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COUNTING IN GENERIC LATTICES AND HIGHER RANK ACTIONS
MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND ALEXANDER GORODNIK

ABSTRACT. We consider the problem of counting lattice points contained in domains in R? defined
by products of linear forms and we show that the normalized discrepancies in these counting prob-
lems satisfy non-degenerate Central Limit Theorems, provided that d > 9. We also study more
refined versions pertaining to "spiraling of approximations". Our techniques are dynamical in nature
and exploit effective exponential mixing of all orders for actions of higher-rank abelian groups on the
space of unimodular lattices.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be a lattice in R?, and let (Q7) be an increasing family of Borel subsets of R4 with finite
volumes tending to infinity as 7" — oo. A fundamental problem in the Geometry of Numbers is to
estimate the number of points in A which are contained in {)7. Under mild regularity conditions,
one can usually show that

_ VOl(QT)
AN Q] = gpe * o<Vol(QT)> as T — .
In this paper we study the corresponding discrepancy function defined by
o Vol(Qr)
Dr(A) = |ANQp| — VOl(Rd/A). (1.1)

When the domain Q7 is a T-dilation a region Q C R? with piecewise smooth boundary, one can
easily prove that

Dr(A) = OA(VOI(QT)l’l/d>, (1.2)
and this estimate is the best possible in this generality. However, the estimate has been improved

for certain particular classes of domains. A well-studied setting is when the domain (2 has non-
vanishing curvature. In this case, Hlawka [15] has shown that

Dr(A) = OA(Vol(QT)l’W(dH)) (1.3)

and
Dr(A) = QA(vol(QT)1—<d+1>/ <2d>). (1.4)

These bounds have been subsequently improved by a number of people (see, for instance, [16] for
a survey).

In this paper we shall be interested in asymptotic behaviour (1" — oo) of the discrepancy func-
tion Dr(A) for "generic" lattices A. The following two questions naturally arise in this setting:
(i) what is the asymptotic "generic" growth of Dy (A)?
(ii) do suitably normalized discrepancy functions converge in distribution?
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Concerning Question (i): it turns out that the estimate (1.2) can be improved for generic lattices.
The first striking result in this direction was established by W. Schmidt [22]. He proved that for a
every increasing family of Borel sets ()1 as above and almost every lattice A,

Dr(A) = oA,€<V01(QT)1/2+8) forall e > 0.

However, the exact asymptotic behavior of Dy (A) for generic lattices is still quite mysterious, and
it turns out that the answer depends very sensitively on the shape of the domains. For instance,
Hardy, Littlewood [15] and Khinchin [19] discovered that when Q7 is a T-dilation of a generic
compact polygon in R?, then

Dr(Z?) = Oe((logVol(QT))Hg) forall e > 0.

This exhibits a striking difference with the estimates (1.3)—(1.4) for strictly convex domains. Skrig-
anov [25] established a far-reaching generalization of this estimate. He showed that when Q7 is a
dilation by a factor 7" of a compact polyhedron in R?, then for almost every unimodular lattice A,

Dr(A) = OA75<(log Vol(Q27)) 1 5) for all ¢ > 0.

It is not known whether the above bound is optimal. Another well-studied example is the case
when the domains Q7 are the Euclidean balls in R%. In this case, it was shown by Kelmer [17] that
for any exponentially growing sequence 7; — oo and almost all lattices A,

Dr,(A) = O Vol(Q) = V/ED4)  forall e > 0.

Concerning Question(ii) above: several results have been proved for certain particular families
of lattices. For instance, it was discovered by Beck that the distributions of suitably normalized
discrepancy functions are asymptotically Gaussian. We refer to a survey [2] and a monograph [3]
for a comprehensive exposition of these results. Beck considered the domains

Qr = {(z,y) eR?* : 2 —2y* € (a,b), 0<z < T,y >0}
and translated lattices A,, := Z? + (w,0) with 0 < w < 1 and showed that there exists an explicit
o > 0 such that

Leb({w € (0,1) : Vol(Q7) " /*Dr(A,) < £}) — .

g 2 2

/ e U7 qt asT — 0o, (1.5)
oV2T J_
While this approach seems to work for domains defined by more general indefinite integral bi-
nary quadratic forms, it was not clear whether this result could hold in higher dimensions since
its proof was based on properties of continued fraction expansions for quadratic irrational. Fur-
thermore, Beck points out that there are essential difficulties in extending his work to higher di-
mensions related to the long-standing Littlewood Conjecture.

Levin [20] investigated the discrepancy function of the family of lattices of the form

A, :=diag(ar,...,a9)" 'O, a=(ay,...,aq) € (0, 1)4,

where O is a fixed lattice in R? arising from an order in a totally real number field. He showed that
for the boxes Qy := [-Ny, N1] X -+ X [=Ng, Ng|, then suitably normalized discrepancy functions
Dy (A,) are asymptotically Gaussian as Ny - - - Ny — 0o, with a € (0, 1)? considered random. Since
the results [2, 3, 20] treat only very particular lattices arising from orders in number fields, one
may wonder whether this behavior occurs for truly generic lattices. We will address this question
in the present paper.



COUNTING IN GENERIC LATTICES AND HIGHER RANK ACTIONS 3

One should also mention the ground-breaking works of Dolgopyat, Fayad [8, 10] (see also the
survey [9]), generalizing Kersten [18], about the discrepancy of distribution for toral translations.
Using our terminology, these results can be interpreted in terms of discrepancy functions for the
family of lattices given by

Ag = {(.%'1 + Uy, ..., Tq-1 +ud,1y,y) : (.%'1,... ,wd,l,y) S Zd} with 0 < up,...,ug_1 < 1.

and certain families of domains 27 (¢) depending on additional parameters 6. It is shown in [8, 10]
that the corresponding discrepancy for |[A, N Q7 (6)| after a suitable normalization converges in
distribution as 7' — oo, with (u, §) considered random. It should be noted that the obtained
limit distributions in [8, 10] are different from the Normal Law. Further related results about
distribution of Diophantine approximants were proved in [11] and [7].

1.1. Main results

Let Ly,..., Ly : RY — R be linearly independent linear forms and Ny, (z) := Ly (x)- - - Lg(z). For
a bounded interval I ¢ Rt and T > 0, we consider the domains

Qr(I):={z €R?: Ng(z) € I and 0< Ly(z),...,La(z) < T}.

We write X for the space of unimodular lattices in R? equipped with the unique SL4(R)-invariant
probability measure . The following result provides an analogue of (1.5) for p-generic unimodu-
lar lattices:

Theorem 1.1. Let Dy denote the discrepancy function for Qr(I). If d > 9, then

—t2 /20(I)?

,u<{A € X : Vol(Qp) 2Dp(A) < f}) — dt asT — oo,

1 3
O'(I)\/% /oo ‘
forall ¢ € R, where

o 1 >, Leb (pdlﬂqdl)
D= Ty 2 pagTTaD

p,g=1

Athreya, Ghosh and Tseng [1] studied the related problem of "spiraling" of Diophantine ap-
proximants which involves counting the lattice points in the domains

x

{(:U,y)e]Rd*lxR: Iz - |y| € I, €B, 0< |z <T, 0<y<T},

]

defined for an interval I C R* and a Borel subset B C S9~!. Our method allows to analyze the
distribution of the error term for this counting problem.

More generally, for £ > 2 and positive integers dy, . . ., di, we set
c_i:(dl,...,dk) and d=d;+ ...+ dg,
and define Sy := [[5_; %71, where S%~! denotes the unit sphere in R%, endowed with the
standard Euclidean inner product, with the convention that S° = {—1,1}. The corresponding
norm on R% will be denoted by || - |, the spherical measure on S%~! will be denoted by ;, and
we set
K=K ® & Kg. (1.6)

Let us also fix rotation-invariant smooth metrics on each S% ! with d; > 2. Ifd; = 1, we endow
S0 = {—1,1} with the discrete distance. If B C S, is a Borel set and £ > 0, we denote by B:
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the e-thickening of B with respect to the products of the chosen metrics. We say that a Borel set
B C S4 has a smooth boundary if

k(B:) — k(B) < €, for all small enoughe > 0,

where the implicit constants are independent of ¢.

Let now L; : R - R%,j =1,...,k, be linear maps such that (Ly,..., L) is a bijection of R,
We define

k
) e (MG an o () Ly (2)
Mue) = [HEEI and () (tor ) (17)

Given a bounded interval I C (0,00), a Borel set B C Sgand T > 0, we consider the domains
Qr(I,B) =={zeR?: Ny(2) €I, &(z) € B and 0 < |L1(2)|,...,[|L1(2)|| < T}. (1.8)

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.2. When k > 2 and d > 9, the discrepancy functions for the sets Qr (1, B) satisfy,

—t2/20(I,B)?

MGAGX:%M%YWDﬂM<§D—% dt asT — oo,

1 13
dLB%@W/me
forall ¢ € R, where

1 >, Leb (de N qu) k(BN —B)
o(I, B) = @ (Z plq? Leb(I) ) <1 U k(B) )

p,q=1

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 have been announced in [5] for d > 4. However, it turned out that the
technical part of our argument works only for d > 9.

In the next section, we summarize the main steps of the proof of Theorem 1.2. Our argument
can be roughly divided into two parts that involve:
e a construction of a suitable approximation for the counting function (Section 4),

¢ analysis of such approximations (Section 3).
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2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

Our argument will involve analysis on the space X of unimodular lattices in R, which can be
considered as a homogeneous space X ~ SL;(R)/SL4(Z). The space X supports a unique SL;(R)-
invariant probability measure, which we shall denote by 1 throughout the paper.
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Given a bounded Borel measurable function f : R? — R with bounded support, its Siegel transform
f X — Ris defined by
FA) = > f(z), forAeX.
zeA\{0}
According to Siegel’s Mean Value Theorem [24], if f is Riemann integrable, then

/X Fu= /R I)d 1)

where we normalise the Lebesgue measure dz on R? so that the unit cube is assigned volume one.

Suppose that Q7 is a bounded Borel set in R4, which do not contain the origin. Then, with the
above notations,

90141 = oy (4) and Vo) = [ Rapda, 22)
X
so that
Dr(A) = Fas (A) - /X Ra dp.

In the setting of Theorem 1.2, these formulas can rewritten further. In what follows, we retain
the notation used there. In particular, we have fixed £ > 2 and d > 3, as well as a k-tuple
d = (dy,...,dy) of positive integers with d = d; + ... 4+ di. We have chosen a bounded inter-
val I C (0,00) and a Borel set B C Sy with a smooth boundary. We denote by Qr = Qr (I, B)
the sets defined in (1.8). For simplicity, we suppose that the maps L; are the standard coordinate
projections. Then the domains 27 can be conveniently foliated by the level sets

Log={2€R?: Ny(z)=s and £, (z) =¢}, forseIand€ € B,

which are invariant under the subgroup A < SL;(R) of diagonal matrices of the form
Lkl
a(u) := Diag (e”lldl,eWIdQ, et e 2= d]ujldk), foru € RF 1. (2.3)

We note that A ~ RF~! since
a(uw)a(v) = a(u+wv) forallu,v € RF1

The initial idea of our approach is that the level sets £, ¢ can be tessellated, using the action of
a discrete subgroup of A on R?. Unfortunately, the domains Q7 themselves do not possess such
simple tillings. However, it turns out that each of the intersections Q7 N L, ¢ has a tilling where
tiles and the discrete subgroup depends on the parameters s and 7' (but not on the parameter
). We will show that the indicator functions xq, can be approximated by suitable integrals of
varying functional averages. These “functional tilings” stem from the above tilings for different
values of s and ¢ and are constructed using the following data:

e a collection of finite measure spaces (Y7, k7,;) indexed by 7' > 0 and 7 in a finite set Z,

e a collection of bounded Borel functions fr; : RY x Yr; —[0,00) withT >0and i € Z,

e a collection of finite subsets Q(y;) of A with y; € Y7 ;.

The corresponding “functional tilling” is given by

Fr(z) = Z/Y | ( > fT,i(azvyi)) drri(yi), forzeR% (24)

1€ a€Qr,i(y;)
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We shall show that for a suitable choice of the data, Frr provides an approximation for the charac-
teristic function xq,. in the sense that

HXQT - FTH1 = o(Vol(QT)l/z) as T — oo.

Assuming this, we can then write

Raor —vol(Qr)  Xap —Fr  Fr— [y Frdu [y (Fr—Xa,) du

Vol(Qr)Y/2  Vol(Qr)Y/2 Vol (Qr)1/2 Vol(Qr)l/2 7

where the first and third term on the right hand side tend to zero in the L!(u)-norm. Thus, the
distributional limit of D7 (A) is the same as the distributional limit of the sequence of functions

Tr(A) = Vol(y) /2 (ﬁT(A)— /X ﬁTdu>.

The significance of this observation is that averages Fr can be investigated using homogeneous
dynamics techniques.

Since the averages of the form also arise in other arithmetic problems, we will analyze their
behavior in an abstract axiomatic setting (cf. assumptions (I.a)—(I.c) and (II.a)—(Il.c) below). This
analysis will be carried out in Section 3. Our main result here is Theorem 3.17. Notably, it shows
that when certain basic norm estimates for functions fr; hold, the distributional convergence of
T7(A) hold provided that only the variance || Y| z2(x) converges. Next, in Section 4 we construct
an approximation for xq, of the form (2.4) satisfying our assumptions (I.a)-(I.c) and (II.a)—(II.c).
Once such an approximation is available, our main result will be a corollary of Theorem 3.17.

3. ANALYSIS OF GENERAL FUNCTIONAL TILLINGS

In this section we consider a family of functions Fr on R? defined by a “functional tilling” as
in (2.4). Our goal is to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the sums Fr(A) = > zen\foy Fr(z) for
lattices A in R%. We will pose several assumptions on the objects defining Fr and then in the next
section demonstrate that the developed framework applies to our setting. We have opted for this
axiomatic approach because it could be useful for other counting problems, and it makes easier to
follow the details of quite technical approximations arguments. Our main result here is Theorem

3.17, which establishes the Central Limit Theorem for (ﬁT), with respect to the measure f.
3.1. Functional averages and their truncations
Let Z be a finite set. For T' > 0 and ¢ € Z, we consider:
(L.a) finite measure spaces (Y7, k7,;) satisfying supr; kr,i(Yr4) < 00,

(Lb) bounded Borel functions fr; : R x Y7r; — [0,00) such that for y; € Y7, the map = —
fr.i(x,y;) is smooth, and supported in a compact set IC C RY, independent of 7', i, and y;,

(Lc) a set-valued map y; — Qr(y;) from Y7 ; into the set of finite subsets of A such that
sup; . |Qr,i(yi)] < Vr with a parameter V7 satisfying Vr — coas T — oc.

For f € C*(RY), let O, f denote the partial derivative of f with respect to the k-th coordinate
fork=1,...,d. If 3 = (p1,...,Bq) is a multi-index, we set g f = 8161 e ngf, and define

[fllcr = max |05 f[lo, forp>1, (3.1)
1BI<p
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where |3] = 1+ ... + B4-

We use the notations

My = max Ve, | f7i i) || o, A (i), (3.2)
Mrgi=max sup [fraCo oo (33)

Given the data in (I.a)-(I.c), we consider the family of functions given by

Fr(z) := Z/ ( > fT,i(aZayi)) drri(yi), forz € RY, (3.4)
i€ TYT3 " aeQraly:)
and their Siegel transforms
Fr(A) = Z/ ( > ]?T,i(aAayi)) drr,(yi), forAe X. (3.5)
iez Y1 a€Qr,i(yi)

Our goal is to show that under suitable assumptions the functions

Yr(A) = Vi /2 (ﬁT(A)— /X deu>

converge in distribution. One of the difficulties that arises here is that Siegel transforms (even for
bounded Borel functions with bounded support) are not bounded. Nonetheless, they are typically
only large on sets of very small y-measure and belong to L”(X) for p < d. Here and latter in the
paper we always assume that d > 3 so that the Siegel transforms are L?-integrable. This makes
it possible to efficiently approximate a Siegel transform by bounded functions on X whose L?-
distance from the original Siegel transform is small. To make this approximation precise, we shall
use a family of compactly supported cutoff function 1z, : X — [0, 1] with L > 0, constructed in [7,
Lemma 4.10] such that for every compact set K C R? and f € C(K), we have

[Pne],.c <5 LIl (36)
Furthermore, for every ¢ > 0,
Hf(l - UL)‘

where the implicit constants are independent of L.

oy S0 L e and[[F =), e LTV, ()

We introduce a parameter L7 — oo, which will be specified later, and introduce the functions
or,i: X x Yr; — [0,00) defined by

ori(A i) = Fri(Ayi)ne,(A), for A € X andy; € Yr,,
which provide compactly supported truncations of the functions J?T,i(‘, y;). We then consider
dr(A) = Z/ < > SOT,i(aAayi)> drr;i(yi), forAeX.
iez VYT a€Qr,;(y:)

The following lemma shows that this function approximates the Siegel transform ﬁT if the param-
eter L grows fast enough.
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Lemma 3.1. If for some e > 0,

Ly 2 A 0 as T — oo, (3.8)
then R s
HFT - (I)THLQ(X) —o(17?) asT - o
Similarly, if
Ly VY2 My -0 asT — oo, (3.9)
then

HﬁT = (I)THLl(X) =0 (VTl/Z) as T — oo.

Before we proceed to the proof of this lemma, we discuss its relevance to our arguments so far.
We wish to prove convergence in distribution for the functions

Tr =V 2 (Fr— o) + v ' (@T—/ (I)Tdu> +VT1/2/ (@7 - Pr) du.
X X

If L7 is chosen as in (3.9), then the first and third term of the right hand side tend to zero in the L!-
norm, whence Y7 converges in distribution to a continuous measure if and only if the functions

U=V, 2 (@T - / O dp> (3.10)
X
do. In the upcoming subsections, we will analyse this type of sequences.
Proof of Lemma 3.1. By construction, we have

HFT — (I’T

L2(X < Z/YT J? (i) oa) (1 —ney OG)HLQ(X) dror,i (yi)-

a€Qr,; (vi)

Since the measure 4 is A-invariant, the inner terms are independent of a € Q7 ;(y;), whence

HﬁT—cDTHLQ( < Z/ Qi (yi)| Hfm i) (L= 1nLy)

L200) drr,i(yi)-

By the assumption (Lb), the supports of the functions = — fr;(x,y;) are all contained in a fixed
compact set £ C RY, independent of 7', and y;. Hence, by (3.7),

[Pt @ = ()|, <o Lol fra o) o, forally, € i

L2(X)

Furthermore, by the assumption (I.c), we have |Q7;(y;)| < Vr, so that we conclude that

& —d
HFT—<I>TH ) K L [y Z/ 11 (s yi)lloo driri(yri) | -
LAx i€l Yo,

This implies the first part of the lemma, and the proof of the second part is similar. O
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3.2. Sobolev norms and mixing estimates

In order to obtain quantitative estimates on correlations, we need to control the smoothness of
the functions. Our main tool for this purpose are Sobolev norms, which we now introduce. First
note that every Y in the Lie algebra sl;(R) of SL4(IR) induces a differential operator Dy on C*°(X)

by

d
(Dyp)(A) = Eap(etYA) lt=o  for functions ¢ on X.

More generally, if we fix a basis Y7,..., Y}, of sl;(R) with m = d?> — 1, and if Y is a monomial
in the universal enveloping algebra of sl;(R) with respect to this basis, say ¥ = Y -.- Y™
for non-negative integers 7y, ..., 7, then we define D,, := D?}l e DSH/Z’ and refer to the integer
|n| :==m1 +...4 0 as the order of D,, where n = (11, ..., 7). We recall that the Birkhoff-Poincaré-
Witt theorem guarantees that the set of all (ordered) monomials with respect to our chosen basis
{Y1,...,Y,,} form a basis for the universal enveloping algebra of sl;(R). We write C2°(X) for the
space of compactly supported functions ¢ such that all the derivatives D, ¢ exist.

Let A € X. We say that a linear subspace V < R? is A-rational if V N A is a lattice in V. If V is
A-rational, we denote by dj (V') the volume of V/V N A. We define

a(A) =sup {da(V)"" : V < R%is A-rational }.

It can readily be checked that « is a proper function on X, and that for every compact set C C
SL4(R), there is a constant A¢ > 0 such that

Azta(A) < a(gh) < Aca(A), forallg e Cand A € X. (3.11)

Before we introduce Sobolev norm, we mention important properties of the a-function in relation
with Siegel transforms.

Lemma 3.2 ([23], Lemma 2). If f : R? — R is a bounded function with bounded support, then
|F()] supp(p) @) f loo;  forall A € X.

The following estimate is also well-known:
Lemma 3.3. [, o” du < oo for every p < d.

The following norms were introduced and studied by Einsieder, Margulis and Venkatesh [12].

Definition 3.4 (Sobolev norms). Let ¢ be a positive integer. For ¢ € C2°(X), its Sobolev norm Sy ()

of order q is defined as
1/2
— d 2
Salp) = > ( /X "Dyl dpr)

Inl<q

The explicit expression of the norm S, will not be important in our paper. Instead we shall
use as black boxes, the following properties of the norms, established in [12] and in our previous

paper [7].
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Proposition 3.5 (Section 5 in [12]). For all sufficiently large g,

(i) Sy(6) <q Sar1 () and ol ey g Salp) for all o € C2(X).
(ii) for some p > 1, we have Sq(golgpg) Kq Sq+p(91)Sq1p(p2), for all 1,2 € CX(X).
(iii) there exists o > 0 such that Sq(ip o a(u)) <4 €7l S (), for all u € R¥1, where a(u) is
defined in (2.3) and || - || is the (>*°-norm on RF~1

For our next proposition, we need some notation and preliminary results. First, we recall some
further properties of the cut-off functions 7, constructed in [7]:

Proposition 3.6 (Lemma 4.10 in [7]). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
suppnr C {a < cL}, forall L >0,
and forall g > 1, f € C*(RY), and L > 0,

sup HDa(fnL)‘

<<supp(f L”f”cq
lo|<q

‘LOO(X)

The following corollary concerning Sobolev norms of truncated Siegel transforms is now im-
mediate.

Corollary 3.7. Forallqg > 1, f € C®°(R%),and L > 0,
Sq(fﬁL) <<supp(f),q Ld+1||f||Cq-

We also record the following corollary for future references. It is immediate from the inequali-
ties in (3.11) and the first part of Proposition 3.6.

Corollary 3.8. For every compact set C C SL4(R), there is a constant Be > 0 such that
NL© g < X{a<Ber} forallgeCandL > 0.

Recall that A ~ R*~! via the map u ~ a(u) defined in (2.3). Let us throughout the rest of the
section denote by ||-|| the /**-norm on R*~L. The following theorem is a special case contained in [4]
by Einsieder and the two authors obtained upon realizing X as the quotient space SL;(R)/ SL4(Z).
Roughly speaking, this theorem asserts that if ¢ € C°(X), then the family u — ¢(a(u)-) consists
of "almost independent" random variables, at least if the u’s are far apart.

Theorem 3.9 (Theorem 1.1 in [4]). For every r > 2, there exist ¢, > 1 and 6, > 0 such that for all
q> 01, 0r € CO(X), and u® ... ul) e RFT,

/(me (’”))du H/wmdu

_ (3) —qu (k)
<, =0 mingz lu® —u¥| H S, (o).

m=1

Theorem 1.1 in [4] is formulated for general r-tuples of elements in G = SL4(R), and not just for
r-tuples in A. Furthermore, in the version in [4], the min,.;-expression is applied to differences
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with respect to an invariant Riemannian metric on G. The restriction of any such metric to A is
quasi-isometric to the *°-distance on RF=1, and the resulting constants are assumed to have been
absorbed in §, and by the <-sign.

3.3. Cumulants

We review the notion of cumulants, and a classical CLT-criterion due to Frechet and Shohat. In
this subsection (X, 1) can be a general probability measure space.

Definition 3.10 (Cumulants). Fix » > 2. Given ¢1,...,¢, € L*(X), we define their cumulant
cum,(¢1, ..., @) of order r by

cumy (o1, 00) == Y (=DPT] (/XH% du>,

PEBr IeP i€l
where P, denotes the set of partitions of the set [r] = {1,...,7}. Given ® € L*°(X), we define its
r-cumulant cum, (®) by
cum,.(®) := cump(®,...,P).

Remark 3.11. It is clear that cumy, is multi-linear in the functions ¢y, ..., ¢, and if one of them is
a constant function, then cumy,(¢1, . . ., ) = 0. In particular,

cump (@1, .- -, ¢r) = cumy, <s01—/Xs01du,---,<pr—/X<prdM>

and

cum, ((I)— /chdu> = cum, ().

Furthermore, the 2-cumulant of @ is just the p-variance of ®.

The main property of cumulants that makes them valuable to us in this paper is summarized
in the following CLT-criterion by Frechet and Shohat, which can be deduced from their results in
[13]. It is essentially the classical method of moments tailored for (distributional) convergence to
the normal distribution.

Proposition 3.12 (Frechet-Shohat’s Cumulant Criterion). Let (Ur) be a sequence of real-valued,
bounded and measurable functions on X such that

° fX Vrdu =0,
o the limit 0% := limy H‘I’TH%z(X) exists and is finite,
o cum,(¥r) — 0 forall r > 3.

Then the p-distributions of U converge in the sense of distribution to the Normal Law with mean zero
and variance o (the case o = 0 is interpreted as convergence in the sense of distributions to the Dirac
measure at 0).

In order to apply this proposition, we have to analyze the cumulants cum, (V). This task will
be carried out in the next section.

3.4. Estimating cumulants of order r > 3
Let W7 be defined by (3.10). Our goal is to show that under suitable additional conditions,

cum, (¥r) -0 asT — oo
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for all r > 3. Since
cum, (¥rp) = VET/Q cum,. <<I>T — / D d,u) = Vfr/2 cum,. (®7),
X

this is equivalent to
cum, (®r) =o <ij/2> as T — oo. (3.12)
Let us from now on fix » > 3. For each r-tuples i = (iy,...,i,) € Z", we set
Yr; =Yr; x--xYp; and kr; =Ky @ @ K1y,
and fory = (y1,...,yr) € Y7, we set
Qr,i(y) = Qriy (y1) X -+ X Q14 (Y1)

We write elements of Q7;(y) asu = (uV), ..., u("). Using the multi-linearity of the cumulants, we
see that cump,)(®7) can be written as

Z /y Z Cum[r] (SOT’il ('7 yl) 0 a(u(l))7 o 7“PT7ir('7 yr) o a(u(T))) dﬁTvi(y)'

i€V L ueQr,i(y)

We shall make the following additional assumptions regarding the data defining the function ®7.
Throughout this section, || - || denotes the ¢*-norm on R¥~! and B(z,~v) the ball with respect to
this norm.

(IL.a) there exist finite sets @Tvi C R*~1 satisfying:

e forally >1 N
|Qr,i N B(u, )| <+, (3.13)

where the implicit constants are independent of u, T', and .
e max; |C~2m| < Vr with a parameter V7 satistying Vr — oo as T' — oo.
(ILb) there exist Borel maps fr; : RF~! x Y7, — R¥~! such that
Qri(vi) = Br.i (Qryir vi)
satisfying:
o there exist ci, ¢ > 0, independent of T, such that for all u,v € @T,i,

in inf  inf || B ui) — Bra(v. )| > erllu — o] — 3.14
r%nyié%,iyfe%jHﬁTﬂ(“’%) Br,;(v,y;)|| = e1llu — v|| — e, (3.14)

o there exist maps BT,Z- : RF—1 — RF—1 guch that for all u € @TW

sup sup HﬁT,i(u,yi) — §T7Z(u)|| < 0. (3.15)
T y €Y7,

(IL.c) For the functions fr; from (L.b), there exist Borel functions hr; : RY x Yr; — [0,00) such
that

Fri(a(Bri(u,yi)z yi) < hri(a(Bri(u))z, y;)
forallu € @T,i, yi € Yr;,and z € R, We further assume that the family of the functions
Hr(z) = / hr,i(2,yi) dkr i (yi)
Y7,
is uniformly bounded, and there exists a fixed compact set K’ C R? such that

supp(Hr,i) C K’
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for all T and «.

Remark 3.13. We note that the condition (I.c) from Subsection 3.1 follows immediately from con-
dition (IL.a) and the first part of condition (ILb).

With this new notation, we set

Er,T,i(y) = Z Cum[r} (@T,il ('a yil) © a(ﬁT,il (u(l) ) yil))a Py (" yir) © a’(ﬁT,ir (u(r), ylr))) ’
HGQT&'

where éT&' = éTﬂl X e X éT,iw Then
cumn, (@1) = 3 | Zrinaly) dnrsto). (316)
QEI’” YTi

For v > 0, we define the r-diagonal v-neighborhood A, () by

An(7) = {(u@),...,u(”) e R u) — o®| < 4 forall Jk}

We split the sum defining =, 7; into two subsums subdivided with respect to the set A,(v).
Namely, we choose a parameter 7, — oo, which will be specified later, and write

[1]

=z 4 =@
T7T7l - HT‘,T@ + HT‘,T@ ’

where Ef, 7.(y) denotes the sum over clustered r-tuples

Z Cum] (@T,il ('7 Yir) © a(ﬂT,il (u(l) ) yil))’ T Py ('7 yir) ° a’(/BTJr (u(r)7 yzr))) )
w€QT iNA (Y7,)
(3.17)

and ES"Q% ;(y) denotes the sum over separated r-tuples:

> cumy, (@T,il(',yil) o a(Bri (WM, yi)),+ era (5 vi,) 0 a(Bry, (U(T)7yz‘r))> -
EEQT,imAr(“/T,r)C
(3.18)

The aim in the upcoming subsections is to find conditions on the parameters 7, and L7 such that
forevery i = (i1,...,i,) € Z",

/ =0 ()| drri(y) = o (VT’"/ 2) as T — oo, (3.19)
Yr T -
and
sup ‘Ef?%l(yﬂ =0 (VTT/Z) as T — oo. (3.20)
yeYT T

Together with the assumption (I.a) in Subsection 3.1, these estimates imply (3.12).

3.4.1. Analysis of the separated tuples

Now we prove the estimate (3.20) involving separated tuples. The crucial ingredient here is the
estimates on higher-order correlations (Theorem 3.9), which allows to established an estimate on
cumulants following our approach from [6].

We recall the estimate from Proposition 3.5(iii) that for every ¢ > 1, there exists o, > 0 such that

Sy(poa(u)) <4 e”UlS,(p)  forall p € CX(X)and u € RF.
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We may without loss of generality assume that the map ¢ — o, is increasing. Furthermore, we
may also assume that the map r — ¢, in Theorem 3.9 is decreasing. In particular, without loss of
generality we can assume that

Op <rog, forallg,r>1. (3.21)

The following lemma is a corollary of the main technical results from our work [6].

Lemma 3.14. There is an integer q, > 1, such that for every integer q > q,, there exists a constant

¢r.q > 0, with the property that for every v > 0 and for all ¢1, ..., ¢, € C2(X) and u), ... u(") €
RF=1 with '
max ”u(]) - u(k)H > Crg7,

we have

‘cumm ((pl o a(u(l)), ceeyPp O a(u(r) >‘ <p g€ H Sq(pj)-

Proof. The proof follows the argument in [6, Sec. 6.4]. Let us fix r > 2, v > 0 and an integer ¢ > 1.
We define parameters 3y = 0, f1,..., B, recursively by 3,15, —3ro,8; = 7. Then because of (3.21),

0< B <381 <Pa<-- < Brog <3Bro1 < B
It is also clear from the recursive definition that

Br < Cr,q”Y (3.22)

for a constant ¢, , > 0. Combining [6, Prop. 6.1] and [6, Prop. 6.2], we conclude that there is an
integer ¢, such thatif ¢ > ¢,, then

cumy, ((pl ) a(u(l)), ceypp O a(u(r))>‘ g e H Sy(25),
j=1

for all uM, ... u(" € R¥=1 such that max; s [|u?) — u®)| > B,. Together with (3.22), this proves
the lemma. O

Now we apply Lemma 3.14 to estimate Ef?% » and deduce a criterion for (3.20). From now on g,

denotes the integer from Lemma 3.14.

Proposition 3.15. Suppose that the parameters Lt and vy, are chosen so that for some q > qy,
LD yI2 ememe/era Mz 0, as T — oo, (3.23)

where ¢y is the positive constant in condition (IL.D), and Cr.q 15 given by Lemma 3.14. Then, for every
i=(i1,...,4,) €L,

sup |HTTZ )‘:0(‘/%/2), asT — oo.
erTz

Proof. We first note that if (u(l), e u(r)) belongs to @T&- NA(vyr,r)¢, then by condition (ILb), there
exist i,,, i, € Z such that

H/BT Zm 7ylm) /8T7Zn (u(n)7yln)H > clfYTﬂ" - 027
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forall y;,, € Yr,;,, and y;, € Y7;,. Applying Lemma 3.14 with  defined by ¢; y7, — c2 = ¢ 47, we
deduce that

‘Cumm (@T,z‘l a(Bri (W, yi)), - om0 a(Br, (ul Jm)))‘
is estimated by

T
<<r7q e—cl'YT,r/Cr,q H Sq(SOT,im)7

m=1

where we in the last <-sign have absorbed the e~¢2/ra-factor. We recall that
ori(Ayi) = Fra(A y)ne, (A).
By Corollary 3.7,
Se(eri(yy) <ig L | i Cvi)|l s

where £ C R? is a fixed compact set which contains all of the supports of the functions x +
fri(z,y;) as y; ranges over Y7 ;. We conclude that

,
—(2 ~ _ d+1

sup |:7("%;(y)‘ <r Kyq (H ]QTﬂ-m]) eIV /Cr L’"T( + )Mrﬂq

yeYT; m=1

— Vg emarre/era [ ppz
This implies the proposition. O
3.4.2. Analysis of the clustered tuples

Next, we deal with the clustered tuples. Our analysis here is one of the main novelties of this
paper. We stress that we do not assume that the maps 7' — || f7,|| are bounded (otherwise, our
analysis could have been carried out as in [6]). This is also where the assumption (I.c) becomes
crucial. This condition says roughly that the k7 ;-integrals of fr; are bounded functions. The main
purpose of this subsection is to explain how this "bounded on average"-condition can be used to
derive (3.19).

Proposition 3.16. Suppose that the parameters Lt and ~yr, satisfy for some € > 0,
Loy Pl 0, as T oo, (3.24)
Then,
/Y ‘Eil%l(y){ der,i(y) =0 (Vr}"ﬂ) , asT — oo.
T.i

)

Proof. Expanding the definition of the cumulant in (3.17), we deduce that

Eraw)] <max 3 ] / (me (B (™, i, )) A, yzk)> dp(A).  (3.25)

uEQT DA (r )IEP kel

We recall that
ori(A,yi) = fri(Ayi)nr, (A).
By condition (IL.c), there exist Borel functions hr; : RY x Yr; — [0,00) such that

fri(a(Bri(u,v))z,ui) < hri(a(Bri(w)zyi),
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forallu € @T,i, zeRY and y; € Y7 ;. Hence, setting

h(z) := SUP/ hri(z,y:) deri(yi),
Ti Jyy,

we deduce that

/Y 'fT,i(a(ﬁT,i(uayi))A yi) diri(yi) = Z sz (Bri(u, yi)) 2 yi) di(yi)

zen\{o} V7T
(a(ﬂT,iw))A)-

We recall that according condition (IL.c), the function A is uniformly bounded and its support is
contained in a fixed compact set. In particular, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

h(A) < a(A), forallA € X, (3.26)

By condition (ILb), there is a fixed compact set C C A such that

a <6T,i(u, yi) — gTz(u)) e€C, forallue @T,i, yi € Ypi,and T > 0.
By Corollary 3.8, there is a constant B = B(C) > 0 such that

MLy ©9 < X{a<B Ly} forallT andgeC,

whence

ner(a(Bri(u, yi))A) = 1Ly (a(ﬂT,i(U,yi) - BT,i(U))a(BT,i(U))A>

< X{a<BLr} <a(5T7i(U))A> :

Combining the above estimates, we conclude that
/Y o1, (a(Bri(u,y:)) A i) diri(y:) < ¢r (a(gT,i(u))A> ,
T,

where 97 is defined by

~

’l/}T(A) = h(A) X{Q’SB LT}(A)7 for A e X. (327)
Therefore, we deduce from (3.25) that

/Y (ER )] drraly) <o max Y H / (HwT a(Bri, (™)) )) du(A). (3.28)

UEQT iNA (7 1677 kel

We observe that it follows from (3.26), (3.27), and Lemma 3.3 that
sup [¢r| = O(Lr) and |[¢r|p(x) = Op(1) forp < d. (3.29)
In particular, it also follows that for p > d,
U7 |le(x) = Opg <L;q/p) forall ¢ < d.
According to the general Holder inequality, for exponents p;, € (1, oc] satisfying >, 1/pr, =1,

(T (st >>A>) ) < TT o 20, =TT ol
kel

kel
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Therefore, when |I| < d,

/(HW( (Briy (u ))A)) du(A) = O(1),

kel

and when |I| > d,

/ (H vr <a B, (u' ))A)> dp(A) = O <L‘7{‘7d+€> foralle > 0.

kel

We conclude that for every partition P,

H/ (Hi/}T a(fr.i, (™)) )) du(A) = O, <L7’T—d+e)7

IeP kel

and from (3.25),
/ ‘Eg%z | d"{T@( ) Lr e QVT,Z' NA, (’)/Tﬂd) LrT_d'i'E‘
YT&' -

Since

Qrandstorn| < X 11 @i N v s o = ul <yre}

UEQT i1 k=2
it follows from condition (II.a) that
‘@T,Z N Ar(’YT,r) <K VT’}/;T D(r— 1),
whence
/ =0 W)| deri(y) <o Vil DLy
YT,&'

for all € > 0, which implies the assertion of the proposition. 0

3.5. Main result

In this section, we finally prove convergence in distribution of the functions

Tr(A) = V2 (FT(A)— /X ﬁTdu>,

where

Z/Y Z fT@(aA yz)) dKTz(yz)

i€l Ty QEQT i(yi)

We recall that the data in this formula satisfy the conditions (I.a)—(I.c) and (Il.a)-(IL.c). We further
put an additional condition on the norms of the functions fr;, using the notation introduced in
(3.2)—(3.3).

The main result of Section 3 is the following theorem:
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Theorem 3.17. Suppose that

e There exists 6y > 0 such that

My =0 (V).
e For g > 1, there exists 0, > 0 such that

M, =0 (Vy").
o The limit

o= lim |[T7|L2x)
exists and is finite.

If d > 4(1 + 6y), then the functions Y7 on (X, p) converge in distribution to the Normal Law with
variance o.

Proof. We shall use Proposition 3.12. We recall that by Lemma 3.1, the functions Fp canbe approx-
imated by functions

dr(A) = Z/Y | ( > SDT,i(CLA,yz’)) dir i (yi),

€T a€Qr,i(yi)

=o0 (VTl/Q) .

so that
|Fr ]

LA(X)
This implies that the functions

p(A) =V /2 <<I>T(A) - /X o du)

satisfy

HTT—\I/T‘ — 0.

L2(X)

Then, in particular, lim7_, || ¥7|| r2(x) = 0. Italso follows that if ¥7 converges in distribution to
the Normal Law, so does Y. Hence, it remains to verify that the conditions of Proposition 3.12
hold from the functions ¥, namely, that

cum, (¥r) = VT_T/2 cump(®r) — 0 forallr > 3.

Since the later cumulant can be expressed as (3.16), this will follow from Proposition 3.15 and
Proposition 3.16.

Now it remains to choose the parameters L7 and vz, so that the conditions in Lemma 3.1,
Proposition 3.15, and Proposition 3.16 are satisfied. To do this, we shall take

Ly = V{f and YT = Sr log VT, (330)

where p and S, are positive real numbers, which will be chosen later. The condition (3.8) in Lemma
3.1 is satisfied if p is chosen so that for some ¢ > 0

Vje(fd/2+1+e)+1/2+€0 0,

or equivalently, if
1+ 26,
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We write ¢, for the index introduced in Lemma 3.16 and fix an integer ¢ > ¢,. The condition (3.23)
in Proposition 3.15 is satisfied if

c

pr(d+1)+r/2— C15r +r0q
e — 0
T )

which can always be arranged by choosing S, large enough, depending on r, p,d. Finally, the
condition (3.24) in Proposition 3.16 is satisfied if we choose the constants p and S, such that for
some e > 0,

VA2 (g o Vi) (DD g,
This holds provided that
p(r—d+e)<r/2—-1. (3.32)

Hence, it is sufficient to choose p so that both (3.31) and (3.32) hold for all » > 3. This is possible
provided that
1+ 26,
- =v < .
22 753
Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, this argument works provided that d > 4 + 46,. O

Remark 3.18. In order to proceed with the proof above it is sufficient to have that

HTT — \IIT‘ ey 0 (3.33)
and
J ([0 ) =0 (3.34)

According to Lemma 3.1, condition (3.33) holds under assumption (3.9). This assumption is
weaker than (3.8), so that we can replace (3.31) by the assumption

1+ 26,

P
Then the argument can be carried out when d > 2(1 + 6y), provided that we can establish (3.34)
independently.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we prove our main theorem (Theorem 1.2). We recall that our goal is to analyze
the lattice counting function for the domains

Qr =Qr(I,B)={2€R*: Ni(2) €I, &(2) € B and 0< |Li(2)]],..., ||Le(2)]| < T}. (41)

Ultimately, we will construct an approximation of the characteristic function xq, by functional
averages of the form (2.4) and show that these functional averages satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 3.17, so that Theorem 1.2 will be a consequence of Theorem 3.17. This is a tedious and
rather technical task, so it might be beneficial for the reader to first take a look in Subsection 4.7,
where the main objects of the section are summarized, and the most important verifications are
indexed.
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4.1. A basic reduction

Let L; : R? — R% with j = 1,...,k, I C (0,00),and B C S, be the objects defining the sets Q7.
We also consider the basic domains

ON(I,B):={2€R? | N(z) €1, &(z) € B and 0 < ||z1]},..., |z < T}, (4.2)
where
k
N(z) = Zz||% and £(z) := L,...,i . (4.3)
@ =11 @ = (g Tal)

Then Qr = L~1(Q9) for the invertible linear map L = (L1, ..., L;). Let us write L = cL with
¢ € R* and det(Lgy) = 1. Then

Qr = Ly (sen(e)|e| V041, B)) = Ly (7 (Ie| 'L, sgu(c) B)).
Therefore, for any lattice A,
IANQp| = |L0(A) NQ% (el 711, sgn(c)B)|,
and
Vol(Q9.(|¢| ' 1,sgn(c)B)) = Vol(Q%.(1, B)).
Since the measure on the space of lattice is invariant under Ly, it is sufficient to analyze the distri-
bution of the function A — |A N Q9| — Vol(QY.).

From now on we assume that the sets Qr = Qr(I, B) are defined by (4.2), where I is a non-empty
bounded interval in (0, 00), and B is a Borel subset of S; with positive measure.

4.2. A coodinate system

The sets {2 are more conveniently studied in a different coordinate system which we now
introduce. We use notations

d k . k L
RS = szlmdf\{o} and  Sy:= szlsdj L

Let
i RE S RFIXR Sa: 2z (u(2),5(2),£(2)), (4.4)
where
u(z) = (log|lzll,- .- loglze—1]l),
k
s(z) :=1log N(z) = Zdj log ||,
j=1
Al Zk
2)i=(——, . ., — ).
0= (o ul)

It is readily checked that the map 7 is equivariant with respect to the group A defined in (2.3) in
the following sense:

m(a(u)z) = (u(2) +u, s(2),£(2)), forallu € R*'and z € RY, (4.5)
and that the inverse map 7 1is given by
7 u,5,€) = (e%, emigy g, (T df“j)/dkgk) . (4.6)

If one computes the Jacobian of this inverse map, the following lemma emerges:
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Lemma 4.1. For every bounded Borel function f : RF~! x R x Sy — R with bounded support,

/Rgf(”(*”))dz = dik/gd/R (/R“ F(u,5,€) dus) ¢ ds di(€).

Here dz denote the volume element on R® which assigns volume one to the unit cube, du is the volume
element on R¥~1 such that the unit cube in Rk~ has volume one, and the measure k. is defined in (1.6).

Let us now write out the set Q7 in (u, s, {)-coordinates. We define
A = W(QT) C Rkil x R x Sda
and given a point z in RY, we set

u=u(z) = (uy,...,up—1), s=s(2), &=¢&(=).
Then z € Qr if and only if

f—
s€logl, €e€B, wuy <logT,...,up_1<logT, Z juj < dilogT.
We now set v; = uj —logT for j = 1,...,k — 1. Then, the above conditions on u are equivalent to
Voo Up—1 <0 and Zd vj > —(dlogT — s). 4.7)

For s < dlog T, we let §7(s) denote the diagonal (k — 1) x (k — 1)-matrix whose diagonal elements
dr,;(s) are given by
dlogT —
orj(s) := %, forj=1,...,k—1.
J

We note that since the interval I is bounded, the inequality s < dlogT is satisfied for all z €
Qr(I, B) when T > e5"?()/4_ Then (4.7) can be re-written as

. -1
mjln 5T7]‘(S) v; < 0 and Z(STJ 1)] 1,

Let
k—1
S = {(wl, - 7wk71) c Rk_l W, .., W1 <0 and ijle > —1} (48)
and
vp = (logT,...,logT).
We conclude that

Ap=7(Qr) ={(u,5,§) : sclogl, £€B, ucdp(s)Si+uvr} (4.9)

when T > esup(D)/d,
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4.3. Volume and variance computations

The above parametrization of Q7 leads, in particular, to an an easy computation of its volume,
and the mean and the variance of the Siegel transforms Xq,..

Lemma 4.2. There exists a polynomial Pr g such that
P[,B(t) = Ck_l(I, B)tkil + O(tkiQ),
where
dkfl

Leb(I) Volx_1(S1) k(B),
dy - dy,

Ckfl(]—, B) =

such that
Vol (QT(I, B)) = P[,B(log T),

forall T > eswp()/d,

Proof. It follows from (4.9) and Lemma 4.1 that

B
Vol(Qr) = %k)/l IVolk_l (6T(s)51—|—vT) e’ ds
og
K(B) / (dlog T — )1
= Vol S e’ds.
dy; e-1(51) logl  d1--dk—1

If we expand the inner parenthesis and integrating term-wise, we deduce that Vol(Q7) = P g(log T')

for the polynomial
(dt — s)k=1
_1(S8 / ————eds.
(51) log7 A1+ di—1

Prp(t) = “(f

The leading term of this polynomial is ¢;,_; (I, B)t*~! with

dk:fl
dy -+ dy

which finishes the proof of the lemma.

k—1
k(B) Volk_l(Sl)/ e’ds = dd y k(B) Voli_1(S1) Leb(I),
A

log I

Cl— 1(I B)

For (2.2), we also obtain that

/ R du = Prp(log T) = co_r (I, B)(log T)* ' + O((log T)*2).
X

To compute the variance of the Siegel transform, we need the following

Theorem 4.3 (Rogers” mean-square value theorem, [21]). Let d > 3 and let f : R? — R be a
bounded and non-negative Borel measurable function with bounded support. Then f € L*(X) and

/ /fd,u dy = / fpz)f(qz dz+/ fpz)f(—qz dz)
where ¢ denotes the Riemann zeta—functzon.

For a future reference, we also note that a straightforward application of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to the expression in Theorem 4.3 yields the following corollary:
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Corollary 4.4. Ifd > 3 and f : R® — R is a bounded and non-negative Borel measurable function
with bounded support, then

¢(d/2)?

2 2 2
1707200 < 171 + 22505 11B:
Now using Theorem 4.3, we compute the variance:
Corollary 4.5.
& ~ 2 00
2 dx Rar = [xRey) dp _ 1 S e (p"1 N g'1) (14 k(BN —B)>
| T-oo Vol(Qr) ¢(d) \ 2= plq?Leb(I) x(B) )

Proof. By Theorem 4.3,
/ (5{9 — / XQ )2 du = 1 Z (Vol(pﬂQT N qilQT) + Vol(pilﬁT N —qilﬁT))
g g ¢(d) '
X X p,g>1

If we split this sum into sums over {p = ¢} and {p # ¢} and use the symmetry of p and ¢ and the
formula Vol(¢~1Qr) = ¢4 Vol(Qr) for every ¢ > 1, we see that this sum can be written as

Vol(Qr) + Vol(Qr N —Q7) + % i qld Z <Vol (Qr N (¢/p)Qr) + Vol (Qr N — (q/p)QT)).

g=1" p=1
We observe that for ¢, 7" > 0, I C (0,00), and B C Sy,
+cQp(I, B) = Qur(c?, +B),
and for 7,175 > 0, I, I C (0,00), and By, B2 C Sy,
Qr, (11, B1) N Q7 (I2, Ba) = Quin(ry 1) (11 N L2, By N Ba).

Hence, we deduce from Lemma 4.2 that for every ¢ > 1,

ki(c) = lim Vol@r n+cQr) _ . Vol (Qr(INe'l,BN+B)) _ Leb(INcl) s(BN=B)
TN Vol(Qp) Toee Vol(Qr) " Leb(]) k(B)

Then since we are assuming that d > 3, we can apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem to
conclude that the limit o2 exists and

00 q—1
B 2 1 L Leb (10 (g/p)%) k(BN —B)
o GREC)] qzl 12 Leb(I) (1 B )

This implies the stated formula. O
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4.4. Tessellations of the sets Q7 (I, B)

In this subsection, we construct, for all large enough 7', a functional tiling of the indicator func-
tion xq, using the coordinate system introduced in the previous section. This tiling will be the ba-
sis for our smooth approximation scheme later. Before we can state our main observation (Corol-
lary 4.10) of this subsection, we need some preliminaries. For a positive integer N, we define

k—1
S(N) = {(ul,... ,ukfl) S Rk_l DU, ... Up—1 < 0 and ijluj > —N},

and set
S :=8(1) and Sy :=[-1,0)""1\S(1). (4.10)

We note that this definition of S; coincides with the one given in (4.8) above. Furthermore, we
define

Pn;:={ne¢c [0, N]F=1nzk-t . S;—ncCS(N)}, fori=1,2.

Lemma 4.6. For every positive integer N,
S(N) = ( || & —n)) || ( ] s —n)).
nEPN,l TLGPN’Q

In particular,

max |n| < N and |Py;| < Vol,_1(S(N)) < N*1.
nePN ;

Proof. Fixu € S(N), and note that since —N < u; < 0 for all j, there are unique integers 0 < n; < N

such that
w:=u+ne€ [—1,0)’“_1, wheren = (ny,...,ng_1),

and thus either w € S; or w € S, whence u € S; — n for either i = 1, 2. Clearly these are disjoint

events, so in particular,
s =( U si-m)U( L s-m).

nePy1 nePy 2
which finishes the proof. O
We observe that in view of (4.9) the sets Ar are related to suitable dilations of the sets S(IV).
Indeed, for T and s with s < dlog T, we let
7r(s) := Diag (TT71(S), .. ,TT,k,l(s))
denote the diagonal (k — 1) x (k — 1)-matrix with the positive diagonal entries

dlogT — s

——— forj=1,....,k—1 .

7r,j(5) =

then
Ar={(u,s,§) : sel, £€B, wuem(s)S([logT])+vr}.

Therefore, applying the Lemma 4.6 to S(|log T'|), we get the following “functional tiling” for the
characteristic function x ..
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Lemma 4.7. Forall (u,s,€&) € RF! x R x Sy with s < dlog T,

XAp(u,8,8) = Z xs, (7r(s) " (u+ 7r(s)n — vr)) Xiog1(s) XB(E)
nEP|10gT| 1

- Z x5, (70(8) ™ (u + 7r(s)n — vr)) Xiog1(s) xB(E)-

n€PlogT|,2

In particular, for all T > es"PU)/4 this identity holds everywhere.

4.5. Construction of a functional tiling

Now we construct our functional tiling, namely, the objects satisfying conditions (I.a)—(I.c) and
(IL.a)—(IL.c) with Vi := Vol(Q7).
4.5.1. Construction of the sets QVTJ-, Qr,i(y) and maps Br;, ET,i (assumptions (I1.a)—(11.b))

Let us now rewrite the assertion of Lemma 4.7, so that it fits the decomposition (2.4). We note
that

71(8) = Too + O(1/(log T)) asT — oo (4.12)
uniformly on s in compact sets, where

Teo := Diag(d/dy,...,d/dk_1).

We define
Br:RFIXxR 5 RF! and Bp:RFT 5 RF!
by
Br(u,s) :=7p(s)u —vp and Br(u) = Teou — vy (4.13)
foru € R*"land s € R. Let
Qi == Pliogr]i CRFY, fori=1,2. (4.14)

From Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.6, we see that |©T@| < Vol(§2r). The condition (3.13) in (II.a) can
be also checked easily. The following lemma verifies condition (IL.b). We recall that || - || denotes
the £>°-norm on R¥~1,

Lemma 4.8. Let J C R be a bounded interval.
(i) There exist c1,co > 0 such that for all T > To(J), s1,52 € J, and u,v € QT,i,

(i) There exists c; > 0 such that for all T > To(J), s € J, and u € Qr,
187 (u, 5) — Br(u)|| < cs.

Proof. Since |[u|| < logT for all u € @T,i, this lemma follows immediately from (4.12) and the
definitions of the maps Sr and Br. O

Remark 4.9. While in Section 2 we have allowed 57 and BT to also depend on ¢, it is not necessary
at this point. However, to properly work with these functions in our setting, we also need to
define the finite measure spaces (Y7, k7,;), for i = 1,2. This will be done in the next section.
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Let us now rewrite the decomposition in Lemma 4.7 using the standard coordinates. We set

Qri(s) = Br(Qr., ) (4.15)
and
i, ,€) = xs; (77(5) ') Yiog 1(8) X5 (£),
for i = 1,2, and note that the assertion in the lemma above can be written as

XA (u,s,€) = Z th (u+ Br(w,s),s,§) + Z th (u+ Br(w,s),s,§) (4.16)

weQT 1 wEQT,2
Z th (u+v,s&) + Z hT2u+v5§)
vEQT,1(8) vEQT,2(8)

for all large enough T'. Let us now set
hr; = TlT,z om, fori=1,2.

Since xq, = XA, o 7, the equivariance (4.5) of 7 yields the following corollary of Lemma 4.7:

Corollary 4.10. For all large enough T,

xar(z)= > hpi(a@)2)+ Y. hra(a(v)z), forz € RE
veEQT,1(5(2)) vEQT 2(5(2))

We stress that the summation range in the above formula depend on the point z, albeit in a
weak way via s(z). In the next subsection, we will get rid of this z-dependence upon introducing
an additional average. The price we have to pay for this is that the functions hr; will be replaced
with more complicated functions fr;, which depend on the an extra variable, coming from the
average.

4.5.2. Construction of the spaces (Y, kr ;) and functions fr; (assumptions (1.a)—(1.b))

If 7 C R¥1is a subset and » > 0, we denote by 7, the r-thickening of 7~ with respect to this
norm. Similarly, for a subset B of Sy, we denote by B, the r-thickening of B with respect to the
rotation-invariant metric on Sy.

Since |v| < log T for every v € @T,i, it follows from (4.12) that for any bounded interval J C R,
there exist ¢(J) > 0 such that forall s,t € J, T' > T(J), and v € Q7,

|70 (s) " (Br (v, s) — Br(v,0)|| = ||7r(s) " (7o (s)v — 7o(t)v)|| < ()]s —t].
Hence, we deduce that for all s, ¢ € J satisfying |s — t| <, T > Ty(J), u € R andwv e @m,
XS; (TT(S)_l(u + ﬂT(% 8))) < X(Si)C(L])r (TT(S)_l(u + ﬂT(Uv t))) . (417)

Let us now introduce a parameter ¢ € (0, 1) and a non-negative real smooth function p. on R with

supp(p:) C [—¢/2,¢/2] and / pe(t)dt = 1. (4.18)
R
For future reference, we also note that p. can be chosen, so that

lperllca < 717 (4.19)
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By the standard properties of convolutions,
Xlog I < Pe * X(logI): < X(log I)ae-
Then, using (4.17), we deduce that for every u € RF1and v € @Tﬂ-,
hri(u+ Br(v,s),s.€) = xs(rr(s) " (u+ Br(v,5))) Xiog1(5) X5(E)

< / xs: (77(8) " (u + Br(v, ))) pels — 1) x(€) dt
(logI)e

= X0 () e B, 1) pels 0 O
where ¢ = ¢(J) > 0 for a fixed bounded interval J which contains (log I). for all 0 < ¢ < 1. Let
1; - be a smooth function on R¥~! such that
X(S)ee < Vie < X(S)peer fOri=1,2, (4.20)
and let 9. be a smooth function on S, such that
xB < VY. < XB.- (4.21)
For future reference, we note that these functions can be constructed, so that
[icllce < e 177 and |[[¥]jca < e %  for some 6, > 0. (4.22)

From the above estimate, we deduce that for every u RF-land v e @m,

hr (u+ Br(v,s),s,&) < / Vi (tr(s) " Hu + Br(v,t))) pe(s — t) 9c(€) dt. (4.23)

(logI)e
By the same argument as in (4.17), we also have for all s,t € J satisfying |s — t| < ¢, T > Tp(J),
(IS Rkil, and v € QTJ‘,

X820 (T7(8) " (w4 Br(v,1)) < X(81)s00 (T7(8) " (e + Br(v, 5))).
Then it follows from (4.20) and (4.21) that

%T,i (u + Br(v,s), s, f) < / Ve (TT(S)il(u + Br(v, t))) pe(s — 1) V(&) dt, (4.24)

(log I)e

and

/ iz (rr(8) ™ (u + Br(v, £))) pe(s — £) 9-(€) dt

(log I)e

< / XS (7r(8) " (u+ Br(v,1))) pels — 1) 0.(6) dt
(log I)e

< /( o X (T Br050) pels = D
og £
<X(8)gee (T7(8) (1 + BT (v, 5))) X(10g 12 (5) XB. (§)- (4.25)
We introduce a parameter e € (0, 1), to be specified later, and define

Yr :=(logl)., and k7 :=Leb |y, . (4.26)

For y € Y, we set _
F1i((,5,6),9) 1= ier (7r(5) " 0) peg (s — ) Vep (€) (4.27)
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and consider

Fr(u,s,§): /Y Z Fra((u+w,5,6), ))dﬁT(y)

weQT,1(y)

/YT (X Fralwtws).y))der().

weQT 2(y)

It follows from (4.23) that for every u € R¥~1 and v € ©T7Z‘,

i (u+ Br(v,5),5,€) < ; Fri((u+ Br(v,y),5,€),y) der(y).

Hence, by (4.16) and (4.24),

XAT(U’737§) S/Y < Z fT,l((u‘i‘ﬂT(vay)?Saf)?y))d’%T(y)

vEQT1

/YT( Z fT2 (u+ Br(v,y),s,§), ))d"iT(y)

veQT2
— ﬁT(u, S, 5)

Let

XAT u, s 5 Z X (S1) scsT TT ) 1(“ + /BT(Ua 3))) X(log[)ng (8) XBsT (5) (428)

veQr
+ ) X(Sa)seey (77(8) T (A Br(v,9))) X(tog 1y (8) XB, (£)-
UeéT,Q
Then it follows from (4.25) that
FT(U, S, 5) S XJAFT (ua S, 5)
We conclude that
Xar < Fr <xi,- (4.29)

The estimate indicates that Fip provides an approximation for the characteristic function xa,. Let
us now define fr; : RY x R — [0, 00) by

fri(zy) = fri(m(z),y) forzeR{ and y € Yr, (4.30)
and fri(z,y) :=0forall z € R%\ R%. Then f7; is smooth in the z-coordinate. We also set
Fr:= Fron. (4.31)
From (4.5) we see that the function Fr can be written as

Pris) = [ ( > e =) dsr)+ [ (30 ralawp))dur(e), @43

Yr veQT, vEQT,2(Y)

which is exactly the form of functional tiling analyzed in Section 3.

The following lemma demonstrates that the function Frr proves a good approximation for the
characteristic function xo, = xa, o 7.
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Lemma 4.11. For e = Vol(Qp) ™" with n > p/2, then
HXQT - FTHLP = O(VOI(QT)l/Q) as T — oo.

Proof. We shall use the integral formula from Lemma 4.2. From (4.29),

HXAT - FTHLP < HXZT - XATHLP

1/p
< < L) MT(u,s,a—XAT<u,s,£>V’eSdsdudm<£>> .

We recall that XZT and xa, are given by (4.28) and (4.16) respectively. By successive use of the
triangle-inequality, this expression is less than A; + Ag, where

A= Y (Ain(v) + Aia(v) + Ai3(v))

vEQT ;

with

1/p
Aia(v) = ( Ll ] xwi)mT\Si(TT(s)—%u+ﬁT@,s)))xJ(s)XBET@eSdsdudn(s)) ,

Ai’g(?}) :

1/p
</§ /Rk_l/RX(Si)S“T (TT(S)il(u+/BT(Ua3)))X(log1)25T\(logI)5T(S)XBsT(S) estdUdﬁ(§)> ,

1/p
A;3(v) = </S /Rkl /RX(Si)3CET (TT(S)_l(U + 5T(v,s)))xj(s) XBET\B(g) e dsdu dm(ﬁ)) )
Since
Lebk_l (TT(S)((Si)gce \ SZ)) L e
1/p

uniformly over s € J and sufficiently large 7", we conclude that A4; ; (v) < &/
Also since

uniformly over v.

Leby—1 (77(5)(Si)3ce) < 1
uniformly over s € J and sufficiently large 7', and
Leb; ((log )2 \ (logI).) < e and k(B:\B) <e,

1/p

we deduce that 4; 2 (v) + A;3(v) < 7" uniformly on v. Therefore,

HXAT - FTHLP < (|@T1| + |@T2|) elT/p < Vol(Qr) s;/p.
Hence, when er = Vol(Q7)~" with ) > p/2, we have | xq, — Fr|» = o( Vol(Qr)'/2). O

4.5.3. Construction of the maps hr; (assumption (Il.c))

Let us now turn to the construction of the maps hr; satisfying the condition (II.c). We recall
that h7; should be non-negative Borel functions on R% x Y7, satisfying

fT,i (a(ﬂT(U7 y))Z, y) < hT,i (a(/gT(U))Z? y)
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for all v € @T7i/ z € RY and y € Yr ;. Moreover, we arrange that the supports the functions
x — hr;(z,y) lie in a fixed compact set, independent of y € Y7, and

SUP/ hri(z,y) dsr(y) < oo.
Z,T YT

We shall use the coordinate system (4.4). Then in view of (4.30), it is sufficient to construct non-
negative Borel functions gr; on (R¥~! x R x S;) x Y7 such that

J?TJ ((u + /BT(Ua y)? S, 6)7 y) < §T7i ((u + BT(”)? S, 6)7 y) ) (433)

forallv € @T,i and (u, s,€) € RF-I xR x Sq and y € Y7, whose supports lie in a set K x Y7;, with
a fixed compact £ C R*~! x R x S, and such that

sup / gr,i((u,s,€),y) drr(y) < oo.
(u,8,8),T JYp

Indeed, if such maps have been constructed, we can simply set h; = g7 ;om. We recall from (4.27)
that

Fri((u,5,€),y) = Vier (rr(s) ™) pey (s — y) ep (6),
where v; ., satisfies
X(Si)eeqy < Vier < X(Si)2eep.

CET
By Lemma 4.8(ii), there is a compact set Dy C R*~! such that
Br(v,y) — Br(v) € Dy, forallv e Qr,, y € Yr,and T > Ty(J).

Furthermore, by the construction of the map 7r in (4.11), there exists a compact set D C R*—1 such
that

77($) ((SZ‘)QCET — D0> C D, forall s e Jand sufficently large 7.
Hence, forall s € J,u € RF1, v ém, y € Yr, and sufficiently large T,
Yier () (wt Br(09) < Xisiawey (7r(5) ™ (w4 Br(v) + Br(v,y) = Br(v)))

X(Siseep o (77(5) ™ (w+ Br(v)
< xp(u+ Br(v)).

IN

Let us now define
91, (s 8,€),y) = xp(W) per. (s — y) Ve (€).
Then the estimate (4.33) clearly holds. Furthermore,

J

which is clearly compactly supported and bounded, uniformly in 7.

Gri((u,,€), ) drr () < /J X (W)per (5 — 9) Dep (€) dy < XD ()X, (5) X5 (£),

K
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4.6. Estimation of the function norms

In order to apply our general result from the previous section (Theorem 3.17), We have to esti-
mate the norms of the functions fr ;, specifically, the quantities M7 and M7, defined in (3.2)—(3.3).

Lemma 4.12. For the functions fr; defined in (4.30),
Mr < 651 and MT7q < z’:‘;rq
withrg > 0.

Proof. We use that fr;(-,y) = fm(-, y) om, and the maps fm(-, y) are supported in a fixed compact
subset of RF~1 x R x Sq, which is independent of y € Y7;. Then the restrictions to this compact set
of all partial derivatives of the map 7 are uniformly bounded. Therefore, it is sufficient to estimate

MT = max/ “fT7’i(.7y)|’CO drr;i(y) and MT,Q ‘= Inax sup HfTJ("y)HCq'
v Yr voyEYr

We recall from (4.27) that

fT,i ((U, S, 5), y) = wi,ET (TT(S)_lu) p€T(8 - y) 19€T (5)
According to (4.20), (4.19), and (4.21),

Wierlloo <1, lperlloo < ezt [10eplloo < 1.

Hence, we conclude that HfTZ(, y)” oo K ex'. This proves the first estimate. Using additionally

(4.22), we conclude that also HfTﬂ-(-, Y)||pe < e for some 74, > 0, which implies the second
estimate. O

4.7. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let us now summarize what we have done in this technical section. The aim has been to pro-
duce a smooth approximations Fr for the indicator functions xq, to which the arguments of
Section 3 apply. These approximations are given explicitly in (4.32). They are integrals of varying
averages which are fibered over the finite measure spaces

(YT, IQT) = <(10g I)ET,Leb |(10g I)5T> .

These averages are constructed using finite subsets QVTJ- and Qr(y) of R*~1, defined in (4.14) and
(4.15), and Borel maps Br : RF"! x Y3 — RF¥~1 and Br : RF=1 5 RF-1 defined in (4.13). The
approximations Fr depend on a choice of a parameter e7, which we take ey = Vol(Q7)~" for
some 7 > 0. In order for these approximations to be useful for us, we arrange that

HXQT - FTHLP(X) =o0 (VOI(QT)l/Z) asT — oo, forp=1,2. (4.34)

According to Lemma 4.11, one can take n > 1. Then (4.34) holds. The averages are further made
up by Borel functions fr; : R? x Y7 — [0,00), which are defined in (4.27) and (4.30). These
functions are smooth in the first variable, but unbounded as 7" — oc. They are however "bounded
on average", in the sense that there are Borel functions hr; : RY x Y — [0, 00) defined in Section
4.5.3. Ultimately, this provides the framework outlined in (I.a)-(I.c) and (II.a)—~(Il.c) from Section
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3, so that we can apply Theorem 3.17 with V = Vol(€27). The conditions on the norms M7 and
Mr 4 have been verified in Lemma 4.12 with 6y = 1 > 1. We recall that the limit

X\QT _/ SC\QTd,U
X

has been computed in Corollary 4.5. In view of (4.34), it follows from Corollary 4.4 that

o:= lim VT_l/2

L2(X)

|Xar — F\THLP(X) = o(VTl/Q) asT — oo, forp=1,2. (4.35)
Hence, we conclude that also

lim VY2
7o T

= 0.

P / Frdy
X

L2(X)

Now we have verified all the assumptions of Theorem 3.17.

We conclude that the functions V. 1/2 (ﬁT -/ ¥ ﬁTdu) converges in distribution to the Normal
Law with variance o when d > 4(1 + n) with some 1 > 1, namely, when d > 9. Because of (4.35),
the functions

Vi (Rar(®) - [ o) = Vi (1A 00 - Vo)

also converges in distribution to the same limit.
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