.14),
the remainder in (4.43b); the fifth contains the o(1)/n coefficient replacements; and the last
is (S.10). Thus every remainder in (S.13) has a named owner. In particular, the fifth owner
contains the normalization correction

R;’lborm _ <1 _ /)2(]9)> Gtan,* (77 +0— n*)Q’ 0< R;llorm < CD,Mn_2-
p P«

Thus moving pa(p)/p off the negative tangent square is an explicit op pr(n~!) coefficient replace-
ment, rather than an application of pa(p)/p < 1.

The shape row is retained until its radial part is paired with (S.13). Equations (4.16), (4.17),
and (4.43c) give

2¢qn (p7 d) + Wsh(n)
n

Sn < {13cshx + wen(n)}d + (1— ") + Cd>. (S.15)

The radial rows in (S.13) and (S.15) obey, uniformly for all sufficiently large n,

_ CO(p) + 2csh(p7 d) + wsh(n)

o - (1—-r")<0. (S.16)
No division by d, 1 — r, or 1 — ™ occurs in (S.16).
The denominator loss is the exact identity
ChH(n C
p2(p)05(n) = Ch(n) —bud, by = o) Gy (S.17)
p P
Substituting (S.8)—(S.17) into (S.7) gives
. C 19
C;(X, n, 0) < CQ(”) - {pE - Ecsh,* - Aabs,* - 2'571,D,M} d
Qtan,*
— o+ 0=+ Rupu, (8.18)

where €, p yy — 0 and

|Rn,p | <[RS + C{d/vn + Vnd® + d*} + {wio(n) + wen(n)}d
+ Cn®2dgn " (S.19)

Every term on the right of (5.19) is op a/(n™!): since d < D/n, the first two endpoint terms are
Op(n=3/?), d> = Op(n=2), and exponential decay dominates every power of n. This is (4.43f)
with its finite-row, active-localized, and signed quantifiers exposed.

The growing branch: the direct paired active ledger

Assume (S.4) with nd — oo. For each sign, let ¥ be the complete matching two-point cell
at the calibrated integer node plus the signed matching zero-cell spatial increment from that
node to the active point. Let Rgﬁiﬁ, Rf{fgc, and R%CSE denote respectively the matching middle,
physical returned-endpoint, and actual-minus-matching zero/middle owners. The exact finite-row
grouping is

Ci(X;n,0) <TF + RS + RIS + RACL. (S.G0)

The calibrated upper and lower node—zero blocks admit one signed error rﬁOde such that

node
T < ”2[()]’) Con) + %, e —0. (8.G1)
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The estimate is obtained before taking the maximum of the two signs. The integer-node terms
use the exact two-point bound, while the two zero-cell increments are bounded by C(1 + |n|)/n;
(4.43g0) makes the latter o(d). No binomial prefix is separated from a Gaussian boundary term.

With the same cutoff and the same physical point, the remaining concrete owners give errors
satisfying

|Rpd| < ppid, rnid/d — 0,
R < {12cqn e +o(1)}d + 1y, et d — 0,
R < {Aabs s + 0(1) }d + 2, 2 d — 0. (S.G2)

Here 0 < 74 = o(n~1) = o(d), the returned owner includes the power error (4.43a), and the
actual owner is the full zero/middle actual-minus-matching difference. Hence the exact finite-row
assembly (S.GO0) gives

ci(X;n,ws”2;p)ca<n>+{}gcsh,*+Aabs,*+o<1>}d+rn, ro/d — 0. (S.G3)

Since p = p2(p) + d,

P2(P) () — ) — %;")d, %p(”) — if. (S.G4)

Taking the maximum in (S.G3) and using (S.G4) proves (4.43g).

The transition to one adaptive lattice

The scale y/nd =< 1 cannot be treated by expanding around a fixed two-point resonance: the
resonance itself may move. The next lemma supplies the required signed compactness without
approximating the discontinuous sawtooth.

In this subsection an active near-extremal positive-branch sequence means a sequence of points

x, which are active in the sense of (4.0a), are chosen on a putative extremizing sequence, and
satisfy, with p, = E| X, |3,

n

VB () — ()} — G

n
and the positive error is the competitive one. The outer localization proved above then gives
Pn — P, dn — 0, , — 0, while the reflected branch has a fixed gap. We shall always state
explicitly when only the corresponding Prawitz operator, rather than the cdf error, is being used;
thus “active” carries no unmentioned Fourier estimate.

Lemma 6.9 (spectral selection and the vanishing-power branch). Let X,, be centered, variance-
one laws, sety, = EX3, let p, be the matching Bernoulli parameter, and put d,, = E| X, |®—pa(n)-
Suppose p, — px and dp, — 0. Put

u) = w)|? Uy = 2 )
R (u) = lox, (W%, " s(pn)

There are fized §,c > 0 such that, for all sufficiently large n, R, has a unique interior mazimizer
up on I, = [u, — 6,u), + 6] and R} < —c there. Choose once and for all

max{ss/2,7«} < ho < Sx.

If lpx, (up)|™ — 0, then
h «
limsup Cp,(Xn) < ZSO <20 + 76) < Ckg. (4.43h)

The reflected one-sided score has a strictly smaller limit.
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Proof. The defect identity and d,, — 0 concentrate the law at the two zeros of the defect density.
The first two moments determine their limiting weights, so X,, converges to its matching two-point
law. Since the second and third absolute moments also converge to those of that law, | X, |? and
| X,,|? are uniformly integrable. For an independent copy X/, set D,, = X,, — X/. Then

Ry (u) = —E{(Xyn — X;,)? cos(u(X, — X7))}.

Uniform integrability of D2, followed by a fixed tail truncation, shows that both R/ and R/
converge uniformly on every fixed compact u-interval. In particular, uniformly on a fixed

neighbourhood of v},
—R!(u) — 2cos{s.(u —27/s:)}.

Choose § > 0 and ¢p > 0 so that the last cosine is at least 4¢op when |u — 27 /s,| < 24. For all
large n,

R!'(u) < —2¢o (u € I,), R} (uf — ) > cof, R} (u}, +6) < —cod. (4.43h1)

The derivative signs follow by integrating the limiting curvature from the limiting critical point.
Thus strict concavity gives the asserted unique u,, € intI,. Uniform convergence of R, and
uniqueness of the zero of its limit on this interval also give u, — 27/s., and hence R, (u,) — 1.
Taylor’s theorem at u,, then gives, after decreasing ¢ if necessary,

[P, (W™ < lox, (n)["e "y — | <6, (4.43h2)

with fixed ¢; > 0. Indeed (4.43h1) gives R, (u) < Ry (upn) — co(u—uy)?, while R, (u,) — 1; divide
by Ry, (un) and use (1 —y)™/? < e7™/2. This proves (4.43h2) after a uniform decrease of c;.
We make the frequency split used here explicit. At physical bandwidth hg, put Uy = 27 /hg.
The assumptions s,/2 < hg < s, imply 27/s. < Uy < 47 /s.. Hence the limiting two-point
modulus is one on [0, Up] precisely at 0 and 27/s,. Choose fixed disjoint neighbourhoods

7z = [0,(50], E, = [un — (51,un + (51] C (O,U()),

with dg, 61 > 0 small enough for the Gaussian zero-frequency bound and (4.43h2), respectively.
On the compact remainder M,, = [0, Up]\ (ZUE,,), uniform convergence of characteristic functions
and the displayed description of the limiting equality set give constants ¢ < 1 and ng such that

sup |ex, (u)] <gq (n > nop). (4.43h3)
’lLEMn
Thus the normalized middle contribution is O(y/ng"). On E, the kernel and the change of
physical frequency are bounded, and (4.43h2) bounds the normalized contribution by

Cvnlex, (un)\”/ e dy = o(1). (4.43h4)
R

This proves, with uniform constants, that only the zero cell remains. Uniform integrability of the
third moment gives the uniform Peano expansion
w? iyw?

P, (w) = 1= 0 = T8 [l ),

where

lim lim sup sup |n,(w)| =0,

80 jw|<s
together with a uniform Gaussian power envelope |y, (w)|” < Ce ™" for small w. In the
Prawitz integral put

y hov alont] 27t v
= equivalen w = =
N q y

ho  n
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The kernel expansion is then

ho
2m\/n

with the conjugate expansion for the reflected operator. After multiplication by /n, every
remainder is bounded, independently of the cdf coordinate, by a constant times

Q1) dt = {7:1) + + O(U/n)} v,

(v +v* + 1)4)6*0”2.

First pass to the limit on 0 < v < M and then let M — co. This two-stage domination yields,
uniformly in the cdf coordinate, the two signed limits

‘if) {hzo + %(1 - xQ)} . (4.431)

For the plus sign the positive maximum is at zero. For the minus sign it is also at zero because
ho > v, and it is smaller. Finally

do (ho o (S« VY«
D22 22 (2 ) = o,
2% <p*<2+6) E

This proves the lemma. O

Lemma 6.10 (non-circular adaptive majorant). Let X,, be centered variance-one laws with
matching parameters pn, — px«, defects d,, — 0, third moments v,, and third absolute moments
Pn- If hy — s, define the exact Prawitz operators at physical bandwidth h,. Then, uniformly in

x € R,
Vn . é(x) [hn T :
LU, )~ 0@} = 2 Ly T} o), (4.43)

n x) [h
V() U, o, (00} = DL ) o), (4.431)
Pn e pn L2 6
Consequently the positive adaptive majorant is at most Cg + o(1) and the reflected one has a fized
limiting gap. No residual-power conclusion and no residual-variance estimate of order o(n=!) is

used.

and

Proof. Write ¢, := ¢x, . Uniformly for v near ., the exact defect density satisfies
wy(@) = el (2l = Ro),  Ew,, (Xy) = dn. (4.431)

Thus {|X,,[?} is uniformly integrable: for all sufficiently large n its tail is at most Cd,,, and the
finitely many earlier rows are handled by increasing the cutoff. Quadratic defect localization and
the moment equations also give X,, = Q.. Hence

w(r) == sup E{| X, > min(r| X, |, 1)} — 0 (r 1 0), (4.43m)
and . 5
pn(w) = 1= O e ), fen(u)] < Cuo(f). (4.430)

Symmetrization and 1 — cosy > y2/2 — |y[?/6 give fixed ¢, dy > 0 such that |, (w)| < e=%” for
[w] < do.
Put

o) = (/R a(®) = fulv) — P (1 _ gjg ) B, =l
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The exact difference of powers and (4.43n) give, for v < B,

3 vt 4 00
(B V) + } ,

whereas for B,, < v < dpgy/n the Gaussian envelope gives |ry, (v)| < Ce=*(1413/\/n). Therefore

Ira(v)] < Ce™e?’ {

n

v

Sov/n ‘Tn(v)‘ o Sov/n __—v?/2 _
\/ﬁ/o dv = o1), /0 () — e="/2] dv = o(1), (4.430)

and [v|fn(v)| dv = O(1) on that interval.
On the zero cell put ¢ = h,v/(2my/n). The signed kernel expansion is

i hn
2K(t) dt =< — +
®) {Trv 2my/n
with the singular sign reversed for the conjugate kernel. Equation (4.430) makes the replacement
by the Gaussian-skewness expression an o(n_l/ 2) error uniformly in x, because the omitted
spatial phase has modulus one. Normal inversion and

+ O(v/n)} dv, (4.43p)

— /OO e /2 cos(vz) dv = ¢(z), 1 /OO p2e /2 cos(vz) dv = (1 — z3)¢(x)
0 0

T
give (4.43j)—(4.43k) on the zero cell.

Here is the promised uniform partition of the rest of the physical ¢t-interval. Fix 0 < 6 < 1/4
so small that the zero-frequency estimate used above holds on Iy = [0,4] and the curvature
interval from Lemma 6.9 contains 271y /h,, where I; = [1 — §, 1], for all sufficiently large n. On
I, = [0,1 — 0] one has, uniformly in n,

sup |on(27t/hy)| < g < 1. (4.4390)
t€lm

Indeed X,, = Q. and h,, — s, give uniform convergence on this compact interval, whereas
g, (27t /s) 2 =1 — 2peq{l —cos(2mt)} <1 (§ <t <1-9).

The same g works for both kernels, so the normalized middle contribution is O(y/ng™), uniformly
in the spatial phase.

For Iy, let u, be the unique critical spectral maximum from Lemma 6.9 and put 7, =
hnuy/(2m) — 1. The curvature estimate (4.43h1), the affine change u = 27t/hy,, and Ry (u,) <1
give fixed ¢; > 0 such that

on (27t /)| < e e (4.43q1)

Because |K (1 —y)| + |K(1 —y)| < Cy, either normalized endpoint is at most

§
C\/ﬁ/ ye~ernly=en)® gy < C{n=2 4 |en|} = 0(1), en =1—m,. (4.43q)
0

For the inequality use y < |y — e,| + |en|, extend the two nonnegative Gaussian integrals to
the real line, and evaluate them. Notice that e,, may have either sign. This argument uses no
residual-power conclusion and no estimate on the selected height other than |, (uy)| < 1.

The three cells prove the two uniform formulas. Their limiting plus profile is maximized at
zero and equals ¢o(s«/2+7+/6)/p« = Cg. The reflected profile is also maximized at zero because
S« > v, and is smaller by ¢oy./(3px)- O
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Lemma 6.11 (uniform marked lattice local limit). For every row let (Jpr,Mnr), 1 <7 <mn, be
independent copies of (Jn,nn), where J,, is integer valued. Put

n n
Mnp = E']TM Yn = Jn — Mn, Vn = EYnZ’ Kn = Z Jn,’r’ T, = Znnﬂ“
r=1 r=1
Assume, with constants independent of the row, that

En, = E(Y,n,) =0, B, :=En? < ==, 0<v_ <V, <vy <oo, (4.48u0)
n

that two adjacent values of J, each have probability at least co > 0, and that, for some d, Co < 0o

and some d,, € [0,d|,

r C'Odn
For fixed T, M, X < oo, let

G(T, M) = {g e C2(R) : suppg C [-T,T), max 197 | < M} .

Then, uniformly over all row laws satisfying the displayed bounds, all g, € G (T, M), and all
kn € Z for which

|lzn| < X,

one has

6_3331/(2‘/")

\ 27V,

In particular, the error in (4.48) is one common error for the whole C? class and for every
bounded centering x,; it does not depend on a limiting law for T),.

\/ﬁE{gn(Tn)l{Kn:kn}} = Egn(T5) + o(1). (4.48)

Proof. We give all estimates uniformly over the class in the statement. First the tail assumption
controls the translation from J,, to Y,. Indeed, taking H = 2 in (4.48ul) gives

ElJ,| <2+ E{|J|;|Jn] > 2} <24 Cod/4,

so |my,| < My for a fixed My. Consequently there are fixed Hy, Cy such that, for » =0, 1,2 and
H > H07
Cidy,

H3-r"
For if H > 2Mjy, the event |Y,,| > H implies |J,| > H/2, and |Y,|" < C(|Jn|" + M{). Applying
(4.48ul) at H/2 proves (4.48u3). In particular, the family Y,? is uniformly integrable:

E{|Yal"; [Ya| > H} < (4.48u3)

d
supE{Y%: |Y,| > H} < % — 0. (4.48u4)

Fix temporarily U < oo and, for |u| < U, define
Frw =B, erp(u) = E{Yae"™},  czalu) = E{(Y; - Va)e" ).
We first prove the two uniform decorrelation estimates
sup |c1pn(u)| = o(n_1/2), sup |eapn(u)| = o(1). (4.48ub)

ful<U Jul<U
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Let Cy = {|Ys| < H}. The two normal equations in (4.48u0) give the exact identity

cin(u) = ]E{Yn(eiw’" —1—iun,);Cy}
+ E{V,, (e —1); C% Y} — wE{Y,mn; CF ). (4.48u6)

The inequalities |e!¥ — 1 —iy| < 4?/2 and |e"¥ — 1| < 2, (4.48u3), and Cauchy—Schwarz bound the

three terms by
Cydy, Bud, \ V2
Cy H B, u Cy ( ) .

H? "’ H
Since
(Bndn/H)'* < L(HB, +d,/H?),
we have
|2|u<pU lc1n(uw)| < Cu{HB, + d,,/H?}. (4.48u7)

If nd, < HZ, use H = Hy; then the right side is O(n™1). If nd,, > HZ, use H = (nd,)'/?; after
multiplication by y/n both terms are bounded by C’Ud,ll/ Sp-1/6 < Cyd3n=1/6. This proves the
first part of (4.48ub).

For the second part, use E(Y,;2 — V},) = 0 to write
can(u) = E{(Y;} = Vo) ("™ — 1)}
On Cpy, Cauchy—Schwarz and Y,}1¢,, < H?Y,? give

E{|Y;? = Va| Innl; Cir} < CH\/B,.
On Cf;, (4.48u3) and V;, < vy give
E{|Y;? — Vo|; Cf} < Cdy/H.
Thus
|S|u<pU le2n(u)| < Cu{H /By + dn/H}. (4.48u8)

Taking H = max(Hy, n'/®) proves the second part of (4.48u5). Finally, because En, = 0,
fow — 1 =E("™ =1 —iun,) = Oy(B,) = Oy(n™"), (4.48u9)

SO fnu is bounded away from zero, uniformly on |u| < U.

Put . ‘
Dty ) = Bt

For ¢ = v/y/n, Taylor’s formula in the first coordinate gives the exact expansion

2
VUn(q,u) = fru +igern(u) — %{ann,u + con(w)} + Rn(g,u), (4.48u10)

where
|Rn(q,u)| < Cq”E{Y; min(|qY,[, 1)} (4.48ull)

The last expectation tends to zero uniformly for bounded v: for fixed H its part on |Y,| < H is at
most |v|HEY,?/\/n, while its complement tends uniformly to zero by (4.48u4). Divide (4.48u10)
by fnu and use (4.48ub), (4.48u9), and (4.48ull). Uniformly on every compact |u| < U, |v] <V,

nlog w"(vf\/ﬁ’ W _ _Vn2v2 +o(1).
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Since | fnu|™ < 1, exponentiation yields

Do)y, ) = fi e~ V2 4 o(1) (4.48u12)

with one uniform error on each such compact set.

We next prove an integrable bound valid outside compact v-sets. This is the step for which
convergence (4.48ul2) alone is insufficient. Let (Y,/,7/,) be an independent copy. Then

|t (£, w)|? = EetYn=Ya)Fiulm =)
Taylor expansion in ¢ gives
[n(t, w)|* = | faul® + HE{ (Y, — Y;)e 0=}
- 7522&3{(1/“ — Y2y 4 R (E, ), (4.48u13)

where

IR (t,u)| < CHE{(Y, — Y2 min(|t(Y, — Y|, 1)}. (4.48u14)
Put 71,(U) = supjy <y [c1,n(u)]. The coefficient of ¢ in (4.48ul3) has absolute value at most
2r1,(U). The coefficient inside the quadratic expectation is

2R (Vi S + 2.0 (W) frou} — 2lern(u)? = 2V, + o(1), (4.48ul5)

uniformly for |u| < U. The uniform integrability needed for the difference is a direct consequence
of (4.48u3)—(4.48ud): with D, =Y, =Y,

E{D2;|D,| > H} < AE{Y;?;|Y,,| > H/2} + 4V,,P{|Y,| > H/2} — 0 (4.48u15b)

uniformly in the row. Hence one can first choose a fixed § > 0 such that the right side of (4.48ul4)
is at most v_t2/8 whenever |t| < §, uniformly in the row, and then choose ny so large that the
quadratic expectation in (4.48ulb) is at least 3v_/2 for n > ny and |u| < U. Therefore (4.48ul3)
gives

| ()2 < 14 2tr 0 (U) — ==t + — 2. (4.48ul5a)

Young’s inequality, in the explicit form

- 8
2r1n(U) < S+ —=r1a(U),

now gives

_ 8
W (t, )2 <1 — %ﬁ 4 v—rl,n(U)Q, it <6, |ul<U, n>np. (4.48u16)

The right side of (4.48ul6) is nonnegative because it bounds the nonnegative left side. Thus
logy <y — 1, applied after raising the squared modulus to the power n/2, yields

- 4
o (t, )| < exp {—Zntz + vnrlm(U)Q} . (4.48ul6a)
By (4.48u5), nr1,(U)? = o(1). For the indices n < ny, the trivial bound [¢y, (¢, u)| < 1 is

dominated on |t| < § by the same Gaussian after choosing, for example, Cyy > exp{v_ny62/4}.
Thus, for every row,

[ (t, )| < Cpe™="/4 |t <6, |ul <U. (4.48ul7)
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It remains to obtain a common gap away from the origin. If j,, j, + 1 have masses at least
¢p, the independent-copy identity gives, for every ¢t € [—m, 7],

1 — [Ee™" 2 = E{1 — cos(t(Y;, — Y}))} > 2¢3(1 — cost). (4.48u18)
Moreover .
1 (t,u) — Be'™ | < |u|E|n,| < Ur/Bn. (4.48u19)

For the fixed § in (4.48ul7), (4.48ul8)—(4.48ul9) imply that there are ¢y < 1 and ny such that
[t (t,u)| < qu, d<|t| <7, |ul<U, n>ny. (4.48u20)

Thus (4.48ul2), (4.48ul7), and (4.48u20) give respectively compact convergence and domination
in the three ranges

lv| < Vb, Vo < |v] < d0v/n, dv/n < |v] < mv/n. (4.48u21)

Fourier inversion on the unit lattice, followed by v = ty/n, is the exact identity

. ™o
\/H]E{e“‘T”l{Kn:kn}} = 1/ fe_lw"wn(v/\/ﬁ, u)" dv. (4.48u22)

2 ) _am

On the first range in (4.48u21), use (4.48ul2). On the second use the integrable Gaussian in
(4.48ul7); on the third, the integral is at most 27\/ngf;. Let n — oo, then Vj — co. The bounds
are independent of |z, | < X, and

.2
i e_ivxne_VnUQ/Q de _ e m77,/(2‘/'1'1,) ‘
2 Jr 27V,

We have therefore proved, uniformly for |u| < U and |z,| < X,
e—Tn/(2Vn)

V27V,

We finally pass from exponential marks to the whole class 4(T', M). Put

VRE{E L Ly} = m +oll). (4.4823)

) = [ e gle) e
R
Two integrations by parts give the uniform estimate
Gl < Cra(L+u)7, g e (T, M), (4.48u24)

The unmarked case u = 0 of (4.48ul7)-(4.48u20), inserted into ordinary lattice inversion, also
gives
supvnP{K, =k} <C. (4.48u25)
n,k

Since .
’E{eanl{Kn:kn}H < P{Kn = kn}) |fn,u‘n < 17

the contribution of |u| > U to the Fourier inversion of either side of (4.48) is bounded by

C (1+u?)~! du, (4.48u26)
lu|>U

uniformly in n, kp, gn. On |u| < U use (4.48u23), integrate the uniform error against (4.48u24),
and note the exact identity f, = Ee“In. First let n — oo and then U — oo in (4.48u26). This
proves (4.48). O
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Lemma 6.12 (smooth cardinal gap). Suppose that, for a triangular array,

X =a+hJ+e, Jez, Ee = E(Je) = 0, A:=FEe?2=0(n"), d=d, — 0,
(4.44)
where h stays in a compact subinterval of (0,00), two adjacent values of J have probabilities
bounded below, and

E{|J|*; || > H} <

gor (F=0,12 H>2). (4.45)

Put

n

1 .

Ko=) _J;, Tn= - e,z =R
j=1 J=1

If V;, =VarJ =V € (0,00), |k, —nEJ| < Xov/n, and |z,|" < 1— k& for some fized k > 0, then,

uniformly for |0, < 1/2,

liminf /nEeg (K, — ky + T — 0,) > 0, (4.46)

where ep is the excess of the one-sided Beurling majorant over the indicator of the closed negative
half-line.

Proof. Put
Y =J—EJ, n:%, B = Ey

The normal equations in (4.44) give

A _
En=E(Yn) =0, B=15=0(n b.

After discarding finitely many rows, V/2 < V,, < 2V, while d,, is bounded. Thus (4.45), the
two adjacent masses, and the compact range of h verify every hypothesis of Lemma 6.11. In
particular, for fixed T, M < oo, let

G(T,M) = {g € C%(R) : suppyg C [T, T), Jnax 199 |00 < M} : (4.47b)
VS

For z,, = (k, — nEJ)/\/n, |z, < Xo, equation (4.48) therefore holds with one o(1), uniformly
over g, € ¢4(T, M), the phase, the bounded center, and all row parameters occurring here. No
limiting distribution for 7T;, is assumed.

The elementary cardinal subkernel is

en(z) > sin?(7x)

Z m (4.52)

Here are the partial-fraction details. Inserting the paired expansion of 7 cot 7z in the Beurling
formula gives, for = > 0,

ep(x) = (Sm:x)Q i (xjj)Q —é , (4.52a)

eB(—x):<Sm”>2 i—i S (4.52b)
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Let q(t) = (x +t)~2. Since ¢ is decreasing and convex, the trapezoidal inequality and telescoping
give

o0
1
> q()) / ) dt > = Z{q )—a(i+1)} =55
7=0
For the other sign, the tangent inequality at the right endpoint of each unit interval gives

7 AN
/j_1q<t>dt—qu>>— =

[e.o] o0

o dt 1
7_2 1’+] Zx+] /1 (z+1)3  2@+1)2

Jj=1

Now 1/(22%) > 1/{4(1 + 2?)} and 1/{2(z + 1)?} > 1/{4(1 + 2?)}. Multiplication by (sin 7z /7)?
proves (4.52) for both signs. At nonzero integers it follows by continuity. At x = 0 the right
side is zero and eg(0) = M (0) — 1 = 0 by (P3), so no continuity of the positive-side auxiliary
expression at zero is being assumed. Now

Esin?{r(Ty, — 0n)} = (4.53)
Moreover ET? = nA/h? < Cr for a fixed Cp. Choose R so large that Cr/R? < k/4, and choose
one fixed x € C*(R) with 0 < x < 1, equal to one on [—R, R], and supported in [-R—1, R+ 1].
Put

gn(t) = x(t) sin®{m(t — 6n)}.
Equations (4.53) and Chebyshev give Eg,,(T},) > /4, uniformly in the phase. This family belongs
to one class 4(R + 1, M). On its support, (4.52) gives the explicit phase-uniform bound

1

{1+ (R+3/27) (4:54)

ep(t —0n) > crgn(t), CrR =

Since eg > 0, retain only the event K,, = k, and apply the uniform version of (4.48) to g,. If
zy, = (k, — nEJ)/y/n, then

VnEep(Kyp = kn + Ty — 0n) > covVnE{gn(Tn)1 (K, =1} }
efxn/(2vn) (454&)

— cp—_Eg, (T, 1).
CR T gn(Ty) +o(1)

The Gaussian factor has a positive lower bound because |z, | < Xy and V,, = V € (0,00); the
expectation is at least /4. This proves (4.46), uniformly in the phase, without an infinite-cell
interchange. O

Corollary 6.13 (residual-power selection). In addition to the hypotheses of Lemma 6.12, suppose
(zn) is an active near-extremal positive-branch sequence in the sense fized at the start of this
subsection, and coordinate its thresholds by

Suppose also that sup,, pn, < 0o and that the adaptive majorant Ll;;n wh, Satisfies

P Gup U4, o, (2) ~ ()} < i+ o(1), (1.47)

n

while the reflected branch has a fized gap. Then |z,|" — 1.
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Proof. Write

S = Y By () — @)}, Moo= YHUE () — B}

n Pn

The upper identity in (4.24w) and the exact threshold coordinate give, with no inequality,

n
S = My — Y Be (K — by + T — 61). (4.55)
n
By near extremality, S, — Cg, whereas (4.47) gives M,, < Cg + o(1). If |2,|" /4 1, then
0 < |z,|" < 1 supplies a subsequence and a fixed £ > 0 on which |z,|" < 1— k. Lemma 6.12
gives a fixed ¢, > 0 such that

liminf /nEeg (K, — kn + T — 0n) > Cx.

Choose R, < oo with p, < R,. Then (4.55) would imply limsup S,, < Cg—c./R,, a contradiction.
Hence |z,|™ — 1. The reflected fixed gap is used only one step upstream, to ensure that the

near-extremal absolute score has the positive orientation; no lower cardinal estimate is hidden in
(4.55). O

Lemma 6.14 (active-point exact-lattice envelope). Let V;, be centered variance-one laws supported
on maximal lattices a, + byZ, where b, stays in a compact subset of (0,00). Put v, = EV3,

pn = E|V,,|3, let p, be the matching Bernoulli parameter, and set d,, = py, — p2(Vn). Assume that
two adjacent sites have probabilities at least co > 0,

Pn — Dx, dp — 0, 0<C§\/ﬁdn§0.

If ©,, — 0, then, uniformly in the lattice phase of xy,

b’fL n —
VU o) = 0o} < 2 (54 2) 4 (D o} + 007, (459
Consequently
\/ﬁ

T{WH (@) = ®(20)} < Cp — {Gspans — Aabs — 0(1)}dy +O(n™') < Cp. (4.58a)

The reflected operator has a fized leading gap.

Proof. All constants in this proof are uniform after the row index is sufficiently large. We suppress
that index and write v = v,, p = pn, d = dy, and b = b,. The assumptions put v in a fixed
compact neighbourhood I" of 7., put b in a compact subset of (0,00), and give

d=n"2  p=ps(y)+dx=1. (4.58b0)

The actual span. Let w, be the nonnegative defect density from the proof of Theorem 1.1. If
an atom v of V}, has mass at least ¢y, then

0 < wy(v) < ¢y ' Bwy (V) = cgld. (4.58b1)

Uniformly for v € I, the density w,, is coercive and its only zeros are —a~ and b., whose distance
is s,(v). Thus each of the two adjacent atoms in the hypothesis has distance o(1) from this
two-point zero set. The distance between the two atoms is the lattice span b,,, which is bounded
away from zero; consequently the two atoms cannot converge to the same zero. Their order then
forces the lower atom to converge to —a., and the upper atom to b,,. Hence

by, — sy(1m) — 0, by, — S (4.58b)
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Ezact folding. Choose the unique k € Z and 6 € [—1/2,1/2) such that

nan + by (k +0)
= N ,

put, for 0 < ¢ <1/2,
f(Q) _ EeQﬁiqvﬂ/b", Q(Q) _ 6727riqx\/ﬁ/bnf(q)n'

Since Vi, € ay, + byZ, f(1 — q) = e*™n/bn f(q). Substitution of the displayed coordinate for z
therefore gives, with no approximation,

—2m10(q).

gl—q)=e
It follows that

1 1/2

U s @) =5+ 2R | {K(a)g(q) + K(1 - 9)e g(q)} dg. (4.58¢)

In (4.58¢) replace f(q) by x~(2mq/b), and in the returned term replace f(q) by the corresponding
conjugate. Denote the resulting analytic expression by .73 (z, ). This definition uses the actual
interval and the actual folding phase; it does not assert that the matching two-point law has
span b.

A uniform second-order expansion of the surrogate. The support of @) is uniformly bounded
for v € I'. Hence there are §,C > 0 such that the principal logarithm of x,(t) is defined for
|t| < 6 and, uniformly in v € T,

12 i7t3 72 -2
bex2()=-5 -+

@), )] < CIEP. (4.58¢0)

Indeed, Taylor’s formula for x., followed by Taylor’s formula for log(1 + 2), is uniform on this
compact family, and EQ% =~%+1. For t = w/+\/n, put

a3 2
iyw ve—2
A=-— 5 B = 51 w?, E =nry(w/y/n).
Then (4.58¢c0) says
w? A B Cw®
nlog x~(w/v/n) = -5+ %Jr — +E, |A| < Cw?®, |B|<Cuw?, |E|< NEVE (4.58¢0a)

For all sufficiently large n, on 0 < w < n'/1% the sum |A|/\/n + |B|/n + |E| tends to zero
uniformly. Taylor’s formula for the exponential, with its integral remainder, therefore gives

2 5 7 9 8
AnVaBmE A BHAR o fet et et wt ) (4.58¢0b)
NG n n3/2 n?

Here the four displayed monomials respectively dominate E, the product AB/ n?/2, the cubic
term A3/ n3/2, and B2 /n?; every product containing E, and every higher power, is smaller on
the stated window. Since B + A2?/2 = Reven~(w), (4.58c0a)—(4.58c0b) give

a3
n _ ,—w?/2 _hw ReVean(U))
xy(w/v/n)" =e [1 NG + - + Rpqy(w)]|, (4.58¢1)

where ) )
=2 4 76

- — 4.58¢2
sr Y T W (4.58¢2)

Reven,’y (’UJ) =
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and, for example,
c 5 10
Ry (w)] < 3z (14 w)™. (4.58¢c2a)

Indeed (4.58c2a) follows term by term from (4.58¢0b), using n~2w® < n=3/2w"(1 + w)'0. The
factor w® in (4.58c2a) is recorded because the direct kernel is singular at zero. Notice also that
the conjugate power has the same real even term and the opposite cubic term.

We next justify extending the root-scale integrals to infinity. By symmetrisation there are
¢, 61 > 0, uniform in v € T, such that |x,(u)| < e~ for |u| < 8. Shrink 4, if necessary, so
that s_01 < 7/4, where s_ :=inf,cr s4(y) > 0. By (4.58b), after removing finitely many rows,
3/4 < b/s,(y) < 5/4. The explicit identity

XA (u)[* = 1= 2p(1 = p){1 — cos(s,(7)u)}
has p(1 — p) bounded away from zero on I'. On the rest of the moving interval,

0 <u< = sy(y)u € [s_61,4m/3]. (4.58c2d)

SR

The compact interval on the right is disjoint from 277Z. The explicit identity therefore gives one
common modulus gap on d; < u < 7/b. Consequently, under u = w//n,

X (w/vV/R)|" < Ce™” (0 < w < 81v/n),

and it is at most Ce™“" beyond that interval. In particular the part w > n'/*°, including the
factor w™! from the singular kernel, is O(e"ml/s). This proves the required tail claim on the
moving actual-span interval rather than on a fixed surrogate interval.

1/16

Set ¢ = bw/(2my/n). Taylor expansion of the displayed Prawitz kernel, with uniform
remainders on w < n!/1% gives

i b Vw ib*w w?(1 4 w)
2K(q) dg = ¢ — = - d
(4) dg {ww + 2ny/n Amn 127n * O( n3/2 ) } v

b2w w?(1 +w
SRR T LR Y

The following identities fix all signs in the calculation:

N l /oo sin(xw) e_w2/2 d’UJ _ (I)($),
0 w

(4.58¢2b)

1
2
1 > —w2/2 1 o 2 —w2/2 2
— e cos(zw) dw = ¢(x), — we cos(zw)dw = (1 — x*)p(x). (4.58¢2c)
T Jo T Jo
The first identity follows by differentiating in x and checking x = 0; the other two are the
Gaussian Fourier transform and its second derivative.
Insert (4.58c1)—(4.58¢2b), retain every product through raw order n~!, and keep the spatial
factors e % and ™ until real parts are taken. The complete direct ledger is

kernel factor | power factor | direct real contribution
i/(mw) 1 O(x)—1/2
b/(2my/n) 1 ¢(x)/(2v/n)
)|t/ (6VD | 2(1 =2 (6 .

i/ (rw) Reven (w) /1 O(|[/n)

b/(2my/n) | —iqw?/(6v/n) O(|x|/n)

—ib?w/(127n) 1 O(|z|/n)
—b%w/(472n) 1 —b?/(47%n) + O(2?%/n).
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For each of the three O(|x|/n) entries the coefficient before e =% is purely imaginary and odd; its
real part therefore contains sin(zw), and |sin(zw)| < |z|w proves the stated bound by Gaussian
integration. For the last entry use |1 — cos(zw)| < z?w?/2 and [ we /2 dw = 1.

The returned kernel has neither a singular term nor a term of order n~/2. Its only contribution

of raw order n~1 is

b2 ) o0 ) b2
47r2n% {6_27”'9/0 we W 2elrw dw} = 2 cos(2m0) + O(|z|/n), (4.58¢4)
uniformly for |#| < 1/2. Products not displayed in (4.58¢3)—(4.58c4) are integrable, by (4.58c2a),
against the singular kernel and are bounded by Cn~3/2 after integration. The already estimated

tail contributes exponentially less. We have therefore proved, with a constant independent of
|z] <1 and |0] < 1/2,

2

\i)ﬁ{f,llat(x,ﬁ) —®(x)} = qb(pm) {Z + %(1 - x2)} + 47T2bp\/ﬁ{cos(27n9) -1}4+0 (\‘;‘7 + i) .

(4.58d)

Uniform comparison of the actual and surrogate powers. Let p = p(V},), s = s,(v) = s(p),

© = ¢v,, X = Xy, and A(u) = ¢(u) — x(u). In the Bernoulli coordinate Y = p + V;,/s, cubic

Hermite interpolation at 0, 1, together with the matching moments of Y and the Bernoulli law,
gives the exact identity

Esu(y)
Wp(y)

Here v is a probability measure because EW,(Y') = d.

Waly) dPy (y)
=,

A(u) = e 5Pud

dv(y), dv(y) = (4.58¢)

We record all uniformity needed below. Every convex combination
Galu) = (1= a)x(u) +ap(u), 0<a<l,

is the characteristic function of a mixture of centered variance-one laws. Their third absolute
moments are uniformly bounded, since p — p, and d — 0. Applying

1 — |Ee*Z|? = B{1 — cos(u(Z — Z'))}, 1 —cosv >v?/2 — |v]3/6,
to these mixtures gives fixed ¢, dp > 0 such that
[ (u)| < e’ (Ju] < dp, 0 <a<1). (4.58¢e1)

Shrink &g, if necessary, so that bdg/(2m) < 1/2 for every b in the fixed span compactum. Thus
the exact divided power

n

() —x(u)
Inl) = o)~ x(w))

1
= / Ya(u)" 1 da (4.58¢2)
0
(with its continuous value if the denominator vanishes) satisfies
| P (w/v/n)| < Ce ™ (0 < w < Sov/n). (4.58¢3)
Moreover, uniformly for w in each fixed compact interval and a € [0, 1],
w?
Va(w/Vn) = 1= -+ O(w’n=*72),
n

—w?/2

so (4.58e2) converges there uniformly to e . No linearisation in d has been made.
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Put H = n'/8. Equations (4.21)(4.21a), already proved uniformly for p in a compact subset
of (0,1), say

|E.(y) — g(zy)] < Clz[* (X + |yI*), g(v) =€” —1—iv+v?/2+1v?/6,

y*(1 —y)?
Wp(y)

On |y| < H, the second line of (4.58¢4) bounds the integral by C|z|*(H + 1). On |y| > H, use
the first line, |g(v)| < [v|?/6, and the explicit cubic tails of W)

K

E-(y)] < 5 -y (1= 9)?,

<2 <C(1+y)). (4.58¢4)

3
W < nax{C ()1, O (p) {1+ O ). (4.585)
Wp(y)
Since v is a probability measure, these two estimates yield, uniformly for 0 < w < dp+/n,
n3/2|A 4
ANV 8 ()L O (p) 1 HL + O + C(H + 1) (4.586)

d 6 N

We now insert (4.58f) into the folded operator, rather than merely invoke a pointwise o(1).
On the direct root-scale cell, the singular part of (4.58¢c2b), (4.58¢2), and (4.58e3) give

/‘50*“97’ (w/f)\n?’/Q\A(w/f)l
TP

IN

vn |direct singular defect|
p w

4.58
(Cili max{C, (p)~*,C_(p)~'} / w?e /% dw + o(d)( &)
™

= {Aabs(p,d) + o(1)}d = {Aaps,« + 0o(1)}d.

To justify the second line with its sharp Gaussian coefficient, first restrict to 0 < w < M.
There (4.58f) and the uniform compact convergence following (4.58e3) give the displayed limsup
with e=®*/2, On M < w < dg\/n, (4.58¢3) and (4.58f) give the row-independent majorant
C(w? +w?)e="; let M — co. The coefficient errors in (4.58f) are O(H 1) and O((H +1)//n),
both tending to zero. The identity 7! fooo w2e /2 du = ¢o then gives exactly the definition
(4.18a) of Agps.

For completeness, all nonsingular pieces are smaller on the asserted scale. Since (H+1)/y/n <1
eventually, (4.58f) and (4.58e3) imply

IN

o/ V)" — x(w/ V)| < %w?’ T ut)emen”, (4.58¢1)

The bounded part of the direct kernel is O(n~/2) dw, so its normalized contribution is O(d/+/n).
On the returned copy, [2K (1 — ¢) dg| < Cw dw/n, and hence

@\returned defect| < Od/ w(w?® + w4)e_6“’2 dw = O(d/n). (4.58g2)
P n Jo

It remains to cover, uniformly, the complement of the root-scale cell. Choose a fixed
0 < up < min{dp, 7/(2s.)}. For the actual law, the two adjacent atoms of mass at least co give

1 —Jp(u)|? = E{1 — cos(u(V, — V))} > 2¢2{1 — cos(bu)}. (4.58g3)
For uy < u < /b, (4.58b) implies, for all sufficiently large rows,

bu € [syup/2, 7], s(p)u € [syup/2,37m/2]. (4.58g4)
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Both intervals in (4.58g4) are compact and avoid 27Z. Hence (4.58g3) gives a fixed positive
lower bound for 1 — |¢(u)|?. The explicit identity

1— |x(u)|* = 2p(1 — p){1 — cos(s(p)u)},

together with p — p, € (0,1), gives another fixed positive lower bound for 1 — |y (u)[?>. Thus
both powers are at most r", for one row-independent r < 1, on the remainder of 0 < ¢ < 1/2.
The kernel is bounded there, so the normalized contribution is O(y/nr™) = o(d) by (4.58b0).
Equations (4.58g)—(4.58g4) therefore compare the actual folded operator with the surrogate on
the whole actual fundamental interval.

Now take the sequence x = z, — 0. The cosine term in (4.58d) is nonpositive. For all
sufficiently large rows the positive leading profile is at most its value at zero. Furthermore
2| /+/n = o(d), and the nonsingular comparison error d//n is O(n~1), by (4.58b0). Combining
(4.58d)—(4.58g4) gives

VU ) = B0} < 2 (%45 4 (e + 0D} + O™,

uniformly in 6.

The signed denominator loss, with the current p frozen. If V' is an independent copy of V/,
then V — V' € bZ, and hence

2b = bE(V — V)2 <E|V — V'] < 2{p+E|V|}.

The last inequality follows by expanding |z — y|> < (z — %)?(|z| + |y|) and using centering.
Proposition 2.2 now gives
b <s(p)+ Ki(v(p))d. (4.58h)

Define, at the current value of p,

No(p) = ¢o{s(p)/2 +~(p)/6},  Ni(p) = doK1(v(p))/2,
Do(p) = p2(p),  A(p) = No(p)/Do(p).

Then (4.58h) and the exact algebraic identity

No(p) + Ni(p)d Ap) — Ni(p) :
= A(p) — d 4.58i1
Do(p) +d ®) = D) 1 d (4.581)
show, without any joint expansion in (p, d), that
o (b -
? 5 + 8 < A(p) - {Gspan,* + 0(1)}d < C’E - {Gspan,* + 0(1)}d (458J)

Indeed A(p) < Cg by Lemma 6.6, while continuity and p — p., d — 0, give

A(p) — Ni(p) Cg — ¢poK1(74)/2
Do) +d P+

= Gspan,*-

Thus (4.58i) freezes p and expands only in d; in particular no unproved relation such as
|p — p«| = o(d) is used. Combining (4.58) and (4.58j), and then using (4.24), gives

n
pf{u;n o () = B(2)} < O — {Gapans — Aabas — 0(1)}dn + O(nY) < C,

because = = o(d,,).
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Finally, the reflected assertion is not merely a change of notation. Directly from (4.24u),
conjugation gives

ULy, p(—2) =1 = Uy, 4 (2), O(x) — Uy, () =ULy,,  (—2) — D(—x). (4.58K)

The reflected law has the same b, p, d, skewness —v, and the same adjacent-atom and comparison
bounds. Repeating the already proved surrogate calculation on the reflected compact parameter
set (the defect term is O(d) = o(1)) yields, uniformly in phase,

‘:f{cp(xn) — U o (20)} = f}’f (3 - %) +o(l) = Cp — é‘j +o(1). (4.581)

Since v, > 0, this is bounded above by Cg minus a fixed positive constant for all sufficiently
large n, which proves the claimed reflected gap. O

Lemma 6.15 (near-lattice transfer). Let X,, be centered, variance-one laws, let p, be their
matching Bernoulli parameters, and put d,, = E|X,,|> — p2(EX3). Assume p, — ps, dn — 0, and

0 < liminf v/nd, < limsup/nd, < oco. (4.56)

Let (xy,) be an active near-extremal positive-branch sequence. If iminf |px, (uy)|™ > 0 at the
selected critical resonance, then there is a centered, variance-one mazimal-span exact lattice
projection Ly , physical spans hy, before and by, after standardization, and points y, — 0 such
that, for both one-sided Prawitz operators,

vn |uin,n,hn () — uzcg“n,bn (yn)| = o(dn), p(Ly,) = p(Xn) + oldn), d(Ly,) = dn + o(dp).
(4.57)

Consequently the positive active score satisfies

NG
p(Xn)

Proof. We suppress row subscripts until the last step. Let ug be the unique critical spectral
maximum from Lemma 6.9, write

(U () = 2(20)} < Co — {Gapans — Aabes — o(}dn +O(n7").  (4.57a)

. 2
ox(ug) = re'?, ho = =,
ug

and choose ag = a/ug modulo hy. Let J be the nearest integer to (X — ag)/ho and put
X = ag + hoJ + €0, leo| < ho/2.

This phase convention gives
Eeo®0 = r,

Since 1 — cos(2mv) > 8v? for |v| < 1/2, the assumed lower bound for " implies

Ay :=FEek < §0(1 —7r)=0(n"1). (4.59)

We now derive, rather than assume, the adjacency and tail assertions used below. Uniform
convergence of R), in Lemma 6.9 puts its unique critical point at ug — 27/s,(y) = o(1); hence

ho = — — 5. (4.59a0)
Let —a., by be the two zeros of ws, so that ay + by = s,(7), and set

p = (d+ Ag)'/4,
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Corollary 2.1 and Chebyshev’s inequality give
P{dist(X, {—a,by}) > 6} = o(1), P{leo| > dn} = o(1). (4.59a1)

If Z is a nearest one of these two roots and 7, = P{Z = b,}, then E|X — Z| = O(/d) and
centering gives

Ay
sy(7)

0=EX = s,(y)mn — a, + O(Vd), = +0(Vd). (4.59a2)

Thus both root clusters have masses bounded below.

Intersect each cluster with the two good events in (4.59al). On either intersection every
lattice site ag + hoJ = X — g¢ lies within 24, of the corresponding root. Since hg is bounded
below, two different labels cannot occur in one such cluster once 46, < hg. Call the resulting
labels j_ and ji. They have uniformly positive masses, and

ho(j+ — j—) = ay + by + O(8,) = sy(7) + o(1). (4.59a3)

The integer j4 — j— therefore tends to one and equals one for all sufficiently large rows. Translate
J so that these labels are 0, 1; this only changes ag by an integral multiple of hg and preserves
the phase convention.

Finally hg is in a fixed compact span range, |eo| < hg/2, and the labels 0, 1 are the only cells
containing the two defect roots. The explicit cubic tails of w, consequently give, uniformly in
the row,

TP psmy < Cuy(X) 1 gsmy (H >2).

Since Ew,(X) = d, multiplication by |J k=3 < H*=3 proves, simultaneously for every H > 2,

Cd

k.
E{J15 1] > HY < 2o,

k=0,1,2. (4.59)

We give the spectral-to-least-squares bridge explicitly. Since the phase choice gives Ee“0%0 =
r € R, Taylor’s theorem gives

Stationarity of |px|? at ug gives SE{Xe“0%0} = 0. We record the quantitative argument rather
than hide it in this stationarity statement. Since ug is bounded above and below,

uE(Xeo) = EX{upep — sin(upep) }- (4.59b1)

On Cy = {|J| < H}, one has | X| < C(1+ H) and |y — siny| < Cy?, whence the right side of
(4.59b1), restricted to Cp, is at most CHAy. On C§;, use |y —siny| < C|y|, Cauchy-Schwarz,
and (4.59a):

E{|Xeol; C} < C{E[(1 + J2); O]} /24

(4.59b2)
< C(Aod/H)'? < C{HAy + d/H?}.

All constants here are uniform for H > 2 and for every row under consideration. Equations
(4.59b1)—(4.59b2) prove
|E(Xeg)| < C{HAy+ d/H2 + Ap}. (4.59c¢)

If Agp = 0 the bridge is immediate. Otherwise take H = A 1/ 3, replaced by 2 for the finitely

many rows for which it is smaller. Then H Ay = Ag/ % and d/H? = dA(Q)/ % Because d is bounded,
(4.59b)—(4.59¢) and X = ag + hoJ + £ imply

IE(Jeo)| + |Eeo| = O(AY?). (4.59d)
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The two core labels give Var J > ¢ > 0. Hence the affine least-squares projection
L=a+ hJ, e=X-1L
satisfies
Ee =E(Je) =0, A:=E2<Ay, |a—aol+|h—hol =04 (4.6020)

Put uy = 27/h and z = Ee“2¢. Exact lattice phase cancellation gives |z| = |px(ur)|. On
the selected window |px| has a uniformly bounded second derivative, while its first derivative
vanishes at ug. Thus

n|z| —r| < Cnlug, — uol? = O(nAy?) = o(1). (4.60)

This is the required bridge: the selected spectral power and the least-squares residual power have
the same subsequential limit.

Since ug — 27/s, and (4.60a0) gives h — hg = o(1), one has h — s.. Lemma 6.10 now gives
exactly the upper-majorant hypothesis (4.47) in Corollary 6.13, without using residual power or
A = o(n™1); it also gives the reflected fixed gap. The middle has the adjacent-mass Cramér gap.
Moreover A = O(n~!), so VarJ = (1 — A)/h? — s;2 € (0,00), while outer localization gives
xn = o(1). Define the integer k,, and 6,, € [-1/2,1/2) by the exact threshold identity

Zov/nt = na + h(ky + 0,,). (4.60a00)

The first normal equation gives a = —hIEJ, and hence
k, —nEJ =z, 0,
—_—=— - — — 0. 4. 1

Moreover, with K,, = Y. .J; and T;, = h~! 3" &;, the closed-half-line convention is exactly
n
Y Xi<mon = Ky—kn+Ty— 0, <0. (4.60202)
i=1

Thus the cardinal-gap hypotheses are now all explicit: the normal equations are (4.60a0),
A = O(n™'), the variance has the displayed positive limit, (4.59a) supplies adjacent masses
and uniform tails, (4.60a01) supplies the centering, (4.60a02) fixes the sign and index, and
pn = p2(pn) + dn, = O(1) follows from p, — p. and d,, — 0. Consequently every hypothesis of
Corollary 6.13 is satisfied. Since the actual score tends to Cg, that corollary yields

2" — 1. (4.60a1)

Only A = O(n~!) was used to obtain (4.60al). The stronger residual estimate A = o(n™1) is
deduced below from (4.60al), so the argument is not circular. Choose € [-1/2,1/2) so that
e 282 = |z|, let N be a nearest integer to £/h — 3, and write exactly

X =(a+hB)+h(J+N)+&  E=c—h(B+N). (4.60a2)

The chord-to-coset inequality and (4.60al) give

E&? < h—Q{l — 2|} = o(n™h) (4.60a)
<3 : :

Here there is no hidden compactness step. By the definition of N, v := ¢/h — § — N lies in
[—1/2,1/2], and therefore

1—|z| =E{1 —cos(2n(e/h — 1))}
— E{1 — cos(2mv)} > 8E? = %Egz (4.60a3)
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Moreover |z|™ — 1 implies n(1 —|z|) — 0: otherwise a subsequence with n(1 —|z|) > ¢ > 0 would
satisfy |z|" < e~™1712) < e=¢ < 1. Thus (4.60a) follows from (4.60a3), with the explicit constant
1/8. Take the affine least-squares projection once more onto J + N and rename it L = a + h.J,
with residual €. Least squares cannot increase the last squared distance, so

=E(Je) =E(Le) =0, A=E2=o(n"). (4.61)

We verify here that the lattice hypotheses survive both the reindexing and this second
projection. Before the renaming, let jg, jo + 1 be the two core labels constructed immediately
before (4.59a), put J' = J + N, and let £(1) denote the first least-squares residual in (4.60a0).
Since Ee() = 0, uy, = 27/h stays bounded, and Ay := E(¢())2 = O(n™1),

1—§R <ULA1

Sz2] = [E(sin(ure™) — ureM)| < Cu? A;. (4.61a)
Thus arg z = O(A;) and the representative chosen in (4.60a2) satisfies 5 = O(A;). If N # 0, the
nearest-integer definition implies |¢(1) /h — 8| > 1/2. Since h is bounded away from zero, for all
sufficiently large n this entails |¢())| > ¢ > 0; hence

P{N # 0} < CE(e")? = O(n™h). (4.61b)
If the two old core masses are at least ¢y, then

P{J =jo+r}>P{J=jo+rN=0}>c—P{N#£0} > %0 r=0,1. (4.61c)

In particular Var J’ is bounded below. Write the second projection, before renaming, as L =
a’ + h'J'. From the preliminary representation (4.60a2) and the normal equations,

/ el e

|h' —h| < T o(n ). (4.61d)
Consequently A’ > 0 and remains in the same compact span range. Projection changes neither
J' nor its probabilities, so (4.61¢c) still holds for the renamed lattice law. Its support is contained
in @' + W'Z and contains both o' + h'jy and @’ + h'(jo + 1). Any lattice containing the whole
support must therefore have span at most i/, whereas A’ itself is a span. Hence A’ is the maximal
span. Centering and standardizing later in (4.68a) merely replace it by h'/o and preserve both
adjacent masses and maximality.

We next prove the full operator transfer. Put ag = (E&2)'/2 = o(n~'/2) for the preliminary
reindexed residual in (4.60a2). The normal equations, the two core labels, and (4.59a) give the
pointwise least-squares geometry as follows. Before the second projection write X = ¢ + hJ + &,
choosing ¢ modulo h so |¢] < C. The span h is bounded above and below and |g] < h/2.
Centering gives |EJ| < C, while the adjacent core labels give VarJ > ¢y. The least-squares
normal equations therefore imply

o |Cov(J8)] _
h—h
| = Var J
Moreover |J| < C(1+ |X|). Hence

< Cay, |la — ¢ < |EE] + |h — h||EJ| < Cay.

|IX —L| <C{l+ap(1+|X|)} (4.62)
For the exact defect density, uniformly on the critical compactum,
wy(z) > clz*  (|z| > Ro), Ew,(X) =d. (4.63)
Consequently, for R > Ry, E{|X|*;|X| > R} < Cd/R*>7*, k =0,1,2. From

2> = 1) + |2® = PP| < O(2® + 1) |z — [
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and (4.62)—(4.63), we now record the split which also fixes the dependence on the preliminary
residual ag. Write Cr = {|X| < R}. On Cgr, L = X — (X — L) and (4.62) give

Ll <C(1+R), |X—L|<C(1+aR),
and hence, using E|X — L| < VA,
E{(X%+ L%)|X — L|;Cr} < C{R*VA + (1 + agR)A}. (4.63a)

Indeed, with e = X — L, the elementary bound X2 + L? < C(X? + €2) makes the two terms on
the left at most CR?Ele| and E|e|?. The first is at most CR%v/A, while (4.62) gives E{|e|*; Cr} <
supc,, |e| Ee? < C(1 4 agR)A. Thus (4.63a) uses no fourth moment. On C%,, after increasing Ry
and taking n large, (4.62) also gives |L| < C(1 + |X|) and

(X2 4+ LH|X — LI < C{1+ X%+ ap(1 +|X]P)}.
The three tail estimates following (4.63), together with E{|X|3;|X| > R} < Cd, therefore yield
E{(X%+ L*)|X — L|;C%} < C{d/R + apd}. (4.63b)

More explicitly, the part without ayg is controlled by P(C%) + E{X?;C%} < C(d/R3 + d/R), and
the ag part by apE{l + |X|?;C%} < Capd. All constants in (4.62)—(4.63b) are independent of
R > Ry and of the row once p lies in the fixed critical compactum. Combining (4.63a)—(4.63b)
proves

EX? — EL3| + |E|X]? — E|L]®| < C{R*VA+ (14 apR)A + d/R + apd}. (4.64)

The relation needed here is
VA=on""?), a7 V2=0), VA=o(d); (4.64a)

the previously suggested relation n='/2 = o(d) would be false on the scale (4.56). We choose all
later free cutoffs simultaneously. With a vanishing denominator interpreted as +oo, put

d\Y4 g\ Y2 -
H = min { () , (> , (nd)'/?, o 1/2} , and below we take R = H = HS"™.
VA A
(4.64Db)
Every entry in the minimum tends to infinity. Moreover

cut)2 cut cut
(4.64c)

It follows at once that
R*VA=o0(d), (1+aR)A=o0(d), d/R=o(d), HA=o(d), H=o(nd), (4.64d)

as well as d/H? = o(d) and apd/H = o(d). Thus the right side of (4.64) is o(d) and the same
single cutoff will be used in (4.67b)—(4.67d). For later reference, the normalized assertions just
used are

2V A A 1 HA H
l C;/» — 0, E — 0, O[()R — O, E — 0, 7 — 0, @ — 0. (4646)

They follow respectively from (4.64c), (4.64a), (4.64c), R — oo, (4.64c), and (4.64c). This list is
the complete scale input used below; in particular no step assumes the false relation n=/2 = o(d).

Here is the zero-cell comparison, including its full frequency range. Set

, 2 3
Gly) = —1—iy+ L+, |Gy < Cmin{ly’,1+y?). (4.65)
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Put k = 27/h; it ranges in the compact set of scaling factors generated by the admissible spans.
Put u = kv/4/n, and initially restrict

0<v<dyn. (4.65a)

For | X| > Ro, write ¢x = |X — L|/|X| and sx = |X|/v/n. Increase Ry once so that |L| < C|X|
on this set. The mean-value theorem and (4.65) then give

G(uX) — G(uL)| < Cqx min{|ul*|X|*, |ul| X| + [ul*| X]*}.
Dividing by the cubic lower bound in (4.63), and using u = kv/4/n, proves the first inequality in

n3/?|G(uX) — G(ul)|

< Cqx min{vsx,v/s% +v°} < Clag +n~Y2) (0> +0%). (4.65b)
wy(X)

Indeed (4.62) implies gx < C(ap + |X|71). If sx < 1, use the first member of the minimum and
qxsx < C(ag +n~12). If sx > 1, then gy < C(ag 4+ n~'/?), while

min{vtsy,v/s% + 3} < min{vtsx,v/s%} + 03 < 203

the last inequality follows by separating vsx < 1 and vsx > 1. This proves the second inequality
in (4.65b). On | X| < Ry, no division by w, is made (so both zeros of the defect are included),
and

4
E{|G(uX) — G(uL)|;|X| < Ro} < C%\/Z. (4.65¢)
After integrating (4.65b) against w,(X) dPP/d and adding (4.65¢c),

n3/2 - \/Z
—E|G(uX) — Gul)| < CY»(0°> + v, Un=a0+n "%+ Tid=

d
This single estimate covers compact, root-scale, mesoscopic, and super-root atoms.
Let R(u) = ¢x(u) — ¢r(u) and B = EX3 —EL? = o(d). Since both variables are centered
and EX? — EL? = A, the identity defining G gives

o(1). (4.66)

u?  iBsu?
R(u) :—AT— B; + E{G(uX) — G(uL)}. (4.66a)

Thus, with 7, = |B3|/d + 9, — 0 and P(v) = v3 + v,

Av? dn, P(v)
Rl <0 {5+ E

The variances of X, L are bounded below and their third absolute moments are bounded above.
Applying 1 — cosy > y?/2 — |y|?/6 to an independent difference gives fixed ¢,d > 0 such that

(4.66b)

max{|px (kt)|, lon(kt)|}" 7 < Ce ™’ 0<t<4, j=0,1,2 (4.66¢)
For complex a, b,

-1
‘an_bn_nbnl(a_b)‘gn(n2 )

Equations (4.66b)—(4.66d), only on the range (4.65a), imply

la — b|* max(|al, [b])" 2. (4.66d)

[ex (W)™ = pr(w)"] < Ce™™" {n|R(u)] + n?|R(u)*}. (4.66e)
Finally
jﬁlK(v/\/ﬁ)l < % 0<v<dyvn. (4.66f)
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Write Iy = [0, 6] and Iy = [1 — 0, 1] for the zero and return cells. After ¢t = v/4/n, the zero-cell
integral is bounded by

vn -
Toél{lfi }Sup|~7xnh10( T) — jL,n,h;Io(x”

Sv/n ,—cv? 2
sc/ ‘ {fA2+ WP(v) + */ZA#
0

2

d
+ A2 P(v) + %P(uﬁ} dv = o(1). (4.67)
Every coefficient in the last integral tends to zero:

JrA
d

(4.67a0)

Here the first relation is exactly A = o(n™!) together with d = n~1/2; all Gaussian polynomial
integrals are finite. Thus (4.67) says precisely that the raw zero-cell difference is o(d/y/n),
uniformly in the cdf coordinate and for both signs. Only the nonnegative majorant in (4.67) is
extended to [0,00). The estimate (4.66¢) is not asserted beyond the fixed zero cell. On the fixed
physical middle interval, the adjacent masses give |pr(u)| < 1 — ¢, while

lpx(u) = pr(u)| < [uE]X — L] < CVA = o(1).

Thus both powers are exponentially small there. The remaining endpoint is handled below.
For that endpoint put tg = 27/h,

z = Ee¢ = row, A = el My = E{Xe"0¢}.

Since e®ol = )\, the marked first moment below satisfies
m = E{X "X} =AMy, |m| = | M. (4.67a00)

Also put .

@ = E{(X? —1)e"™}, g5 = E{(X® —y)e"*}. (4.67a)
Since Ee = 0,

t32A :
1—rg<1—%Rz< — 5 |arg z| < C|Sz| < CE|sin(toe) — toe] < CA.

Consequently

1—rf+ "
vn
The common unit phase relates m and M. Since Ec = E(Le) = 0, one has E(X¢e) = A. Because
also EX = 0, the exact centered Taylor identity is

1o CvnA = o(d). (4.67al)

My = itgA + E{X ("¢ — 1 — itge)}. (4.67a2)

On | X| < H, the remainder bound |e!¥ — 1 —iy| < Cy? makes the last expectation at most C HA.
On | X| > H, use instead |e®¥ — 1 — iy| < C|yl, followed by (4.62), to get

E{|X|lel; |X| > H} < C{d/H? + agd/H}.
Thus, for every H > max{2, Ry},

M| < C{A+ HA+d/H? + apd/H}. (4.67b0)
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Taking the single common choice H = HS" from (4.64b)—(4.64d) gives
My =o(d),  /n|Mi|* = o(d), (4.67b)

the second conclusion using \/nd = O(1). For completeness we prove the two marked estimates
used next without any moment beyond the third. Put

Pys)=a—qz—1,  Ry(@) = (z+ ) Pala).
Uniformly for v in the critical compactum, the factorizations (2.1)—(2.2) imply, for H > 2,
Pg(x)21{|x|§H} < CHwy(z),
| P2 (@) [ 1{ja)> 1y < %wy(a:), (4.67b1)
| Ra(2)] < Cun(@)'/? +ws(2)}.

Indeed the quotients extend through the two zeros of w., and their limits at infinity give the
displayed powers of H. Since z = Eel"® = row, |w| =1,

E|el® — w|? = 2(1 — rq). (4.6712)

Moreover EP,(X) = 0, while o is a constant unit phase. Subtracting w inside the expectation,
applying Cauchy—Schwarz on | X| < H, and using the second bound in (4.67b1) on its complement

gives
lg2 —ym| < C{/Hd(1 —r9) +d/H}. (4.67¢)
Finally
z® — v = (v* + 1)z + Rs(z), ER3(X) = 0.

One more subtraction of w, followed by (4.67b1)—(4.67b2), yields
[ — (v + 1)m| < C{V/d(1 —ro) +d}.
Since |m| = |M;i| = o(d) by (4.67b), this proves
lgz| < C{V/1 —ro +d}. (4.67cl)
Use the common H = HS" from (4.64b)—(4.64d). Then (4.67al)—(4.67c) give

1 __ N
@ =o(d),  q/vn=old), \/go = o(d). (4.67d)
Indeed the three normalized estimates, including the terms suppressed in the preceding sentence,
are

la2| 1M
7 <C HA/d+H+ 7 = o(1),
|q3| VA 1 | M|
B ool X2 = :
ma <O\ Tmat m T vma oW (4.67d1)
1—rf+w”—1| \/HA_
Jnd <C g =o(1).

The first line uses 1 — g < CA and (4.64e); in the second, /nd is bounded below and
VA = o(n~1/?); the last is (4.67al). This verifies all three o(d) statements on the full scale
d =< n~Y2. The same tail comparison makes | X |2 uniformly integrable as d — 0. Taylor’s Peano
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remainder is therefore uniform along the triangular array, and the marked factorization at tg + s
is
. 52 is3 3
ox(to+s) — px(to)px(s) =ism — SR s + o(|s]?). (4.67e)

Recall that el = X, px(t9) = Az, and m = AM;. If

Dn(s) = px(to +s5) — px(to)px(s),

uniform third-moment Peano expansion gives

2 £ o3
Dy (s) = ism — $9 154 s3en(s), lim sup sup |e,(s)| = 0. (4.67el)
2 6 640 n |s|<5

For .Z,,(s) = ¢x(to + s),
Fn(0) =z, F(0)=im,  F(0)=-Fn(0) - g

Consequently o
(|-Z012)"(0) = =212 — 2R{ @2z} + 2|m|* = =2 + o(1). (4.67¢2)

Uniform integrability of X2 makes these second derivatives equicontinuous. Thus (|.%,|?)” < —c
on a fixed endpoint cell, and Taylor’s theorem plus completion of the square gives

|.Z0(s)|" < Cexp{—cns® + Cn|m|?} < Cle=ms”. (4.67e3)
We now verify all bases which occur in the divided powers. Write
X(s) = ¢x(s), ¥(s)=wr(s), F(s)=e¢x(to+s), B(s)=2Axx(s), C(s)=A(s),

andput D=F —-B, R=x—1%. For o, 3,k 20, a+ B+ k=1, set Gogr = aF + 3B + kC, and
abbreviate this function by G in the next two displays. At the endpoint,

G(0) = M(a+ B)z + K}, G'(0) = iam,

4.67e4
G(0) = ~M{(a+ B)z + K(1 = A)} - ags. Lo7ed

It follows, uniformly on this compact simplex, that
(IG1%)(0) = O(m]),  (IGI*)"(0) = =2+ o(1). (4.67¢5)

Uniform integrability of X? and L? makes these second derivatives equicontinuous. Taylor’s
theorem and completion of the square therefore give, for j = 0,1, 2,

|Gagn(s)| "7 < Cexp{—cns® + Cn|m|*} < C'e=<. (4.67¢6)

The last inequality uses n|m|? = o(1), which follows from (4.67b) and \/nd = O(1). The zero-cell
divided power uses Z, = (1 — 7)1 + 7; here

Z(0) =1, Z,(0)=0, Z/0)=—{1—(1-7)A},

so the same Gaussian bound holds uniformly in 0 < 7 < 1.

For completeness, these local bounds have a common continuation over the whole endpoint
cell. If two adjacent lattice sites have probabilities at least ¢y, then

1 — [p(s)[* > 2¢2{1 — cos(hs)}. (4.67e7)
Away from s = 0 this is a fixed gap. Exact lattice periodicity and the residual bound give

X(s) —w(s)| S [sIVA,  |F(s5) = C(s)| < [to +sIVA,  |2—1]=O(A).
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The triangle inequality therefore transfers the gap to all three vertices F, B, C, and hence to
their convex hull. This proves the claimed power domination without interpolating unproved
endpoint estimates.

The algebraic ledger is also exact. With E; = (1 —7)B + 7F,

1
F"—Cc" = /\”z”nR/ ZMhdr + A2 — 1)y +nB"ID
0

1
+n(n — 1)D2/ (1-7)E"2 dr. (4.67e8)
0

For the first term in the first row, put s = —tgv//n, so that t =1 —v//n, dt = —dv/y/n, and
|K(1—v/y/n)| < Cv/y/n. The zero-cell divided-power bound for Z; following (4.67e6) gives

1
/ Z(s)" L dr
0

Consequently, since the phases and z™ have modulus at most one, (4.66b) gives

< Cve—C’U2

1

2

1
Vn K(t) \"2"nR(s) /O Z:(s)" L dr dt

1-6

NG ,
<oV / v | R(~tou/y/m)| du
0

<C {A + d""} . (4.67e8a)

vnooon

Thus the first term has the explicit normalized-score bound

c {\’/‘% + dZ"} = o(d). (4.67¢9)

The second term in that row costs C{1 — rj + |w™ — 1|} /+/n. Insert (4.67el) in the linear term

and use (4.67e6) in the quadratic term. With s = —tgv/y/n and |K(1 —v/y/n)| < Cv/+/n, their
costs are respectively

O (!m\ + % + |q;,|) + o(d), O(v/n|m|*) + o(d).
Here is the full content of the second o(d). Squaring the four terms in (4.67el), absorbing cross
products by 2ab < a? + b?, and using the returned-kernel factor v/n gives the normalized bound

2 2
2, |2 |g3] -1
C {\/ﬁ]m\ + Jn +oam (T o(n™). (4.67¢10)
For the Peano terms choose B,, = Cp+/log(n + 2), with Cj large enough that n3e=°Br — 0. Then
B, /v/n — 0, so the uniform modulus in (4.67el) tends to zero on v < B,; on v > B,,, (4.67¢6)
and the choice of Cy dominate every polynomial prefactor. This proves the o(n™!) in (4.67¢10),
rather than merely asserting a diagonal cutoff. Moreover

im| =o(d), |g2l/vn=o(d), lgs|/n=o(d),
valml> = o(d), |gl*/vin = o(d), |g|*/n*? =o(d), n~'=o(d),

by (4.56), (4.67b), and (4.67d); boundedness of the third absolute moments suffices for the
penultimate relation. The fixed physical middle is O(poly(n)e™“") = o(d) by (4.56). Notice in
particular that the cubic marked term costs |g3|/n after the outer /n normalization: s® supplies

n~3/2, the linear divided power supplies n, and the returned kernel together with dt supplies n~!.

(4.67el1)
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The stronger estimate g3/v/n = o(d) in (4.67d) is therefore more than is needed. Consequently,
uniformly in the cdf coordinate and in o € {+, -},

\/ﬁ max Sup|j)%,n,h;h(l‘) _jg,n,h;ll (JZ‘)|
ce{+,—} =z

B

1—rf+ |w" -1
<cf 0\/1,1 —|—]M1\+|\(‘771
+ /| My |* + ‘q;”} = o(d). (4.67f)

Thus (4.67), (4.67e4)—(4.67¢e8), (4.67f), and the adjacent-mass middle Cramér gap transfer both
one-sided operators with o(d) cost. The defining outer minus in the reflected contribution (4.24v)
is already included and is immaterial in these absolute-value estimates.

It remains to center and standardize the lattice comparison. Least squares gives

L h
EL =0, 0?2 :=EL*=1- A, L°=—, b= —. (4.68a)

or, oL
The moment estimate (4.64), followed by o = 1+ O(A), yields

VL7) =~(X)+o(d),  p(L°)=p(X)+o(d), d(L°)=d(X)+o(d).  (468)
For ®,, (z) = ®(z/oL),

sup @5, (z) — @(x)] < CA, VnA = o(d). (4.68Db)

Exact scaling gives

Up () =Ups (@/or). (4.68c¢)
At the active point put vy, = x, /o, — 0, with the row index on o, suppressed. Equations (4.67),
(4.67f), and (4.68b)—(4.68c) prove (4.57), including the true third-absolute-moment denominators.
Before invoking the exact-lattice lemma, its hypotheses are as follows: (4.61) gives centering and
variance (1-A); (4.61c) preserves two adjacent masses; (4.61d) keeps the span in a fixed compact
subset of (0, 00); the support argument following (4.61d) proves maximality; and standardization
preserves both adjacency and maximality. Finally (4.64) and (4.68) give

p(L°) = py, d(L°)=d+o(d), p(L°)=p(X)+o(d), 0<c <v/ndL°)<C, y,—0.
(4.68d)
Thus every hypothesis is checked before Lemma 6.14 is applied directly at y,; that lemma gives

ND
p(Xn)

Since n~! = o(d,) in (4.56), this proves (4.57a). The dependency order is therefore

{U;;mn’hn (zn) — ®(24)} < Cr — {Gspans — Aabss — 0(1) Yy +O(n™ 1) + o(dy,).

spectral selection — adaptive majorant — cardinal gap

— Azo(n_l) — operator transfer — exact-lattice envelope.

In particular, neither the adaptive majorant nor the residual-power selection uses the near-lattice
transfer that it is later used to prove. O

Lemma 6.16 (moving-bandwidth low-frequency expansion). Let n; — oo, and for each j let X;
be centered and variance one. Denote its third moment and third absolute moment by v; and p;,
let p; be the matching Bernoulli parameter, and put

dj = pj — p2(py), Dj = Dss dj — 0,
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and
Aj = pj + E[XG].

For the pointwise Prawitz operator at physical bandwidth \; one has, uniformly for x € R,

Y05 0,0~ 000} < A0 L2 )

+ {Aabs(pj, dj) + o(1)Ydj + O(n; /?).

(4.69)

The o(1) and O( 1/2 ) are uniform in x. For the conjugate kernel the sign of the skewness term
1s reversed. The assertion 18 pointwise and uniform in the cdf coordinate; it is not notation for a
supremum over that coordinate. More precisely, along every array in the hypotheses there are
numbers €; | 0 and a constant C < oo, independent of x, such that the two remainders on the

right of (4.69) are bounded by €;jd; and an_l/g, respectively.

Proof. The rows with d = 0 are separate: Theorem 1.1 gives X 4 @p, so the defect contribution
(4.69i1) is zero. For the defect calculation below pass to rows with d > 0. The matching-law
expansion and the three frequency-region estimates below apply unchanged to the rows d = 0,
where A = s. Suppress the row index; in either case Proposition 2.2 gives

0<\A—s<Ki(v)d, (4.69a)

so A stays in a fixed compact subinterval of (0, 00). Choose a fixed zero cell on which the physical
argument is within the range of (4.7). The substitution

v
2m\/n

has two exact consequences which are important here: the characteristic function is evaluated at

v/y/n, and

t =

(4.69b)

K(t) dt = — d + ﬁ dv+ O(v/n) dv. (4.69c¢)
Thus neither the singular coefficient nor the physical Fourier scale changes when the bandwidth
moves.

We first expand the matching two-point transform. Uniformly on 0 < v < n'/2!,

iy vt 4 p6)e—ev?
Xp(v/v/n)" = e /2 (1 - gf) +0 <(+n)> , (4.69d)

and both sides have a common Gaussian bound up to the end of the fixed zero cell. Insert
(4.69¢)—(4.69d), retain e™™* exactly, and use normal inversion. The singular skewness term and
the bounded kernel term give respectively

0% A
67p<1 _x2)¢(x)v %(ﬁ(x)v (4'696)

with an O(n~'/2?) normalized remainder. Its dominator is a fixed Gaussian polynomial and is
independent of .

We next calculate the defect term at this bandwidth, rather than invoking Lemma 6.3 by
analogy. In Bernoulli coordinates,

. E
X(U/\/ﬁ) . Xp(v/\/ﬁ> _ eﬂspv/\/ﬁd W dl/(y), ddv = Wp dPy-. (4.69f)
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With H = n'/4 Hermite-Genocchi gives on |y| < H

ooyl _ CA+ Jy)o*
Wp(y) N n? 7

(4.69g)

whose normalized singular-kernel contribution is O(dH/+/n) = o(d). On |y| > H, subtract
g(svy/+/n) and use (4.21); that correction is O(d/+/n). The remaining term satisfies

n3/2 3

83’1)
e [E{g(svY/vn);|Y]| > H}| < Tmax{@(p)_l,c—(p)_l}{l +O(H™)}.  (4.69h)

For reference, the exact divided power used at this point is

() e LWV X0/
R PN RN END):

with the continuous value when the denominator vanishes. Every transform inside the braces is
that of a centered variance-one mixture whose third absolute moment is bounded uniformly along
the array. Hence (4.7), first on |v| < §y/n and then the fixed Cramér gap on the rest of the zero
cell, gives the required common power bound. Explicitly, on every fixed annulus 0 < |u| < wug
contained in that cell,

1
/0 {(1 = a)xp(v/v/i) + agx (v/y/m)}"" da, (4.69h1)

sup  xp(u)] <g <1, fox(u) = xp(u)| < Cd,

P near px

so, for all sufficiently large rows, both endpoints and every convex combination in (4.69h1) have
modulus at most (1+ ¢)/2 < 1. Consequently

| P, (0)| < Ce™,  P(v) — e V)2 (4.69h2)

locally uniformly in v. The same statements hold after multiplication by any spatial phase, since
that phase has modulus one. In particular, dominated convergence applied to the nonnegative
majorant C(v + v% +v3 + v4)e_”2 supplies a number ¢, | 0, independent of x, which bounds by
£nd the sum of: the compact part in (4.69g), the interpolant correction in (4.21), the O(H ') term
in (4.69h), and the replacement of &7, by its Gaussian limit. Equations (4.69c¢), (4.69f)—(4.69h2),
and 7! fooo v2e /2 dy = ¢o therefore bound the singular defect by

{Aabs(p, ) + o(1)}d. (4.691)

The bounded-kernel part of the defect is O(d/y/n) in normalized score. Its change caused by
A — s = 0O(d) is no larger; the matching smoothing change itself is not discarded, but is retained
exactly as A\/2 in (4.69e). Every estimate above is unchanged after taking a supremum over z,
because the only omitted spatial factor has modulus one.

It remains to justify that no other frequency cell contributes at the displayed scale. Choose
0 < 1 < 1/4 so small that (4.7) applies whenever 0 < ¢ < 243, uniformly for all large rows. Near
zero the resulting Gaussian envelope comes from (4.7), after v = 27t/ \; it does not come from
the quartic lower bound below. For §; <t <1 —§;, (4.6) and compactness of the bandwidth
range give constants ¢ < 1 and C' < oo such that the whole integral is at most C¢" in raw
units. Finally, at t =1 — h, 0 < h < 41, the same inequality gives | x (27t/A)[" < e=<""* | while
|K(1—h)| < Ch. Hence this endpoint has raw size O(n~!) and normalized size O(n~1/2). These
bounds also ignore only a unit spatial phase. Combining the three frequency regions proves
(4.69). Conjugation reverses the singular skewness sign and leaves all absolute defect estimates
unchanged. O

Lemma 6.17 (moment-band signed gap). Let X = X, be a triangular array of centered variance-
one laws, let p = p, be their matching Bernoulli parameters, and put d = d,, = E|X,,|3 — pa(pn).
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Suppose n — 00, p — px and d — 0, and let p = p2(p) +d and A = p+E|X|. Uniformly at every
cdf coordinate x € R, the pointwise positive one-sided operator at physical bandwidth A satisfies

@{L{;n)\(x) — ®(2)} < Ck — {Gspans — Aas. — o(1)}d + O(n~1/2), (4.70a)

P

For the conjugate operator the same estimate holds with a strictly smaller leading constant: there
is a fized c— > 0 such that its right side may be replaced by Cg — c— + o(1).

Proof. The three separate envelope sources are, explicitly,

frequency region ‘ owner of the bound
t~0 (4.7), Gaussian in \/nt, (4.70D)
0<t<1-0§ |(4.6), a fixed Cramér gap, '
t=1-nh (4.6), Gaussian in \/n h.

In particular, the quartic behavior of the right side of (4.6) at zero is not used as a Gaussian
estimate. Lemma 6.16, whose proof carries out the moving-bandwidth calculation, gives pointwise

VU o)~ 0@} < 2 (34 0] + (e oD)a+ O, (w00

Here A > |y| and the positive profile in (4.69) is maximized at z = 0, which justifies the
replacement of ¢(x) by ¢g in (4.70d). Proposition 2.2 gives A < s + Ki(7y)d. Thus the actual
profile in (4.70d) is first bounded above by the numerator displayed below. Expanding that
upper envelope with the true denominator, before replacing any parameter by its limit, gives

Gols/2+7/6 + (Ka()/2Dd} _
p2(p) +d
The equality is simply the first-order identity

No(p) + Ni(p)d _ Nolp) _ No(®)/Do(p) =Ni(p) ; , g2y, (4.70¢)

Do(p)+d  Do(p) Do(p)

(P) = {Gspanx +0(1)}d < Cp = {Gspan,» + o(1) }d.

used with

No(p) = do(s/2+7/6),  Ni(p) = ¢oK1(7)/2,  Do(p) = p2(p)-
At p = ps, No/Dy = Cg, and the coefficient of d in (4.70e) is exactly Gspan,«; continuity makes the
discrepancy o(1) along the array. Thus no denominator has been replaced by its limit before the
signed loss is extracted. The elementary bounds (4.22)—(4.23) give Ggpan,« — Aabs« > 19/200 > 0,
proving (4.70a). Reflection reverses the skewness term at the equality parameters and so leaves a
strict leading gap. O

Uniform signed local stability and completion

Proposition 6.18 (uniform signed local stability). Let n; — co. Suppose that laws X; satisfy
pj — Dx, dj — 0, (LSO)

and that C,;(X;) > Cg for every j. Choose a one-sided cdf point whose normalized score is still
larger than Cg. After reflection and passage to a subsequence it lies in the positive central branch.
Choose its unique half-open Bernoulli-cell representation

. = S) (1 +0;)

1 1
g ; s n;p; +n; € Z, -3 < 9j <3 (LSl)
It is impossible that the corresponding one-sided scores satisfy
C:{].(Xj;’l?j,ej) > Cg (LS)

for every j.
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Proof. 1f d; = 0 on an infinite subsequence, Theorem 1.1 makes X; exactly its matching two-point
law there, and C¢)(n;) = Cg — Koo/n; + o(nj_l) < Cg, a contradiction. After discarding finitely
many rows we may therefore take d; > 0; every later normalization by d; is confined to these rows.
Fix cgap > 0 smaller than both positive margins in (4.24). Put 7; = | /n;d;. The compactification
[0, +00] is sequentially compact, so every subsequence has a further subsequence on which either
7, = 0, 7 = 400, 0or 0 < ¢ <75 <C < oo. Itis therefore enough to contradict (LS) on
each of these three alternatives. In the first alternative the same argument, applied to the
positive sequence n;d;, permits exactly the three further cases used below: convergence to zero,
confinement to a compact subinterval of (0, 00), or convergence to infinity.

Suppose first that 7; — co. Lemma 6.17 gives
CTT] (Xj; N5 93) < (Cg — {Gspan,* — Aabs,* — 0(1)}dj + O(nj_l/Q) (4.71)

The coefficient is positive by (4.22)-(4.23), as recorded in the proof of (4.70a), and n~'/2 = o(d;),
so (4.71) contradicts (LS).

Next suppose 7; — 0. Pass again to a subsequence according to n;d;. Outer stability gives
& =n;/y/nj — 0. Lemma 6.7, proved without (4.31)—(4.33), therefore gives

n} = O0(njd; +1). (4.72)

This is the non-circular owner of the tangent window.

If njd; — 0, (4.72) makes n; bounded. Use Lemma 6.8 with any fixed D. The value/radial
mode is nonpositive, the shape and low-frequency costs are O(d;) = o(nj_l), and (4.43a) is o(nj_l).
Therefore .

C;_] (Xj; Uj,@j) < CZ)(TLJ) + o(nj_l) = CE — niojo + O(Tbj_l) < CE (4.73)

If n;d; stays bounded away from both zero and infinity, choose a fixed D containing the
subsequence. The complete node and phase have already been joined in the nonpositive square
(4.43¢), and (4.43f) gives

Cor (X551, 05) < Ch(nj) — {cgap + o(1)}dj + o(n; ') < Cr (4.74)
-1
T

It remains within 7; — 0 that n;d; — oo. The window (4.72) is already available, so the

paired growing-window conclusion (4.43g) applies. For reference, its normalized scale ledger is

because its linear coefficient is positive and d; < n

e —oWad) =od). I~ o(md = ofa)
n3/2 ’ n2 5
1+7? 1+ 1
ng/z = o(d), nlnl =o(d),  — =o(d). (4.77)

Indeed division of the first two bounds by d leaves respectively \/nd and y/n d3/2, both tending
to zero. Equation (4.43g), with its coefficient converging to the positive first margin in (4.24),
gives

max{C,, (X;in;,0;),Cn (X535, 05)} < Coy(nj) — {cgap + 0(1)}d; + o(d;) < Ch. (4.78)

This contradicts (LS) throughout the scale 7; — 0.

Finally suppose that 7; stays in a compact subinterval of (0, 00). Strict resonance curvature
selects the critical maximum u; used in Lemma 6.15. The selected powers belong to [0, 1]; pass
once more so that they converge. If their limit is zero, Lemma 6.9, specifically the strict bound
(4.43h), contradicts (LS). Pass therefore to a subsequence on which the power is bounded below.
Proposition 6.1 implies that the scores tend to Cg and its active points tend to zero. Lemma 6.15
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now performs the preliminary regression, invokes the upstream adaptive Lemma 6.10 and the
cardinal gap, and only then reindexes to the o(nj_l) lattice tube. Its active-point transfer and
Lemma 6.14 give

C;j (Xj3m5,05) < Cg — {Gspan,x — Aabsx — o(1) }dj + 0(71}1) + o(d;). (4.79)

Here n;1 = o(d;) by (4.56), and the absolute span margin in (4.24) is positive. Thus (4.79) is
strictly below Cg, the final contradiction. Since every putative counterexample sequence has a
further subsequence in one of the alternatives just excluded, no such sequence exists. This proves
the proposition. Reflection supplies the identical conclusion when the other one-sided error is
competitive. [

Proof of Theorem 1.6. If the assertion were false, for every j one could choose an integer n; > j
and a centered standardized law X; such that

an (XJ) > CE.

Proposition 6.1, after reflection and passage to a subsequence, supplies (LS0) and the positive
central branch. Proposition 6.18 then gives a contradiction. This proves exactly

| INoVn>Ny: Cn<Cp. |

No numerical value of Ny is asserted or needed. ]

7 Eventual two-point optimality and quantitative stability

7.1 The quantitative theorem

For a law P of mean zero, variance one and finite third absolute moment, put

_ 3 _ mys 2 4 _dp)
B=EX[]", y=EX", f(v)—i\/m, d(P)=p8~—f(v), a(P)= 5

The moment-defect theorem of Part I gives d > 0, with equality exactly for the standardized
two-point law (), having third moment ~. In particular 0 < g < 1. Let ® and ¢ be the standard
normal distribution function and density, and let F), p(t) = P*"((—o0,t]) be the distribution
function of the unnormalized sum of n independent variables with law P. Write

_3+V10

vn

Bu(P) = 5py sup [Fnp(t) = o(t/vn),  Cp= “ovzn
Cp =sup R,(P), B, = sup R,(Bernoulli(p)).
P 0<p<1

The supremum defining C,, runs over standardized laws with finite third absolute moment. All
moment parameters and R, for an unstandardized nondegenerate law refer to its standardization.

Theorem 7.1. There are constants 6 > 0 and N < oo such that

d(P)
Ra(P)+055 < Bu (n2N) (7.1)

for every standardized law P with finite third absolute moment. Consequently, for some a > 0
and all sufficiently large n,

C,, — R, (P) > amin{d(P), 1}, C, =B, < Cg. (7.2)
One may take @ = 1/10000 and a = 1/18500. Every mazimizing law is two-point. Moreover,
Koo 1 867 + 28710
Chn=Cg——+o(n ), Koo = ——————.
n=Ce =7 toln™) T 95920v/2r
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The inputs from Part I are the exact moment defect, the optimized two-point expansion
By, = Cg — Koo /n + o(n™1), and the uniform outer bound (4.10i)—(4.14). From He-Cheng [8] we
use the sequential smoothing Lemma 2.2 and its Corollary 2.4, the local comparison Lemmas 3.3
and 3.5, and Gaussian cancellation Lemma 4.4. The contact argument is derived below for the
penalized functional. Neither earlier eventual exactness theorem is assumed.

7.2 The outer estimate with a penalty

Let D = 37/20 and ¢9 = ¢(0). The structural estimate used in Part I gives, whenever 8 > D,

1661 429
W(P) < hy = 1 . .
Ba(P) < 5000( +1850> <Ce (7:3)

For g < D, reflect the law to have v > 0 and put

1472
T:fy—i-vf u=+\V1-12po(r) = u'
3+r 1 1

ey == =00 Tsa—nras o

3u

The compact parameter region is
K={(r,d):0<r<2/3, 0<d<D-—par)}
For any sequence with n; — oo, 8; < D and (r;j,d;) — (r,d), the uniform Fourier estimate of

Part I is boH (F) + oL (r)d
. “+ Qo LT
1 R, (P;) < 20227 .
1mjsup (F) < p2(r) +d

Its proof requires only the moment cap, not R, (P) > Cg. The estimates of the nonzero frequency
cells and of the divided-power remainder are uniform on this cap. Thus no uniform integrability
of third moments is being assumed in (7.4).

At d = 0 the right side has unique maximum Cg at rp = V10 — 3. At d = D — pa(r) the
scalar estimate (4.14) of Part I bounds it strictly by 41¢¢/40. Define

(7.4)

uw=Cg —41¢y/40 > 0.
For 0 < 6 < p, the penalized scalar expression

PoH (1) + (¢oL(r) +60)d
p2(r) +d

(7.5)

is still at most Cg, with equality only at (rg,0). Indeed it is fractional linear in d; its lower
endpoint is unchanged, and its upper endpoint is at most 41¢/40 + 6 < Cg.

Set
Jn(P) = Ry (P) +0q(P),  Ap= sup In(P).

Choose also § < Cg — hy. Since J,(P) < hy + 60 < Cg when 8 > D, any asymptotically
maximizing sequence for A,, has f < D: here A, > B, — Cg. Applying (7.4) and (7.5) along
convergent moment parameters proves

The same argument shows that if n; — oo and A,; — Ju,(P;) — 0, then
d(P;) =0, |y(Pj)|l = e, B(Pj) = Be, Ru(Pj)— Ck. (7.7)

Here g, B are the moments of the positive-skew Esseen law Pg.
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7.3 Penalized extremizers

Lemma 7.2 (Attainment). For all sufficiently large n, the value A,, is attained by a law P and
a positive closed-endpoint discrepancy at some finite t.

Proof. The penalty g is invariant under reflection, so the supremum also equals the supremum of
the penalized positive signed discrepancy. Fix a large n with A, > h, + 0 and A,, > 20. Choose
signed maximizing pairs (Pj, tx), with penalized signed values jr — A,. After discarding finitely
many terms, O < D by (7.3). Their unpenalized signed values are at least jr — 6§ and hence
stay bounded away from zero. The same normal-tail and Chebyshev argument as in an ordinary
extremal problem bounds ¢; for this fixed n.

Pass to a subsequence with P, = P, ty — t, S — b and v; — ¢. Uniform integrability
of squares preserves mean zero and variance one; let 5 = (P) < b and v = (P). Lower
semicontinuity of |z|*> + 23 and |z|> — 2? gives

lg =71 <b-3. (7.8)

The derivative

v(v? + 6) 4(3v% + 16)
(v2 + 4)3/2’ (v2 4 4)3
shows that f is 1-Lipschitz. Portmanteau at the moving closed threshold, followed by continuity
of &, gives

f'v) = 1-f'(v)* = >0

Vi Fn p(t) = ©(t/vn)} = (An = 0)b+ 6 (g).

The resulting signed penalized value at P, ¢ is at least

A, — — —
gy Wn=Ob+07(0) =0F0) L\ y g =B,
g s
Maximality forces b = § and equality of the value with A,. The limiting signed discrepancy is
positive, since A,, — 0q(P) > 0. This proves the claim. O

At such a pair, write S = A,, R = R,(P) = S — 0q(P), z = t/\/n, M = EX|X| and
G = F,,—1,p. Under raw contamination by a point mass at y, followed by standardization, the
moment derivatives are

Us(y) = [y —B—3My—3B(y* - 1), U,(y)=y>—v—3y—3y(*—1).

Differentiating the penalized signed discrepancy at the same raw threshold gives

BI(y) = n®*{G(t —y) — Fop(t)} +nyd(z) + L2(2)(y> — 1)
— (S —=0)Us(y) — 0f' (7)Uy(y)-

For clarity, the penalty derivative is 80¢" = 6{f(v)Us/B — f'(v)Uy}; combining it with —RUjp
yields (7.9). Maximality gives I(y) < 0 for every y. The integral of its right side under P is zero,
since EUg = EU, = 0 and the convolution term also integrates to zero. Upper semicontinuity
then gives

(7.9)

I(y) =0 (y € suppP). (7.10)

No point mass at an individual support point is required.
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7.4 Selection and support control

Suppose A,, > B, for arbitrarily large n. Apply harmonic selection to a, = A, — B, > 0, which
tends to zero. It gives n; 1 oo with a,,; > 0 and nj(an;—1 — an,;)+ — 0. This elementary selection
follows by summing a,_1 — a, > €/n backwards along a hypothetical arbitrarily late run of
positive terms. Writing B,, = Cg — koo/1 + €,/1, €, — 0, we have the exact identity

Roo

n
n(Bn,lan):fn_1 +n_1€n,1*€n*>0.

Hence
Anj > an, nj(Anj,1 — Anj)Jr — 0. (711)

Choose positive penalized maximizing pairs by Lemma 7.2.
Suppress the index j. Put ap, = /n/(n — 1) and let Hy(z,y) denote the Gaussian cancellation

expression

The definition of A, _1, for the same law P, gives

z—y/yn\ _ B(An_1 —0q(P))
G(t—y)—@(\/W)g T .

Together with the exact active value at n, this implies

/Bl(y) < Hn(z7y) + ﬁn(An—l - S)
+ Bn(a, — 1)(Ap—1 — 0q(P)) (7.12)
— (S =0)Us(y) — 01" (7)U5(y)-
All moments in this expression are bounded on the selected sequence. The recursive positive
part tends to zero and n(a, — 1) is bounded. The Gaussian bound from [8, Lemma 4.4] gives
|Hn(2,9)] < ¢olyl?/6 + C(1 + |y|). Choose § < Cg/8. Since S — Cg and |f’| < 1, the cubic

coefficient in the upper bound is at most —S+ 26+ ¢ /6, bounded away from zero on the negative
side. Thus (7.10) forces one common compact support.

By (7.7), dj — 0 and R; — Cg. Extract a W3-convergent subsequence using the common
compact support. The moment-defect equality identifies its limit as the Esseen law or its reflection.
The positive envelope in [8, Corollary 2.4] excludes the reflected law and forces z; — 0: the
reflected envelope has strictly smaller supremum, while the positive-skew envelope has unique
maximum at zero. Thus

Pj—>PEiDW3, Zj—>0.

Write pp = (4—+v'10)/2, gp = 1—pE, 0 = \/PEqE; aE = PE/0E, bE = qE/0E, hg = ap+bE,
and Mg = qg — pg. For any convergent support sequence y; — y, take upper limits in (7.12),
using contact. The recursive positive part vanishes, ¢; — 0, and n(a, — 1) — 1/2. We obtain

0 <V(y)+0wg(y), (7.13)

where

%o

3
Viy) = g(yg — 3y) — Cgly]® + §CE5Ey2 + 3Cg Mgy

and wg is the exact defect polynomial at vyg. Indeed the additional term is Ugg(y) —
F'(ve)Uy g(y) = wg(y); this follows either by the defect factorization or by direct expansion.

This perturbation preserves a sufficient support interval for small fixed 6. With ¢, = 3+ /10,
the identities c, Mp = 1 and ¢, = V10/0E give
<Z50
V(y) = ——v* {(c. —sgny)ly| — 3c.0r} -
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Its nonzero roots are —v/10ag/2 and v/10bg/2. Under v = pp + ogy, they lie strictly inside
[—1/2,3/2]. Therefore V' < 0 on the closed set

O={y:pg+opy ¢ (-1/2,3/2)}.

Also wg > 0 on this set. The ratio —V/wg is continuous there and has positive limits at both

infinities:
Cg — ¢0/6 Cg + ¢0/6
1—f'(ve)’ L+ f'(ve)
Thus v
6, = it W S g (7.14)
veO wg(y)

Choosing 6 < 0, makes (7.13) impossible on O.

It remains to separate distinct support limits. The bounded polynomial terms in (7.9) give,
uniformly on the support,

Gj(t; —v) = Fy, p,(t;) — d(z;)v/yn; + O(n; ).

Because the unpenalized active values R; tend to Cg, each such residual threshold has the first-
order discrepancy CgfEg at sample size m; = n; — 1. Apply [8, Lemma 2.2] to that convolution,
with uniform jitter of width hg. If J; is its jittered CDF and u; = t; — v;, this gives

hg
Vmi{di(uj+he/2) = Gji(uj)} — 0,  Jj(uj+hg/2)—Gj(u;) = hlE/O [Gj(uj+5)—Gj(uy)] ds.

Consequently, for £; — £ € (0, hg), monotonicity gives ,/m;[G;(u; + £;) — Gj(u;)] — 0. Two
support limits z < y with y —z < hg would contradict this: subtracting their contact expansions
makes the same increment tend to ¢o(y — x) > 0. Distinct support limits are therefore separated
by at least hg.

In the coordinate v = pg + ogy, all support limits lie in (—1/2,3/2) and are separated by at
least one. Weak convergence supplies the limits zero and one. No other support limit is possible.
The common compact support now gives

sup dist(z,{—ag,br}) — 0. (7.15)
x€supp Pj

7.5 Absorption of the penalty

We record the local estimate that connects the moment defect to the conditional noise. Suppose
Y=B,+U,E({U | B,) =0, |U| <e¢, with p in a fixed sufficiently small compact interval about
pp. Put s = EU%, v = p(1 — p) and 7 = p? + (1 — p)?. For sufficiently small fixed &, the signs of
Y — p on the two clusters are fixed, so

EY =p, VarY =v+s, [E|Y —p|3 —or| <Cs, |EY —p)3 —v(1 —=2p)| < Cs.

The two last bounds follow by cubic expansion, conditional centering, and E|U|? < es. Since v is
bounded away from zero, standardization and |f’| < 1 give a constant K < oo with

0<d(Y) < Ks, q(Y) < Ks. (7.16)

The second inequality uses the standardized bound (YY) > 1.

From (7.15), recenter and rescale the conditional means of the two clusters. This writes an
affine image of P; as Y; = By, + Uj, where p; — pg, E(U; | By,;) = 0 and ||Uj[|oc — 0. Explicitly,
if Z; = pg + opX; and the two cluster radii are J; — 0, their conditional-mean difference lies in
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[1 — 26,1+ 20;] and the resulting noise is bounded by 26;/(1 — 2§;). Affine invariance and (7.7)
give Ry, (Y;) — Cg. Lemma 3.5 of [8] therefore gives \; = njEsz — 0.

The proof of [8, Lemma 3.3, equation (38)] supplies fixed k& > 0, A\g > 0, g9 > 0 and a
sample-size threshold such that

R.(B, +U) < R,(B,) — knEU? (7.17)

whenever its local hypotheses hold and nEU? < \g. Indeed its loss is min{coA/\/CoX + €2, 1m0},
which is at least kX on [0, \o] for k& = min{co//CoXo +£3,m0/Xo} > 0. Shrink £ and the
parameter interval as necessary for (7.16). All these hypotheses hold eventually along the selected
sequence. Combining the two estimates gives

Ap, = Jn,;(Y)) < Ry, (By,) — (knj — 0K)EU? < B,

for all sufficiently large j, contradicting (7.11).
Choose once and for all

0 < 0 <min{u,Cg — hy,Cg/8,0.}.

Every restriction used above is then satisfied. We have proved A,, = B,, for all sufficiently large
n, which is (7.1). In particular C,, = B, and d = 0 for any maximizing law. A binary maximizer
exists: its score is continuous in p, tends to zero at p = 0,1, and has a positive interior maximum.
Schulz’s strict inequality [6] gives B,, < Cg for each fixed n. The two-point expansion proves the
last assertion of Theorem 7.1.

Finally increase N so that B, > (Cg + h«)/2 for n > N. When § < D, (7.1) gives a loss at
least 6d/D. When 3 > D, (7.3) gives a loss at least (Cg — hy)/2. Thus (7.2) holds with

a =min{f/D, (Cg — h«)/2} > 0.

This completes the proof.

7.6 An explicit choice of constants

We verify the constants stated in Theorem 7.1. In this section write s = +/10. The elementary
bounds 79/25 < s < 16/5 and m < 22/7 give

76769 S 2
187500 = 5°

Indeed 44 - 997% < 7 -2500% and (3 + s)/6 > 77/75. Since h, = 3785419/9250000, subtraction
yields

¢o > 997/2500 > 1/3,  Cg >

1111 1 20s — 63 1 1

— h* 5 - ) 9N
Cp—he> w000 ~ 50000 M=% 10 T isoer /87

20
It remains to bound (7.14). Put p = pg, ¢ = qg and 0 = og. The moduli of the nonzero roots
of V are {_ = sag/2 and {4 = sbg/2. On the negative component of O, |y| > (p+1/2)/o > 1
and
b s p 47
ly = 2p+1/2 "5 "8
On the positive component, y > (¢ + 1/2)/o > 1 and, since g < 3/5,

L s gq 48 7
— < = < =< =
y ~ 2q+1/2 55 8

The factorization of V', together with ¢, — sgny > 5, now gives

5 3
—V(y) > mlyl (y € 0).
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For S = \/’yfg + 4 > 2, the exact defect polynomial is

12> 6ypy +4
wE(y) = ‘y|3 - f/(’)/E)yg - Sg 53 .
E E

Its two zeros are outside O. Using |f'| < 1, |vg| < Sg and |y| > 1 gives there
0 <wp(y) <2yl + 3yl + 3 < 4lyP.
Consequently 6, > 5/576. All four restrictions on 6 hold for § = 1/10000, and
min{6/D, (Cg — h.)/2} = 60/D = 1/18500.

This makes the coefficients explicit, but not the sample-size threshold.

7.7 Cubic transport stability

Lemma 7.3. If (P) < 37/20, then
W3(P,Q-)* < 1400d(P). (7.18)

Proof. Let S = /72 4+4, a = (S —7)/2, b = (S+7)/2, m = min(a,b), M = max(a,b), and
A = 83/(4m?). Round X by sign to Y € {—a,b}. The defect factorization in Part I is

2 2
wy (@) = G (@ = b2+ (a+3b)a} (x> 0),
with a,b interchanged on the negative half-line; Ew,(X) = d. Since ab = 1, M > 1 and
a+3b> 2\/5,

r+b
- < M/2 > 0).
2+ (a+3b)x — / (z>0)

The same bound holds on the other half-line. Consequently
E|X —Y|? < AMd.

To correct the mass of Y, use the cubic H(z) = 3t — 2t3, t = (x4 a)/S. Moment matching gives
EH(X) = a/S. Direct factorization yields

35
‘1{120} - H(CIZ)‘ < mwy(x).

For example, on z > 0 the ratio is (2z + 3a + b)/(2a{(a + 3b)x + 2}), bounded by 35/(4m?);
the negative half-line is symmetric. Thus the mass correction needed to turn Y into @, is at
most 35d/(4m?). Move exactly that mass between the two nodes and call the corrected variable
Yp. Gluing the coupling gives

EY —Yo|? <35Ad, E|X — Yy|> < 4A(M + 35)d.
Here |y| < 5 < 37/20 implies S < 11/4, M < 5/2, m > 2/5, and A < 33275/1024. Therefore

1430825

1400.
1024 < 1400

4A(M +3S) <

Taking the infimum over couplings proves (7.18). O
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Corollary 7.4. There is N < oo such that, for every n > N and every standardized law P with
finite third absolute moment, if 6 = C,, — R,(P) < 1/10000, then

B(P) < 37/20,  d(P) < 185008,  Wa(P,Qy(p))* < 259000000.

In particular Ws(P, Q,y(p)) < 30063, No bounded-support or fourth-moment hypothesis is
mmposed.

Proof. Increase N so that B,, > (Cg + h.)/2. Equation (7.3) excludes 8 > 37/20 when
0 < 1/10000, since (Cg — hy)/2 > 1/10000. Then (7.1) gives d < 185004; apply Lemma 7.3 and
1400 - 18500 = 25900000 < 3003. O

The comparison law in this statement is the matching two-point law, not necessarily the
optimizing Bernoulli parameter at that n. The conclusion controls moment-weighted transport,
not the Hausdorff distance of supports. An arbitrarily small remote atom prevents such a
support-distance statement. Only the threshold N remains qualitative; the inequality for every
sample size remains open.

7.8 Sharpness of the stability exponents

Let Q2 be the class of probability laws supported on at most two points. The exponent 1/3
cannot be increased, even if the comparison law is freely chosen in Q.

Theorem 7.5. For each fized sufficiently large n, there are standardized three-point laws P,
with uniformly bounded supports, such that as e | 0,

d(P.) < e, Cpn— R,y (P.) < ¢,
inf Ws(P-, Q) < &'/,
onf Ws(P, Q) = e

The comparison constants may depend on n. Thus neither the linear defect loss nor the cubic
transport exponent admits a stronger power uniformly near the mazximizing class, even at one
such fized index.

Proof. Fix a standardized binary maximizer () at n and a point y outside its two-point support.
Let P. be the standardization of
Ze ~ (1 —6)Q + €dy.

After reflecting Q and y together if necessary, ) has an active positive closed threshold tg for its
unnormalized sum. A negative active left limit becomes precisely such a threshold under reflection.
At the same raw threshold tg, the distribution functions of the n-fold sums of Z. and @ differ by
at most ne. Writing m. = ey and 02 = 1 + £(y? — 1) — €22, the corresponding standardized
threshold is (tg — nme)/o.. It changes the normal term by O,(¢), and 3(P.) = 8(Q) + O(e).
Evaluating the signed score there gives

R, (P.) > C,, — Oy(e).
The moment derivatives used in (7.9), at a two-point equality law, give

d(P:) = ewy ) (y) + 0(e?), wa()(y) > 0.

Equation (7.1) supplies the matching positive lower bound for C,, — R, (F:).

The three support points of P. have a common positive separation, and each has mass at
least € for small €. Choose disjoint balls of a fixed radius » > 0 around these points. Any
law in Qo omits at least one of the balls; every coupling therefore has cubic cost at least r3¢.
Conversely, the cap estimate gives 5(Q) < 37/20 for large n, and hence 5(P:) < 37/20 for small
. Lemma 7.3, with the matching law Q. (p.), gives a cubic cost O(e). This proves all three
comparisons. ]
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8 The oscillatory second-order correction

8.1 Set-up and statement

Let 0 <p<1/2,¢q=1—p, and let @, be the standardized two-point law which takes the values

\V/q/p and —\/p/q with probabilities p and ¢. If K ~ Bin(n, p), then

szl—i_.“—l_an:K_np p(p):]?2+q2
Vn N VPq

For an integer k, put
n==k— np, By, p(k) =P{K <k},

and define the normalized positive right-edge score

Sulp,m) = ﬁ) {Bn,p<k> o (%Lq) } |

The notation presupposes that k = np + n is an integer.

Set
¢o = (2m)7V2,  D=p’+
2—p
G(p) = ¢037Da
and
F(p,n) = — %o {270q772 +45(p* — Tp + 5)n + p* + 21p* — 69p + 46} .
540pq D
The first-order constants from Section 5 are
4—+/10 20 + /10 V10 + 3
Px = —F7—, Ne = (%5 C’E = G(p*) = T =
2 72 6v/2m
o 867 + 287+/10 F V= x
T T 05020028 P Tl oo
The new constants are
Ho— o 653866157 + 21175971110
o0 25395793920 ’
1483 + 4631/10
Fp,* = 8pF(P*777*) = _¢0W7
19v/1
G;/ = G//(p*) - _¢O6O +159\/>07
5 . P _ 101039710
0T g T 12960 '
1 60 4+ 19/10
Ay = —-G" = pg——"—
2 2G* d)O 30 5
2, 3183580225 + 1028276063+/10
Ko = —H, + 2= = ¢y .
26 126978969600

Numerically,

dp = —0.0189370548678122. . .,
ko = 0.0202183334057192. . .,
Ay = 1.59687652610925 . . .,

G = —3.19375305221850. . . .
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Theorem 8.1 (second-order lattice oscillation). Let Cf)(n) be the optimal fized-n Berry-Esseen
constant restricted to standardized two-point laws, with the normalization of Section 5. Define

wy, = dist (nps + 1« + 00, Z) € [0,1/2]. (8.12)
Then
N Koo 1 _
CH(n) = Cg — T3 {Kko + Asw?} + o(n?). (8.13)

The o(n=2) term is uniform over the compact local parameter family associated with the finitely
many central-edge types retained by Schulz’s localization theorem.

Because As > 0 and kg > 0, the second correction is always strictly negative. It varies
between approximately —0.0202/n? and —0.4194/n?.
8.2 The fifth-order central saddle

The main calculation is a one-order extension of the incomplete-beta saddle in the second note.

Lemma 8.2 (uniform fifth-order saddle). Fiz a compact interval U € (0,1) and M < oo.
Uniformly for p € U, |n| < M, and integers k = np + 1,

F(p, H(p, _
Su(pn) = G(p) + T TPy o), (8.14)
where p
. 0
and

P(p,n) = 1260(4 — 5p)n* + 420(25p* — 55p + 28)1°
+ 1260(—p> + 14p? — 21p + 9)n?
+ 21(5p* — 70p> + 355p? — 470p + 189)n
+ 5(25p° — 52p* — 17p% + 88p? — 115p + 46). (8.16)
One may replace the little-oh in (8.14) by Oy pr(n~181/80).
Proof. Write e = n~%/2 and r = v/Pq. The incomplete-beta identity is
B f()q tn—k—l(l _ t)k dt
Jy k=11 — )k dt’

With t = g+ ery, A =p/r and B = ¢q/r, the common multiplicative constant cancels and the
logarithm of the remaining density is
L(y) = (ng —n —1)log(1 4+ cAy) + (np + n)log(1 — By). (8.17)

Expanding the logarithms gives

2 . . .
Liy) == +>d60). 4 =y + iy, (8.18)
Jj=1

where

q(—l)j+3AJ+2 _ ij+2 g —(n+ 1)(_1)j+1Aj — UBj

C; = - 5
! j+2 ! J
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Define £y = 1 and

1 o~ .
Ep = — ijjEm_j. (8.19)
j=1
Then
exp Zejéj ~ Z eMEpn,.
i>1 m>0
Since £;(—y) = (—1)7¢;(y), recursion (8.19) gives Ey,(—y) = (—1)™En(y).
For a uniform remainder, restrict first to |y| < R. := ¢~ /40, On U and for bounded 7,

Taylor’s formula for the two logarithms gives the uniform remainder
Oy, M(56R§)

after /5. The part omitted after total e-degree five in the exponential is
Ou.(e°R®).

After integration over the central interval this is, conservatively,

Ou(°RL) = Oy (e21/%0) = o(&%).

Here is a uniform tail justification. Put

a = min{inf U,1 —supU} > 0, t=q+ery.

On the beta integration interval 0 < ¢t < 1, exact differentiation of (8.17) gives

2 2
L"(y) — _pq { q—¢ t(277 +1) X ?;L_st)z } . (8.20)

For all sufficiently small e, the two coefficients in braces are at least /2. Since t 72+ (1—t)72 > 8
and pg > o2, it follows that
L' (y) < —4a® =: —cy

throughout the whole beta interval. Moreover, cancellation of the ¢! terms gives
L'(0) = —e{(n + DA +nB} = Ovu(e).
If yo is the unique maximizer of L, then |yo| = Oy m(e) and

L(y) < Ouni(&?) = -y = o)

Consequently the beta tails outside [— R, R.] are Oy p(exp(—cyR?/8)), hence smaller than
every power of €. The polynomials Ey, ..., E5 have uniformly bounded coefficients and degree at
most 15, so their Gaussian tails satisfy the same conclusion. Thus the exact denominator and
numerator have the expansions

D = Do+ e?Dy +*Dy + oy (€°), (8.21)

1
N = §(D0 + €2D2 + €4D4) +eA + €3A3 + 85_/45 + OU,M(55)7 (8.22)

where

0
D= [ PB b Aw= [ eFPE @A Do=Vor
R —00
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Put §; = D;/Dy. Division of (8.22) by (8.21) yields

1
By p(k) = 5 + pocA1 + ¢0€3(A3 — A1d9)
+ o’ {As — A3y + A1(03 — 84)} + oua (€7). (8.23)

Here Ay, Az, A5 denote the raw half-Gaussian integrals above; the factor Dy b= ¢ is displayed
explicitly.
The normal cdf contributes

n5€5

407

e
673

1 €
P(ne/r) = 5T ¢0n7 — o + 9o +Ounm(e"). (8.24)
The coefficients of ¢ and &® reproduce (8.2) and (8.3). For the next coefficient, set Z, = rJ¢; and

E,=r"E,. If
~ 0 o 2/2 ~ ~ 1 _ 2/2 d
Ap = eV En(y) dy, om = = [ eV /" En(y)dy,
oo Dy Jr

then exact Gaussian integration gives the coefficient ledger in Appendix B. In particular,

H(p,n) _ g5 - 2352 + El(% - 54) - 775/40
b0 Dr4 .

(8.25)

Substitution simplifies exactly to (8.15)—(8.16). Notice that the apparent fifth power of 7 cancels
identically.
The raw quotient error is O(221/40). Dividing by p(p)e, with p uniformly bounded away

from zero on U, gives O(£!81/40) = O(n~181/80). This proves the lemma. O

8.3 Optimization with the integer node retained

For later use define

(p) = P -Tp+5
Completing the square in (8.3) gives the exact identity
Flp.n) = F(p.mo(v)) ~ 575050~ mo(p))> (8.26)
2p3/2¢"2p(p)

In particular, 79(ps) = 7.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. The binomial localization theorem used in the second note reduces the
global two-point supremum, up to alternatives separated by a fixed gap from CE, to the four
central jump edges. Reflection and the strict gaps in their leading coefficients leave only positive
right edges with p in a fixed neighborhood of p.. Their lattice coordinate satisfies |n| < 1.
Lemma 8.2 is therefore uniform over every candidate that can be asymptotically optimal.

For the lower bound, let k,, be an integer nearest to

and put
kn — T«

Pn = .
n

Then k,, = np, + 1, and
Up = n(pn - p*) = kn - (np* + 77*)
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Taylor expansion in Lemma 8.2 gives
K 1 1

By (8.9)-(8.11),
1
H,+ Fy.u+ 5G;’uQ = —kg — Ao(u — 5p)% (8.28)

The choice of k,, makes |u,, — 09| = wy, proving the lower bound in (8.13).

For the upper bound, choose a central right-edge candidate within o(n~?2) of g (n) and denote
its parameters by pn,7n, kn. The preceding lower bound and the strict quadratic maximum of G
first give

Pn —Px = O(n_l/z)'
Using the F/n term and the exact concavity in (8.26) improves this to
Pn — Px = O(n_l)v M — T = O(n_l/Q)' (8'29)

Indeed, comparison with the lower bound gives, for fixed positive ¢, b and some C,

C — + —,
(Pn — s 2

and then " c
2
— _ < _.
n{nn nO(pn)} S2
Put
Un, = n(pn — Px), dn = kn — (nps +14).

By (8.29), u,, and d,, are bounded and d,, — u, = n, — 7« = 0(1). Applying Lemma 8.2, using
(8.26) to discard its nonpositive square, and expanding at p, gives

o 1 1 _
Co(n) < Cg — % + o {H* + Fpupn + 2G;’ui} + o(n™?)

Koo 1 _
= CE — 7 — ﬁ {Hg =+ Ag(dn — 50)2} + O(TL 2).
Since dy, € Z — (nps« + 1) and G < 0,

—kg — Ag(dy — 50)2 < —K9 — Agw%.

This proves the matching upper bound. O

8.4 The full optimal constants

Corollary 8.3. With the constants in (8.5), (8.9), (8.10) and (8.11), put
wy, = dist(nps + n« + 9o, Z).

Then Ao?
K Ko + Aow _
Cn:CE_ﬁ_Qifn_‘_o(n 2).
n n
The complete set of subsequential limits of n?(Cy, — Cg + Koo /n) is
Az
—Kg — —, —Ka| .
27 TR
In particular this sequence has no limit, and eventually
K K2
C,<Cp——=2-_=.
n= R T o2

Proof. Theorem 7.1 gives Cp, = C¢) (n) for all sufficiently large n. Substitute this equality into
Theorem 8.1. Irrationality of p, makes np. + n. + dg dense modulo one; consequently the limit set
of w? is [0,1/4]. Finally Asw?2 > 0 and k2 > 0 absorb the o(n~?) remainder into xy/(2n?). O

92



9 Proper convolution roots at every index

For a probability law P with mean zero, variance one and finite third absolute moment, set

vn “n
sup | P —00,v/nz]) — ®(z)|.
By S 1P ) - @)
Write Ty (Q) for the law of k~1/2(X 4 - - -+ X}), where the X; are independent with standardized
common law @. Recall

3410

Cp=——+.
T 6van
Theorem 9.1. Suppose P = Ty (Q) for an integer k > 2. Then, for every n > 1,

fQ) J;(Olfiml) < % < Cg. (9.1)

The conclusion applies whenever P is a standardized nonzero affine image of a sum of k iid
nondegenerate random variables. Finiteness of the third absolute moment of P suffices; no
moment assumption on the root is needed separately.

B(P) = / 4 P(dz),  Ra(P) =

Rn(P) < 0.3031

The only Berry-Esseen estimate used below is Shevtsova’s structural bound [7], in the
normalization recorded in [8, Eq. (6)]:

R;(Q) < 0.3031 <1 + %E’é?) , j>1 (9.2)

All terminating decimals denote exact rational constants.

Lemma 9.2. Let A, B be independent centered real random variables with finite third absolute
moments. Put u=E|A| and v=E|B|. If u+v >0, then

3ulv?

utv

E|A + B> —E|A]? —E|B|® > (9.3)

Proof. Define

g(z,y) = |z +yl* ol — |y’ - 3zlzly — 3yly|a.
This is zero for zy > 0. For opposite signs, put a = max{|z|, |y|} and b = min{|z|, |y|}. Then
6a2b?
=20°(3a —b) > ——
9(,y) (3a—b) = ——.

since the difference multiplied by a + b is 2b3(2a — b) > 0. The mixed expectations in g(A, B)
vanish. With D = {AB < 0}, centering and independence give

uv U v U+ v
E|ABlip] = %, E[(A|+|B)lp] = SE(B#0)+ JE(A£0) < "1
For uv > 0, Cauchy—Schwarz yields
(E[|AB|1p])*  _ 3u2v?
Eg(A,B) > 6 > .
94 B) 2 O 1B ] = uro
The case uv = 0 is immediate. O

Lemma 9.3. For iid standardized X; with = E|X1|?> < oo, put My = E| X1 +--- + X|>. Then

3(k—1)

>
Mk_k/B+ 2/@3 ;

k> 1. (9.4)
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Proof. Let m = E|X;]|. Cauchy—Schwarz gives m/3 > 1. Conditional Jensen gives E|X; + -+ +

Xj| > m. For u > m,
2

3u’m 3 3
> —m”°.
u+m 2
Apply Lemma 9.2 to the partial sum and the next independent summand. Every increment
M1 — M; — B is at least 3m?/2 > 3/(2%). Summation proves the claim. O
Proof of Theorem 9.1. First consider a possibly unnormalized iid root Y1, ..., Y; whose sum S has

a finite third absolute moment. Put 7' = Y5+ - - +Y} and choose L < oo with r =P(|T| < L) > 0.
Independence and Tonelli give

rEVA|? = E[[V1[*1pi<py] < 4E[S]? + 4L < oc.

Thus the root has finite mean and variance. Its variance is positive, and centering, rescaling and,
if needed, reflection give P = Ty (Q).
Write 8 = 8(Q). Grouping nk iid root summands into n blocks gives the exact identities

My,

’B(P):W’

Ry (P) = ——Rnk(Q)- (9-5)
Equations (9.2) and (9.4) give the first inequality in (9.1). Since 3(k — 1)/(2k) > 3/4, it remains

to bound
5+ 0.646

B+3/(48%)

This is less than 0.39 for every 5 > 0: after multiplying by the denominator, the assertion is

0.3031

0.08693 + 0.29253% > 0.1958026.

Indeed,
0.08693 + 0.2925573 > 35 + 2 >4 _2 B > — > 0.1958026
' ' 35 783 T \7-358 57 7 '
The penultimate comparison is equivalent to 320000 > 300125. Finally /10 > 79/25 and
T < 22/7 give Cg > 76769/187500 > 2/5 > 39/100. O

Corollary 9.4. For P =Ti(Q) and every n > 1,

0.1958026
VEB(P)

If P is infinitely divisible, then R,(P) < 0.3031 for every n > 1.

R,(P) < 0.3031 + (9.6)

Proof. The weaker inequality M}, > k3(Q) implies 5(Q) < vk B(P). Use (9.2) in (9.5) to obtain
(9.6). Infinite divisibility provides a root for every k. The preceding moment argument applies
to each root; P and n remain fixed. Let k£ — oc. O
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Part 11
Effective bounds and finite certificates

10 The result and the organizing ideas

Let P be the probability laws on R with mean zero, variance one and finite third absolute moment
p(P) = Ep|X|3. For iid variables with law P, set S, = X1 +--- + X,, and

Cn(P) = p\(/]?) IS{Lé% PI’Dr(Sn < H)-®(H/n)|, C, = 183217)) Cr(P).

Here H is a raw sum threshold, ® is the standard normal CDF, and ¢ = ®'. All terminating
decimals in the proof are exact rationals.

Theorem 10.1. For every integer n > 49,

3 4+ /10
C,<Cp  Cp=>1Y""
E B evan

The argument is easiest to read as three ideas.

1. A first failure is easier than an arbitrary large index. Once the case n = 49 is proved, the
first later failure has a good predecessor. Smoothing that predecessor automatically bounds
its excess by .29/n. This supplies the hypotheses of a local exclusion, so the same argument
proves the entire infinite tail.

2. Spend one budget only once. At an extremizer, excess score, threshold displacement, nonbinary
defect and probability leaking into a support gap are nonnegative terms of one exact identity.
Moment, support and concentration estimates refine that common budget. They do not
choose a different law for each term. The many numerical passes are instances of one enclosure
theorem.

3. Compare each noisy law with its own Bernoulli law. Writing Y = B+ U with E(U | B) =0
gives a count and a centered error. One exact score identity and two tail estimates cover every
noise and phase regime. Positive noise lowers the signed score; zero noise is already Bernoulli.
Schulz’s theorem treats every 0 < p < 1, so no finite binomial subproblem is needed.

Section 12 proves the global implication from explicit finite and local propositions. The
remaining sections prove those propositions and specify their exact arithmetic. This order
separates the short mathematical mechanism from the estimates needed to certify its numerical
hypotheses. The proof does not invoke any earlier project cutoff, an eventual-tail theorem, or
monotonicity of C,.

10.1 External inputs
Shevtsova’s finite iid estimates [7] give, in this normalization,

Cr(P) < min{.469, .3322(1+ .429/p), .3031(1 + .646/p)}. (10.1)
The elementary numerical enclosures used below are

3988 < ¢(0) < 4, 4095 < Cp < .40974, 3.162277660 < v10 < 3.162277661.

Their rational checks are part of the arithmetic kernel. In particular, a law attaining C,, > Cg
has 1 < p < 1.85 before any higher-moment or bounded-support assumption is made.

95



Schulz’s Theorem 1 [6], for every n > 1 and 0 < p < 1, states

sup
zeR

Pr(K <z)—® (M) | < CE{pi;fl__p];)Q}, K ~Bin(n,p).  (10.2)

Thus every standardized Bernoulli law has score strictly below Cg. The restriction p € [1/3,2/3]
belongs to a sharper envelope in that work; it is not a restriction of (10.2).

From He-Cheng [8] we use the finite contact identity (Lemma 4.3) and the finite Gaussian
bound (Appendix A.1, (70)). Both are stated at their point of use. The fixed-index attainment
argument, including the equality case C,, = C'g, is proved next. All remaining analytic reductions
in this manuscript are proved here.

11 Fixed-index extremizers and the contact interface

11.1 Attainment, including the critical value

Lemma 11.1. For every fitedn > 1, 0 < Cp, < +/n, and a law P € P and threshold H attain
Cy as a positive closed discrepancy.

Proof. A negative closed discrepancy reflects into a positive strict discrepancy. Approach that
threshold from below; continuity of ® gives the same supremum using positive closed discrepancies.
Since p > 1, C,, < /n; the symmetric binary law at H = n gives positivity. Choose positive
scores 1; — Cy, with r; > ¢ > 0. Then p; < \/n/c =: M. Tightness gives a subsequence P; = P,
and we may also assume p; — b. The estimates

/ z?dP; < M/A, / lz|dP; < M/A?
|z|>A |z|>A

preserve the first two moments under weak convergence. Lower semicontinuity gives p(P) < b,
so P € P. Chebyshev’s inequality on a negative threshold, and the Gaussian upper tail on a
positive threshold, give |H;| < n3/4/\/c. Pass to H; — H. Since n is fixed, weak convergence of
products and the continuous sum map give P;™ = P*". For every € > 0, eventually H; < H +¢;
closed-set Portmanteau followed by ¢ | 0 gives

Consequently C,, > C,b/p(P) > C,. Equality proves attainment and p(P) = b. Thus third-
moment convergence is a conclusion of extremality, not an unjustified uniform-integrability
assumption. This proof includes C,, = Cg; the strict-violation version is Lemma 4.1 of [8]. [

11.2 Contact at every support point

For n > 2, fix an attaining pair (P, H), and write
C=C, F=F,p(H), z=H/Vvn, p=EX] ~+=EX° B=E[X|X|.
Here f3 is a signed second moment; it is not the third absolute moment denoted by (3 in [8].

Lemma 11.2 (Contact). Define

pI(y) = n**{Fy 1 p(H —y) — F} + nyo(2) + $H(2)(y* — 1)
+3Cp(y* = 1) = C{lyl’ — p — 3y8}. (11.1)
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Then I <0 on R and I =0 on the full closed support of P. The support is compact. Equivalently,
forv=L(H— Su_1), v([y,)) < q(y), with equality on supp P, where
na(y) = nF + 5{z6(2) + Cp/v/n} = (Vng(2) + 3CB/Vn)y

— 3{26(2) + 3Cp/V/n}y* + Cly*/v/n. (11.2)
Proof. The finite contact identity is Lemma 4.3 of [8], applicable to any attained positive
maximum. It differentiates the contamination (1 — ¢)P + €4, while keeping the raw event fixed.
Its hypotheses therefore include the critical value treated above. Rearrangement gives (11.2).
Finally, pI(y) < —Cly|> + O(y?) at this fixed pair, since the CDF term is bounded and C' > 0.

Equality on the support excludes both sufficiently distant rays. No uniform radius is claimed
yet. O

The pointwise equality controls even a support point carrying arbitrarily little mass. This is
why weak closeness to a binary law will not be the last step of the proof.

12 A finite base and a first-failure induction

Put a, = C,, — Cg and 6,, = n(C,—1 — Cy,)+. Different indices may have different extremizers.
This section uses only their scalar suprema.

12.1 A support-free smoothing estimate

Lemma 12.1. For every integer n > 2,

n N4D .08y/n
< 4/ — _ .
Cn < \/n—lC" 1+15(n_1)3/2+(n_1)2

No bounded-support or mazximizing-law assumption is required.

Proof. Fix any mean-zero, variance-one iid law with finite p = E|X|> > 1, and let v = n — 1.
Conditional on the last summand, the defining bound at index v gives

[B(S,, < H) — ES((H - X)/v/0)| < Coo1p/ V.

Write F,(t) = ®(t/y/v). Taylor’s theorem through degree two, using the actual mean and
variance, gives

1 9(0)p P
|EF,(H — X)— F,(H) — 3F)(H)| < 6032 < T5g3"
Here [|¢”||co = ¢(0) < .4. Indeed ¢"(z) = (2% — 1)¢(2); on 2% < 1 the assertion is immediate, and
on z2 > 1 the maximum relative factor is 2¢=3/2 < 1. This globally bounded remainder needs

only the third absolute moment.

The heat identity 9,F, = F" /2 gives 92F, = F\") /4. Taylor’s theorem in the variance variable
therefore implies

" 08
167 08,
8v v
For the last bound, Gaussian Fourier inversion gives [|¢"|loc < 771 [J° Be/2dt =2/7 < .64.
Combine these estimates, multiply by \/n/p, and use p > 1. The result is uniform in H and in
the law, so taking both suprema proves the lemma. The bound covers closed events and their

left limits by the same uniform comparison. O

|Fo1(H) — Fy(H) — $F)/(H)| <

All three terms obtained by substituting Cj,—; < .40974 + .7/(n — 1) decrease with n. At
n = 46, rational square-root enclosures therefore give C,, < .432. This is the current-score cap at
a first failure of the .7/n ceiling.
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12.2 The two inputs from the detailed calculation

The resource enclosure and support estimates prove these five supported exclusions. Each row
says that no attained, positively oriented maximizing pair can have all the listed properties:

n |IX|<| C< |na, > | passes

A40 | 40 3.3 469 1.5 )

P41 | 41:49 | 2.9 .469 1.5 6 (12.1)
A45 | 45 3.5 4431 7 12 '
P46 | 46:98 | 3.5 432 .7 13

A46 | 46 3.4 | .42496 | .54 4+3

Every pass preserves the same-law constraints and gives a new upper bound for the nonnegative
defect D. Its final bound is negative. The first two rows use 64 closed cells per pass. A45 and
P46 use 18432; A46 uses four signed passes with 18432 cells, followed by three probability passes
with 96 cells. Section 18 gives its complete additional calculation. The upper endpoints 49 and 98
describe those individual certificates; we only apply them through 45 and 50. These arithmetic
exclusions do not assert an unrestricted ceiling on their own.

The all-index local input is the following precise proposition.

Proposition 12.2 (Local exclusion). For any integer n > 47, the conditions
0<a,<.7/n, 0n < .19, Ch < .4247, Cp—1,Ch_2 < .4253
cannot hold simultaneously.

Proof from the estimates established below. Take the attained positive closed maximum. The all-
threshold support estimate bounds its entire support by 3.84. The resource schedule then acquires
83 probability panels covering p € [.304,.47], together with their moments, signed thresholds,
conditional variances and inward-gap resources. Support and concentration refinements are
applied before the resulting stronger moments are used.

Write the same law as X = (B + U — p) with E(U | B) = 0. If A = nEU? > 0, the complete
local cover of Section 19 gives pp(C — C%(n,p, k)) < —.001\ at an actual nearest count. Schulz’s
all-parameter theorem gives CE < Cg, a contradiction. If A =0, then U = 0 almost surely and
the law is itself Bernoulli; the same published theorem applies directly to its whole Kolmogorov
score. This uses no division by noise or limiting argument.

All entry, support, concentration and comparison estimates are uniform for n > 47. In the
initial arithmetic, the apparent upper endpoint 98 occurs only as .4095 + K /98, and K = 0 for
this application. Its other occurrence checks the calculation floor, not the actual index. Weighted
resources such as nD and nEU? are retained throughout; no unweighted estimate is multiplied
by 47 to cover larger n. The excess assumption .7/n is used in the exterior contact calculation
and is therefore included explicitly. O

12.3 Only six sharp-ceiling indices are needed

We first prove a; < 1.5/j for 40 < j < 45. If it failed at 40, C3g < .469 and Cg > .4095 would
give d40 < .88. The support row (n, K, R, q) = (40, 1.5,3.3,.88) and A40 exclude this. At a first
failure 41 < j <45, §; < 1.5/(j — 1) < 1.5/40. The support row on [41,49] and P41 exclude it.

We now prove
a; <.7/j (45 < j <50). (12.2)

A failure at 45 would give

045 < 45(1.5/44) — .7 < 8341,  Cys5 < .40974 4 1.5/45 < 4431,
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The appropriate support row gives |X| < 3.5 and A45 excludes the law. At a first failure
46 < j <50,0; < .7/(j—1) <.7/45, and smoothing gives C; < .432. The support row on [46, 98]
and P46 again exclude it. This proves (12.2) using no later index.

For 47 < j < 50, it supplies the local score caps because
40974 4 .7/47 < .4247, 40974 + .7/45 < .4253.
We strengthen just one auxiliary index:
ase < .54/46. (12.3)
Indeed, if this failed, the preceding finite ceiling gives
d46 < 46(.7/45) — .54 = 79/450, Cap < 40974 + .7/46 < .42496.

The support row (46,46, .54,3.4,79/450) gives | X| < 3.4. The supported exclusion A46 is now
applicable, a contradiction. This argument uses only the finite ceiling already established.

If ag9 > 0, Proposition 12.2 forces asg > aq9 +.19/49 > 0. Repeat at 48 and 47 to obtain

1 54 35419

Y1 54
>195 22 g . )
446 32437 77 46 ;;7 7 46 254251200

This contradicts (12.3). Thus Ca9 < Cg.

12.4 The infinite tail follows from a least failure
Suppose n > 50 and C),—1 < Cg. With s, = y/n/(n — 1), smoothing gives
na, < Cgn(s, —1) + 53 /154 .08s> /v/n — 1.

Every term on the right decreases with n: in particular n(s, — 1) = s2/(s, + 1), an increasing
function of s,. Since s, < 1.011, v/n —1 > 7 and n(s, — 1) < .51,

50691940857
o < .40974(.51 1.011)3(1/15 + . = <9209 12.4
na, < .40974(.51) + (1.011)*(1/15 + .08/7) 000000000 < 9 (12.4)

If a failure C,, > CE occurs after 49, choose its least index. Then §,, = 0, and (12.4) gives
0<a,<.29/n<.7/nand C, < .40974 + .29/50 < .4247. Its predecessor is below Cg < .4253.
If n = 50, the second predecessor is 48 and (12.2) bounds it by .40974 + .7/48 < .4253. For
n > 51, that predecessor is also below C'r by minimality. Proposition 12.2 now contradicts the
failure. This proves Theorem 10.1.

13 One support estimate, uniform in the threshold

13.1 The scale correction
Write ¢g = ¢(0). For n > 1 put s, = \/n/(n —1) and e, =n(s, —1) —1/2.
Lemma 13.1. For every integer n > 36, one has 0 < e, < .384/n.
Proof. Put x = 1/n and ¢ = .384 = 48/125. Direct expansion gives
(1—2)(142/24 cx®)? =1 =2*{(2c — 3/4) — (¢ + 1/4)x + (* — ¢)z* — P23},

The bracket is decreasing for > 0, since 0 < ¢ < 1. At z = 1/36 its exact rational value
is 823/4050000 > 0. Squaring positive quantities gives s, < 1 + x/2 + ca? for 0 < z < 1/36.
Similarly (1 —z)(1 +2/2)? — 1 = —32%/4 — 23/4 < 0, which gives the lower bound. O
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13.2 A signed Gaussian envelope

Define, for every real H,t and n > 1,
Ho(H, 1) = 0¥ S((H — 1) //n = 1) — ®(H/v/i)} + nto(H/Vm) + L — 1)6(H/ V).
Write v =n —1, s = y/n/v, u = |t|, and

3 4_ a2 5_
A:u 3u, B:u 6u +3, D:u 15u
6 24/v 120w
Lemma 13.2 (Fifth-order identity with a uniform finite remainder). If u > /3, then, with
z=H/\/v,
Hn(H, £u) 2 3 4
Pl = — 241 - 2)9(2) + BOD(2) 7 DIO(z) + R

where the sign of the remainder need not be fixed and
51u’ N 51(3u* —2)  w
1440003/2 960v°/2 8v?’

This statement is uniform over every real H.

IRl < EP)(u) =

Proof. Let Fy,(xz) = ®(z/\/w), with primes denoting x derivatives. The heat identity 0,,F, =
F)//2 and ordinary Taylor’s theorem give, with unlabelled derivatives at (v, H),

Fyp1 = F, + F)/2+ F{ /8 + Ro, [Rol < sup [Pl /48,
weE[v,v+1]

]l = F’—i—F”’/Q—}—F )/8 + Ry, |Ri| < sup ||F |00 /48,
wev,v+1]

F!''y = F'+F¥/2 + R, IRy| < sup  ||F{9]o/8.
we[v,v+1]

Expand F,(H — t) through degree five, with remainder at most UGHF Hoo /720. In

Hn ?2—-1_,

W = FU(H — t) - Fv+1(H) +tFé+1(H) - T v+1(H)7

the first three derivative coefficients cancel. The next three are

t 3 t* —6t2+3 t ot
SR I A Ny () 2~ VO,
(2 6 > vt 24 oo T g T 120/

The remaining absolute value is bounded by

ub 1 u? 1} u
— 4+ =+ sup  [|FV |l + — sup [E|
{720 48" 16 f wepowory] SRIT weowtl] oo

Fourier inversion of the Gaussian, differentiated under its absolutely integrable Fourier transform,

gives
1 o0 k 7?]2/2
[P —| e dy.
0

Integration by parts yields [|¢(® |0 < 8/ < 2.55 and [|¢(9)||oc < 15¢9 < 6. Since Fquj) =

w924 =1) | the displayed remainder becomes 53qu5) (u) after multiplication by n3/2. The three
retained derivative coefficients give the identity. O

Lemma 13.3 (A lower tangent bound for the fourth Gaussian derivative). For every real z,
oW (2) > ¢o(3 — 1522/2).

100



Proof. The same Gaussian Fourier integral gives ¢(¥)(z) = 7! fooo y4e*y2/ 2 cos(yz) dy. Use the
globally valid inequality cosw > 1 — w?/2 inside this integral. Its fourth and sixth Gaussian
moments are 3¢g and 15¢g, respectively. ]

Lemma 13.4 (Uniform signed fifth-order envelope). Suppose v > /3 and A,B,D > 0. If
W =A-15D/2 > 0, put
9B?
T=A-3D+ —.
+ 4w
If T > A/2+4 2B + 3D, then, for every real H and either sign,

Ho(H, £u) < s*{¢oT + EP) (u)}.

Proof. For positive t = u and |z| < 1, divide the retained terms by ¢ and use the preceding
tangent bound to obtain

A—3D —(A—15D/2)2*> +3B|z| < A—3D +9B?/(4W).

Here (1 — 22)¢(z) < (1 — 22)¢g and |¢®)(2)| < 3|z|¢h on this interval. For |z| > 1 the first term
is nonpositive, and the Fourier bounds ||¢®)]|o < 2¢0 and [|¢®*||s < 3¢0 give 2B + 3D. For
negative t = —u, the first term has global upper bound 2e~3/2A¢y < A /2, and the other terms
give (2B + 3D)¢o. The hypothesis on T covers both exterior cases. The inequality 2e~3/2 < 1/2
follows from four positive terms of the exponential series at 3/2. Finally add the uniform
remainder. 0

13.3 Finite bands and the exact support polynomial

For integers 36 < N < L, use the simultaneous endpoint bounds

ut —6u? +3 ud — 15u u’ — 15u
B+ e D+ = —_—, = —
24N —1 120(N — 1) 120(L — 1)
For an infinite index range, set D_ = 0 instead. Put
QBJQr

W,=A—-15D,/2, T,=A-3D_+

The proof of Lemma 13.4 applies uniformly on the whole band if W, > 0 and T\, > A/2+ 2B, +
3D.. In particular the favorable term is frozen at the upper index endpoint, and the adverse
terms at the lower one. No monotonicity of a signed coefficient is assumed.

Let (P, H) be an attained positive closed maximizing pair, standardized to mean zero and
variance one. Write C' = C,, > Cg, p = E|X|3, 3 = E[X|X]|], and d = n(C,,_1 — C},)+. The finite
contact /predecessor bound is

pI(t) < Hn(H,t) + C{—[t|> + 3pt* /2 + 35t + pen} + psnd,

with I = 0 on the entire closed support. Suppose also, for a finite band, that C,, — Cg > K/n,
where K > 0. The published finite cap gives

3031(.646) .3322(.42
¢ = 4095 + K/L < Ch, p<r:min{303(6 6) -3322( 9)}'

c—.3031 > ¢—.3322

For the unrestricted nonnegative case put K = 0, ¢ = .4095. The sign-moment inequality
p > (1+B%)//1— B2 supplies |3] < b whenever (1 +b?)2 > r2(1 —b%) and 0 < b < 1. All these
statements concern the same current law. The lower endpoint cannot replace L in K/L.

When a preceding resource enclosure supplies sharper actual bounds p < r and |3] < b, these
may instead be used in the same polynomials. Their validity is the only extra premise.
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Use rational /2 < N —1 and S? > N/(N — 1). For u = |t| define
Q(u) = —u® + 3ru®/2 + 3bu + .3847/N.

First check @ < 0, before replacing C' by its lower bound c¢. Replace 1/v/N — 1 by 1/¢ in the
adverse remainder and in the term 2B, of the domination gate. Write E, for that rational
remainder. Strict negative contact for every n in the band follows from the polynomial inequality
(u* — 6u? + 3)2
256(N — 1)
The second polynomial gate is W, > 0. The third is

%SS {(A —3D_ )W, + } + SPEW, + {cQ +rSq}W, < 0.

(u* — 6u? 4 3)?
256(N — 1)
This is the cleared-denominator version of the domination hypothesis. The bound on T} is

positive, so the replacement ¢y < .4 and s, < .S both have their correct direction.

{A/2—-3D_ —3D, — 2B }W, + > 0.

The exact kernel tests these polynomials on all adjacent closed intervals of length .05 from
R to 4.5. Positive Bernstein coefficients prove their signs on every point of each cell, including
endpoints. On the rays u > 4.5 use the imported finite bound |H,,(H,t)| < u3/15 + u/5 + 1/2.
The resulting cubic and its first three derivatives are strictly negative at 4.5, as is the coefficient
@ before replacing C' by ¢. This excludes the whole rays. Thus, if d < ¢, actual support is in
(=R, R), including exclusion of arbitrarily small exterior atoms and exterior accumulation points.

13.4 The support rows used in this proof

For the all-index local argument, take K =0, R = 3.84, ¢ = .19 on
[45,49], [50,59], [60,89], [90,134], [135,199], [200, ).

Only indices at least 47 are used. The last row uses D_ = 0; there is no upper index restriction.
The exact checker reconstructs all closed u cells and the two exterior rays. Missing an index
band or the infinite row is an acceptance failure.

The finite base uses five further rows:
[NL] | K | R q
1.513.3 .88

[40, 40]

[41,49] | 1.5 | 2.9 | 1.5/40
[45,45] | .7 | 3.5 | .8341
[46, 98]
[46, 46]

7135 .7/45
54| 3.4 | 79/450

The second and fourth are used only on 41 < n <45 and 46 < n < 50, respectively. Retaining
their originally certified upper endpoints makes their inequalities weaker, so restricting the
application introduces no new arithmetic assertion. These are support implications, not yet
exclusions; the resource calculation supplies the latter.

13.5 One bounded-threshold series

Put ¢ = (—1)%/[2¥k!(2k + 1)], and let (x); denote the rising factorial. Define the following
rational polynomials:

Jj+1
Ck k +1 2 k .
Z - 1/_ J+)1 (H — t)2k+1 _ Cj+1H2]+3
0 (J
N ( )J+ltH2]+2 (_1)jH2j+1(t2 _ 1)
25+ (5 + 1)! 2J+11 '
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In particular,

3t —t3 t* —6t2+ 3 —t5 4+ 1083 — 15¢
H? + oy + * .
4 8 40

Py = (2 — 3t)/6, P =

Fix h > 0, E(z) = (193/71)[*1, and

7(h+r) h(r? 4+ 1)

B, = G E((h+7)%/6) + <h+r + 8> E(h?/8).

Lemma 13.5. For everyn >4, |H| < h and |t| <,

H,/$(0) ZP] /n?| < 47B,/n°.

7=0

Proof. Put z = 1/n. Integration of the Gaussian exponential series gives H,/¢(0) = S(z)/z,
where

Z Ck{ 2k+1( )—k—1/2 _ H2k+1}zk
k>0

e 2 L L (2 —1)e T2,

Its constant coefficient vanishes, and expansion of the binomial factor gives [27T1]S = P;. At
zo = 1/4, the sum obtained by replacing all coefficients by their absolute-value majorants is at
most B,: use (1 —z)~ /2 < 7/6,1/(2k +1) <1, and e < 193/71. The latter bound follows,
for example, by summing the exponential series through degree six and bounding the rest by
a geometric series with ratio 1/8. All products and rearrangements are therefore absolutely
convergent. The discarded terms have degrees at least seven in S, so their sum at 0 < z < zg is
at most (2/z9)"B,. Divide by z to get the result. This proves a finite uniform bound, including
every threshold in the stated interval and every n > 4. O

13.6 A common contact test for radius and strip refinement
Suppose n > 47,0 < C — Cg < .7/n, 6, < .19 and | X| < Ry. A previously acquired row gives
p<r, 0<b<B<b, <1, [H[<h.

Define Q(t) = —[t|3 + 3pt?/2 + 38t and Lp(t) = CgQ(t) + ¢(0)(t> — 3t)/6. For t > 0, upper
polynomials for Lp(t),Q(t) are

(1/15 — .4095)t% 4 1.5(.40974)rt? + (3(.40974)b, — .3988/2)t, —t> + 1.5rt% + 3byt.
For ¢t < 0, write v = |t| and use
(—.3988/6 — .4095)u> + 1.5(.40974)ru® + (.2 — 3(.4095)b))u, —u® + 1.5ru* — 3bju.

These coefficient choices are valid because b; > 0 is checked first. On any closed cell of one sign,
let Ly be an upper bound for the first polynomial and let () ; > 0 bound the positive part of the
second. For j = 1,2, 3, take m; to be the positive part of the largest tensor Bernstein coefficient
of Pj on [—h,h] x J. For j = 4,5, the absolute monomial bound _, , |[H*) P;|h* RY suffices,
where R; = maxyc s |t|. The support contact is then bounded above by

5
7Q m; 4"Bg .384(.425)
Ly+—224+ 4 — J 1 = 47/46. 13.1
I s ;4W+ oo |t (198 . S >./47/46.  (13.1)
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Indeed substitute the finite series in contact, split C = Cg + (C — Cg), and use C < .40974 +
.7/47 < .425. Every error retained in (13.1) is nonnegative and decreases with n. A strictly
negative rational result therefore excludes the entire cell for every integer n > 47, including
atoms and accumulation points.

For a coordinate strip, conditional centering gives

X=UY -p), L=V1-0)/(p(1-p), B=01-0)1~2p)+r s <0.

If p € [pi,pu) C (0,1/2) and 6 < O, put £, < /(1 —0)/(pu(1 —py)). The forbidden strip
Y ¢ (—.55,1.55) maps into

X < —l(p+.55), X >4(1.55 = py).

Apply (13.1) between these thresholds and +Ry. An interval beyond the known radius is empty;
an equal endpoint is a singleton that is still checked. If only an upper 8 bound is given, use
by =(1-0)(1—2p,) — O, after checking its nonnegativity.

The selected consequences used in the resource schedule are:

input rows prior radius ‘ conclusion ‘ closed cells
10 central preparation rows 3.84 |X| <25 1080
45 central rows 2.5 -5 <Y < 1.55 1431
38 left rows 2.7 -85 <Y < 1.55 3073

The respective largest contact bounds are below —.084, —.097 and —.01658. These implications
acquire no row by themselves: each is used only after its input row is proved by the preceding
resource step. The left radii are applications of the all-threshold support polynomial, with
(N,L,K,q) = (47,00,0,.19) and the actual moment caps

(r,b, R) = (1.390,.430,3),  (1.2563,.3926,2.7).

Thus the same heat proof supplies the initial radius, both left contractions, and the five finite-base
rows. The bounded-threshold series supplies the central contraction and both coordinate strips.

14 Entry as a resource enclosure

The entry calculation has one job: turn an attained extremizer into a short list of simultaneous
hypotheses for the local comparison. Its many successive tables are applications of one enclosure
principle. A table is a cover of possible laws; a refinement intersects that cover with newly proved
inequalities. There is no assertion that an iteration converges, and no improved bound is used to
justify itself.
Throughout, X has mean zero and variance one, n > N, and H is the raw sum threshold.
Put )
p=EIXP, B=EX|X|, v=EX’ M;=EXV,

34+ /10
C=C, e=C—-Cp>0  Cp=>2tY_"
° e B e

The input is an attained positive closed maximum, together with the contact inequality stated
below, an actual support bound, and an independently established score cap. The global proof
supplies these inputs. A conditional upper bound on moments is never used to acquire the
support needed to define those moments.
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14.1 The conserved quantity

Write 7(t) = E[X1x>]. It is nonnegative, [ 7 =1, and 2 [ |t|7(¢) dt = p. On each bounded gap
g = (a,b) of the closed support it has the constant value 7,. Define

b
J:ZTg(b_a)Qa J1=ZT9/ (t —a)tdt,
g g a
b
J2=ZTQ/(t—a)t\t\dt, D=B+o)p—~—3J, o = V10,
g a

L- ng /W))(t — a)v(dt), V= L(H - Sp_1).

The half-open convention includes the lower endpoint with weight zero and excludes the upper
endpoint. In particular it treats atoms without an implicit midpoint convention. Bounded
support makes all sums absolutely convergent. The gap calculation below proves D > 0; clearly
L>0.

Put ¢ = ¢(H/\/n) and
Ky =E[X|X "] - 38— 3pv,
Kq= Ms/4—pMy/2 — 3By +p/2, U=J+(My—3)/6.
The exact remainder identity is
nep +nCep(l —e™™) +ne(0)e D /6 + n®?L = R, w = H?/(2n), (14.1)
where
R = C{38J/2+3pJ1 — 3Jo — K,} + H(CK;y + oU) — H*(Cp +v¢/2) + Ep. (14.2)

The complete Fourier estimate supplies a coherent pair |E,| < Kr + sp|H|: the constant from
one estimate is not combined with the slope from another unless both were separately proved.
Section 15 derives (14.1) and the whole Fourier bound from the contact interface.

Lemma 14.1 (Removing the Gaussian weight). Suppose a first pass proves R < r < Ncgy, where
Cp > cqg. Every later valid upper bound R < r' then gives

5! 150007
D 321, < I D < .
nep +ng(0)D/6 +n <R, e“> 5 DS —gg-

The last two bounds use Cgp > 2/5 and ¢(0) > 997/2500.

(14.3)

Proof. Rearrange the exact identity before changing its Gaussian weight: o(y + 3J)/6 =
Cp++/nL —TR/n > 0. Thus Cgp — $(0)D/6 > 0. Replacing e~ by one in (14.1) lowers its
left side, proving the first assertion. The original nonnegative phase term proves 1 — e ™% <
' /(nCgp) < 5r'/(2n). The defect bound follows from the first assertion. The initial sign license
is proved before any feedback is used. O

The same identity also gives a useful score update. If this cell forces D > d; > 0 and a
preceding pass gives raw ceiling r, then

r/N —.3988(1 — 5r/(2N))d; /6
2

C <.40974 +
A negative numerator excludes the cell because e > 0. Otherwise its numerator increases with

1/n, and division by the positive lower p; is outward. Thus the update is valid for every n > N
and uses only the previous raw bound.
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For later local comparisons we retain the sharper phase resource. If previous bounds give
R <r,nD < Nd, then

nep + knD +n*?L < B(H), k= 997/15000, (14.4)

where an upper bound for B is obtained from the raw quadratic by increasing its curvature by

extra(p) = 1_52/(2]\[) (.4095,0 - é) > 0. (14.5)

Indeed the subtracted exact phase term is n(1 — e )(Cgp — #(0)D/6). Use 1 —e™™ > we ™™,
D < d, $(0) < .4, and the previous density floor. The bound Qpudget includes (14.5); it must not
be charged a second time.

14.2 One positive-measure rule

Suppose zero lies in the gap (—A, B), A, B > 0. Let

p=P(X>0), ¢g=1—-p, m=EX, =EX_, V=E[X]|1xs0]
W=X-V, 0.=EW%+X >0, 0=0,+6_.

Then 77_12 = (1 —0)pq, and the conditional means have magnitudes A=m/q, B=m/p. Set
Ap=A—-—A>0,Agp =B — B >0. We also use the unnormalised endpoint displacements

M_|_ :E[(X—B)1X>0] :pAB, M_ :E[(—X—A)1X<o] :qAA.

Lemma 14.2 (Positive-measure pricing). For x = |X|, a = |V, and a function h constant on
each sign class,

j—2
ER(XP — V)] =E |AW?) (k+1)aF2ad 77| | j>2. (14.6)
k=0
Also, for dug = (| X| —1)%(|X| + 1/2)dP,
MO(R) =p— 17
(z+1)?
My—1= [ ——=d
4 / + 1/2 MO,
23 + 222 4+ 37 + 3/2
Ms;—1=
5 / z+ 1/2 HO,
sgn(X)z(z +2—3p/2)
K = d
14308 / 2+ 1/2 Ko

For any nonnegative resources z; satisfying > a;z; <, a; > 0, a signed linear cost obeys

Zbﬂi < rmax{0,b1/ai,...,bx/ax}. (14.7)

Proof. Divide 2/ —a’ — ja’~!(z — a) by (z — a)?; the linear term has zero conditional mean. The
radial identities follow by multiplying out and using EX = 0, EX? = 1. Finally each b; is at
most a; times the displayed maximum, and all z; are nonnegative. O

This one rule accounts for the moment, signed Taylor, endpoint movement, outer-gap, and
confinement-error estimates. In particular, no two costs may each spend the full residual and
then be added.
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14.3 The simultaneous gap budget

Let p. = (4 —0)/2 and Ty = EX? —mB?, T_ =EX? —mA% If J, = J — m(A + B)?, signwise
integration gives

D=m(\o+1A-vVo—1B?+ (6 - )Ty + (o + \)T_ +3(T +T_ — J,). (14.8)
Moreover, writing Ry = E[X (X4 — B)] and similarly R_,
T, +T —J,>2BR, +2AR_ > 0.

If zero belongs to the support, every gap has one sign and J < p, so D > op—~ > (0 — 1)p.
Otherwise (14.8) proves D > 0. Consequently D < (o — 1)p licenses the actual central gap. We
also have J <p+2m <p+ 1;if D <2, then Ty +7T- < D/2and A+ B > +2—D.

To verify the gap estimate, on a positive outer gap (u,v), (v —u)? < 2 f;} (t — B)dt. Summing
with weights 7, and applying Tonelli gives J;© < T, —2BR; reflect for the other sign. Expanding
the definition of D gives (14.8). The inequality AB < 1 follows by integrating (X +A)(X —B) > 0,
and m < 1/2 follows from E|X| < 1.

Conditional expansion about A, B now gives the stronger single inequality

S)(1 — 8Y3/
L (642 \)/(piq O b )2+ 6m{(A+ B)(Aa+ Ap) + AxAg) (14.9)

+3(c+1)BO, +3(0 + 3)A6_.

D

For example EX? = mB% + E[(X + 2B)(X — B)%;X > 0] and Ry = 0, + m(B — B). The
cubic residual is at least 3Bf. The deterministic shift left after substituting both signs is
6m{AB — AB + BAp + AA 4}, equal to the second term above. The remaining deterministic
expression, using m? = (1 — 0)pq, is exactly the displayed binary square.

14.4 A state, its update, and its exported resource
A state for a closed probability interval I = [I,u] records
|IX| <R, C€ley,c1], R<r, nD<Nd, 0<O©<1, A>A >0, B>DB >0,

together with simultaneous signed-moment and coefficient intervals. The distinction between
nD < Nd and D < d is essential. Let s; = max;p(1 — p), s— = miny p(1 — p) and
6+ 20)(1 —©)3/2
by = 8+ 29)( ) dist(p,, )%, rr=d—by,
V54
K,=3(c+1)B, K_=3c+3)A4, K=mn(K; K_), m=+(1-0)s_.

If r; < 0, exclude the entire closed cell. Otherwise (14.9) gives, simultaneously,
6m(Al+Bl)(AA+AB)+K+9++K,9, <ry. (14.10)

Thus one may intersect the preceding bounds with

.t
6ml(Al + Bl) ’

B > \/(1—@)(1—u)/u—m. (14.11)

o <r/K, A>\/1-0)/1-1

Each right side is evaluated from established bounds; sequential improvements may then be used
by the next expression. A nonpositive endpoint estimate fails this update, rather than excluding
a law. Initialization uses the same formulas with the valid lower sum A+ B > v/2 —d.
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In Bernoulli coordinates set Y = By + U, E[U | By] = 0, By ~ Bernoulli(p), X = (Y — p)
and dy = (Aa + Ap)/(A+ B). Then (2 = (1 —0)/(pq) and A\ = nEU? = npqd/(1 — 6). The
weighted versions of (14.10) prove

Nry < Nsyry
1-0)A+B) ~~ (1-0)K

N
nd < L ndy < - (14.12)

K )

Indeed nD < Nd whereas nb; > Nb;. These exports are derived from the weighted resource;
multiplying an unweighted variance ceiling by N would not prove them.

For j = 3,4,5 set
L3(v) = R+2v, Ly(v) = R*+2Rv+3v*, Ls(v) = R® 4+ 2R%v + 3Rv? + 40®,

Put vy = /(1 —1)/l, v— = \/u/(1 —u) and k; = [1 — (1 — ©)7/?]/O, with k; = j/2 at © = 0.

For u < 1/2, valid Bernoulli moment ceilings are, with s = [(1 — 1),
B;=(1-2s)/vs, Bj=1/s—3, Bi=(1-4s+2s)/s?2

They decrease towards p = 1/2. Convexity places (1 — 8)7/2 below its endpoint chord on [0, ©];
positive-measure pricing gives

Li(vy)—k;:BY L;(v_)—k;B*
MjSB}‘—l—r]max{O, i) ~ kB Li(v-) — ks ]}.

14.1
— (14.13)

The same rule, using 7'y < 2mv;Ap + L3(v4 )04 and its reflection, bounds

(0= vy (0+ D (0—DLa(vs) (0+1)Ls(v-) }
3(Ai+Bi) 3(Ai+ By)’ Ky 7 K_ .

(14.14)
Intersect every new bound with the previous one. The versions which merge 6, and 6_ are
obtained by replacing both costs by their maximum and both prices by their minimum; they
need no new proof.

Wy = (6—-1)T4+(c+1)T- <71y max{

14.5 The enclosure theorem

On each cell, the formula atlas bounds the four coefficients in (14.2). The result, for each actual
sign s = sgn H, is a finite family of quadratics

R <max(A; + Fj |H| - Q¥ H?), Q™ >0. (14.15)

J
The maxima retain all score-moment corners. In the initial signed cover, intervals contain both
signs of 8, ~; no orientation is discarded. In the probability cover, the central integral bound
is a maximum of affine functions of p, hence convex. The other p-dependence is affine or the

maximum of convex quadratics. For fixed H, the score dependence is convex. Endpoints are
therefore taken before completing the square.

Theorem 14.3 (Finite resource enclosure). Consider a finite ordered schedule of the following
operations:

1. Split a cell into an explicitly covered family of closed cells.
Intersect its enclosures with an inequality proved in the atlas.

Ezxclude a cell by an empty necessary interval or a strictly negative nonnegative resource.

e e

Apply a separately proved support or confinement implication, checking all its hypotheses
against this cell’s already acquired data.
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5. Ezxport a raw, weighted, or signed phase bound by (14.15), (14.4), and (14.12).

If exact outward arithmetic checks every domain, corner and cover, every output contains all
attaining laws satisfying the input. The conclusion holds for all integers n > N wherever
the formula’s monotonicity gates are checked. It includes zero conditional variance, singleton
intersections and arbitrarily small atoms.

Proof. Induct over the schedule. A split preserves the union, intersections use necessary in-
equalities, and an excluded cell contains no feasible law. Each callback consumes only earlier
hypotheses for that same law. For a scalar raw output, use fh — ¢h? < (f1)?/(4q) for h > 0,
q > 0; using f? is a valid weaker bound. For a resource output first add (14.5) to each curvature.
A negative maximum excludes the cell; a nonnegative one may be divided by kN to give its
next defect parameter. The phase bound follows from the positive root of A+ fh — gh®> > 0,
replacing A by A, if necessary. A strict output is exported only when the certificate retains a
strict upper gap, such as its strict Fourier or target enclosure; closed-domain coverage does not
change strictness. All constants are frozen before evaluating corners. Thus no iteration step
relies on an unproved fixed point. The stated index uniformity is that of the displayed finite
formulas, not a fixed-law limit. O

For the Fourier cancellation estimate only, reflect (X, H) if needed: Io(—X,—H) = Ip(X, H).
Both odd coefficients change sign, and [ e /2| 222 — cx*| da is unchanged by (2,¢) — (—z, —c).
Consequently a lower endpoint used there bounds |v|, not necessarily the original signed . The
actual contact, gap and phase data keep their original orientation. A useful additional signed

lower bound is
1—2u U
> 1—@3/2—<R+2 >@. 14.16
72 (-0t Vi (1416

To prove it expand EX? = EV3 + E[W?(X + 2V)]; the positive residual is nonnegative and the
negative residual has the displayed lower bound. The binary term decreases in both p < 1/2
and 0. Thus max(0, any signed lower bound) is a valid lower bound for || inside this auxiliary
Fourier estimate.

14.6 Support, confinement, and a short acyclic schedule

Two different support implications are useful. Gaussian contact excludes a point by a strict
negative upper bound on its contact expression; closed cells cover the finite exterior and a
derivative-sign certificate covers any remaining ray. The shared Gaussian support theorem
supplies this callback, including the bounded-threshold radius and coordinate-strip contracts; it
is a prior theorem, not a test on moments alone. Noise confinement proves |U| < a on an already
acquired row. It then implies, without a small-noise limit,

max{u+a,1 -1+ a}

[ X| < Ri:= .
min p(1 — p)

(14.17)

The denominator uses EU? > 0, so zero noise is included. The Fourier/moment formulas remain
valid for R > 1; the paired Pearson choice additionally checks R > 2¢g. In particular there is no
intrinsic lower radius 2.3: the radial ratios in Lemma 14.2 increase on all x > 0, and the other
formulas use their explicit domains.

Here is the selected proof schedule. Each row names an application of Theorem 14.3, not a
different analytic theorem.
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Node Input and operation Output consumed later

I N =47, R =3.84, C < .4247; 13 100 closed probability cells; 35 survive; R <
signed passes plus export 1.885, nD < 47(.590)

C Central preparation, contact ra- 45 cells [.38,.47], width .002; canonical simulta-
dius 2.5, probability refinement neous input

L Complete complementary cover, 39 cells [.302,.38]; all other complementary cells
contact radius 3, refinement excluded

C1 First confinement from C; radius First improved central table
formula; enclosure

C2 Antichain confinement from C; in- Selected central table: 45 cells, [.38,.47]
tersect C1; enclosure

S Separate sign-resource pricing on  One left cell excluded; 38 left cells remain
C2 and L

L2 Left contact radius 2.7 from S; en-  Selected left table: 38 cells, [.304, .38]
closure

Every shared endpoint belongs to its adjacent closed cells. The confinement producing C2
consumes C, not C2. The selected central local comparison uses C2; it does not need the optional
further central refinement in S. The final cover is exactly [.304,.47].

Corollary 14.4 (Uniform acquired entry). Let an attained positive maximum have n > 47,
Cp < C <.4247, 0 < n(C — Cg) < .7, decrement at most .19, and both deleted score caps at
most .4253. Given the shared contact support and strip implications, the exact schedule above
places its law in one of the 38 selected left rows or 45 selected central rows, with every resource
i that row holding stmultaneously. This assertion has no upper bound on n.

Proof. The shared all-threshold support theorem supplies radius 3.84. Apply the finite enclosure
theorem in the displayed order, retaining the weighted bounds at every edge. The initialization’s
stored upper index 98 occurs only through .4095+ K /98; here K = 0, so it imposes no upper-index
restriction. All subsequent index-dependent inequalities are checked for every n > 47 by their
stated monotonicity gates. The accepted closed covers exclude the complementary cells and give
the stated 83 rows. O

The local-comparison interface. For each final row supply p € I, § < 0, A < A, the actual
support/amplitude, dy < dy, both signed phase limits, and all four coherent quadratics bounding
(14.4). On a phase/noise subcell, let Ty be the maximum of each concave quadratic at its clipped
vertex, then the maximum over corners and the minimum with the scalar bound. If a proved
moment inequality is

D > ady +b0+ P, a>0, (>0, \N>Lg,
then the exact strict resource supplied to the comparison is

Ty/k — NP — bl% Ly
- .

ndy < G :=

(14.18)

This uses nf = £2)\ and nP > NP. If G < 0, the entire closed subcell is excluded. Formula (14.18)
is the same resource as (14.4), not an additional allowance.

15 The minimal contact—Fourier foundation

The only contact input needed here is the following explicit interface. At the attained positive
maximum, with ' =P(S,, < H), z = H/\/n and v = L(H — S,,_1), one has v([y, o)) < q(y) for
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every real y, with equality on the full closed support, where

nq(y) = nk + 5{z6(2) + Cp/Vn} — (vVne(z) +3CB/vn)y
— 3{26(2) + 3Cp/V/n}y® + Cly*/v/n. (15.1)
This contact statement and attainment are supplied by the global section. Everything that

follows in this section is derived from it. We abbreviate My = puy4, M5 = 15 in the coefficient
formulas.

15.1 Compensated smooth inversion

Write Z, = S,/v/n, f(t) = EeX and let N be standard normal. The smooth payoff ¢,(z) =
(z — z)|x — z| gives the exact error

27¢(2)
3/n

en(z) = Eq.(Z,) — Eq.(N) —

Lemma 15.1. For every real H and n > 1,

00 ¥ efitH
Gn(H/\/’ﬁ) — _i (—‘/;l(t))

— 3 dt, V)= fO)" — e ™21 —inyt?/6).  (15.2)
0

The integral is absolutely convergent. With the split at t = 1/2,

1/2 o fitHVn t [e’e) Vn t
0 12t

one has |en(2)| < 4(Low + Ihign)/(7n).

Proof. The scalar identities

*° ty — sin(ty) T |ty — sin(ty)| T 5
/0 3 AL /O 3 1Y

follow by scaling and integration by parts. One elementary evaluation of the constant uses J,(b) =

o e (1 —cosbt)t2dt: J)(b) = a/(a® +b?), Jo(0) = J,(0) = 0, so Jo(1) = fol arctan(b/a)db —
7/2. Monotone convergence removes a > 0. For a finite signed measure p with zero mass and
first moment and finite absolute second moment, absolute Fubini applied to the compensated

scalar integrand therefore gives

/ (s — H)|s — H|dp(s) = —% /0 TS (et (1)) d. (15.4)

Apply this to the law of S,, minus the pushforward, by = — /nx, of the signed density
¢(x)[14+7(2® —3z)/(6,/n)]. Gaussian integration by parts gives its transform e~"*/2(1—inyt3/6),
total mass one and first moment zero. Since (23 — 32)¢ = —¢", integration twice by parts and
then across z gives — [ q,¢" = 4¢(z). This proves the formula and its scale factor. The high
integral is finite from |f| < 1 and Gaussian decay; the low integral is finite by the absolute Fubini
argument. O

The payoff is smooth enough for compensated inversion. No discontinuous CDF is inverted,
so no atom midpoint convention is introduced.
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15.2 Derivation of the conserved identity

Proof. Compute A = [ 7(y)[q(y) — v([y,>))]dy in two ways. Put r = —q’. Contact at both
endpoints of a gap gives

b b b
v(la,b)) = / r(t)dt, / la(y) — v(ly, 00))dy = / (t — ayr(t)dt /[ (=)

The integrand vanishes on the support and 7 = 0 on the exterior rays. Summing, and differenti-
ating (15.1), gives

%(\Z/)ﬁ‘] + nf/g L G- gcw + (Ho(2) +3Cp)Ji — 3C T, (15.5)
All sums and integrals are absolutely convergent on the compact convex hull of the support,
since |J1| < RoJ/2, |Jo| < R3.J/2 when | X| < Ry.

For the second computation let X* have density 7, independent of S, _1. Signwise Fubini
gives Eg/(X*) = E[X g(X)] for continuously differentiable g. In particular, EX* = /2, E(X*)? =
EX*/3 and E|X*|3 = E|X|°/4. Applying the identity to each summand shows that (S, 1 +
X*)/y/n has density 7z, (t) = E[Z,1z,>]. Its CDF at z is T, = E[(Z2 — 2Z,)14,<.], by
integrating that density; the boundary integrand is zero. Substituting the three moments into
(15.1) therefore gives

A:

_ vp(z)  Ho(2)(3 —EX?1)/6 + CK,
A== 2y/n + n3/2 -

Multiply contact equality by X and integrate. By independence and symmetry, nE[Xv([X, c0))]
equals E[S,1g, <m]. Expanding the other side yields, for M, = E[Z,17, <],

T.. (15.6)

_29(2) N CK;

M, +¢(2) = NG — (15.7)
Finally ¢.(7) = (z — 2)? — 2(x — 2)?1,<., so Gaussian integration gives
T, — ®(2) = —3{Eq.(Zn) — Eq.(N)} + 2(M, + ¢(2)) — 2*(F — ®(2)). (15.8)

Insert (15.7) and the definition of ¢, into (15.6). With
Py = H3(Cp+76(2)/2) — H{CK, + 6(2)(EX* — 3)/6} + CK,,

the result is vnA = Cp — v¢9(2)/6 + Py/n + v/ne,(2)/2. Equating this with (15.5) proves

Cp+ il = d)g)(’y +3) 4 % - \éﬁen(z). (15.9)
Now substitute v + 3J = (3 ++/10)p — D and ¢(z) = #(0)e™*, and expand G — Py. O

15.3 One complete low-frequency transfer
Put f(t) = Ee™X | h(t) = e ¥/2708/6 ¢, (¢) = e ™*/2(1 — inyt3/6), and
12 dt o dt
R A N N S
0 1/2

The inversion bound (15.3) charges 2v/n(Ip + I )/7; both integrals below are complete.
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Lemma 15.2 (Signed Gaussian transfer). Suppose n > N > 2, uy < M < 11.1, |y| < g < 1.85,
e < Mg, and the actual coefficients

a=(3—14)/24, z=(10y —EX®)/120, c=ay/6
satisfy la| < ax, |z| < Z. Put
Es = Mg/720 4 g% /72 + (1/2 + ¢*/144)3 /5, Bg = a. + Z/2 + Eg /4. (15.10)

Let ag = (N —1)/(2N), 0 < by < (45— M)(1 —2/N)/96, and Ay = \/7/2(N/(N —1))3/2. Then,
for every real H,

Io(H) < (Lo + Lu|H|)/V/n+ La/n, Lz = Es/(2a3) + Bg/(203)- (15.11)
Two admissible choices, each used as a complete triple, are as follows. The triangle choice is
Lo = coZ + cra.g + 251¢% /17280, Ly = coax + 251g%/4800, (15.12)

where ¢y > An, ¢1 > An/2. For the cancellation choice, take any rectangle containing the actual
(2,¢), I, > \/7/2 and Fx > (N/(N —1))3/2. Define

Uz 0) = I,(|z| + 3|c]), ze <0,
T La||z] = 3|c|| + 6+/]zcle FI/CleD e > 0,

Ju = max U(z,c).
corners

Then
_ Fn1y 3 2 3
Lo = FnJu+ 57— (35a.9° /48 + 3529% /24) + 2519° /17280,
Ly = FnI{a. +5Zg/[2(N —1)]} + 251¢%/4800. (15.13)

Neither the transfer nor its cancellation choice assumes signs for a,z,c or .

Proof. Taylor with integral remainder gives f —h = —at* —izt® +rg, |rg| < Egtb for 0 <t < 1/2.
Indeed for w = —t2/2 — ivt3/6, |w| < t2(1/2 + ¢*/144) < 1/6; the terms through degree five in
1+ w + w?/2 are exact, its degree-six term costs g?t®/72, and the remaining exponential series
costs [w[?el®!/6 < |w|?/5. Add the true sixth-moment remainder.

Four integrations of 1 — cosu > 0 give cosu < 1 — u?/2 + u*/24. Symmetrization, using
E(X — X')* = 2u4 + 6, therefore gives |f(t)], |h(t)] < e~“45=3)/9% o [0,1/2]. Every point on
their joining segment has the same bound, so polynomial Taylor expansion yields

=R =n(f —h)R" '+ Ry, |Ro| < In?BtSe tont’,

The r¢ and Ry integrals are at most
1
ﬁ{EG/(2a%) + B2/(2b3)} = Lo/n. (15.14)

For the remaining comparator put u = nyt®/6. Its imaginary part is bounded by e~"*/2(|u|3 /6 +
|H|tu?/2), so its divided integral is at most

n~12(251¢% /17280 + 251¢%| H|/4800). (15.15)

Here the Gaussian moments follow from integration by parts, fooo 2Xe=2 2y = (27 — Dy/7/2,
and v/27m < 251/100.
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It remains to price the leading quartic and fifth terms. Set b = n — 1, v = byt3/6. The
triangle estimate uses |sin(Ht + v)| < |H|t + bgt3/6, | cos | < 1; the Gaussian moments of orders
two and four give respectively Ay and Ay /2. This proves (15.12). For cancellation, after division
by t3, rotation by Ht bounds the leading imaginary part by

|2t? — atv| + a.t|sinv — v| + Zt?| cosv — 1| + |H|t{a.t + Zt*|sinv]|}.

Multiply by ne=*/2 and use the global sine/cosine remainders. The first integral equals
nJ(z,c)/b3?, where J(z,¢) = I e /2| 222 — ca*|de. This norm is convex and J(—z, —¢) =
J(z,c), so its rectangle maximum is at a corner. For zc < 0 the integral is \/7/2(|z| + 3|c|). For
z,c > 0, split at r = \/%; integration by parts gives

o
J=+/7/2(z — 3¢c) + Gere /2 4 2(3c — z)/ e 24y,
'
Discard the last term when nonpositive, and otherwise bound its integral by /7 /2. This proves
J < U; simultaneous sign reflection covers the remaining quadrant. The other four phase
terms use moments of orders two, six, eight and ten and give the coefficients 1,5/2,35/24, 35/48
in (15.13). Finally n/(n — 1), 1/(n — 1), ag' and the allowable damping inverses decrease with
n, proving the all-index bounds at N. O

Lemma 15.3 (Retaining the signed Gaussian tail). For r > 0, put

& 1
M(r) = 67«2/2/ e PRar My(r) = : k>1),  Mo(r)=1/r
T r —"_ s

r -+

) k
. . + .
,
Odd truncations are lower bounds for M; even truncations are upper bounds. For z,c > 0, set

x=z/c and

rdji1

Then the cancellation norm in Lemma 15.2 satisfies

G

J(z,¢) < \/7/2(z — 3¢) + Vzce */? <6 42 mk(x)> , (15.16)

where k =11 if x > 3 and k = 12 if x < 3. The factor in parentheses is positive. One may take
the minimum with the previous bound U(z,c) at each corner of the coefficient rectangle.

Proof. The positive integrals I;(r) = [;° tie=rt=t*/2 gt satisfy I, = 1 —rly and Iiv1 =gl —7l;
by integration by parts. Thus, writing ¢; = I;/1;—1 > 0,
1 __J
T+ g1

fo= r+q’ =
Replacing the final positive g;+1 by zero reverses the inequality at each substitution. This proves
the alternating finite bounds, since translation gives Iy = M(r). No convergence of an infinite
continued fraction is required. The displayed rational recursion gives mg(x) = rMj(r) when
r=+/x.
Splitting the norm at r = \/%, as in the preceding proof, gives the exact identity

J(z,¢) = \/7/2(z — 3¢) + /zce /2 (6 + 2(3:16_@7"/\/1(74)) .
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The multiplier of M is nonpositive when x > 3 and positive when = < 3. Substitute the
corresponding finite lower or upper bound. Positivity of the remaining factor is immediate for
x < 3; for x > 3, use 0 < my1(z) < 1 to bound it below by 6 — 2(x — 3)/x > 4. Finally the exact
norm J, rather than either upper-bound formula, is convex, so its containing rectangle is still
exhausted by its four corners. O

At every positive coefficient corner use the displayed finite Mills bound. A negative Gaussian
coefficient uses a lower enclosure for /7/2; a nonnegative coefficient uses an upper one. The
remaining factor is positive, so outward upper square-root and exponential enclosures are valid.
A simultaneous reflection of both odd coefficients leaves the norm unchanged.

The two coefficient choices in the certificates. All coefficients come from the actual
marginal. For Q = X? — vX — 1, multiplication gives
EQ* =y — 177, EX® =7+ 2y + E[Q*(X +27)],
p =1+ 372+ + EQH(X +7)2 + 2¢% + 2}]. (15.17)
For any radius Ry > |X| with Ry > 2g, the two signs of EX® — 10y are bounded, at ¢t = |y|, by
Pry(t) = Ro(M — 1) + (10 — 2M)t — Rot* + 12,
QR,(t) = Ro(M — 1) 4 (2M — 10)t — Rot* — t3.
The gate Ry — 2g > 0 permits substituting M for p4 in both signs. The triangle choice uses the
valid enclosing radius Ry = 6, a, = max(2, M — 3)/24, Mg = REs, by = (45— M )(1 —2/N)/96

and
120Z = min{Es5 + 10g, Zy},

Ps(9), M <5, Pg(g) = 0, (15.18)
Zy =< 6(M —1)+ (10 — 2M)?/[4(6 — g)], M <5,P}(g) <0, '
6(M — 1) + (2M — 10)%/24, M > 5.

If M <5, Ps > Q¢ and P{ < 0 on [0, g]; use the increasing endpoint or t3 < gt? and complete
the square. If M > 5, Ps < 6(M — 1) and the upper quadratic for Qg gives the third row. One
may also use the actual radius by setting rp = max(R,2g) > g and

5 Jro(M =1) + (10 = 2M)t. — (ro = g)t%, M <5, & =min{g, (10 = 2M)/[2(ro — g)]},
" ro(M = 1) + (2M — 10)t, — rot2, M >5, t,=min{g, (2M —10)/(2ro)}.

Indeed for M < 5, P,y > Q,, and 3 < gt?; for M > 5, P,, < ro(M — 1) and dropping —t3
bounds @,,. Each displayed quadratic is maximized at its clipped vertex. Thus the enclosure
uses 1207 = min(E5 + 10g, Zo, Z;). It uses ¢g > /m/(16a3) = Ay and ¢; = ¢p/2. The weaker
choice ¢ > /7 /(256a3) = AyN/[2(N — 1)] is also permitted by the same transfer lemma.

For the paired choice the already proved cell has 0 < v < |y| < g <1, M <2, and R > 2g.
After reflecting only this auxiliary Fourier integral if necessary, set

a. = (2—77)/24, by = (43/96)(1 —2/N),
Mg = min{REs, 1+ 3¢> + g* + (R? + 2Rg + 3¢° + 2)(M — 1 —~?)},
t. = min{g, (10 — 2M)/[2(R — g)]},
120Z = min{Es + 10g, R(M — 1) + (10 — 2M)t, — (R — g)t2},
2 =max{—Z,[8y = — (R+27)(M —1-17)]/120}, 2z, = Z,
a=(3-My/144, ¢, = (2—7)g/144.
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Check M —1 —~? > 0 and that the rectangle is ordered. Here Pr > Qg, and Pg(t) <
R(M — 1)+ (10 — 2M)t — (R — ¢)t?, whose maximum is at t,. The numerator of the lower z
bound increases in vy > 0 because its derivative is 10 — 2M + 2R~y + 3y > 0. Pearson’s first
and third identities give a, and Mg. If 3g%> < 2, the increasing function 2y — 43 further licenses
cu < (29 — ¢g3)/144. Thus this positive rectangle is one specialization of the signed transfer, with
exactly the coefficients used by the fixed acceptance programs.

15.4 The complete high-frequency integral

For b,k > 0 and n > 0, put
o0 2
T, = \/ﬁ/ e~ 3 d, z = nkb?.
b

Lemma 15.4 (HIGH.LAGUERRE2). For every x > 0,

T <\/ﬁe_x x4+ 2
202 244z 42

If Nkb® > 1/4, the right side decreases with n > N.

Proof. Substitute t? = b*(1 + s) and use positive Fubini to obtain

\/ﬁefx /oo e TS \/ﬁefx /oo u B
T, = - v du.
), Ats2®T o ), ¢ du

Put P(u) = u? — 4u+ 2 and D(x) = 22 4+ 42 + 2 = P(—x) > 0. Exact division gives

1 Qo(u) P(u)?
t4+u D)2  (z+u)D(x)? 20,

where
Qu(u) = —u® + (v + 8)u? — (2% + 8z + 20)u + 2° + 82* + 20z + 16.

Integration uses only fooo uw/e "du = j!, proved by integration by parts. It gives [ Qz(u)e"du =
(z 4+ 3)D(x) and hence

/OO v e_“duzl—x/oo e’ du<1_x(x+3):x+2
0o Ttu 0o THu T D(z) D(z)

For the all-index statement, differentiate \/ze " (z + 2)/D(z). After multiplication by positive
factors, its derivative has numerator 4 — 10z — 2222 — 132> — 22*. This polynomial is negative at
x = 1/4 and strictly decreasing for = > 0. Thus it is negative on the entire required half-line. [

Let EX =0, EX? =1, EX* < M, and write v = EX3, f(t) = Fe!*X. For independent
copies suppose an actual event E satisfies

P(E) >a >0, X -X'|>dy>00on E, E[(X—-X)?|E]< Mg.

The event is measured under the product of the same marginal law. Define the Taylor comparator
en(t) = e ™*/2(1 — inyt3/6) and

I = O — e, (O3 dt,  L(z) = — 2
[ e et nw) = o
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The sign of the imaginary term is immaterial for its absolute-value bound. Use b = 9/10,
0<r<1/4,

29 3,.2
338 Q2107 0 = a(23/48)2d2,

106 6
20 1
Sy = — Ss=SN(j-r) "+ —"
3= ZJ + 800 5 ;(J RINToT ppr
Set, )
e 1 — max,e1/4,81/100[1 — v + (M + 3)u®/12]
_ ; ,
Ll M43 1 (M +3)53/600
078 "384 0 " 2 ‘

The usual damping domain requires ¢ > 0.

Lemma 15.5 (HIGH-WINDOW&50). For every integer n > 5, the complete upper bound is

Mg 355 ME\F —nah2r?
I <Ap+—"P na
Viloo < An + AT3/2h/a < 3 nah2> 272
+ Zn + ;g —na(23/48)° o fe—n/® <2L(n/8) + ”M3_1> :

where always Ay, = 2y/ne "¢ is permitted, and, if s > 0, it can be replaced by the smaller of itself
and

2y/ne” " L(ns/4).
The zero-cell term Z,, may be taken as the smaller of

—nkb? —nkb?
c , Ve L(nkb?).
2ir/n 202

Each term may be evaluated at a common floor N for allmn > N provided
2N >1 (¢ € {c,ah®r? a(23/48)%,1/8}).

For the new first term also require 2Ncg > 1; for the second zero-cell option require Nkb? > 1/4.
If either extra condition is unavailable, retain the corresponding old term. Any fized collection of
permitted windows may be evaluated, and the minimum of its complete siz-term bounds remains
valid.

Proof. We give the entire frequency partition to make clear what changes. On [1/2,b], sym-
metrization and cosu < 1 — u?/2 4 u*/24 yield

FOP 1=+ (M+3)t/12,  [fO" < e, c(u) = u/2 - (M +3)u?/24.

Bounding ¢(¢?) below by ¢ and using flb/2 t3dt < 2 gives the old first term. Concavity supplies
the more precise chord bound

c(u) > co+ s(u—1/4), 1/4 <wu < 81/100,

because the difference is exactly (M + 3)(u — 1/4)(81/100 — u)/24. If s > 0, extend only the
resulting positive exponential majorant to the half-line. The preceding rational Gaussian-tail
lemma, with lower endpoint 1/2, gives

f/ 7TLC(t . 3dt < e —n(co—s/4) f efnst2t73dt S 2\/5677“20[/(”5/4)-
1/2

1/2
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For ¢t > b, conditioning on the actual event and convex Jensen give
’f(t)‘n < eansinQ(t(XfX’)/Z) < E[efnasin2(td/2) ‘ E], d = ’X —X/’.

Positive Tonelli allows a separate partition for every d > 0. Put ¢ = 27 /d. The zero cell is [0, £/2];
the other cells are ¢[j — 1/2,j + 1/2], j > 1. In each nonzero cell take the core t = ¢(j + v),
|v| < r. These cores are disjoint even for r < 1/2. For our smaller range r < 1/4, the elementary
sine bound gives |sin(7v)| > h|v| throughout a core, and |sin(7v)| > hr throughout its wings.
The latter uses that sin(r|v|) increases on [0,1/2].

Since j —r > 0, Taylor’s formula on the two sides gives

. _3 . _3

(]_U) ;(]_‘_U) §j73+6(j_r)f5v2'
Integrate this majorant against e="®"*** on the full real line. The result is Vi3 /Vnah? +
3(j — r)7°/(nah?)3/?]. The Jacobian is t~3dt = d*>(47%)~1(j 4+ v) 3dv. Summing and averaging
d? gives the second term. The two series tails are bounded by their decreasing integrals after
20, producing exactly Ss3, S5. The total wing weight is at most f;/OQ t=3dt = d*/(27?), giving the
third term. Extending cores or wings below b only adds a positive integral.

In the zero cell write u = td/2 < w/2. For u < 1/2, use sinu > (23/24)u and the rational
Gaussian-tail lemma with rate x; its two choices give Z,,. For u > 1/2, use sinu > 23/48 and
total weight 1/(2b%), giving the fifth term. Shared endpoints have zero integration measure,
including when the conditional distance distribution has atoms.

Finally keep the comparator on the entire interval [1/2,00). Its absolute-value bound splits
its integral into

0o 3/2 (o]
\/ﬁ/ e~m/24 =3 4 L/ |W/ e /24,
1/2 6 1/2
The first part is at most 2/ne~"/8L(n/8). For the second, t > 1/2 implies

o0 2 e 2
/ e 24t < 2/ te " 24t = 2¢78 /n.
1/2 1/2

Pearson’s elementary identity F[(X? —1—~X)?] = EX* —1—~2 >0 gives |y| <M — 1 and
proves the sixth term. Any separately proved upper bound |y| < g may replace /M — 1 in that
term. The enclosure uses g = min(1.85,v/M —1).

For uniformity, \/ﬁe*m/ decreases when 2n¢’ > 1, whereas n~! and n=1/2e=n¢ always decrease.
The derivative of L(x) is — (22 + 4z +6) /(22 4+ 42 +2)? < 0. The new first term is thus decreasing
under its stated gate, and the comparator decreases for every n > 5. The earlier tail lemma
proves the separate Nxb? > 1/4 gate for its new zero-cell option. These comparisons concern the
bounding expressions, so they are uniform even when the marginal law varies with n. ]

Events, not artificial kernels. The entry uses only the following actual choices, with the
direct rate from the same fourth moment in each case:

event ‘ a ‘ do ‘ Mg
(X —X)?>9/25 | (2-9/25)%/(2M + 6) 3/5 2/a
XX'<0,D<d<.8 1/(2r2) V2 —d 4r?

XX'<0,p€(l,ul |2min(l(1—1),u(l —u)) | max(4; + B;,v/2—4d) | 2/a

The first row follows from Cauchy using E[(X — X')% E] > 2 — d3 and E(X — X')* = 2u4 + 6.
The second is Lemma 16.1; all its moment and o < 3 gates are checked at use. In the third,
D < d < 2 ensures a genuine central gap, P(XX’' < 0) = 2pq, and restriction of the squared
distance gives Mp = 2/a. Taking a minimum of complete high-frequency bounds is legitimate.
No tail is dropped and the third construction also allows a cell crossing 1/2.
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16 Coefficient atlas for the enclosure

These formulas are inequalities for one actual law. They are the two coordinate descriptions of
the same enclosure: signed moments before a probability gap is located, and conditional moments
afterwards. A bound is used only with its stated gates, and every refinement is an intersection.

16.1 Signed moments with a common first moment

Put ay = (14 3)/2, b+ = (p & v)/2. Cauchy gives m? < aya_ and bym > a3. Consequently

3/2 _ B3)3/2 2 2 2
AP oy cp- U0 Hﬁf‘*,“}.
V1-p V148 20 by b
These statements also hold with a zero atom. Projection of X|X| onto the span of X and |X]|

gives

, mzmax{

(v —pB)?

1-p32
For completeness, this follows by minimizing the nonnegative expectation E(X|X| —uX —v|X|)?
over u,v; its Gram matrix has diagonal entries one and off-diagonal entry (5, and is positive
definite.

Two support-localizing moment matrices give the additional upper bounds as follows. If
Dy = Raq — by > 0, then

Rm —ay)?
2m+z(l):ti)§R, M4<Rp ZR?’I’L

pa > p* +

Indeed the first follows by summing the determinant inequalities for
E[(R —|X)(L,|X)T (1, |X]); £X > 0].

The second follows from the corresponding matrices with an additional factor |X|. One more
factor | X| yields, sign by sign,

pix}) < relx) - T _Di[XiDQ.

Zero denominators are treated by dropping their nonnegative correction; they never imply
exclusion without a separate contradictory numerator. The common m is retained throughout.
A second useful upper bound for m follows by integrating (z — a)?(R — ) > 0 for x = | X| €
[0, R]. For every fixed a > 0,
om < R — p+2a+ Ra?
a(2R + a)

The cover uses only the eleven rational choices a = 2/10,...,12/10.

Write § = v — pB. Cauchy and a square completion on each sign give the signed constant
bound

Pl P DO (=0

2 4P =4 81+ p)2 8(1—pB)2

Indeed on either sign, write a = EX2, b = EX3, ¢ = EXZ, f = EX?. Cauchy gives ¢ > b?/a,
f>c%/b, and pc/2 — f/4 < p*b/4 — (c — pb)?/(4b). Distance to the half-line ¢ > b?/a proves the
stated penalty on summing both signs. Independently, u2 < pns and the projection bound above
give

p 1 _rp_ (-e)t

oM TS T 0 g

The larger of the two nonnegative deductions is retained.
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16.2 An actual central gap without assuming D < 2

If zero belongs to the support, the signwise gap calculation gives J < p. Thus D > /10p — v >
(v/10 — 1)p. Whenever D < (v/10 — 1)p, there is therefore a central gap (—A, B), A, B > 0, with
no zero atom. Put p= P(X >0),q=1—p, Ty =b, —mB? and T_ = b_ — mA?. The exact
gap decomposition is

D=mQ+ (c—-1)Ty+(c+1)T_+3(T-J,), Q=((o+1A-+\o—-1B)? o=+10.
All terms are nonnegative. Hence T' < D /(o — 1) and

(A+B)22A2+B22p_D/(U_1).
m

Moreover A < a_/m, B < ay/m and J < p+ 2m. The last bound gives the compulsory defect
D >op—~v—6m.
The inequalities T — J, > 2BR, + 2AR_ give the useful additional endpoint constraint
D > (0 —1)by + 6ayB — (0 + 5)mB>.

If D < (0 —1)by, this downward quadratic forces B to be at least its positive root. The reflected
constraint has a_,b_, A and the coefficients ¢ + 1,0 + 7. In a closed moment box, positive
coefficients are rounded down, negative coefficients up, and the lower square-root endpoint is
used in the resulting root bound.

The actual opposite-sign event has probability 2pg. The first two moment constraints give
lower bounds for both p and ¢. For independent copies one has exactly

1+ B(1 — 2p) + 4m? _1+4m2+ﬂ+1+4m2—ﬁ

E[(X - XV | XX <0]|=
[( )” | ] 304 o 2

For an upper bound, use the upper m endpoint and both endpoints of p and 3. The expression is
convex in p and affine in 8. This improves the former 2/P(X X’ < 0) bound inside the complete
HIGH estimate. Both copies still have the same actual marginal.

16.3 Preserving central and outer integral costs

Let
Pi(A,B) = B3/3+ AB?/2 — A3/6, Py(A,B) = B'/4+ AB3/3 - A'/12, G = pP, — P,.
Then Jy . =mPy, Jo . = mP,. Since 0pG = B(A+ B)(p — B),
G(A, B;p) < G(A,p;p) = p'/12+ p*A/6 — pA® /6 + A /12.

The last expression increases with A because its derivative is (p — 4)%(p+2A4)/6, and is convex in
p because its second p derivative is p? + pA. Its closed-rectangle maximum is therefore bounded
using the upper A endpoint and both p endpoints.

Positive outer gaps satisfy (¢t —a)(p —t) < (p — B)% /4. On negative outer gaps the positive
part is bounded by (R — p)?/4 after extracting |t|. Integration gives

3(pJ1 = J2)o < g{(p — B)iTs + (R —p)*T-}.

The available weighted outer budget is D — m(@, not the entire D. The cover intersects this
budget with the individual bounds T} < b4, — mlBl2 and T_ < b_, — mlAl2.
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For the signed phase term U = J; + (ug — 3)/6, retain
~RT_ /2 < Ji, < RT, /2.

The central minimum of P; occurs at B; and an A endpoint; its maximum occurs at B, and A
clipped to the interval at A = B,. A nonnegative polynomial bound is multiplied by m,, for an
upper bound and m; for a lower bound; a negative one uses the opposite endpoint. For example,
the binary endpoints A = 3/2, B = 2/3 make this maximum negative; the sign switch is necessary
even when D < 2. The fourth-moment sign intervals also sharpen K1 = E[X|X|*] — 38 — 3py/2.
The complete K1, U, ¢ rectangles are used in the signed expression |C' K1 + ¢U]|, without replacing
it by two separate absolute values.

A complete coarse bound before a central gap is licensed. Always —pu4/6 < J; < p4/2
and —3J2 —15/4 < 0. On a gap of length h = b — a, these follow from

b b b b
/(t—a)tdt+§/ t2dt = hb? /2, ?2’/ t2dt—/ (t — a)tdt = h(2a + b)*/6,
a a a a

and, on a negative gap (—v, —u), from %f; x3dx — f;(v —2)z?dr =ud(v —u)/3. For 1<r <p
and actual support radius R < 6, set

F(R,'r)>max{ v (Rt Rr 7"3(23—7“)}+

r<v<R

BT T R T

Then

3 3
3(pJy = J2) < ST(R,m)(p =) + gp*J.

On negative gaps extract x = |t| and discard the nonpositive part z < p. Replacing p by r
and the outer endpoint by R gives f:(R — 2)z(z — r)dr. Dividing this integral by v? gives
exactly the displayed expression. Signwise Tonelli now charges TEX?3 = I'(p — v)/2. On positive
gaps (t —a)(p —t) < p*/4, giving p?>J/8. We use 64 closed v-intervals: on each, maximize the
concave quadratic at its clipped vertex 2(R + r)/3 and the positive reciprocal term at the left
endpoint. This proves its interval bound. The alternative bound I < 5/2 follows at r =1, R = 6
by 3v* — 28v3 + 66v% — 11 > 0 on [1,6]: the endpoint values are 30,205, and the interior critical
values are (85 F 35v/5)/2 > 0. These monotone enclosing parameters cover all r > 1, R < 6.

16.4 Moment and gap coefficients for a whole cell

The following coefficient rules are collected here to make the finite calculation transparent. Every
rule is an inequality for an actual law; there is no extremal-law assumption inside a cell. Write
v=1—6. Forpe[l,u] C(0,1) set

so =min{l(1 —1),u(l —u)}, v, =max{\/u/(1—u),/(1-1)/1},
rg = (1—2s0)/v/S0, 9B = ?_1?)(\1 —2t|//t(1 —t), bp= gr_lzlix|1 — 2,
L3 =R+ 2v,, Lj=R%*+2Rv, + 302,

1 —4sg + 2s3
80(1 — 280) '

Ls = R®+2R%v, + 3Rv? +4v3, ep=rp

The polynomials T3 = = + 2a, Ty = 22 + 2azx + 3a? and T = 2 + 2ax? + 3a’z + 4a® are
nonnegative. Their maxima at © = R, a = vy, in Lemma 14.2, give, if 6 < 0 < 1,

p<rp+(L3—1B)6, vl < 9B+ (Ls —9B)O,
18| <bp + (1 —bR)O, ps < (1—0)23(1/s0 — 3) + L40,
n5 < (1—0)%ep + L5O. (16.1)
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Replacing 6 by © uses the explicitly checked inequalities Ls > rp,gp, Ly > 2(1/s9 — 3) and
Ls > 2ep. The exact binary factors are v3/2, v, v2,v%/2; the upper bounds use v*/2 < v and
v?/2 < v2. Thus cells crossing 1/2 and zero conditional variances are included. The same cubic

expansion, in the later domain p € [.37,.47], A > .75, B > 1.05, gives

_1—2pq
N

Indeed pp < 1.11 there and v3/2 > 1 —36/2. Also 8> 1 —2p — 2(1 — p)b.
For the signed coefficient K7 = E[X|X|?] — 38 — 3p7/2, define

p > v*?pp(p) + 3min(4, B) > pp(p) + 450,  pp(p) (16.2)

K(p.v) = (1 2p){(3v%/2 — v*)/(pq) — 36" + v + 3v}.

Direct substitution gives K;(V) = —K(p,v), with the coefficient 3 unchanged. For v > 2/3,
K decreases in p: both coefficients in braces are nonnegative and (1 — 2p)/(pq) decreases. Its
derivative in v has the sign of 1 — 2p, since the derivative of the braces is at least 9v% — 6v+3 > 0.
Hence both variance endpoints are retained. The error is

K2 (X) — K0 (V)] < O{La + 3+ 3Ls(R, + g5)) (16.3)

when p < R,. This follows from the conditional expansions and py — pyyy = p(y— ) +v(p —
pV)-

Here are the remaining signed charges. They also explain the two alternative bounds retained
in the initial, coarse moment cover:

—p4/6 < Jp < ug/2, —3J2 —15/4 <0, (16.4)
pJi = J2 < 3(p—7) + 500+ 1), (16.5)
—75D/104 < J;, < 3D/2. (16.6)

To prove the first line, a gap of length h = b — a satisfies

b b b b
/(t—a)tdtJr;/ t2dt = hb? /2, g/ t2dt—/ (t — a)tdt = h(2a + ) /6.

Sum with weight 7,. On a negative piece (—v, —u), % [V adde — [ (v—z)z?de = ud(v—u)/3 > 0;
Tonelli proves the Jy assertion. For (16.5), the positive part is at most p2.J/8. The negative
part is at most E[V flv(6 —a)x(x — 1)dx; V > 1], V = X_, hence at most (5/2)EX3. The last
comparison is equivalent to 3V* —28V3 +66V2 —11 > 0 on [1,6]: the endpoint values are 30, 205,
and at the possible interior critical points (7 4 v/5)/2 its value is (85 F 35v/5)/2 > 0. For (16.6),
use Jio > —3T_, Ji, < 3.J, < 3T and (14.8).

The central integrals are J;. = mPj(A, B), with
P, =B3/34+ AB?/2 - A3/6,  Py=B'/4+ AB3/3 - A1/12.

They increase in B; their A derivative changes from positive to negative at A = B. A rectangle
minimum is therefore at B; and an A endpoint. Multiply a negative minimum by an upper bound
for m, and a nonnegative minimum by a lower bound. For the upper central charge, maximizing
at (@, b) if p < 1/2 gives J1 . < v3(2 — 3p)/(6pq), a decreasing function of p on that interval. If

p > 1/2, maximize first at A = B to get Ji . < (2/3)v?¢*/p < 1/3. Thus every cell may use

Jre < max{1/3, (2 — 31)/(61(1 — 1))}. (16.7)
For | X| < R, R > 1, define

(R+1)2 _ R3+2R?+3R+3/2

M(R)=p 5 W)= RT1)2




Then
pa <min{Rp,1+ks(R)(p — 1)}, n5 < min{Rus, 1+ k5(R)(p— 1)}, pe < Rps.  (16.8)

Writing u = | X| in (14.2), the first two constants are the endpoint values of the ratios u + 3/2 +
1/[4(u+1/2)] and u? + 3u/2 +9/4 + 3/[8(u + 1/2)], whose derivatives are nonnegative. The
other bounds are pointwise. The following coarse cancellation estimates continue to use the valid
radius-six majorants: The last identity in (14.2) gives

[K1+3pB| < (96 —18p)(p — 1)/13. (16.9)

Indeed u(u + 2 — 3r/2)/(u + 1/2) is convex on [0, 6], its maximum is (96 — 18r)/13, and its
negative part is at most 31/40, smaller than that maximum for 1 < r < 37/20. The other bounds
needed below are

|K1| < 6p—3p*/2+ 3|8,
K1 < M +3|8| - 3pg-/2, —K1 <3p+ 3|8+ (3p/2 - 3)g-,
—Ky < (p/2-3/8)M —p/2+1/8+3|B|g/2, —K,<8p%/27+ (3B]/2—1/2)p, (16.10)

where pgs < M, |y| < g, v > g—, and K, = n5/4 — ppa/2 — 38v/2 + p/2. For the first two
lines use |E[X|X[*] — 37| < 3p, and note the negative coefficients of v. For the last line use

N5 > ui/Z > 3u4/2 — 1/2, or maximize py?/2 — y3/4 over y > 0.

Compatible weaker resource constants. One may also use the weaker binary charge
br = (616/25)(1 — ©)% dist(ps, 1)%. Tt follows from 2(6 + 20) > 616/25 and (1 — 0)3/2 > (1 — 6)2.
With K = min(K,, K_) and v, = max(v4,v_), the merged charge (14.10) gives

T, +T_ <T,=(d—br) max{v./[3(A; + By)], (R + 2v,)/K}, d, = min{d, (o + 1)T4}.
Thus W, < d, and, for R < 6,

3
—75d,/104 < J1, < 3d,/2, 3(pJ1o — J2,0) < 3 max{pz/(a —-1),(R— p)2/(0 + 1) }do.

These are precisely the merged-cost versions of the sign-specific resource rule; they do not
introduce another available budget.

16.4.1 Conditional lower moments improve two signed charges

Let s, = maxpe[;, pq and § < ©. The unsigned cases of (14.6) give

pa > M = max{1, (1 — ©)%(1/s, — 3)}, (16.11)
1 —4s, + 252
ns > By = (1— @)5/2T (16.12)

Both binary moment functions decrease in s € (0,1/4]. For the fifth this follows because the
derivative has the sign of s + 2s — 3/2 < 0; the fourth is immediate. The fourth-moment lower
bound sharpens the lower endpoint of J; + (g — 3)/6; its explicit use appears in the cell map
below.

The constant signed charge is
_PHs M5 3, p
=% Ty My
The old coherent estimate used 75 > 3u4/2 — 1/2 and pgy < M. A second estimate uses (16.12).

Their difference is independent of p. Consequently the improved bound is exactly the old one
minus

1
ZmaX{O,El —3M/2+1/2}. (16.13)

This is a constant shift on the cell and does not spoil convexity. It does not assert the generally
invalid implication 15 > 3M /2 — 1/2 from an upper bound on .
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16.4.2 Signed conditional Taylor cancellation

Let K1 =E[X|X]*] =38 —2py. Onasignclass put 2 = [X|,a=|[V|, W =X -V ande=1on
the positive class, —1 on the negative class. In the actual central-gap domain there is no atom at
zero. With w3 = x + 2a, wy = 2% 4 2ax + 3a® and vy = EV?3, exact conditional expansion gives

Ki(X)—-Ki(V) = E[W2 {e(ws — 3 = 3pws) — 3yyws}]. (16.14)

Apply (14.6) to j = 2,3,4, with h =1 or h = ¢, and use py — pyyv = p(y — W) +wp — pv).

The positive coefficient in (16.14) is F(z, a;t) = 2> +2ax+3a*>—3— 3t(x+2a) with t = p+y;
the negative coefficient is —F with ¢ = p — «y,. Their ranges are bounded on complete rectangles
of actual conditional means and support magnitudes. The positive-support magnitude is at most
R. The same formula permits separate actual bounds on the two signed support magnitudes.
On the late domain p < 1/2, bounds for vy are

V(=031 = 2u)?/[u(l — w)] < v < (1—20)/V/I(1 1)

The positive mean lies in [\/(1 — ©)(1 —u)/u, /(1 —1)/I], and the negative magnitude mean
lies in [\/(1 —©)I/(1 —1),y/u/(1 —u)]. Use the lower bound p > pp(u) only after checking
3min(A;, By) > (3/2) sup; pp. Indeed conditional expansion and (1 —6)3/2 > 1—30/2 then imply
p>(1—-60)32pp(p) + 3min(A, B) > pg(p). Otherwise retain the universal lower bound one.

Since x + 2a > 0, F decreases with t. For fixed ¢ its Hessian is (32) > 0. Its rectangle
maximum is at a corner. Its minimum is among the four corners, the minimizer on each edge,
and the stationary point (z,a) = (3t/8,3t/8) if that lies in the rectangle. On fixed-z edges use
a=1/2 — x/3, clipped to the edge; on fixed-a edges use z = 3t/4 — a, also clipped. This is a
complete finite extremum list. Multiplication by 0 < 6 < © uses © min(0, L) and © max(0,U)
for the lower and upper coefficient bounds. It intersects this new interval with the retained
absolute-error interval; neither need be discarded.

16.5 Generic event and complete central rectangle

Lemma 16.1 (Generic small-defect event). Assume | X| < R <6 and p < 37/20. Let 0 < d < 2
and D < d. Define

r« = min{37/20,(3+d)/(c — 1)}, W =+/37d/10, c=+Vo+1, e=+Vo—1, Cy=c+e,

(2¢ — e)hy + 3W
Co '

h*:% 12—|—W2+3WC/0, L*zmax{h*,
Then p <r.,, A+ B<h, and 2B — A| < L,. If a = L./6 < 3, then
A <alp+1)+ (B —a)d/2, pa<hgp+RA/2, ns5 < hip+ R%d/2.
For independent copies, the actual event E = {X X’ < 0} obeys
PE)>a:=1/(2r2), |X-X'|>dy:=vV2—-donE, E[(X-X)?|E]<2/a.

Proof. The inequality J < p+1 gives D > (o —1)p—3. Equation (14.8) gives w? < 2pD < 37d/10
for w = cA — eB. Since ce = 3,

A+B:%\/w2+12AB—%, 9B — A= (26_6)(AC+B)_3w.
0 0

Use AB <1, |lw| < Wjalso 2B —-A> —(A+ B). Now Ji . = J.(2B — A)/6, |J1,0| < 3J, and
0<J,<T <d/2imply | 1] < aJ + (3 — a)J,.
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For either inner endpoint b, and b, < x < R,
z* — hya® < Ra(a? — b2), 2° — h2x® < R?z(x? — b?).

Indeed hy > by, and after factoring x — b, the remaining comparisons follow from x < R. Integrate
and use T < d/2. Finally m? < pq and m > 1/(2p) give 2pq > a; the conditional squared
distance is bounded by its unconditional expectation 2, divided by the event probability. O

The central part of pJ; — Ja is exactly mG(A, B; p), where G = pP; — P,. Let a proved
probability cell give A € [A;, Ay|, B € [By, By], m € [m;, m,]. Here

Ay =+vVu/(1—u), B,=+1-0)/l, m=+(1-0)sy, my= /prgﬁu;]pq.

The closed-box Bernstein identity. For a polynomial P(z) = ZZZO tpak,

d

AW d—i i\, (d
P(z) = Zb<z>x (1—2)" b= Ztk /)
=0 k<i
Indeed (jl) (;;) = (Z) (Cll:,’z) and the binomial theorem recover each monomial zF. The basis
terms are nonnegative and sum to one on the closed unit interval. Tensor products prove the
two-variable version below, including all boundary points.

Lemma 16.2 (Complete central rectangle). Write G(A; + (Ay, — A1)z, B + (By, — B)y; p) =
S trna®y". Define the 25 rational coefficients

bij(p) = Ztkh%;%ga 0<4,5<4,
b W

and
G(p) = Hgf;X{mzbij(p), mubij(p)}.

Then pJic— Joe < G(p). Moreover G is convex in p.

Proof. Apply the Bernstein identity (16.5) separately to the two coordinates after the affine
substitution. The Bernstein basis is nonnegative and sums to one on the closed square, so G
is a convex combination of its 25 coefficients. For each coefficient retain both m endpoints, or
equivalently use m,, when it is nonnegative and m; otherwise. This gives a uniform bound on the
entire three-dimensional rectangle, including boundaries. Each endpoint-multiplied coefficient is
affine in p; their maximum is convex. No interior stationary point is omitted. ]

16.6 One interval-feedback theorem

The signed identity from the preceding section is
R =C{38J/2+3pJ1 —3J2 — K} + HICK; + ¢U) — H*(Cp+~v¢/2) + E,, (16.15)

where U = J; + (usa — 3)/6, ¢ = ¢(H/+/n). For any one coherent low-frequency triple and
complete high-frequency value Ky at floor NV,

|En| < Kp+sp|H|, Kp=ci(Lo+Kpg+ Ly/VN), sp=ceLy, cx>2/m.  (16.16)

We use 16/25 before the signed phase and 212/333 afterward; both are valid since 7 > 333/106.
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Lemma 16.3 (Continuous cells and feedback). Suppose bounds for one actual cell give
TOSPSTb O<CO§C§017 |6’§b7 |’Y’§gv /-1’4§M7 D§d>

K € [k, ky), U € [ug,uyl], and 0 < p_ < ¢ < 2/5. Freeze the shared outer charge d,, lower fifth
moment Ej, upper s, = max,c(,p(1 —p), and central envelope G from the preceding bounds.

Define

A(r) = 3b(r + 2y/54) +3G(r) + § max{r?/(0 — 1), (R = 7)* /(o + 1)}d,
+(r/2—3/8)M —r/2+1/8 + 3bg — + max{0, B, — 3M /2 + 1/2},

B(e) = max |ck + ul,
kef{k;,ku}, ue{u,uu}, ve{p—_,2/5}

Qe,r) =cr+ 3p_(3.16r —3 —d) — £(2/5 — ¢_)(d — .16) 1.

If all four corner values of Q) are positive, then, for every real H,

RS e AKp+eAr) + (B(e) +sp)lH| = Qe H'}
< max {Kp+cA(r)+ (B(c) +sp)?/(4Q(c,))}. (16.17)

Cc,7 corners

If T is a strict upper bound for the final mazimum in (16.17), the weight-removal step in
Lemma 14.1 gives

_ 150007 997 (| 5T
997N~ ¥~ 2500 2N

) , C<Cg+V/N ifalsoR/p<V. (16.18)

Only positive density floors are used. These statements remain valid at H = 0, on closed cell
edges, and for zero conditional variance.

Proof. The constant coefficient follows from the shared outer budget, Lemma 16.2, and (16.10),
using

J§,0+2ABm§p—|—2(1—¢9)3/2\/p>q§p+2\/£.

This follows from A < a, B < b, m? = (1 — 0)pg; it is used only in the charge 3|3|.J/2. Since
~v > 3.16p — 3 — d, its negative part is at most (d — .16). Using the upper density only for that
negative part gives Cp + vp/2 > Q. Absolute value is separately convex in each coordinate of
ck + 1u, proving the formula for B. For fixed r and |H|, the resulting upper bound is convex in
c. Take those endpoints before completing the square. At either endpoint ¢ > 0, it is convex in 7,
since G and the maximum of the two outer quadratics are convex, every other term of A is affine,
and Q@ is affine in . This proves the first line of (16.17); fh — qh? < f?/(4q) proves the second.
Bilinearity of @ proves its positivity throughout the rectangle from its corners.

O]

16.7 Signed phase curvature in the resource schedule

The auxiliary Fourier orientation does not change the signed third moment in the actual transfer
identity. The paired phase estimate must therefore retain its sign. On a fixed resource cell put

I 997 (1 5r

AR —3.16p—3 — — 4
o QN), 0(p) =316p—3—d, U=

where 7, d are the preceding raw and defect upper bounds, and the checker requires 0 < L < U.
The actual density lies in [L, U] and the actual signed moment satisfies v > go(p). Consequently

Cp+ 376 > ¢s(C, p) := Cp + 3 min{Lgo(p), Ugo(p)}. (16.19)
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This follows by first multiplying the lower bound on 7 by the nonnegative actual density, and
then minimizing over its two endpoints. The simpler expression Cp + Lgo(p)/2 is licensed if
go > 0, or if nonnegativity of the actual « has been separately proved. It is not licensed merely
by reflecting the auxiliary Fourier integral.

The corrected price preserves the four-corner reduction. For fixed C, ¢g is concave in p, being
affine plus the minimum of two affine functions. For fixed p it is affine in C'. In the phase
envelope A + f|H| — gsH?, the remaining terms are separately convex in C, p, by the moment
and coefficient bounds already proved. Thus the entire envelope is separately convex, and two
successive one-dimensional endpoint bounds place its maximum at the four corners. The same
argument applies after adding the affine conserved-resource curvature e, and subtracting a barrier
price Kp. If the four corrected divisors are positive, concavity makes them positive throughout
the rectangle, and square completion gives the valid raw and resource bounds

2 2
max A+-—1, max A—i—fi—Kp .
C,p corners 4qs C,p corners 4(qs + ep)

Any threshold-root export likewise uses the corrected corner curvature.

For completeness, nonnegativity in the later acquired domains follows directly from their
constraints. Write B = 1iy~qy, V =E(X | B), W = X =V, § = EW?, and p = P(X > 0).
Conditional centering and W > —R — V imply

v =EV3 4 3E(VW?) + EW3 > EV3 4 2E(VIW?) — R9.

For p € [l,u] C (0,1/2) and # < © < 1 this gives

> 0= 6312(_115 2u) _ (R + 2\/Z> o. (16.20)

Here the binary cubic decreases in p < 1/2, and the right side decreases as its variance bound
increases. These are bounds on the same actual law throughout every later call. The fixed
acquired input domains license (16.20) before those calls are made. The exact domain check
covers 302 input rows: 45 central-input rows, 45 left-input rows, 45 first-confinement feedback
rows, 45 Sperner feedback rows, 84 signed-resource rows, and 38 final left-radius rows. With the
common already acquired radius R = 3.84, each right side is greater than .096. Thus all later
paired calls have an actual nonnegative signed third moment, independently of any auxiliary
Fourier orientation.

There is also a convenient cell-constant correction. Since p > 1, (—go(p))+ < (d — .16)4, so
the weaker price

Cp+ 3Lgo(p) — 3(U — L)(d — .16)4

is valid. This is the correction selected for the additional index—46 calculation. Both forms keep
the raw remainder separate from the barrier-subtracted resource budget.

The preliminary and complementary resource bounds use (16.19). Every exported resource,
including threshold curvature, must satisfy these corrected inequalities. Equality of two corner
maxima alone is insufficient, since the threshold bounds also depend on the phase coefficients.
Later uses of the simpler formula require their own explicit nonnegative signed-moment or
small-defect license.

16.8 The unsigned first-stage cover is the same enclosure

The first finite barrier uses a cover of p alone before introducing the signed cover. Here are its
exact coefficient choices, so that the first barrier needs no separate inherited entry theorem. Fix
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a closed cell p € [I,u] C [1,1.85], actual radius 1 < R < 6, and write k;(R) for the radial ratios
of Lemma 14.2. Set

M = min{11.1, Ru,1 + k4(R)(v — 1)}, ¢ = min{1.85,u,vM — 1},

Es = min{RM,1+ ks(R)(u—1)}, b= \/[U\/ u? + 8 —u? —2]/2.

The last expression solves p > (1+ 3%)/y/1 — 32, proved by pm > a2 +a® and m* < aja_. If a
previous pass licenses D < d < 2, the generic-event lemma also permits the ceilings h,u + Rd/2
and h2u + R2d/2 for M, E5; all dependent quantities are recomputed after taking these minima.
Use the triangle LOW triple and the minimum of complete permitted HIGH values, with the
same moment cap. Put

Kp=3(Lo+ Ky + La/VN), sp =Ly
The radial identity bounds |K| by

R(R+2—3l/2
- T
R+1/2
provided the displayed radial coefficient is at least 31/40. Indeed its positive maximum is at R and
its negative part is at most 31/40 on [0, R] for 1 < p < 1.85; convexity of z(x+2—3p/2)/(z+1/2)
proves this directly. Two additional valid bounds are

kola = 6u — 3u®/2+3b, kg = Ru/2+ max |R/2 — 3t/2|g + 3b.

kraq = 3ub +

For kg, bound the positive and negative fourth moments separately by R(p++)/2. Before defect
feedback use k = min(kyaq, kola, kr). After feedback one may replace koq by max(ky, k_), where

g =316l —-3—d, g, =3.16u—3—d,
k+:M+3b—% min 1o,

r=l,u;,v=9;,9u

k- =3u+3b+ max (3r/2—3)v.

T:lﬂ%”:gl »Ju

These substitutions bound the lower affine graph for the actual v, not an independently chosen
skewness.

Put A = 2u initially and A = (1 — 3.16)! + 3 + d after feedback. The constant coefficient of

the raw identity is bounded by

A, =min{3b(2u+1) + 3T(R, DA + 2u®(u+ 1) + 20’ — 1/2,

3b(2u + 1) + 2uM —1/2}.

This is the coarse gap bound above together with the two bounds for — K. The density coefficient
obeys

vg = min{.4j + 4max(2, M — 3)/6, 4max(1/2,2M/3 — 1/2)},
where j = 3(u + 1) initially; the generic-gap choice is j = a(u + 1) + (3 — a)d/2, with its checked
a < 3. For a score endpoint enclosure C' € [c_, c1], the resulting raw bound is
(crk+vy + sp)?

4q,

Kp+cp A, + . >0, k>0, A, >0, (16.21)

where initially g, = c¢_l — g/5. After feedback use the larger of that quantity and
cl+p_(316l—3—d)/2—(2/5—¢_)(d—.16)4/2.

The score endpoints are the lower score floor and the upper allowed score cap; if the latter
depends on p, use its values at u, [ for c_, cy, respectively. Convexity in the actual score precedes
the completion of the square, and these outward endpoint intervals cover it. For the phase
resource add (14.5) before maximizing. A barrier e > K/n subtracts Kl from the nonnegative
resource. The first raw target must pass the license of Lemma 14.1 first.
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Optional signed improvement inside an unsigned cell. If gy = max(—g,0;l —3 —d) > g,
exclude the cell. When gg > 0, the sign-moment constraint forces (1 — 3)3 < (1 + 8)(u — go)>.
This inequality is monotone on (—1, 1), so exact bisection yields a lower by < f; if it fails even at
b, the cell is empty. For x € [go, g], set

fo(x) = (1 +2)%/[2(1 +b)] — R(u —x)/2 — 3b — 3ux/2,
fo(@) = Rlu+2)/2 = (1 = 2)7/[2(1 = bo)] — 3bo — 3l /2.

The signwise fourth-moment Cauchy bounds prove min f_ < K; < max f,. The first minimum
is at its clipped vertex 3u(1+b)/2 —1— R(1+b)/2. The second maximum is among its endpoints,
the clipped kink I, and the clipped vertex | + (R/2 — 31/2)(1 — by). Intersect with [—k, k] and
replace the linear term in (16.21) by the smaller full rectangle bound

max lck + Yv| + sp.
C:C*7C+;7k:kl7ku;7¢:¢*7'4;71}:_1/27 2]‘4/3_1/2

All sixteen corners are retained. If by > 0, the opposite-sign event also has probability at least
(1+62)%/(2u?), from m > (1 + 82)/(2p) and m? < pq. It may improve the complete HIGH value.
These are intersections with necessary conditions; the cover still examines every p-cell.

Moving from a small defect to probability coordinates. For 0 < d < .7, start with

1.47v/2 —d — v/3.7d B 2.04v/2 —d —V/3.7d
= ) | = .
3.52 3.52

They follow from A+ B > +/2 —d and |\/o + 1A —+/o — 1B| < v/3.7d; their positivity is checked,
rather than assumed at every d. The pointwise inequality z(z+b) > (29/5)b(x —b) for x > b > 0,
applied to the two residual third moments, gives D > (29/5) min((c + 1)A, (0 — 1)B)#. Start
© = 1 and perform the declared finite number of updates:

A

O < min{O, d/[(29/5) min((104/25)A;, (54/25)B))]},
e=1/d/[(616/25)(1 —©)2],  [L,u] =[(4—04)/2—€ (4—01)/2+¢],

Ay + max{A;, /(1 —0)l/(1 —1) —d/[2(1 — u)(179/25) A?]},

By + max{B;, /(1 —0)(1 —u)/u— d/[21(129/25)B}]}.

The last two bounds use D > 2(o + 2)B2M, + 2(0 +4)A2M_ and Ay = M_/q, Ap = M, /p.
Every division, interval endpoint and variance domain is gated. Subdivide this entire probability
interval, then use the common cell update and coefficient atlas. Thus the unsigned first barrier,
the signed initialization and the final probability refinements are three data choices for the same
finite-enclosure theorem.

17 One confinement lemma with two concentration choices

A proved amplitude is used as a support update, never as a premise of its own proof. The
following derivation applies to every acquired row, with the same formulas for the central and
left probability ranges.

17.1 Statement and hypotheses

Letn>N=47Y =B+ U,P(B=1)=p<1/2and E(U | B) =0. Put ¢ =1 —p, s = EU?,
A =nsand X = (Y —p), where EX? = 1. Thus ¢? = (1 —6)/(pq) and 6 = ¢*s. The conditional
label-zero support is at most a > 0 and the label-one support is at least b < 1, where a,b are
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support points and b —a = 1 — d. In particular 0 < a < d, 1 —d < b < 1. Assume the initial
strip supp Y C (—.55,1.55). Write p = E|X|?, 8 = E[X|X]|] and € = E|U].

Select an acquired closed probability panel [I, h]. Its fields give upper bounds ©, do, po, B+, T, A,
a lower bound f_, and separate bounds H, H_ for the two signs of H. Assume

9§97 d§d07 ngOa B*SﬁSBJﬁ OS)\SAa 4<C§COZ4253

For the positive sign 0 < H < H; for the negative sign —H_ < H < 0. Let x = np 4+ H/{ and
v=L(x->,_.Y). Assume a contact majorant @ for g(y) = v([y, 00)), with equality at each

i<n ~?
support point of Y, and derivative

l
Vi(=Q'(y)) = Lo(H/v/n) + —{3CH + (HH(H/Vn) +3Cp)t = 3Ctt]}, ¢ =ty —p). (1T.1)
Both actual deleted convolutions satisfy, separately,

Qj(w) < 7 ;

j=n—-1,n-2, (17.2)

for every interval of width w > 0.

Here is the precise common resource assumption. Put x« = 997/15000 < ¢(0)/6, J =
f[a ) (y — a)r(dy), and note that the central gap contributes mf¢J = (1 — 0)J to L. Thus

L > (1—-6)J; retain e > 0 and

nep +ng(0)D/6 +n®?L < B(H),  B(H) = min{T, max(A; + F;+|H| — Q;H?*)}. (17.3)
J

The four quadratics are the table’s quadratic rows, using Quudget; N0t Qraw. The Gaussian phase
contribution has already been included in Qpudget-

For each panel let E, Fy, mg be respectively strict lower, upper, and lower rational bounds for

V(1 =0)/(h(1=h)), 1/4/1(1 = 1), V(1 =0)I(1-1).

The bounds use the grid 1079, with an extra unit outward. Define

cy = 2(5.16)E*(1 — h — dp)?, c_ = 2(7.16)E*(1 — dy)?,
b, = min{3(4.16)E(1 — h — do), 3(6.16) E(l — do)},
P = moE*(3.5dist([l, h], [.41886,.41887]) — 2.041dp)3 .

The simultaneous moment inequality has the following usable form:
D>ciMy+c_M_+b0+P, d=(My/p+M_J/q)/l, €<2(Mi+M_)/t, My >0.(17.4)

To derive it, the endpoint expansion of (14.8) gives D > m(y/o + 1A — /o —1B)% + 2(c +
2)B2M, +2(0 +4)A2M_ +3(c +1)B04 +3(0 +3)Af_. Insert A > E(l—dy), B> E(1—h—dy)
and the rational lower coefficients displayed above. For the square, write A = ¢(p — a), B =
l(1—p—(1-0)), with a+ (1 —b) = d < dp. Its unshifted coefficient is (v/o + 1++/0 — 1)(p—p+);
Vo+1++o—1>35and o+ 1< 2.041 prove the stated lower square P. For completeness,
on the positive class put Z = X — B > 0. Then T = 2B?*M, + 3BE[Z% X > 0] + E[Z3; X > 0]
and R, = BM, +E[Z?; X > 0]. Consequently (¢ —1)Ty +6BRy > 2(c+2)B2M, +3(c+1)B60,,
since E[Z 22X > 0] > 04. The reflected expansion gives the negative-class bound. The centered
absolute deviation on each class is at most twice its mean distance from the inner endpoint,
proving the bound on €. All quantities refer to the same marginal.
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17.2 Concentration from an antichain

Lemma 17.1 (Strict-gap concentration). Suppose Y = Uy + B(1 + Uy — Uy), where B is
Bernoulli(p) independent of the pair (Uy,U;), and 1 + Uy — Uy > ¢ > 0 almost surely. For
independent copies Y1,...,Y; and any interval I of diameter strictly less than c,

J .
J\ K j—k
; < _ )ik,
P (Zle € I) < max <k)p (1-p)
The same bound holds after adding any independent random variable.

Proof. Condition on all noise pairs. The sum is a fixed constant plus . B;w;, with every w; > c.
The family F of subsets whose weighted sums lie in [ is an antichain: distinct comparable subsets
have sums differing by at least ¢, larger than the diameter. A uniformly random permutation of
{1,...,j} defines the maximal chain of its initial subsets. The chain contains a fixed k-subset
with probability 1/ (i), and meets an antichain at most once. Hence

2 (gr)_l =t

SeF

Multiplying each summand by its binomial level mass proves the bound conditionally. Integration
removes the conditioning. Conditioning on an additional independent variable proves the
last assertion. This argument includes all atom collisions and any open or closed interval
endpoints. O

For the actual marginal we may couple the two conditional noises independently and then
sample an independent label. Since Uy < a and Uy > b — 1, the step is at least b —a =1 — d.
Strict diameter is necessary: a Bernoulli law on {0, ¢} assigns mass one to [0, ¢], exceeding its
largest atom when 0 < p < 1.

A rational cap for every remaining index. Put Jy= N — 2 = 45 and define
rp =1—(1-=1)/Jo, rr="h+h/Jy, ve = min{r;(1 —rg),rr(l —rg)}.

The checker verifies 0 < rp, < rr < 1. Adjacent binomial-mass ratios show that any mode k
at index j > Jy satisfies (j +1)p—1 < k < (j + 1)p, hence r = k/j € [rp,rg|. In particular
1 <k <j—1. Finite Stirling bounds give

(7 & j—k _ exp(1/(125) — jD(r[lp)) 4
VGQ)p(l_m = 2mr(L —r) S Vo 1/(1270)

Here D(r|)p) > 0 follows from Jensen’s inequality for the logarithm; expz < (1 — z)~! for
0 <z < 1 follows term by term from the power series. The finite Stirling inequalities used are
V2mm(m/e)™ < m! < v/2rm(m/e)™exp(1/(12m)). Choose the strict 107¢ grid upper square
root M of .16/[vs(1 — 1/(12.Jp))?]. Thus, whenever w < 1 — d,

Qi(w) < M/\/j,  j>n—-2>. (17.5)

This covers the n — 1 full summands of v and the n — 2 full summands remaining after one mark
or deletion. An independent remaining conditional noise preserves the cap. We do not replace
the latter index by n — 1.

Either the score-derived cap or the strict-gap cap may be selected on an interval where its
hypotheses hold. The first confinement uses the score cap; later central and left schedules use
the strict-gap cap. For the left panels replace the conditional cubic coefficient 24 below by 28; in
general any ¢, satisfying ¢3[I(1 —1)]* > [3(1 — ) + .55]° is valid.
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17.3 Signed deletion, including atoms

Letm=n—1,Z=2—->",Y;, p=x—mpandlet K =) B;. For a fixed removed label put
T,(I) =P(x - >, ,,Yi —b— U, € I). Exchangeability and mp — K = Z — u + Y U; give the
exact identities

o) - 1y(1) = EEZ A RO gy gy - B2 Zpnt BUIL(D)]

mp mq

There is no absolute value around the sum of noises. For a full removed pair (Y;,U;), condition
on the pair. The remaining sum gives a function f(Y;) € [0, Qp—1(w)]. Since EU; = 0,

E[U; f(Y:)] < Qu-1(w)E(U;)+ = 36Qm-1(w).

This also works when one conditional law is deterministic.

Let independent conditional noises satisfy A = Uy — Uy > —d. For 7 > 0 put [T =
I+1+[—d,7]. On A < 7, the point for T} in I maps to the point for Ty in ™. On the
complement, conditioning on both noises gives error at most Q,,—1(w)P(A > 7). Moreover

s d
P(A <min{ —, ——— %, 17.
( >T)mm{s+p7'2’d+7'} (17.6)

Indeed EA =0, Var A < s/p, and A + d > 0 has mean d. Cantelli and Markov prove the two
bounds. The exceptional event is strict, so A = 7 belongs to the good event.

If I, I" are disjoint, combine the two signed noise terms before bounding them. For the same
remaining-sum law their conditional probabilities f;, f; satisfy

0<f1<Qr, 0Z5f55Qy,  fr+f7 < Qua

fl_'_f‘]gmin{QI+Q‘]’QhUI1+<1_1)Ql}‘
p q p q q p q

Multiplication by EU; = €/2 proves the combined bound. Closed, open and half-open intervals
are all covered by containment in the corresponding closed interval. No density or atom separation
is used.

Since p < ¢,

17.4 Slope bounds and the two exterior intervals

Split |H| into 16 closed equal cells [hq, hy,] and A into 24 closed equal cells [s;, sp]. On each box
put

p« = min{po, pp(l)+24sp/N}, b_ =max{f_,1-2h—2(1—h)O}, by =min{fy,1-2+06}.

Here pp(p) = (1 — 2p(1 — p))//p(1 — p). Write s; = EU?. Conditional centering and the two
sign supports give

p = {pq(1 — 2pq) + 3pq(so + s1) + pEU} — gEUS}.

The initial strip and dy < .55 imply |U;| < .55. Thus p < pg + £3(3q + .55)s < pp + 24s;
the last coefficient inequality is checked as 24%[I(1 — 1)]* > [3(1 — [) + .55]2. Similarly 8 =
(1—0)(1—2p) + £?(ps1 — qso), and [£?(ps1 — qso)| < 0. These identities prove the stated outward
bounds on p and . Set f = .4F;, ¢_ = .39886(1 — h}/(2N)) > 0. The exact upper bound for
H¢(H/+/n) used below is

Ah,  H >0,

Vy =
—(p_hl H <0.
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For all ¢ < 0, completing the square in (17.1) gives
M- = Fy((v4 +3Cops)*/(12(4)) = 3(4)b-)+, L =Ep_ — M_/N.
A positive bound B, > /(1 — 1)/l gives valid central-gap lower and positive-half-line upper slope
bounds
My = Fg(4th* + 3COB*(B* — 1) — 1.2b_)+,
Ly, =FE¢p_ —max(M_, M,)/N,

_ Iy (.4hp, + 3Cop«)?
U+—f+N{3COb++ 12(.4) .

They follow by completing a square on the positive half-line and using ¢(t — 1) < B,(B, — 1) for
1<t < Bs;on0<t<1 that term has the favorable sign. Negative values are covered by M _.
All divisions and positivity requirements are explicit gates.

The sharper lower-ray slope. Take 7_ =5r¢/12,n =10 and [ =[a —r,a —d — 7_ — 1),
where r > rg. Since a < d, the entire interval has ¢t < t, = —E(l +7- +1n) < 0. Write
B(t) = b_ + pit +t? and B™" = B(min(t., —p«/2)). For the actual C' and t < t,,

The inequality uses ¢t < 0 and separates the possible negative part of B(t) before varying C.
Minimize the right side at the clipped vertex min (¢, —(vy + 1.2p4)/2.4) and call its value g.
Then

L=FEp_ — Fymax(0,—q.)/N

is a lower slope on the whole interval, for every n > N. Positive corrections are discarded.
Therefore contact gives

V() > L(r —d — 17— — ).

This one slope replaces the previous separate bounds on the long and short parts of the interval.

Lower interval geometry. Its translate is [T = [a —r +1—d, b — 7], of width r — 7. The
initial strip implies It C [a + g,b), g = 1 — .55 — 2dy > 0, hence v(I") < J/g. The intervals
are disjoint throughout r < .55 4 dg, since inf I*T —supl =1 —r+7_+n > 0. At r = ro,
concentration and directed distance bounds are

Qr = f(ro — 17— —n) +2Copx, Q= f(ro —n) + 2Cop,
Qnutt = f(1 +70 —n) + 2Cop4,
Dr=(vg —1l—71-—n)+, Dj=(vg+1-1-n)4,

where vy = —hy/Fy for H > 0 and vy = hy,/E for H < 0. These signs follow from p = p+ H//.

Upper interval geometry. For a support point y > 1+ rg, take 7 = 7r/15, I = [a,a + 74]
and I'™ = [b,a + 1 + 274]. The strict gates dg + 274 < rp and 1 —dg — 74 > 0 give I C [b,y)
and disjointness. Contact, including the atom at b, and the leakage definition give

Vv(I) > Ly(1 —d) — v/nd /14, Vr(IT) < UL (.55 + d).

Use
Qr = fry +2Copx, Qs = f(274 +do) + 2Cpx,
Quun = f(1+274) + 2Cops,
Dy = (dy+ 7 +hp/E—1)4, Dy = 1+dy+2r +hy/E—1);.

The upper side deliberately keeps the absolute phase bound.

133



The strict-gap alternative. If 1 —.55—2dy > 0 and the displayed lower intervals have width
below 1 — d throughout r € [rg,.55 + do|, take Q@ = Q5 = M. For the upper intervals the
corresponding gate is 1—2dy—27 > 0; then again Q; = @y = M. Use the same directed distances.
Their concentration caps are now independent of r, and use a. = F;M{1/l+1/(1 —h)}/2 in the
next formulas. The lower-ray gate reduces to L > 0: its contact side increases with r, while the
entire error is constant on the acquired finite strip. For the score-derived cap retain the explicit
affine slope gate below. No assertion outside that strip is needed.

17.5 One budget, two error bounds

Let F; be the strict grid upper bound for y/max{(47/46)3,47/45}. It simultaneously covers the
two concentration factors in (17.2) after multiplication by /n, uniformly for n > 47. For either
pair of intervals set

Fy . [(Qr 0 Qy  Qua 1 1
ae_len{l+1—h’1—h+ <z_1—z>QI}’
A=F{QiDr/l+Q Dy/(1—h)}, B = FyQy.

The probability denominators are outward because 1/p — 1/(1 — p) is decreasing on (0,1/2). Use
ag =L, ay =1/g on the lower side, and aq = Ly + U4, aj = 1/71 on the upper side. For the
phase cell, maximize each concave budget quadratic at its vertex clipped to [hy, hy], take their
maximum, then the minimum with 7'; call this upper bound T,. Put

R="T./k—b.E%s, a=min(c;lE,c_(1-h)E), G=(R—NP)/a.
If G <0, the strict common budget excludes the entire closed box. Otherwise nd < G and
B, = min{sy,/(sp, + Ni7%),G/(NT + G)}
bounds (17.6). With

aq/l + 2a. aq/(1 —h)+2a. kay
2z = max
Ee, Eec_ 1-ef’

one valid total error bound is
& = (2R+ A)/N — zP + BB,. (17.7)

This follows by multiplying the single budget by z/k. The inverse-index coefficient zR + A is
checked positive.

A stronger bound spends the same resource on the pair event. Let R = R — NP > 0 and
define the three pairs

(0, wy) = ad/l+2ae& Ry
AR Ec, N’ Ecyl)’
_ (aa/(1 —h)+2ac Ry Ry _ [ ras Ry
<U—7w_)_< EC_ N’EC_(]_—h) ’ (UJ7wJ)_ 1_@N70 .

They are upper cost/displacement coordinates at the vertices of the simplex with resources
ney My, ne_M_ and n®/2L/k. For any t > 0,

D<NTD+t2
N7+D ~— (N7 +1)2 (NT +1)2

(D >0).

The difference is N7(D — t)2/[(N7 + D)(N7 +t)?]. Consequently a further valid error bound is

A Nt 2
g="21 BT )+ B—
PTN e (v” TP N t)2w2> TP N2
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The checker takes the minimum of (17.7) and these eleven bounds with ¢t = G /10, j =0,..., 10.
Each is individually valid; no numerical minimization or derivative of their minimum is assumed.

The lower contradiction is the strict gate Lrg — L(7— 4+ n) > £. To extend it to every r > rg,
bound increments directly in the original affine-in-width signed deletion bound for the same law.
The budget gives ne < E, = 2T/(kEmin(cy,c_)). The sufficient slope gate is

L> Fdf{D[/l—l-DJ/(l—h)-l-

By
N 2

(1/l+1/(1 - h))} + Faf B;.
Using the uncoupled increment is safe even when the hull bound was used at ro. The upper

contradiction is Ly —.55U4 > £. Thus no support point lies below a — rg or above 1 + r¢. Since
a>0,b>1-—dyand dy < rg, the label-zero and label-one supports both satisfy |U| < ro.

The selected schedules. The ordinary, central-antichain, and left-antichain certificates
substitute their recorded 7o into these same gates. Noise-dependent amplitudes are the same
theorem with a positive lower noise endpoint in R = T,/k — b.E?%s;. In the central rows
the additional amplitudes are .35,.30,.275 on [.05,.08],[.08,.10],[.10, A]; on the left they are
.375,.325,.30. Intersect each interval with its own row’s A and each amplitude with that row’s
global amplitude. The fixed acceptance checks both signs of H, all closed phase/noise cells,
clipped endpoints, and strict budget exclusions. No proof of LOW, MID, or a binomial score
comparison is used by this confinement lemma.

18 A smaller excess ceiling at index 46

This section adds one finite calculation to the resource argument. Write Cr = (3 4 +/10)/(6v/27)
and a; = C; — Cg. The external published inputs and the attained-contact reduction are exactly
those of the accompanying manuscript. All new entry estimates refer to the same attaining
marginal and threshold.

Theorem 18.1 (Supported barrier at 46). There is no attained positive mazimum with n = 46,

54

> .476’ Cup < .42496, supp X C [—3.4,3.4].

a46

The assertion includes either sign of the raw threshold and arbitrary atoms. It does not assume
positive conditional variance.

The support edge. The existing finite ceiling a; < .7/j for j = 45,46 gives
Cyp < 40974 4 .7/46 < .42496, 46(ag5 — agp)+ < 46(.7)/45 — .54 = 79/450.

The independently checked all-threshold contact support implication with (N, L, K, R,q) =
(46,46, .54,3.4,79/450) therefore supplies the support premise of Theorem 18.1. This implication
is checked on 22 closed radial cells through 4.5 and the complete remaining ray, for both signs
and every threshold. No entry output is used to prove this initial support edge. Consequently
the supported theorem implies aqs < .54/46.

Unchanged quantities and formulas. Let R and D > 0 be the raw remainder and gap
defect, respectively. The conserved identity (14.1), weight removal (14.3), and coherent phase
price (14.5) have already been proved. In particular, after a prior strict raw bound R < r < .4n
has licensed weight removal,

997 997 5r
n D < B(H), Hivn) > ¢ = L (1=
nanp+ 1eoo™ P < BUD, - 6(H[VR) 2 6= o ( 2n>
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Here B is the raw quadratic with the already proved extra curvature

1—5r/(2 d
e, = ;/(”) <.4095p—15> >0, nD <nd.

In this single-index calculation n = 46 throughout. The extra curvature uses only the preceding
bounds 7,d. On the barrier branch na, > K = .54, it follows that

D < ﬁmgx{B(H) — Kp}. (18.1)

The subtraction is made only in this resource bound, never in the raw remainder passed to the
next stage.

Four signed-moment covers. The first four stages use the signed-moment and common-first-
moment formulas of Sections 15-16, with fixed parameters

N=L=46, R=34, K = 54, C < 42496,  C > .4095 + .54/46.

The published moment caps determine the outer p interval. Each pass uses its complete
24 x 24 x 8 x 4 closed cover in (p, 3,7, m), including both signs of 3,~v. The LOW estimate and
all six HIGH pieces are the complete estimates of Section 15; the signed core and its boundary
rules are unchanged. The first raw output is below .4(46) = 18.4, before any defect output is
used. Every later pass consumes only its accepted predecessor state.

Three probability covers. After the fourth pass D < .2371 < .7. The general gap geometry
and the 24 ordered conditional updates in Section 16.8 provide a closed probability interval
[p—,p+]. Split it into 96 equal closed cells. The simultaneous resource (14.9) proves each cell’s
moment and inner-gap bounds. A cell may be discarded only when its binary defect charge
already exceeds the available defect. Otherwise apply the general four-corner enclosure (16.17),
using the score floor .4095 + .54/46. All closed endpoints remain covered.

Where its explicit moment and rectangle gates hold, also use paired Fourier cancellation
(15.13). In particular the checker verifies

0<l<u<l/2, 1<M<2 0<g<l1, R>2g9, 3min(4;,DB)) > %plgﬁﬁ}pB(p)’
and the nonnegative paired absolute-skewness lower endpoint and every coefficient ordering
gate. The last displayed inequality licenses the actual lower bound p > pp(u). Reflect only the
auxiliary Fourier integral when necessary, as in Theorem 14.3; the actual signed contact and
phase data retain their original orientation. If a paired premise fails, retain the valid general
enclosure for that cell.

The signed phase correction. The actual coefficient of H? is Cp + v¢/2. The available
signed lower bound is v > 3.16p — 3 — d. It can be negative during the first probability pass.
Define

R

2

(d - .16)..

€y
Since p > 1, its negative part is at most (d — .16)4, so
Cp+~¢/2>Cp+¢_(316p—3 —d)/2 —e,. (18.2)

Thus every paired corner (A, f, q) returned before this correction is used with ¢ = ¢ — €, > 0.
Both the raw and the resource bounds are recomputed:

f f?
Rpair — max (A + ) 5 Bpair = max (A + ﬁ — Kp> .

C\,p corners C,p corners q -+ €p
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The four score-moment corners use C € {.4095,.42496} and p € {pp(u), pu}. The lower score
corner is a valid relaxation of the stronger barrier score floor. The checker requires all corrected
divisors to be positive.

For clarity, the endpoint argument precedes square completion. At fixed H, the constant
and linear-phase envelopes are convex in C' and in p, as proved for (16.17); the curvature
is affine in each variable. The new correction is constant on the cell, e, is affine in p, and
—Kp is affine. Hence taking those same endpoints still gives an upper bound. Only then use
fIH| — qH? < f%/(4q). The maximum for the general estimate and the maximum for the paired
estimate are separate complete bounds; their minimum is therefore valid. No coefficients from
different estimates are combined.

Fixed exact schedule. All decimals in the table denote exact rational target bounds. Each
row gives strict simultaneous upper bounds for R, D.

Pass Cover R D | Active | Excluded | Paired
1 signed 5.8415 | 1.6324 | 17752 680 0
2 signed 2.8322 .6195 | 12871 5561 0
3 signed 1.8719 .3550 5515 12917 0
4 signed 1.4410 2371 3127 15305 0
5 probability 19953 1077 92 4 83
6 probability .7416 .0379 95 1 95
7 probability .5840 | -.0046 96 0 96

There are 4(18432) + 3(96) = 74016 closed cells in the recorded covers. The final row contradicts
D > 0, proving Theorem 18.1.

19 One local comparison theorem

A law concentrated near two points has a natural integer count and a small centered error. We
compare it with its own Bernoulli count. The same exact identity handles every noise regime.
There are two useful estimates of its right side: discard all but the nearest outgoing count, or
retain all counts through a random cutoff. The estimates share their normalization, moments,
and tail bounds; only the final scalar witness changes.

19.1 The identity and the common numerical test
Let 0 <p<1/2,g=1—p, v=pq, and let
Y=B+U  Pr(B=1)=p, EU|B)=0.
The two actual conditional laws Uy, U1 obey
\Ujl <A, Uy<ay, Ui>-ar, ap,a1 >0, d=ap+a <dop<min(p,q), do <A (19.1)

Write s; = EU?, s = gso + ps1, A =ns, £ = (v + $)"12, 0 =s/(v+s)and p=E[(Y —p)|>. At
the actual threshold choose

x=np+ H/l=k+u, ke{l,...,n—1}, |ul <4, 0=k—np=H/l—u.

Either nearest integer is allowed at a tie. Put

™ = (?)qu"j, Fg(j) = Pr(Bin(n, p) < j), pp = (1 —2v)/V/v,

137



with 7; = 0 outside [0, n]. Let W; be an independent sum of j copies of U; and n — j copies of
Up. The signed scores are

C= ?{PY(ZYZ- <z)—-®(H/Vn)},  Cp=Y2{Fg(k)— ®(5/\nv)}.
Throughout this section C' > ¢, > 0; the selected application uses ¢, = .4. Define
Fu) = D((6+u)/\/n(v+ .;)Z —®(5/+/n(v+ s)), (19.2)

Q=Pr(}°Y; <k+u)— Fp(k),
R = /n{®(d/vnv) — ®(6/v/n(v+s))} + Clpp — p).

Direct subtraction gives the exact identity

p5(C — Cp) = Vam{Q/m — f(u)} + R. (19.3)

In particular, the phase u, the sign of H, and both conditional laws refer to the same marginal
throughout.

Theorem 19.1 (Parameterized local comparison). Fiz n > N, A > 0 and a closed parameter
cell on which (19.1) holds. Suppose \/nm, > m > 0. Either of the following witnesses proves
pB(C —Cp) < —eA.

1. Nearest-count witness. Valid bounds O, T, Ry, k satisfy

Pr(Wy > u) + f(u) > O, ZPr(WkH <u—1)<T, 7/ < Ro, R < kAN
i>1

Only legal counts occur in the sum; adding positive upper bounds for other counts is allowed.
If D=0 — RoT >0 and
mD — kA/n > e, (19.4)

the conclusion follows.

2. Whole-count witness. Bounds B(\) < 0 and I(\) > 0 satisfy
pe(C — Cg) < VnmAB(A\) + AI(\)/n.

1t is enough that
mB(\) + I(\)/N < —e¢. (19.5)

The witnesses may differ from cell to cell. A finite closed cover and a separate treatment of A =0
therefore suffice for a complete local comparison.

Proof. Conditioning on the binomial count gives, with all atom conventions intact,

k n—k
Q==Y T i Pr(Wi—i > u+1i) + Y Ty Pr(Wipi < u— ). (19.6)
=0 =1

Dropping the outgoing terms with i > 0 gives Q/m, — f(u) < —D. Use (19.3) and D > 0. For
the second witness, use B < 0 before replacing v/nm, by m, and I > 0 before replacing n by N.
These sign requirements are part of the test, not conventions. ]
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19.2 Normalization and the repair, once for every witness

Here is an explicit finite recipe for the constants required above. Let p € [p_,p4+] C (0,1/2),
n>N, A<A 0<0,and |§| <A, where A > 1 also includes every binomial mode. Choose
0<r_<p-—A/N and p; + A/N <ry < 1/2. Let v, > 0 be a lower bound for p(1 — p).
Choose positive E, L, R bounding, on [r_,ry],

1-—2r 1-—2r 1

|D”/(7“||p)| _ 7«2(1 — r)2’ |(log(r(1 — 7“))),’ = 7“(1 _ 7’)’ 12r(1 — 7’)7

respectively, where D(r||p) = rlog(r/p) + (1 — r)log((1 — r)/q). Then, with Z(t) = Lt/2 + R +
Bi3/(6N),

\/ﬁﬂ'k _ gb\(ﬁ?}) 6752/(2n'u)+g“’

For completeness, the finite Stirling formula used here is

n|¢| < Z(]4])- (19.7)

log(j!) = (j + 3)logj —j + 3log(2m) + 15, 0 <r; <1/(12)).
If a; = log(j!) — (j +1/2)logj + j and z = (2j + 1)~!, the integrated geometric series gives
0<aj—aj1 =735 221 /(2i +1) < 1/[12j(j + 1)]. Summing gives the remainder relative to
lima;. The integration-by-parts recursion for foﬂ/ *sind tdt and the inequalities between three
successive integrals give Wallis’s product; its finite product equals e*%=292i j /[2(25 +1)] and tends
to m/2. Thus lima; = %log(27r). Applying this formula to n!, k!, (n — k)! and Taylor-expanding
D and the logarithmic prefactor proves (19.7); the factorial error is at most 1/[12nr(1 —r)].
Consequently a valid mass lower bound is any positive

39886 [ A%/(20) +Z(A)
p+(1—py) N
The same formula at a mode proves y/nmax;m; < 1 whenever v.[l — Z(A)/N]? > .42 and

Z(A) < N. The rational bounds .39886 < ¢(0) < .4 follow, for example, by the alternating
arctangent series in Machin’s identity.

(19.8)

Differentiating (19.2) gives
log f = —4log(1 + s/v) + 6%/(2nv) — (6 + u)?/(2n(v + 8)) — (. (19.9)
Thus n|log f'| < BoA+ P(D,a) on |§] < D < A, |u| < a < 1/2, where

A? 2D 2
P(D,a) = ;"7“1 + Z(D).
U

Bo> +

20, 2Nwv2’

Choose 0 < b < 1 above [BoA + P(A,1/2)]/N and put F = (1 —b)~!. The elementary estimates
< (1—z)tand 1—e* <z imply
‘f/—1| < (Bl)\—l—Pl)/n, B, =FBy, P :FP(D,G). (19.10)
This supplies both a derivative interval [y < f’ < hy and the finer phase-error bound |u — f(u)| <
a(le\ + P1>/7”L
The exact count variance is

tj:IEW]-Qz)\—i—(j—np)(sl—so), |s1 — sl < s/p<cys, ¢ >1/p_. (19.11)

It gives w_\ <t < wi A with wy =1+ ¢,D/N. All uses below require the checked condition
w_ > 0. Also tg4; < iV for V, =1+ ¢,(A 4+ 1)/N. The binomial recursion gives, for every
legal : > 1,

; A-—1
Tkt < Ry, Ry >1+ bt

- Noull — (A~ 1/ (Np )] (19.12)
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provided the denominator is positive and p; + A < 2. Indeed the first ratio has this bound and
all subsequent rising factors are at most one. No count outside [0, 7] is used in this recursion.

Finally (19.1) fixes the signs inside the absolute cubic. Expansion and centering give
E|Y — p|* = v(1 — 2v) + 3pq(so + s1) + pEU; — qEUS > v(1 — 2v) + (3p — d)s.
The inequality (14 2)%/2 <14 32/2 4 322/8 for z > 0 yields

(v+5)*%(p— pp) 28<6p—3p2—g—d—3<1gv2v)8>. (19.13)

Let Q. > 0 be a lower bound for the bracket and m, < ¢./[p+(1 — p+) + A/N]3/2. The normal
variance correction is nonpositive for § < 0; for § > 0 its derivative in s is at most .44/(2v%/2).
Therefore 4
R < (P.Dy — mcQi)A/n, P, > 2'7/2, D, >6,. (19.14)
Ux
One may take Dy = D, but retaining the positive part is often decisive. All bounds concern
v+ s, which can exceed 1/4.

19.3 Two elementary tools for probabilities

Lemma 19.2 (A shifted quartic). Suppose W is a sum of independent centered variables bounded
in absolute value by A, and t = EW?. Let Ko > (9 +6v3)/4 and a > 0. Forr > 0 and
o€ {-1,1},

(3a? — A%)t — 3t2 — 4Art — 6r%t — r* 4 3a?r? + 20a3r

Pr(W 4+ or > 0) > Kodl

(19.15)

Proof. The polynomial he(z) = (—2* + 3a%2? + 2a3z) /(Koa*) is below 1¢,-¢y: it is nonpositive
for z < 0, and its maximum for z > 0 is at 2z/a = (1 ++/3)/2 and is at most one. Independence
gives [EW3| < At and EW* < A%t + 3t2. Expand Eh,(W + or) and apply these two inequalities.
The value at the threshold is zero, so atoms require no limiting argument. O

Lemma 19.3 (One common tail bound). If independent centered X; < A have total variance at
most V', then, for b > 0, their sum has upper tail bounded by the minimum of one and

2 .
V + Ab ’ (bJA+pu—j5)3 (19.16)
p="V/A? 0<j<b/A+p.

Vv

i BV =

where P, is Poisson. The same holds for a lower tail when |X;| < A. All bounds apply to closed
events, hence also to strict events.

Proof. Cantelli’s bound follows by applying Markov to (3" X;4V/b)2. Taylor’s integral remainder
gives Ee*Xi < exp{EX?(e*4 — 1 — 2A)/A?} for z > 0. Multiply and use z = A~ log(1 + Ab/V)
to get B. The zero-variance case is immediate.

For the third bound, smooth f(z) = (z — t)3 by a nonnegative smooth compactly supported
density. Then f” f" f" > 0. For Af(z) = f(x + A) — f(x) — Af'(x), the Taylor quotient

f(a:+y)—f(x)—yf'(ﬂ:)_ ! IV (- ,
5 = [a=nsesra

is nondecreasing in y. A centered X < A of variance v consequently satisfies Ef (z + X) <

f(x) + (v/A?)Af(z). For P.f(z) = Ef(z + A(P, — 2)), 9,P.f = P.Af and

A A
PP.f = PA >0, Af(z) / / (A= 1)(A—w)f"(x + 1 +w) dr dw.
0 0
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Thus Pyja2f > [+ (v/A?)Af. Replace the independent variables successively; translations and
expectations preserve the derivative signs and Poisson rates add. Increasing the total variance
to V is permitted by Jensen after adding independent centered Poisson noise. Removing the
smoothing is justified by bounded actual upper supports and finite Poisson third moments.
Markov at ¢t = A(j — ) proves the displayed bound. O

These bounds have finite rational evaluations. For example,

E(Py =)} = i 4301 —= )i + (1= 3j +35%)p = 5° (19.17)
bl hys 3
R N L)
NP DT
=0

Replacing e ™ by (2,2;1:0 p/h))~! enlarges the nonnegative correction. Alternatively sum
the positive Poisson series through 32; the remaining tail is at most its first term divided by
1—u(34—3)3/[34(33—5)3], provided j < 33 and that ratio is below one. For Bennett, put z = Ab/V
and L = [(b/A + p)log(1 + x) — b/A]. The positive series log(1 + z) = 23,5, 22" 1 /(2h + 1),
2z =x/(2+ ), gives lower bounds for L; any positive lower exponential series gives an upper
bound for e~ . Rounding a positive lower L down before exponentiation is also valid. These are
choices of rational witnesses, not optimization claims.

19.4 The nearest-count witness, including vanishing noise

For v = —r <0, add —hyr to (19.15) with o = 1; for u = r > 0, add I;r with 0 = —1. Both
bound Pr(Wy > u) + f(u) from below. For a cell t € [t_,t,], r € [r_,r4], this expression is
concave in t (second derivative —6/(Koa*)), so only t_, ¢, are needed. At each endpoint, bound
a monomial with positive coefficient at »_ and one with negative coefficient at . Any rational
a > 0 is a valid witness. Other valid choices are

r2

M_T_T% —hyrye (u<0), lyr— (u>0). (19.18)
They follow from Cantelli and nonnegativity, respectively. Their maximum or one selected
witness is valid without an optimality proof.

For incoming counts use tg4; < iViA. On u € [—r4, —r_] the first distance is 1 + r_ and
every later distance is at least ¢. On u € [r_,ry| they are 1 — ry and i(1 — ry/2) for i > 2. Let
b, b, be these first and later distances. On A € [L, U], let T} be any bound from Lemma 19.3
at (A,V.U,b). Since B(A,iV,ib) = B(A,V,b)!, all later counts total at most B2/(1 — B) for
B = B(A,V,U,b,) < 1. Thus

D=0 -Ry{Ty+B*/(1-B)} >0, mD —kU/N >eU (19.19)

proves the entire cell when x > 0. The selected MID normalizers explicitly verify this sign. This
is the common central and left MID proof.

A cell touching A\ = 0 requires estimates proportional to A; a positive lower endpoint may not
be substituted. The following rescaling provides them. Put r = zt, t, = w, U and d, = Koa®.
The shifted quartic plus br, divided by ¢, becomes

2_ A% 3¢ 2 4At 2t — 62 324
Fg,b(z,t):3a 3 +( o B >Z+3a 6 2 z

— . 19.2
dg Koa o dq dq dg (19.20)

It extends to t = 0 and is concave in t. On 0 < z < z, replacing 2% by 2222 gives a lower
quadratic at ¢t = t,; at t = 0 it is linear. Endpoints and a clipped quadratic vertex therefore give
an exact lower bound J(o,b, zg) for the whole rectangle.
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For negative phase choose z_,c_ > 0 and verify

z 2z_

J(1,=hf,z_)>c., ————hsz_>c_, ——o—>hy, 19.21
(L=hpyzo) > ey g —hyz>e (112602 (19:21)
1 hf
- — _t, _te < 1/2.
T 5 >c Z_ty <1/

The quartic handles r < z_t. Beyond that point use r?/(t + r?) — hyr. Its derivative at r = z_t
is positive by the third gate; its second derivative has just one sign change, so any later critical
point is a maximum. Its minimum is at z_t or 1/2, covered by the other gates. Hence the own
count exceeds c_t. For positive phase choose zy,cy > 0 with

J(-l,lf,Z.;,.) > cq, le+ > cq, 2yl < 1/2 (1922)

The quartic handles » < z, ¢ and the normal term handles the rest. The own count exceeds ¢4t
and also exceeds [¢r.

For incoming tails proportional to A, fix a Poisson anchor j. A positive series term of index h
divided by A(b/A + p — j)? has logarithmic derivative, multiplied by A,

3

hel—p—— M
K b/A4+pu—j’

p=Vi\/ A2

If b/A — j > 0 and this is nonnegative at A = U for the first positive index, it is nonnegative
for every term and all 0 < A < U. Therefore the Poisson bound divided by A is largest at U.
Likewise B2 /[\(1 — B)] is increasing whenever AB’/B > 1/2. Differentiating the Bennett formula
gives

AB'/B =b/A — plog(1+b/(Ap));

The function g(u) = b/A — plog(1+b/(An)) decreases because log(1 + z) > z/(1 + x) for > 0.
Moreover the logarithmic derivative of B2/[\(1 — B)], multiplied by \, is 29 —1+¢B/(1—B) >0
when g > 1/2. Thus checking the gate at U proves the whole interval. A rational upper bound
for the logarithm verifies that gate. On cells using the fixed positive bound [;r_ instead, unscaled
endpoint tails suffice: after a positive bracket is checked, divide it by U to obtain a lower bound
per . These arguments, followed by (19.4), prove TINY uniformly down to arbitrary positive
noise, including a deterministic conditional component.

19.5 The whole-count witness

Assume ¢ = 1 —dg > 1/2. Couple all 2n conditional variables independently and set W; =
di< ;UL + Yois ; Uo,i, extending it constantly outside [0,n]. Every increment of j 4+ W; is at
least ¢. Define

K=max{j €Z:j+W; <k+u}, R=K —k.

An independent binomial selector has the correct actual count laws, so
Pr> Y, <k+u)=EFp(k+ R). (19.23)

Let x = (n+1)p — k < 2 and mp = max; 7;. For every integer r,

mp r_ T
Fgp(k — Fp(k) — < — -1 . 19.24
1) = Foh) = rme < 22 o= et () + (5)] (19.24)
Indeed, the positive part of mj4; — Tpyi—1 is at most mp(x — )+ /((n + 1)v), by m; — mj_1 =
mi((n+ 1)p — j)/(p(n — j + 1)). Double summation gives (19.24): for r > 0 only ¢ = 1 can
contribute; for r = —h < 0 use (x + i)+ < x4+ + ¢ and sum the multiplicities h — 1 — i. Zero
extension makes the same calculation valid outside the legal count range.
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Write ¢ = EW?. Crossing monotonicity and Cauchy-Schwarz give

t R t R_ tvV A% + 3t
o< 2(y) = mrmmwep 2(5) Sgemer 0

For the first, R = i > 1 implies —W}, > ¢i — v and (ci — u)? > i(c — u)?. For R = —h < -2,
the next count is outside the closed event, so Wy, > ¢(h — 1) + u. Put j = h — 1. The function
3G +1)/(2(cj + u)?) decreases for j > 1 if u < ¢/3; for larger u reduce to that endpoint. Also
(73 —4)/(6(cj —1/2)3) decreases for j > 2, since its derivative has the sign of 2cj — (352 —1)/2 < 0.

These give the last two bounds using E(Wj,)3 < /EWEW,L

The marked crossing. Let D; = Uy; — Uy, ¥ = E(D;)+ = E(D;)-, 0 < n < 1, and
Ry = E{u+n— W;}. The two deleted laws are

AL kUi +(n—k—1DUy, A2 (k—1)U; + (n— k)Up.
Then
ER<u+n— Ry +J, (19.26)

¥
J == {Pr(Ao <u+dy—ci) + Pr(Ay > utn+i— A)}.
i>1

Here are the pathwise details. Put z = v — W}, and mark

n—~k k
Zr =Y (Drri) Ywy<u—ciys 2o = _(Droit1)) 1 L{wsuin+i}
=1 =1

If R > z 4+ n, the crossing activates the marks through R: for R > 0 use z > cR, while for
R < 0use z < R—mn. In either case R < z+ Zy + Z. Hence if h = R— [z +1n| > 0,
Zy+Zy >h—14n>nh. Thus R < |2+ n] + (Zy + Z)/n on every path. On an active
forward mark Uy > Uy > —dp; deleting its pair implies Ag < u + dy — ¢i. On a backward mark
delete U; < A to obtain the strict event for A;. The remaining sum is independent of the entire
pair, so the expectations factor. Extending to all 7 > 1 adds only nonnegative bounds. Finally
|R| <1+ (|Wg| 4+ |u|)/c proves integrability and permits expectations. No coupling has replaced
either deleted marginal.

A finite bound for every mark. Fix A € [L,U], L > 0, and t < wi\; put T, = wy L,
Ty = wiU. On a phase subcell u € [y, vy], for i = 1,2 let by = ¢i —dy — vy, > 0 and
bo =i— A+ v; > 0. Lemma 19.3 gives a bound w+)\K}nd, where

2 —
A S P(A, Ty b;) |
! o b? + T’ Ty,

The denominator 717, is a lower bound for the chosen upper envelope w, A, not for any actual
variance. Alternatively couple Ay = Z+ Uy, A1 = Z+Up with Z g (k—1)Ur+(n—k—1)Uy. The
two events project into Z < —a and Z > 3, where a = ci —2dy—vp, >0, 6 =i— A—do+v; > 0.
For any z € (—a, ) their sum is at most (w4 A + 22)/ min(z + o, 8 — 2)2. Consequently a second
kernel is

14 2%/Ty,
min(z + «, 8 — 2)?

Ko™ = , z=max{—Tr/B,min((f — «)/2,Tp/a)}.
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This center is inside the interval; differentiating the two quadratic ratios on either side of the
midpoint proves its optimality, although any interior rational center suffices. Take the smaller
kernel on each phase subcell and the maximum over their closed cover. Denote it K;. For i > 3
use fourth moments and the convex midpoint integral for (cz — b)~%. On u € [u, up] this gives

1 1
B G2)e— Atwp

A% + 3T, W,
K=K+ K+ 231U } T < WK,

3c {((5/2)C—A—Uh
(19.27)

All denominators must be positive. Indeed, the tail fourth moment is at most A%t + 3t%, and
integration from 5/2 to infinity covers every remaining integer, including the harmless added
illegal counts.

If the same-law resource supplies nd < G and G? < ¢,NL, then

coGA

' 19.28
~ cyn + G? ( )

To prove this, for centered X > —b, EX? < V and b* < V, the quadratic b(X — V/b)?/(b+ V/b)?
majorizes X_ on [—b,00). Its expectation is at most bV/(V + b%). Apply this to D; > —d, using
Var(D;) = so + $1 < ¢, A/n, and monotonicity in b < VV. The case d = 0 is immediate. With
n=2z\ z>0,z2U <1, (19.27) becomes

J wyKe,G
— < — . 19.2
A~ zZ(eyNXA+ G?) (19:29)

The fractional-part gain. If each centered summand has support span at most b < 1/2 and
the sum has variance ¢, then, for any real w and 0 < r, < 2sin?(7b)/b?,

o —Txt
E{w W} 2> 2(1-e ). (19.30)

Indeed 1 — cos(2mz) < (23/5)x for 0 < z < 1. A finite proof of this sole scalar inequality is
recorded below. For an independent copy Z’ of one summand, concavity of sine on [0, b] gives

’Eezmz‘z — 1 _ 2F sin2 m(Z — Z’) < e—4sin2(7rb) Var(Z)/b2'

Multiply square roots over the independent summands and use periodicity. This argument
includes zero variances and integer collisions. Here the conditional spans are at most A + dp, so
this is the b to use.

For a reproducible scalar proof, z > 10/23 follows from 1 — cos < 2. On [0,10/23] use the
degree-ten alternating upper polynomial for 1 — cos(2nz), with directed coefficients:

5 ; j )
—1)7t(2mx)% 3.141592653589794, j odd,
Q) = 3 ) {

Yl s T = .
(24)! 3.141592653589793, j even.

=1

Put P(xz) = 23/5 — Q(z)/x. On the eight intervals with left endpoint a; = 55/92 and width
w = 5/92, its degree-nine Bernstein coefficients are

b —i(lz)i h h h—i, i .
ik = [2"|P(x)( . )aj 0", 0<j<8 0<EkE<O.

The 80 rational coefficients are positive; the retained scalar acceptor reconstructs them. Expansion
in powers of the unit-interval coordinate proves the formula; Bernstein weights are nonnegative
and sum to one. The alternating remainder and the stated rational bounds on 7 follow from the
same elementary series above. This completely specifies the finite scalar obligation. A rational
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rate follows by replacing sin(7b) with x — 23 /6 + x°/120 — 27 /5040, 2 = 3.14159b, on the checked
alternating-series domain.

Set r = ryw_, require rU < 3, and define
9 r3L? L3 pPL* SIS
=53 .

g (19.31)

6 24 + 120 720

The sixth-order Taylor lower bound for 1 — e™™ gives Rg/A > 5r/23 — 5721\ /46 + g. The
discarded higher-order part is increasing as a function of A for rA < 3: its derivative has the sign
of 48 — 18z + (24/5)z% — 23 > 0 on [0, 3]. For instance this polynomial has positive degree-three
Bernstein coefficients 48,30, 132/5,51/5 there. Thus freezing it at L is valid.

One final expression. On a signed phase cell find an interval [z;, z] containing H/¢ by its
four endpoint quotients, using positive bounds for £. Let
D = max(|z; — upl, |zn —w|), D4 =max(0,zp —w), a=max(|wl,|un|), by =0p+—ay.

The same formula allows coarser upper bounds D, D_,b,, as used by the central certificate.
Check D < A and by + up, < 2. With wy = 1=+ ¢,D/N, the curvature coefficient is

b -1 b A2 + 3T,
V(J:M“[ sup {(X+u )++ by +u)y }+ o
w <u<up

Vs (c—u)? [¢ + min(u, ¢/3)]? (2¢—1/2)3

. (19.32)

On a rational phase subcell, both numerators are bounded at the right endpoint; the first
denominator is smallest there, and the second is smallest at the left endpoint. This proves the
supremum bound, including both kinks. Equations (19.23)—(19.25), v/nmp < 1, and (19.3) now
give the whole-count witness with

w+Ke,G 5r 5r?)\ B

B(\) =z Ry "
*) z+z(cUN/\—|—G2) 3" 16 P

(19.33)

P
I(N) = Vo + B+ -+ + P.Ds = meQ.

We used |u — f(u)| < a(B1\+ P1)/n and /nmp < 1. Every constant is fixed before \ varies.
Both B and mB + I/N are convex on A > 0; I is decreasing. Thus their two endpoint gates
B<0,I>0, mB+I/N < —.001 prove the entire closed noise cell. This proves all three LOW
variants by exactly the same argument.

19.6 The selected finite cover and the zero-noise endpoint

The retained tables contain 45 central probability intervals covering [.38,.47] and 38 left intervals
covering [.304,.38]. Each row supplies its own O, signed H bounds, dy, A, and global amplitude;
the confinement profiles may improve the amplitude with A. All these are hypotheses of the
present section, acquired earlier without using its conclusion. The shared resource has the form

15000
NnDmom < WTH’ Dyom > ad + 360 + P.

Consequently a noise cell [L, U] has
nd < G = {(15000/997)Ty — NP — B¢* L} /a.

Here T} is the maximum of the acquired concave quadratic budget on the closed signed H cell,
further bounded by its scalar ceiling. It already contains the phase charge. If G < 0, the entire
cell is impossible and receives no score test; the exclusion is strict even at G = 0.

For positive noise the complete cover is the following. Each interval is intersected with the
row ceiling A; shared endpoints are included.
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Noise Central phase Left phase Witness

(0,.05] all all nearest count (scaled)
[.05,.06] |u| > .09 |u| > .09 nearest count
[.06,.08] |u| > .13 lu| > .14 nearest count
[.08,.10] |u| > .18 lu| > .19 nearest count
[.10,.12] |u| > .29 u<—.29 nearest count
[10,.12] — u € [.29,.5] whole count

[.05, A] remaining phase remaining phase whole count

Beyond .12 the last row covers the full phase interval. The three LOW objects are one central
cover, one left cover with phase slices, and one extra positive left cover. Their distinction is only
the closed domain and the chosen outward constants. Signed H cells meet at zero; nearest count
ties meet at u = +1/2. The fixed coverage checker also checks every row-ceiling singleton and
every entirely excluded LOW row.

The common TINY parameters are
N =47, pe[.304,.47], |H|<1.393, © =.0154, do=.0181, A= .425 A =.05.

For its scaled own witness use a = .4784, Ko = 9/(4 - .4641), (2—,c—) = (1.66,.514) and
(z4,c4) = (1.2,1.036). Its six phase cells are [—.5,0], [0, .1],...,[.4,.5]. The first two use scaled
Poisson anchors 1.25, 1, respectively; the other four use the fixed positive normal bound. The exact
normalizers and gates specified in the accompanying certificate map verify these constants. The
central MID amplitudes are .35, .35, .30, .275 in its four rows. The left ones are .375,.375,.325, .30,
each further reduced by the row’s global amplitude. No interpolation of the tables is used.

All six accepted comparisons give the same strict conclusion
pB(C — CB) < —.001A\.

Their proofs have now reduced to Theorem 19.1, the shared normalization, and the two explicitly
derived witnesses. The arithmetic objects still have their original domains and targets; no
certificate branch has been silently deleted or relabeled.

If A = 0, conditional centering and p,q > 0 imply Uy = U; = 0 almost surely. The law is
exactly Bernoulli. For an attained positive closed maximum its threshold is a binomial atom:
lowering a noninteger threshold to the preceding atom leaves the CDF unchanged and strictly
improves the normal term, while thresholds below the first atom have nonpositive score. Thus
u = 0 at such a maximum and C' = Cp. Schulz’s all-probability Bernoulli theorem [6, Theorem 1]
gives Cp < Cg for every 0 < p < 1 and in particular for all the indices n > 47 used here. The
same external theorem closes the positive-noise conclusion C' < Cg < Cg; no finite Bernoulli
reserve is needed. No estimate in this section divides by zero or passes from fixed-law convergence
to uniformity in varying laws.

20 Exact arithmetic and the proof boundary

The preceding sections reduce the theorem to finitely many rational inequalities on closed
parameter cells. The executable supplement is part of this computer-assisted proof. It fixes
the row data, rational witnesses and subdivisions; acceptance reconstructs their inequalities.
The numerical tables are not evidence of a sampled inequality, and no optimizer’s success or
infeasibility report is used as acceptance.

20.1 A small arithmetic language

Integers and reduced fractions are exact. A square root of a rational z > 0 is enclosed using an
integer k with k? < m2x < (k + 1)?; the endpoints are k/m, (k + 1)/m. Every denominator’s
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sign is checked before division. Exponentials, logarithms, sines and cosines occur only through
the finite rational series and remainder bounds proved in the text. Those bounds include the
endpoint 1/n = 0 where an infinite index band is used.

For clarity, the polynomial test used throughout can be reconstructed without a library. If
P(z) = E?:o ajz’ and z =1 + (u — 1)y, then its coefficients in powers of y are

d .
— Z < )zﬂ Hu—1)%
Its Bernstein coefficients are

kE (k
bk:Z(T@)ci, P(l+ (u Zbk<> (1—y)**
i=0 (z)

The basis is nonnegative and sums to one on 0 < y < 1. Thus min b, < P < max b, on the entire
closed interval. Applying the transform one coordinate at a time proves the tensor version. Strict
positive coefficients suffice for positivity; failure to obtain them is a rejection, not a proof of
negativity. On an infinite ray, strict signs of a polynomial and all its derivatives at the endpoint
supply the separate ray certificate. The independent transform checks expand the Bernstein
expression back into monomials.

The resource iteration is a finite induction over rows and passes. Each accepted state encloses
the same unknown law; subsequent states intersect it with proved inequalities. Counts of feasible
and excluded cells must sum to the prescribed complete cover. An excluded cell requires a strict
contradiction, including at boundary values. The local score tests check sign premises before
substituting a mass lower bound or the index floor. Convexity in the noise parameter then
reduces each closed noise cell to its two endpoints.

20.2 The dependency graph and the supplement

The new logical graph is

finite caps, attainment, contact — support and resource formulas,
five supported exclusions — finite ceilings through 50, sharpened at 46,
acquired parameter cover and confinement — uniform local comparison,
sharper ceiling + three losses — Cy9 < Cg,
smoothing + least later failure — C,, < Cg (n > 49).
The all-parameter Bernoulli theorem closes the local comparison. No edge enters from an
earlier numerical cutoff. The complete Fourier, gap, moment and count arguments are shared

tools proved once in this manuscript; retaining those tools does not retain their former global
applications.

The electronic supplement supplies the rational row data, witnesses and closed subdivisions
used in these finite verifications. Every accepted cell satisfies the inequalities stated above; every
discarded cell has a strict contradiction with its necessary constraints. The covers include all
shared endpoints and the infinite index band. Together with the analytic implications proved
here, these finite inequalities complete the computer-assisted proof.

21 Two summands: a rational tensor certificate

21.1 Result and proof boundary

For a standardized law P, write

EX =0, EX?=1, p(P)=E|X]?< o0,

147



A, (P) = sup | P*((—00,zv/n]) — ()], Cn(P) = M, C, = sup Cn(P).

Let ¢ = ® and ¢y = (27) /2. Set

2v2 V1
K= \—[ = 0.404061017820884... ., Cg = u = 0.409732183702396 . . ..
7 6V 2T

Theorem 21.1 (Two-summand bound). For every standardized law P with finite third absolute
moment,

Ay(P) <

p(P).

Equivalently, Co < K < Cg.

The analytic reduction is proved below. The finite positivity assertions are proved by the
accompanying rational certificate and checkers. The finite certificate proves the stated upper
bound, not an identification of the exact value of Cs.

The sole external numerical probability estimate is Shevtsova’s published structural inequality

[7):
7 An(P) b 1661 429
VAT (1 2 e i 21.1
o) Uy T 000 YT To00 (21.1)
It implies
p>2 = Cu(P)<a(l+b/2)<K. (21.2)

The last comparison is rational after squaring, since K2 = 8/49.

21.2 Reduction of a putative maximizer to [—6, 6]

Lemma 21.2 (Attainment under the contrary hypothesis). If Cy > K, the supremum is attained
by a standardized law P with p(P) < 2.

Proof. By (21.2), the supremum may be restricted to standardized laws with p < 2. This class
is weakly compact: the second moment gives tightness, and the third-moment bound gives
uniform integrability of the first two moments, so their equalities survive weak limits. The third-
moment bound is closed by lower semicontinuity. Convolution preserves weak convergence. The
Kolmogorov distance to the continuous cdf ® is continuous under weak convergence, as follows
from the Lévy inequalities and uniform continuity of ®. Since p > 1 is lower semicontinuous,
the quotient is upper semicontinuous and attains its maximum. A maximizer with p = 2 would
contradict (21.2). O

Reflect a maximizing law if needed. Upper semicontinuity of the two signed cdf discrepancies
and their vanishing at infinity give a finite positive maximizing point. Write
t=xv2,  F=P%%(-00,t]), D=F-&()>0,
2D D
c=Y2D _c P _mxx
P P

Here |m| < 1. The negative branch uses the left limit of the cdf; reflection converts it to this
positive right-continuous branch.

Lemma 21.3 (Explicit contact inequality). Define

Wzﬁ ~ (V26(z) + 3xm)y

+2F+w.

Qy) = Alyl* —

(21.3)
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Then

2P((—oo,t —y]) < Q(y) (y €R), Q(y) = 2P((—o0,t —y]) (y € supp P). (21.4)

Proof. Contaminate the raw law, R = (1 — €)P + €d,, and then standardize. Its mean and
variance are
pe=ey, ol =1+e(y’ —1) -y
Evaluate the standardized sum at . = (¢ — 2u¢)/(v/20,). The event in the raw variables is the
fixed event Y] + Yo < ¢, so its probability is a polynomial in €; no differentiation across a moving
cdf jump is used. At zero,
P 3p 9

X
th=—V2y— S =1),  pp=ly —3my+5 -0

SR (~o0,1])| = 2{P((~00,t ~y]) ~ F}.
0

The derivative of the selected normalized score is nonpositive by global maximality. Thus
2{P((—o0,t —y]) — F} — ¢(x)z{, — A\p{, < 0, which is the inequality in (21.4). Its two sides
have the same P-integral 2F. The nonnegative difference vanishes P-almost surely. It is lower
semicontinuous because the cdf expression on the left is upper semicontinuous. Its zero set
therefore contains supp P. O

Lemma 21.4 (Six-unit support bound). Under Co > K, every maximizing witness in Lemma 21.2
satisfies supp P C (—6,6).

Proof. Equation (21.1) gives C < 1/2 and Cp < a(2+b) < 1. Hence A > 2/7, D < 1/3/2 < 5/17,

and \ < 5/14. Using ¢(x) < 2/5, |zé(z)| < 1/4,v/2 < 10/7, |m| < 1, and F, D > 0, we obtain
2 2 1

_43_ grz 3

Qy) > Ps(lyl),  Ps(r)

756 148
The exact identity

2 221 104 373
P —_9-=2= 3 et 2 i b >
6(6 + u) 7u+56u+ 7u+ 56>0 (u>0)

contradicts @ < 2 on the support whenever |y| > 6. O

No finite-support assumption appears in this reduction.

21.3 The two moment parameters
Let v = EX3. Every standardized law satisfies
1<p,  hl<p PP+ -(P+27>0. (21.5)

For completeness, the last inequality follows from the elementary defect factorization of Theo-
rem 1.1. Put

s=V2 4 ag=(s—1)/2 by=(s+7)/2 ¢ =7(s"+6)/s.

The function
wy(y) = ]y\?’ — cwy?’ — 12y2/s3 + 6’yy/s3 + 4/33
factors on the two half-lines as
2@% 9
wy(y) = 5 (¥ = bo) {2+ (a0 +3bo)y}  (y = 0),
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o
wy(—z) = S—g(z —a0){2+ (3ap + bp)z} (2 >0).

Thus w, > 0 and Ew,(X) = p — (v* +2)/y/7% + 4 > 0. Squaring gives (21.5). In the remaining
problem p < 2, so it suffices to consider the compact domain

D={(v,p) € [-2,2] x [1,2]: p*(+* +4) = (v* +2)* > 0}. (21.6)
Only necessity of these moment constraints is used; no assertion that they characterize all laws
on [—6, 6] is needed.
21.4 The tensor majorants

Define

vw(y)=1, vl =y, vl =y vl =y, vl =y p=(1,0,1,7,p).

For rational coefficients ¢ = (¢j;)o<i<j<a set

M. (u,v) = Z ciivi(u)vi(v) + Z cij{vi(w)v;(v) + v (w)vi(v)}, (21.7)
ac(v, p) = Z Ciift; + 2 Z Cijilifj - (21.8)

Independence and the common distribution give the exact identity
EMC(XlaXQ) = QC(fya /0) (219)

On each quadrant M., is a polynomial of degree at most three in each coordinate. Its expectation
is a polynomial of total degree at most two in (7, p).

For j =0,...,69, put

5+j b + L
a; = ——=+ — i =a; + —.
J 2 20’ J 77920

The certificate supplies one vector ¢\9) for each interval. It proves

M) (u,v) > Liugo<s,y (u,v € [~6,6]), (21.10)

C

) (7:9) < B(a;/V3) + 2 (v.0) € D). (21.11)

The rational certificate contains exactly 70 threshold rows and 1050 coefficients; coefficients are
ordered lexicographically by (7,7) with ¢ < j.

Lemma 21.5 (Certificate implication). Fquations (21.10)—~(21.11) imply Ao(P) < 2p(P)/7 for
every standardized law on [—6,6] with p < 2.

Proof. If t € [a;, bj], monotonicity, (21.9), and the certificate give

P(X1 + Xo < t) — ®(t/V2) < EM, ;) (X1, X2) — ®(a;/V?2)

L2
< zp

For t < —5/2, Cantelli’s inequality gives P(X; + Xo < t) <2/(2+1%) < 8/33 < 2/7 < 2p/17. For
t>1,1—-®(t/v2) <1—®(1/V/2) < 2/7. The last strict inequality is checked by the rational
Gaussian enclosure below. Thus the positive branch is bounded at every real threshold. Applying
the same result to —X bounds ®(¢/v/2) — P(X; + X3 < t), and hence also the negative right-cdf
error. Atoms and exact sum collisions are included, not removed by genericity. O
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21.5 Exact checking of the continuous domains
21.5.1 Piecewise-polynomial positivity

Each of the four quadrants of [—6,6]? is intersected with the two closed half-planes u + v < b;
and u+wv > b;. Each resulting rational polygon is triangulated. On a triangle, the checker proves
nonnegativity of M ;) — 1 on the first side or M_(;) on the second. The shared boundary belongs
to both closed regions.

Write a degree-six polynomial in barycentric Bernstein form on a triangle:

6!
p= D> Ba— i AOATAS
oplar!la
ap+ai+az=6 0rEHL 2

If every B, > 0, then p > 0 on the whole triangle. Otherwise the longest edge is bisected and
both children are checked. A resource limit or negative vertex value is a rejection, never an
acceptance.

The first checker constructs the coefficients from a monomial expansion and subdivides
them using rational de Casteljau identities. The second checker independently reconstructs the
homogeneous polynomial on every child. If D, clears polynomial denominators and D, clears
vertex denominators, write U = Dyu, V = Dyv, and S = Ao + A1 + Ae. For p(u,v) = > apsu”v®
the second checker expands

> (Dears) DS UTVESSTS,

T8

All its coefficients are integers. They are nonnegative exactly when the corresponding Bernstein
coefficients are nonnegative, because the omitted denominators and multinomial factors are
positive. This computation does not use the first checker’s subdivision formula.

21.5.2 Moment-parameter positivity

The scalar expression ®(a;/v/2) + 2p/7 — q.i) (7, p) is enclosed from below on rational rectangles
using degree-two Bernstein coefficients in each variable. A rectangle outside D is discarded. This
test is exact: if g, is the minimum of v? on its 7 interval and r is its upper p endpoint, the
rectangle is outside whenever

r2 (g +4) — (9. +2)> < 0.

Indeed, r%(w + 4) — (w + 2)? increases in r > 0 and decreases in w > 0 for r < 2. All other
rectangles are certified or subdivided.

21.5.3 The normal cdf

For |t| <5/2,
(—1)kg2h 1

2f Z AR 2k + 1)

D(t/V2) = (21.12)
For ¢ > 0 the term magnitudes decrease: their successive ratio is at most (25/16)(2k + 1)/((k +
1)(2k + 3)) < 1. Alternating partial sums therefore give rational enclosures after bounding
1/(2y/m). Machin’s arctangent identity and integer square roots supply those bounds. The
second checker uses different rational prefactor bounds and different truncation orders. Negative
arguments are handled by symmetry. No platform implementation of ®, exponential, sine, or
cosine is used for acceptance.
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21.5.4 The complete finite certificate

The supplied certificate has exactly seventy consecutive threshold rows and 1050 rational co-
efficients. Complete exact verification establishes both the pointwise majorant and moment-
parameter inequalities on their stated closed domains. The two independent positivity calculations
described above verify the same finite obligations.

21.6 Completion of the two-summand proof

Proof of Theorem 21.1. Suppose Co > K. Lemma 21.2 supplies a global maximizing law with
p < 2. Lemma 21.4 confines it to (—6,6). The complete rational verification establishes (21.10)—
(21.11); Lemma 21.5 then gives C2(P) < K, a contradiction. Thus Cy < K. Finally, exact
rational enclosures give K < 0.405 < 0.409 < Cg using rational bounds and squaring. O

The bounded-support theorem in Lemma 21.5 treats arbitrary probability measures, not
merely finitely supported measures or an assumed number of atoms. The passage to unrestricted
laws uses global extremality, not a truncation approximation.

22 Three summands: independence-null certificates

22.1 Result and external input

For a standardized law P, let

EX =0, EX?=1, p(P)=E|X[®< oo,

An(P) = Slip |P*n((_oovx\/ﬁ]) - (I)((L‘) ) Cr = sup

Write ¢ = @' and set

59 3++10
A= — K = v/3A = 0.408763990586255 . . . , Cp = StV
621

250’
Theorem 22.1 (Three summands). Every standardized law with finite third absolute moment
satisfies

| As(P) < Ap(P). |

Consequently Cs < 59/3/250 < Ckg.

The analytic reduction and the finite-certificate implication are proved below. The polynomial
inequalities are verified by the accompanying exact checker and rational data. This upper bound
does not identify the exact value of Cj.

The sole external numerical probability bound is Shevtsova’s structural estimate [7]:

B 1661 429
(P)<A(1+——), A=_22 p=_2 922.1
Cn(P) < ( + p(P)> 5000 1000 (22.1)
It implies
15 159456
P> 2 (P) < 99.2
pP) 25 = GulP) < gopes < (222)

The last inequality is rational after squaring. No result about the optimal two-point constant, no
near-lattice transfer, and no effective eventual threshold is used.
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22.2 A bounded witness would attain any violation

Lemma 22.2 (Attainment under the contrary hypothesis). If C5 > K, a standardized law P
with p(P) < 15/8 attains Cs.

Proof. The laws with EX = 0, EX? = 1 and E|X |3 < 15/8 form a weakly compact set. Tightness
follows from the moment bound. For j = 1,2, the uniform tail estimate

- 15

E[[XPlxi>m] < gpas

preserves the first two moment equalities under weak limits; lower semicontinuity preserves the
third-moment bound. Convolution preserves weak convergence. The Kolmogorov distance to the
fixed continuous cdf ® is continuous under weak convergence: the Lévy inequalities change the
cdf argument by at most an arbitrarily small amount, whose cost is bounded by the uniform
modulus of continuity of ®. Since p > 1 is lower semicontinuous, Asz/p is upper semicontinuous
on this compact set. It attains its supremum there. Bound (22.2) excludes all remaining laws
and excludes p = 15/8 at a violating maximizer. O

After reflecting a maximizing law if necessary, its maximum is attained at a positive right-cdf
discrepancy. Indeed, the functions F(z) — ®(x) and ®(x) — F(z—) are upper semicontinuous
and vanish at infinity; reflection interchanges these two signed discrepancies. Put

t=aV3, F=P3((~o0,t]), D=F—®)>0,

3D D
C=0C3= L, A=—, m=E[X|X]|], |m|<1.
P P
Lemma 22.3 (Explicit contamination contact inequality). Define
xzo(z) + 3D
Q) = N~ LD 2 (o) + 3amyy
D
+3F + m(?r (22.3)
Then
3P%((—o0,t—y)) <Qy)  (y€R), (22.4)

with equality throughout supp P.

Proof. For fixed y, contaminate the raw law by R, = (1 — €)P + €d,. Its mean and variance are
pe=cy, ol =1l+4e(y® —1) -

Standardize R. and evaluate at
_ t— 3pe
Te = Jo.
This choice keeps the event in the raw variables exactly Y7 4+ Y2 + Y3 < ¢, even at cdf jumps. Its
probability is a polynomial in €. Direct differentiation gives

zh = —V3y - Sy - 1),

p_3p .
po =yl =3my+ 5 =yt Fp=3{P™((~o0,t —y]) - F}.

Differentiation of the third absolute moment is justified by the integrable quadratic majorant
for the derivative of |z — ey|®. Global maximality makes the right derivative of the selected
normalized score nonpositive. Substitution and rearrangement give (22.4). Both sides have
integral 3F under P: for the polynomial this follows from A\p = D, EX = 0 and EX? = 1. The
nonnegative gap is therefore zero P-almost surely. The function y +— P*?((—o0,t — 3]) is upper
semicontinuous, so the gap is lower semicontinuous. It must vanish everywhere on supp P. [

153



Lemma 22.4 (Uniform support bound). A violating mazximizer in Lemma 22.2 satisfies supp P C
(_67 6) .

Proof. The structural bound and 1 < p < 15/8 give

2 19 7
Using 12/7 < v/3 < 7/4 and /3 > 17/10, we obtain
9 8 2
D< — — -
<% m-rT7

Also ¢(x) < 2/5 and |z¢(x)| < 1/4. The first follows from © > 25/8, and the second from the
maximum (27e)~ Y2 < 1/4. Thus (22.3) implies, with r = |y|,
4, 8 1

8 3
> o3 Zp2 2 2
Q) z gzr =g =57~ g

For r = 6 + u, the difference of the right side and 3 equals

8 4 116 , 472 2197

-~ 27 > 0).
35u 35u + 35u+ 250 >0 (u>0)

But (22.4) is an equality on the support, and its left side is at most 3. This excludes every
support point with |y| > 6. O

Remark 22.5. This is an extremizer reduction, not a truncation of arbitrary laws. The original
theorem assumes only a finite third absolute moment. Higher moments are used below only after
the hypothetical violating maximizer has been proved bounded.

22.3 The admissible two-dimensional moment region

Write v = EX3. The defect identity in Theorem 1.1 gives an exact necessary condition. For
completeness, the elementary proof is included. Set

s=v ,_stv __10’+6)

2 2 s3

so ab = 1. Define )
12y 6yy 4
wy(y) = ly> — ey’ — e + ey + 3

For y, z > 0 direct multiplication gives

CL2
ws(y) = 25y = D2+ (a+ 30)y),

2b*
wy(—z) = 8—3(2 —a)?{2+ (3a + b)z}.
Therefore
7’ +2

NeoeEs

Together with |y| < p and p > 1, every relevant law belongs to

0 < Ewy(X)=p-—

15 15
D= {(%p) hls 5. 1sp<+, P +4)— (2 +2)?%> 0}. (22.5)

This is an outer domain: every point need not be realizable by a law. The certificate checks all
of it, so non-realizable points cannot cause an invalid acceptance.
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22.4 Independence-null controls
For a single coordinate define the features

(U07U17U27U37U47v51Uﬁ)(@/) = (1?y7y2 - 17y3? ’y‘373/4a3/5)- (226)

Let Z consist of the nondecreasing triples a = (4, 7, k) with 0 <1 < j < k < 6 such that either
k < 5, or at least one entry is 1 or 2. There are 59 such triples, ordered lexicographically in the
certificate files. For each «, let

1
Va(z1,22,23) = Perm(a)] Yo vilan)vj(s)ug(ws),
(4,5,k)EPerm(c)
where the sum is over the distinct permutations of the index triple. For ¢ € Q% put
M. =" coVa (22.7)
acl

Lemma 22.6 (Exact expectation without higher-moment parameters). For independent stan-
dardized identically distributed bounded variables,

EMc(X1, X2, X3) = qe(y,0) == Y, @), (22.8)
a€l
entries only 0,3,4
In particular, q. has total degree at most three and has no unknown fourth- or fifth-moment

parameters.

Proof. The expectations of v; and v are zero. Independence makes every product containing
either factor have expectation zero. By the definition of Z, every product involving vs or vg
contains such a zero-mean factor in another coordinate. The only remaining products use
Vg, U3, V4, Wwhose means are 1,7, p. ]

This adds 24 coefficients to the 35 low-feature tensor coefficients. In the resulting family, 49
basis elements have zero expectation and only 10 contribute monomials in (v, p). For example,
all permutations of

XiXe,  XP(XF-1), XXX

have mean zero. These are exact independence identities, not assumptions that the fourth or
fifth moment has a prescribed value.

The general principle is useful beyond three summands. For any integrable function of the
other coordinates, R
E{X;A(Xy,..., X, ..., Xn)} =0,

E{(X? - 1)B(X1,..., Xi,..., X))} = 0.
Such terms may reshape a pointwise majorant without changing its i.i.d. expectation. For the
present proof all functions are polynomials on a bounded cube, so integrability is automatic.
22.5 Finite-certificate implication

Proposition 22.7 (Continuous-domain certificate). For each row j of the supplied rational
certificate, let [a;, b;] be its threshold interval and c9) e Q% its coefficients. The rows form an
exact consecutive partition of [—7/2,3/2] and satisfy

M ) (u,v,w) > Lyqotwss;) ((u,v,w) € [-7,7]3), (22.9)
6o (7, p) < ®(a;/V/3) + Ap ((,p) € D). (22.10)

These assertions are verified by the exact algorithm in Section 22.6.
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Proof of Theorem 22.1. Suppose C3 > K. Lemmas 22.2-22.4 give a globally maximizing violating
law on (—6,6), with p < 15/8, and a positive maximizing raw threshold ¢. If ¢ € [a;, b;], then
independence and Proposition 22.7 give

P(X1+ Xo + X3 <t) — ®(t/V3) < EM,; (X1, Xa, X3) — ®(a;/V3)
< Ap.

The larger certificate cube [—7,7]® contains the entire witness support. For t < —7/2, Cantelli’s
inequality for the variance-three sum yields

3 <B<A§Ap.

P(X1+ Xo4 X3 < t) — ®(t/V/3) <
(X1+Xo+ X3 <t) (/xf)_?)thQ_61

For t > 3/2, the discrepancy is at most
1-®(V3/2) < A < Ap.

All these inequalities contradict the choice of the maximizing witness. The reduction by reflection
already handles the other signed discrepancy; no atom or boundary event is discarded. O

22.6 Exact verification algorithm

Each coefficient is rational. Verification reconstructs the polynomial from its defining features
and requires complete threshold coverage. Every unresolved positivity test is rejected.

22.6.1 Piecewise polynomial representation and symmetry

On each sign orthant, |y|? is > or —y>. Thus M, is a polynomial of degree at most five in each
variable. The checker expands this polynomial from the feature definition, not from a supplied
power expansion. Symmetry permits restriction to u < v < w. The four initial sign boxes are

(7,013, [=7,0>x1[0,7], [-7,0] x[0,7]%, 0,73

A dyadic box [L1, H1] x [La, Ha] x [L3, H3] may be discarded only if L; > H; for some i < j.
Such a box has no ordered point. All other accepted inequalities are proved on the whole box, a
safe enlargement.

22.6.2 An affine half-space Bernstein test

For a box, let B, be the tensor Bernstein basis of degree five in three variables, so B, > 0 and
> B, = 1. Write

Mc:ZbaBa, u+v+w—bj:ZsaBa,
(e}

[0}

where
3

— (Li + %(H - Li)> b,

i=1

Lemma 22.8 (Exact affine test). If a real ¢ <0 satisfies by > 1+ sy for all o, then M, > 1
on the portion u+v +w < bj. If £ > 0 and by, > ls, for all o, then M. > 0 on the portion
u+v+w > bj.

Proof. Average the coefficient inequalities with the nonnegative Bernstein weights. In each case
the sign restriction makes ¢(u + v + w — b;) nonnegative on the specified half-space. O
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Existence of ¢ is checked by intersecting rational half-lines. A coefficient with s, = 0 requires
bo > 1 or by, > 0. The remaining coefficients give upper or lower rational bounds on ¢. Only
signed integer products are needed to compare these bounds.

A box wholly inside the event is checked by min b, > 1; a box strictly outside by min b, > 0.
A crossing box uses the affine tests. An unresolved box is bisected along a widest coordinate.
Dyadic subdivision uses the exact degree-five de Casteljau identities

% . 5 .
left _ o—i AT right _ o—(5—4) 5=\,
peft = 2 ;)(j)bj, b = 2 Z(ji b;.

j=i

After multiplying the common denominator by 32, all new numerators are integers. Ties at the
event plane remain on the included side, and that plane is required to have value at least one.

22.6.3 Moment region and Gaussian enclosure

The scalar polynomial
D(aj/V3) + Ap = 4. (7, p)

is checked by rational tensor Bernstein coefficients of degree three on moment rectangles. Here &
is a rigorous rational lower bound. For s = 42 the domain constraint is

h(s,p) = p*(s +4) — (s +2)? > 0.

When p < 15/8 < 2, this expression decreases in s > 0 and increases in p > 0. If its maximum
at the smallest possible 2 and largest possible p on a rectangle is negative, that rectangle is
outside the domain and is discarded. Otherwise Bernstein positivity proves the scalar inequality
or the rectangle is bisected.

For rational ¢ in the required range,

thk—l—l

\ﬁz 6FkI(2k + 1)

®(t/V3) =

The checker uses consecutive alternating partial sums through indices 34, 35. For [t| < 4 the
magnitudes decrease, so these enclose the sum. Rational Machin bounds enclose 7, and integer
square roots enclose v/67 to rational precision. No floating-point normal cdf enters acceptance.

22.6.4 The complete finite certificate

The certificate contains 111 consecutive threshold intervals and 6,549 rational coefficients. Exact
integer calculations reconstruct the polynomial expansions and verify the continuous cube and
moment inequalities. Undecided cells are rejected.

The initial expansions are also checked on a complete 62 tensor interpolation grid in each
sign box. Since the degree is at most five in each coordinate, agreement on this grid proves
the polynomial identity. This is an independent identity check, not a second verification of all
positivity inequalities.

23 Four summands for all three-point laws

We prove the fourth-summand bound for every nondegenerate law supported on at most three
points, with arbitrary masses and spacing. The support bound used by the finite verification
is derived for a hypothetical restricted maximizer. No reduction of unrestricted maximizers to
three points is assumed.
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Theorem 23.1. For centered variance-one probability laws supported on at most three points,
put p(P) = Ep| X|® and

2
C4,<3 = sup sup [Pp{(X1+ -+ X4)/2 <z} — ®(z)].
p p(P) &
Then 409
0453 < m < CE

Both inequalities are strict, including the first supremum over laws. Nonzero affine transformations
give the same conclusion for every nondegenerate law on at most three points.

23.1 The external input and critical-level attainment

For all centered variance-one iid laws with finite p, use

VAL (P) 3031 323
W(P) = < 1+ =2, 23.1
Bn(P) o — 10000 500p (23.1)

This is Shevtsova’s structural estimate in On the absolute constants in the Berry—Esseen inequality
and its structural and nonuniform improvements, Informatics and its Applications 7(1) (2013),
124-125. In the notation of that structural estimate, substituting X;/v/n gives ¢, = p/+/n and
Tn = 1/4/n. Only this finite estimate is used. In particular, neither C5 < Cg, a sharp Bernoulli
theorem, nor the project’s large-index bound is needed for this proof.

Jensen gives p > 1, and hence

2494513 1
P) < — < —.
Ba(P) < Sa00000 < 2
At p = 37/20, the right side of (23.1) is strictly below 409/1000. More specifically, if R, (P) >

40899/100000, then
979013 37

20 2
P= 520450 = 20 @

Suppose Cy <3 > 409/1000. Take an optimizing sequence with ratios above 40899/100000,
and reflect each law if necessary so that the chosen discrepancy is positive and upper closed.

Reflection is legitimate because a negative open-CDF edge at x becomes a positive closed edge
at —x; continuity of ® equates the relevant suprema.

The laws are tight, and (2) gives uniform integrability of their first two moments: E[X?;|X| >
M] < (37/20)/M. A weakly converging subsequence therefore has mean zero and variance
one. The class of laws supported on at most three points is weakly closed: four disjoint open
neighborhoods of positive limiting mass would, by Portmanteau, force four distinct support
points in all sufficiently late approximants. Lower semicontinuity gives p(P) < liminf p(F;);
uniform integrability of third moments is not assumed.

For the raw sum threshold H, Cantelli gives P(Sy < H) < 4/(4 4+ H?) <1/5 when H < —4.
When H > 2,1 —-®(H/2) <1— ®(1) < 1/5. Thus positive scores greater than 2/5 have owners
in [—4,2]. The elementary last normal bound follows, for instance, from ¢(0) > 39/100 and
fol e /2 gt > 5/6. Each fixed-law positive discrepancy attains its positive supremum: a CDF
minus a continuous function is upper semicontinuous and tends to zero in both tails.

Pass to a subsequence with H; — H and p(P;) — r. Weak convergence of the actual fourfold
products and moving-threshold Portmanteau give

limsup Pp, (Sy < Hj) <Pp(Sy < H).
J
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The limiting positive discrepancy is therefore at least Cy<3r/2. Since 1 < p(P) < r, its
normalized score is at least Cy <3. The definition of the supremum forces equality, and also forces
r = p(P). We have obtained an actual restricted maximizing pair (P, H) with

¢ = Cy<3 >409/1000, p<37/20, c<1/2. (3)

This is attainment only in the stated closed support-cardinality class.

23.2 Existing-atom variations give the needed compact support

Write z = H/2, F =Pp(Ss < H), f = Ep[X|X]|], and G(y) = Pp(S3 < H — y), with the same
iid marginal throughout. For each existing atom y, contaminate by P. = (1 — €) P + €d,, then
center and scale. This variation remains supported on at most three points. Hold the raw event
Sy < H fixed. Its probability is a polynomial in €; no derivative of an atomic CDF in its threshold
is taken. The required derivatives at zero are

F'=4(Gly)—F), 2Z=-2y-20"-1)/2,

P =y — 38y +p/2 — 3py?/2. (4)

Nonpositive score derivative implies Q(y) > 4G(y) at every existing atom, where

Q) =l - (252 + 5 ) i (20 + %)

2(2) +cp/2.

AF
+4F + 5

(5)
Direct integration gives EQ(X) = 4F = 4EG(X), so equality holds at every atom. No contact
inequality at a newly introduced fourth atom is asserted or used. In particular, Q(y) < 4 on the
actual support.

We have 5] <1, ¢(z) < 2/5 and |z¢(2)| < 1/4 on the whole real line. The latter follows by
maximizing zé(z) at = = 1, using /2 > 13/8 and ¢(0) < 2/5. By (3), for 7 = |y|,
31 _ §

409 131
CASL(r) = 3 2002 00 . 6
Q) = 4= L) = 5556 ~ 160" ~ 20" ~ 3 (6)

The complete exterior is covered by the exact identity

L6t )= 139 107LL 11449 5 409
S) = —— S S —S
125 1000 ' 4000 2000

>0 (s>0). (7)

Consequently the restricted maximizing law has support in (—6,6). This reduction is independent
of any predecessor-row bound.

23.3 The complete bounded three-point parameter space

It remains to prove the following finite-dimensional statement.

Lemma 23.2. If P has at most three support points, mean zero, variance one, support in [—6, 6]
and p < 37/20, then R4(P) < 409/1000.

Affine invariance permits raw support {0, v, 1}, with masses
po=a, pi=(1-a)b p=(1-a)(l-0b), 0<ab<l (8)

The endpoints 0 and 1 are actual support points. Three-point laws have 0 < a,b < 1 and
0 < v < 1; two-point laws are represented by b = 0 and v = 1/2. A degenerate standardized law
is impossible. Reflection and checking both discrepancy signs reduce v to [0,1/2].
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Put pp = p1v+p2, V=VarY, and M = E|Y — u|3. The exact positive formulas are

V = pop1v* + pop2 + pip2(1 — v)?, 9)
M = pop® +pifo — pl* + pa(1 = p)®,  p=M/V32, (10)

Since both endpoints are present, the support assumption implies
V > max{p, 1 — p}?/36. (11)

We also retain 0 <V < 1/4 and p > 1.

The fifteen fourfold count vectors are A = {(i, j, k) € N3 : i+ j + k = 4}. Their sum locations
and actual product probabilities are

» 24, .
hiji = jv +k, Wijk = WPBP{PQ- (12)

All order changes in 0 < v < 1/2 occur at v = 1/4,1/3; v = 1/2 is another possible collision
boundary. This follows by solving (j — j')v = kK — k for all pairs in A, retaining precisely the
ratios in the stated range. The acceptance code independently orders counts at the rational
midpoints 1/8,7/24,5/12.

For each of the three closed chambers, let Aq,..., A15 be that order. Every upper-closed
positive discrepancy and lower-open negative discrepancy is covered by the thirty expressions

] e 1C=5 >N A

At a collision boundary, use the last member of a tied block for the positive closed value and the
first for the negative left value. Both are in (13). Thus no mass is lost at a coincident sum or
zero-probability occupancy. Between successive sum atoms, the relevant extrema lie at these
closed or left edges, and the two infinite tails tend to zero.

23.4 Leaf inequalities and exact domain coverage

A certificate cell is a closed box in (a,b,t) € [0,1]3. The chamber coordinate is respectively
v=t/4, v=1/4+1t/12, v=1/3+1/6. (14)

Its dyadic endpoints in a, b, t are exact. They are mapped to outward enclosures in v. Subscripts
[, h below denote valid lower and upper enclosures, not independently adjustable law moments.

The mean decreases with a, b and increases with v:
= (1—a)(1—b+bv), ny = (1—ah)(1—bh+bhvl), Hp = (1—al)(1—bl+blvh). (15)

Nonnegative products in (9) give V}, V3. With d = max(0, iy — vp, vy — pn), (10) gives

My = (po)ip + (p1)i1d® + (p2)i(1 — pr)?,  pr = max{1, Ml/V:/g} (16)

A leaf may be rejected as infeasible if p; > 37/20 or if V}, < max{u;, 1 — s }?/36.

For each fixed prefix in (13), its probability increases with a and with b. Increasing a replaces
a draw in {v, 1} by 0; increasing b replaces a draw at 1 by v. An independent coordinatewise
coupling therefore decreases every sum. Thus the upper prefix value is bounded by its value
at (ap,bp), and the lower prefix by its value at (a;,b;). The same argument applies to strict
prefixes, since the ordering is fixed within the chamber. At chamber boundaries the fixed prefix
polynomial is the one-sided limit; monotonicity persists by continuity in the masses. This is a
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common-marginal multinomial calculation, not a coordinatewise optimization with unrelated
laws.

The numerator h4, —4u is enclosed directly using (15). Its sign determines whether the lower
or upper endpoint of 2¢/V minimizes or maximizes its ratio. If V; = 0, the corresponding negative
lower phase or positive upper phase is conservatively infinite. A finite Gaussian table bounds
® at both enclosed phases. After retaining the positive part of either discrepancy, division by
p1 > 1 gives a valid upper bound in (13). A score leaf is accepted only if every such bound is
strictly below 409/1000.

The certificate consists of three finite binary subdivision trees, one for each chamber. An
internal node splits one dyadic coordinate at its exact midpoint, and both closed children must be
verified. Each leaf satisfies either a strict constraint exclusion or the score inequality above. The
three roots cover the entire three chambers. Induction on these trees therefore proves complete
closed-domain coverage, including all collisions and shared boundaries.

23.5 Gaussian enclosures and outward interval arithmetic

For the Gaussian table, Machin’s identity = = 16 arctan(1/5) — 4 arctan(1/239) and alternating
rational sums certify

3989422804014326 3989422804014328
1016 <90 < 1016

At x =1/1024, 0 < i < 4096, integrate the degree-80 Taylor polynomial of e=5*/2. Tts remainder
lies between zero and the first omitted term, with the known negative sign. Multiplication by
the displayed positive bounds encloses ®(x); the table stores outward multiples of 27°0. Tts 4097
entries are rechecked from their defining rational expressions. Monotonicity brackets arbitrary
phases by adjacent entries, reflection handles negative phases, and outside [—4, 4] the valid outer
bounds 0 and 1 are retained.

The interval calculation assumes IEEE-754 binary64 basic arithmetic with rounding to nearest.
Each operation is enlarged outward to the adjacent representable endpoints, without contraction
or reassociation. A square-root approximation is only an initial guess: its endpoints must also
satisfy outward squared-endpoint tests. No Gaussian special function or library exponential is
used to decide acceptance. These enclosure conditions and the complete closed forest certify all
leaf inequalities.

Lemma 23.2 follows. It contradicts the actual maximizing pair (3), whose support was proved
bounded by (7), proving Theorem 23.1. Finally

o2 o 6643 (409)2

£~ 39600 ~ \ 1000
using v/10 > 79/25 and 7 < 22/7. The unrestricted fourth row still permits four or more support

points, including arbitrary infinite supports. Neither weak closure of the three-point class nor its
restricted first variations reduce that larger optimization to the class proved here.
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A Auxiliary Bernstein coefficients and binomial localization

A.1 The exact Bernstein data

For a polynomial f(z) =39

=0 @57, the Bernstein coefficients of degree nine are

b = goajé;.

After affine substitution to the two half-intervals, the coefficients used in Lemma 3.1 are listed
below:

(b, b15)

(24371250, 2079582664341761/1197443957149440000)
(5623,/45000, 1709192148941903,1347124451793120000)
(1334869/17010000, 450741032531969,206258289269760000)
(13004779/272160000, 10866565157710711,/2958390952957440000)
(146380277/5239080000, 198519592136938909,/37719484650207360000)
(28525339727/1838917080000, 125666379478652267,/18859742325103680000)
(487000027957 /60071291280000, 48022819751421589/6286580775034560000)
(37879182239513,/9336794987520000, 10619877339829403/1347124451793120000)
(11879475383308237/5388497807172480000, 1147322830325941,/168390556474140000)
(2079582664341761/1197443957149440000, 29384282680087,/9355030915230000)

© 00O Uk WN = O

Every entry is positive. The Bernstein convex-hull property therefore proves positivity of the
polynomial on both halves without numerical evaluation.

A.2 Binomial localization

Only the following previously established result is used in passing from the local beta integral to
the global supremum over lattice indices.

Proposition A.1 (Schulz’s binomial localization, normalized). Let n € N, p € [1/6,5/6],
q=1—p, D=p*>+q? and p(p) = D/\/pq. For an integer k put

L k—np
k — \/Tq )
Roplk) = 1B, (0) = Bl Logll) = Y Bl = 1) = @) (A1)
where By, ,(—1) = 0. Define
Aoy Pof3+Ip—al} 2 . _ 237 _
G(p) := D : o<c0.__vf2gcE 1=12V10 87 < 5op = 0948, (A2)
Then, with k_ := |np| and k4 := [np],
A, .
VL) < (g () Ly (5. Bog(052): L), ol ) (A3)
Moreover, for everyn € N and p € [1/3,2/3],
A, ~
\/ﬁp(ngp) < G(p). (A.4)

Source and normalization. The unnormalized statement (A.3) is Proposition 6.1 of [6], p. 31 (the
proposition is restated at the beginning of Chapter 7); (A.4) is the sharper assertion in Theorem 1
there, p. 1. Schulz writes ¢ = ,/npqg and bounds the noncentral alternative in Proposition 6.1 by

3+p—q|
g ——.
6V2r o
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The rational bound in (A.2) is exact: after moving 37 and dividing by 12 it reduces to v/10 <
9487/3000, whose square is 10 < 90003169/9000000. Multiplication by v/n/p(p) gives exactly

coG(p) because
D vn 1

D)= o D

The same calculation without ¢y converts the sharper part of Schulz’s Theorem 1 into (A.4). For
p<1/2,

Ay $0(2—p)

G =G A5
(p) 3D (p), (A.5)
while reflection p <+ ¢, k <> n — k exchanges the two edge orientations. Thus (A.1)—(A.4) are
exactly the cited claims, not an asymptotic reformulation of them. ]

This citation is used solely for lattice-index localization. The n~! coefficient and its uniform
o(n~!) remainder are proved in Lemma 5.1; no unquantified Edgeworth expansion is used.

B Exact coefficient ledger

With the scaled notation in the proof of Lemma 8.2, exact Gaussian integration gives

~ 2—p
A =n4+ "=
1 n + 3 )
~ 6P +6n+pt—p+1
62 - 12 )
~ 1
Ay = e (45n° + 45pn? + 450 + 45pn — 4p® + 6p* + 6p — 4),
~ 1
04 = oeg (36n* + 96pn* + 24n* + 12p°n* + 132pn* — 24n°

+ 12p217 + 36pn — 12n +p4 — 2p3 + 3102 —2p+ 1),

-1
A5 = ooz (1897° + 945py" +630pn” + 1260p" — 3150

— 42p%n? 4+ 1008p%n? + 63pn? — 420 — 42p>n + 378p%n
— 252pn + 841 + 8p° — 20p* + 8p® + 8p* — 20p + 8).

Substitution into (8.25) yields (8.16). This ledger is short enough to be checked independently
without reproducing the full polynomials £, and Es.

C An elementary computer-assisted bound C' < 9/20

This early bound is retained as a short historical supplement. Its mechanism is classical smoothing,
comparison with a Rademacher law, positive elementary estimates, and a finite interval proof. It
does not require the asymptotic or extremizer arguments of the main text.

Let X, X1, Xo,... be iid, with EX =0, EX? =1, and p = E|X|? < co. Put

JAWS
, C =sup \/ﬁp .

n,X

A, = sup
z€eR

pf X1t X,
NG

Theorem C.1. The interval certificate described below gives C' < 9/20 = 0.45.

< $> — B(x)
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Proof. The finite reduction. The one-summand estimate of Bentkus-Kirsa [1] and two estimates
of Shevtsova [7, 4] give

0.3322 0.429 302 3 10
Ay <0.3704p, A, < (p+0429) [\ g p 30 o 3+VIO0
\/ﬁ \/ﬁ n oV 21

All terminating decimals here are exact rationals. Since p > 1, set

~0.3322-0.429 712569
~0.45—0.3322  589000°

Po

The second estimate settles p > pg. The third settles n > 8124 when 1 < p < pg, because
Ck + 3po/V/8124 < 9/20. For example, rational enclosures give

409732184 8191 > 90133234

Co <~ 106
and
2 _ 409732184 - 3(712569/589000) - 3121000875001 S
20 109 90133234/106 "~ 3318029676625000000 '

The square-root enclosure follows by squaring; the enclosure of m needed for the first comparison
follows from Machin’s formula and the alternating arctangent series. It remains to prove the
bound on

2 <n <8123, 1< p < pp. (C.1)

A distribution-free smoothing bound. Write

plu) =Ee™ . fu(t) = o(t/vn)".

_1—3 1

s ((1 ~ 8)cot(rs) + i) CL(s) = K(s) — ——

For T > 0 and 0 < ty < 1, Prawitz’s inequality [5] bounds A,, by

K(s)

to 1
Un(p: T 1) = /O 21K (s)| Ry (Ts) ds + / 2K (5)| M, (Ts) ds

to

to 1
+ / DAL (s)e 2 ds + o B(1°63)2). (C.2)
0 T

where E1(z) = [Ce Y dy/y, Rn,(t) > |fn(t) — e /2|, and My, (t) > | fu(t)]

T
These majorants are explicit. The Mattner—Shevtsova comparison [2] is

B(p)|ul? B(p) = \/P2+P\2/p2+8 Y

olw) — cosul < S

Put u =t/\/n, c = |cosu|, § = B(p)|u|3/6, and a = min(1,c + §). The identity for a difference
of powers gives

n—1
D(n,p,t) =min | 2,nd, 0 Z eI R, ,(t) = min (2, | cos™ u — e_t2/2| + D(n, p,t)) .
=0
(C.3)
For the modulus we take the smaller of min(1,c"” + D(n, p,t)) and Shevtsova’s characteristic-
function majorant. With 7' = ¢y/n/(p + 1), the latter is

2¢(gs) )”/2
(p+1)2 '

MP(”aP? TS) = <1 -
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Here
22/2 — k23, 0< 2z <,

¥(z) =<1 —cosz, Y9 < z < 2m, K=
0, z > 2T,

cosy — 1+ 93/2
3 ’
0

and 9y is the unique root in (,27) of 22 + 2zsin 2 + 6(cos z — 1) = 0. Elementary differentiation
gives 0 < v < 2; the base of Mp therefore lies in [0,1]. The resulting R and M bound every
admissible law with moment p, not merely the Rademacher law.

Stable bounds at the endpoints. The following identities remove the apparent singularities:

2 s o0
2B(p)? = (o2 — 1) (1 I ) L Us) = &~ cot(ms) = 2? 3 ﬁ (C.4)
k=1

o\ p?+8+3 TS

The series is positive and increasing. Its omitted tail after m terms is at most

2s
am(1l —s2/(m+1)2)

Also 2|L(s)| = (1 — s)y/1 + £(s)?, while the exact identity
2|K(1—h)| = hy/1+L(h)?

gives, for 0 < H < 1/2,

2

/1 2| K ()| My ,(Ts) ds < %\/1 +O(H)2. (C.5)
1-H

At the other endpoint, if 0 < 7, A\ < min(¢g,1/2) and Tn/+/n < 1, elementary Taylor bounds give

n B T3 3 T4 4 A
/ 2|K|Ry ,(T's)ds < ()T | T / o|Lle~T**/2ds < A\/1+ 4/72.  (C.6)
0 ’ 9\/’7?/ 12n 0

For 0 < u < /2, the Gaussian comparison in (C.3) can be evaluated as the nonnegative product
n—1
e M2 _ cos™ y = (67“2/2 — cosu) Z eI /2 cogn 17T 4,
§=0
Outside this range the signed power cos™ u is enclosed directly. Thus odd sample sizes require no

change of sign convention.

Why the finite arithmetic proves the theorem. For a closed rational cell I = [p_, p4], choose
rational ¢, tp,n, A and use T'(p) = ¢v/n/(p+ 1). Require

>0, 0<ty<l1l, 0<n,A<min(ty,1/2), <1.
q 0 n (to,1/2) P

The last inequality makes (C.6) valid uniformly on I. Each remaining proper integral in (C.2) is
bounded by an upper sum

Z(Sj-i-l — 8j)bj bj > sup G(ps)

J pel, s€lsj,sj+1]

for its nonnegative integrand G. The b; are obtained with outward rounding: the interval assigned
to every operation contains all its exact values on the whole rectangle. Equations (C.4)—(C.6)
bound the omitted endpoint pieces. A cell crossing a branch point of 1) may safely use the lower

bound 3 > 0.
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For the first endpoint use B(p4) and Ty = gv/n/(p- + 1). For the exponential-integral tail
use T = g\/n/(p+ + 1), since E is decreasing. Let U, be the sum of these upper bounds.
Then, throughout the entire closed cell,

\/ﬁAn \/>’\

< 7Un,1' (C?)
p p—
The certificate supplies a finite rational cover of [1, pg] for every integer n = 2,...,8123, including
all shared endpoints. Its 886 998 cells satisfy
~ 449999 9
maXLUnJ <—— <

nl p_ 106 20°

This is the finite computational step of the proof. It controls continuous intervals of p and of the
integration variable, not sampled points. Equation (C.7) proves (C.1), and the initial reductions
prove C' < 9/20 for every sample size. O

Historical note. The original certificate records completion on 6 August 2026; the public
source archive begins on 25 September 2026. The full argument and interval certificate are
available in Rodziewicz’s certificate repository. Stronger universal bounds, including 0.4395 by
Xiao—-Li and 0.423 by Lin, are now reported in their respective repositories. The present appendix
is retained for its elementary mathematical mechanism, not as the current best bound.
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Artificial-intelligence systems were used in developing the mathematical arguments and proofs,
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https://github.com/rodziewiczk/berry-esseen-045-certificate
https://github.com/haonan-xiao/iid-berry-esseen
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