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MULTIVARIATE NORMAL APPROXIMATION FOR TRACES OF
ORTHOGONAL AND SYMPLECTIC MATRICES

KLARA COURTEAUT" AND KURT JOHANSSONT

ABSTRACT. We show that the distance in total variation between (Tr U, % U2, -, ﬁ TrU™)
and a real Gaussian vector, where U is a Haar distributed orthogonal or symplectic matrix of size

1
2n or 2n + 1, is bounded by F(2% + 1)72 times a correction. The correction term is explicit and
holds for all n > m?, for m sufficiently large. For n > m? we obtain the bound (%)7CV m with an
explicit constant c¢. Our method of proof is based on an identity of Toeplitz+Hankel determinants
due to Basor and Ehrhardt, see [1], which is also used to compute the joint moments of the traces.

0. INTRODUCTION

Let U be an element of the orthogonal, unitary or symplectic groups distributed according to nor-
malized Haar measure. In [6] Diaconis and Shahshahani showed that the joint moments of Tr U, Tr U2,
«+-, Tr U™ up to a certain order are equal to those of m independent (complex) Gaussians if the
matrices are orthogonal or symplectic (unitary). An immediate consequence is the convergence of the
vector (TrU, TrU?,---TrU™) to a Gaussian vector as the size of the matrix goes to infinity, and a
natural question is its rate of convergence, since the moments are equal to high order. A first answer to
this question was given by Stein in [18] who obtained a super-polynomial rate of convergence in total
variation for a single trace in the case of the orthogonal group. Later the second author of this paper
considered linear combinations of the above traces of powers of matrices and showed in [11] that the
total variation between those and a Gaussian is bounded by C;n~%" for the unitary case and Cye 2"
for the orthogonal/symplectic case, for some non-explicit constants Cy, Cy and 01, 2. This result was
recently extended to the multivariate case by the second author and Lambert in [12] where they also
allowed the highest power m to increase with the size of the matrix n and kept track of the constants.
They proved that the rate of convergence, again in total variation, is bounded by I'(= + 1)~ times a
correction term, provided m grows slower than approximately y/n. This paper is devoted to the same
problem but for orthogonal and symplectic matrices. It improves considerably the result in [11]. We
show that if n > m* and m is sufficiently large (see Corollary 0.3), the total variation is bounded by

(e32(logm + 1))V
VN/T(2N +1)

where ,,, = 7% /I'(2 + 1) is the volume of the unit m-ball. If m is smaller than what’s assumed in
the corollary, or if we only assume n > m?3, we loose the factor N~ from the Gamma function which
is replaced by N~V or N—2VN for some constants ¢; and ¢z (see Corollary 5.3 and 5.4). We also
mention that the case of a single power (i.e. TrU*, k > 1) for any of the above mentioned groups
allows more precise estimates and is considered in a forthcoming paper [3]. Another related problem
is the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distance which was studied by Débler and Stolz in [4] for the
multivariate case and the unitary, special orthogonal, and unitary symplectic groups.

16m2 /Qp, (24nmlog N) %

In the following we let U denote a random matrix drawn from either the orthogonal or symplectic
group under normalized Haar measure. We consider the vector X = (X1, Xs,..., X;n), where X =
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ﬁ(Tr U* — Eg(n)[Tr U*]) and we denote by F:}, its characteristic function, where m is the length of
the vector, n determines the size of the matrix, and a, b specify which group the matrix belongs to.

The values of a and b appear in the joint eigenvalue density of the matrices, which is given by

LTI a—atayt I G-

= Za,b
no1<j<n 1<j<k<n

(0.1) Pt (a)

n

on [—1,1]", where Z’ is the normalization constant, Z* = (w"n!)/2"2_(1_“_b)"+1{“’b<0}. If we set
(a,b) = (1/2,1/2) we obtain the eigenvalue density of Sp(2n) and O(2n)~, and if (a,b) = (—1/2,—-1/2),
(a,b) = (—1/2,1/2) and (a,b) = (1/2,—1/2) we get the density of O(2n)*, O(2n+1)~ and O(2n+1)*
respectively. For O(2n)~, the probability density is actually ﬁ:/f il/ 2, i.e. n is replaced by n—1. To keep
notation simple we will sometimes replace a,b with their respective sign. Observe that the density is
supported on [—1,1]"™ but the eigenvalues of the random matrices all lie on the unit circle. The reason
is that all eigenvalues except for 1 and -1 occur in conjugate pairs, so (0.1) is obtained by making the

change of variables z; = cos(;) in the following eigenangle densities supported on [0, 7):

e 2(71—1)2
(0.2) P, (0) = — H (cos B — cosBy,)?
’ 1<j<k<n
2
2n
ot () = T H sin” 6; H (cos; — cos f)?
T << 1<j<k<n
—+ 2" 2 0 2
P (0) = —— H cos” o H (cosf; — cosOy)
T << 1<j<k<n
+— 2n2 -2 9j 2
P (0) = —— H sin” 5 H (cosf; — cosB)”.
T gn 1<j<h<n

These identities are due to H. Weyl and often called the Weyl integration formula, see [13]. Note also
that there are deterministic eigenvalues: O(2n + 1) must have an eigenvalue at 1, O(2n + 1)~ at —1
and O(2n)~ at both 1 and —1, for their determinant to have the correct value; this and the fact that
the eigenvalues come in conjugate pairs explain why there are only n variables in the eigenvalue density
of O(2n+1)* and n —1 in that of O(2n)~. These deterministic eigenvalues do not appear in the above
joint eigenvalue densities but they also do not affect the random vector X since it is centered. Thus
in the following, we will only consider random eigenvalues and write Tr U for their sum, disregarding
the possible eigenvalues at +1.

We will use both (0.1) and (0.2) for the eigenvalue densities so to differentiate them we will denote
by E%? the expected value with respect to (0.1) and by E¢(n) the expected value with respect to (0.2),
where G(n) denotes either O(2n)*, O(2n)~, O(2n + 1)*, O(2n + 1)~ or Sp(2n). The characteristic
function F%? is therefore equal to

F3b(€) = Eg) {exp (z Z f/_’“_(Tf U* — Egm[Tr Uk]))}
1<k<m
k
- [Ez,b[lgjlln exp (z 1;7” % (2Tk(;pj) _ W)H

where £ = (£1,&2,+ -+ ,&n) € R™ and Ty, is the kth Chebyshev polynomial. The mean value Eg,,)[Tr U*],
both including and excluding the deterministic eigenvalues, is given in Proposition 1.3 and the following
remark. We also introduce the functions

k
(0.3) fo) =3 %(ZTk(a:)—w), ze[-1,1]

1<k<m
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and

&k
(0.4) (0) = f(cos(0)) =
! ’ 1§kZ§m \/E

and write Tr g(U) = Y1, 9(0;). Now we have
FEb(€) = Bl 9@ = £28[ J] @)

G(n) [TI‘ Uk]

(2 cos kb —
n

), 9 € [0,7)

1<j<n
N2
Finally we let 3”“'1’ be the probability density of the random vector X and ¥, ,,(x) = 6(2”)77‘;//; that
of a standard normal vector. We denote by A m the Ly distance between &0 fn and ¥, ,, and by

Aﬁﬂln the L; distance (i.e. the total variation). We obtain the following bounds on Anym
Theorem 0.1. Assume n >m?3, m > 3. For any pair (a,b) = (£1/2,+1/2),

m3/2

16 m\ % (e3/2(logm + 1))V
0.5) AR <.\/Q,, N™/? 13/24(,9/8 4 1 m
0:5) Anm = l15 (c ) ( 2 ) T(2N +1)

Ves(m)m (1 = c1(m))* n?
+V3(2e) ( 1/N ) exp(— 3cz(m)(m+1)8/3(logm+1))
(1 —c1(m))® N? ) + vm o ST
deg(m)(m +1)8/3(logm +1)2/  (2y/logm + 1) "=
where c1(m), ca(m) and c3(m) are defined in (3.37), (3.38) and (4.44).

m+1

N2

+m%exp(—

As a consequence we are able to derive a bound on the total variation.
Theorem 0.2. Assume m > 4. For any pair (a,b) = (£1/2,+1/2),
AY) < 2(48mlog A%b ~1) T AR

for n > m?, provided Aﬁfin (2\/_m)_%
AL, g2(80m1ogA;f;,;1)%A533n

for n > m3, provided A m < 2.5m(2vbem)” % .
We can simplify these results by considering special cases of m and n. For example,

Corollary 0.3. If m, n satisfy the conditions in one column of the following table

n> ImE |md m8 | m? | md|md | mbo
6 ) 4

m> |10 [ 1140 | 34 | 11

then,

3 m\ % (e3/2(logm + 1))V
<amVA(3) VNJTN £ 1)
and
(e3/2(logm + 1))V
VNyT(@2N +1)

See also corollaries 5.3 and 5.4 for other conditions on m and n. We do not know how fast m is
allowed to grow relatively to n to obtain a fast rate of convergence. In [6] it is suggested that there
is some analogy between the present problem and the fast rate of convergence of the vector of cycle
lengths (C4,...,Cy,) in a uniform random permutation to a vector of Poisson random variables. The
fast rate of convergence in that problem has been proved by Arratia and Tavaré [16]. It holds if m/n
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goes to zero but if m is a small multiple of n then the m-tuple of cycle lengths is not approximated
by the m-tuple of Poisson random variables. If we believe in the analogy between the two problems
we could conjecture that the fast rate of convergence for m-tuples of traces holds if m/n goes to zero,
but not if m is of order n.

The paper is organised as follows: first we present some general facts about integrals over the
orthogonal /symplectic groups: an analogue of Heine’s identity and a result of Basor and Ehrhardt [1]
expressing Toeplitz+Hankel determinants using Fredholm determinants. Combined they give a new
proof of the moment identities of Diaconis and Shahshahani [6]. They also give our estimates on the
characteristic function for what we call the small regime of £, which we give in the second section. The
intermediate and large regimes are treated in the third and fourth sections by making a certain change
of variables in the integral expression of the characteristic function, a method first introduced in [10].

We also reuse [1] and the results of [2]. In the last section we gather all our estimates to bound A%Q,Zn,
the Lo distance between f@ﬁ:fn and U, ,,, via Plancherel’s theorem. We then use [1] one more time to

obtain tail probabilities for X which give us the final bound on the total variation Aﬁﬂln

1. PRELIMINARIES

The next lemma is the orthogonal /symplectic analogue of Heine’s identity which expresses Toeplitz
matrices as integrals over the unitary group.

Lemma 1.1. For any complex function ¢ on [—1,1] we have that

[E?L[H W(a;)] = det(dj_k + bjirr1)o<ij<n1
[E#[H P(x)] = det(dj—i — Gjrrt1)o<i,j<n—1
[EIJF[H P(x;)] = det(dj—k — jrrt2)o<ij<n—1

[E;_[H W(x;)] = det(dj—1 + djtr)o<ij<n—1

where ¢?n s the nth fourier coefficient of 1 o cos.

Proof. The last product in the eigenvalue density (0.1) is equal to the Vandermonde determinant
squared, therefore

n
o b j—1
By H ()] = ~ 7 -3 /[ L H P(x;)(1 —z;)*(1 + x;)° det (] )fgi7j§nd"x.
j=1
We can perform column operations inside the determinants and obtain

/[ . ij ) (14 ) et (21)) e e pd"a

for some constant C', where {p;l =0 1s any family of linearly independent polynomials such that p;

has degree j. By the Cauchy-Binet identity,
B[ ¢(x;)] = C - N'det(aij)o<i j<n1
j=1
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where .
i = [ A )1 =01+ )

We recover the identities by choosing the polynomials to be normalised Jacobi polynomials, i.e.
_ 2 . L 1
p; (cosf) = - cosjl, j > 1; Py (cosl) = —

Vi3
2 sin(j + 1)0
++ 0 e U rad
py " (cos) = \/; sin 0
1 sin(2j+1)6/2 1 cos(2j+1)0/2
VT osinf/2 VT cosf)2
which are orthogonal with respect to (1 — )%(1 + x)®. We see that C' = 1/N! by letting 1) = 1. O

p;r7 (cosf) = p; T (cos ) =

The Toeplitz+Hankel determinants above have a Fredholm determinant expansion, found by Basor
and Ehrhardt in [1], which we present in the next proposition. These identities are similar to the
Borodin-Okounkov-Case-Geronimo formula that hold for Toeplitz determinants and will be the starting
point of our analysis of the characteristic function, which ultimately will give us the bound on the total
variation from a Gaussian vector.

In the next proposition we consider functions in the Besov class Bi, i.e. functions w on the unit
circle which satisfy

T T o o .
(1.6) wlpr = / —2/ lw(e™ ) + w(e™™ W) — 2w(e™)|drdy < oo.

—Tr y —T
If w € B we let wy denote its projection on B{, the subspace of Bi for which wj, = 0 for k < 0, and
we write ©(e?) = w(e™¥).

Proposition 1.2. [1] Denote by @, the projection operator acting on la(N) that sets the first n
coefficients to zero, and let H(c) be the Hankel operator with symbol ¢ € L>®(T), i.e. the bounded
linear operator on la(N) with matriz representation H(c) = (¢j4+k+1)5%—o, where cx is the kth Fourier
coefficient of c. Assume that by € B, and set a = a,a; = exp(b) with ay = exp(by), b=by + by.
Then,

det(aj—x + Gjsrt1)o<ij<n—1 =

oo 1 oo B _
exp (n[log alo + nZO[log alont1 + 3 Zl n[loga)? ) det(1 + QnH(ai'ay)Qn)
det(aj—k — Gj4rt1)o<ijsn—1 =
o0 1 o0 B R
exp (nflog alo - ;[log ahant1 + 5 Z::l nlloga)? ) det(1 — QuH (a3} )Qn)

det(aj—k — Gj+r+2)0<i,j<n—1 =

exp (n[log alo — i [log a]an,

n=1

det(@j—k + @j1k)o<ij<n—1 =

N)I)—l

Z [log a] )det(l—Qn (ttai'a})Qn)

S nllogal2) det(1 + QuH(ta7 '3 )Qn)

- 1
exp (n[log alo + ;[log alan + B 2
Here [log ali stands for the kth Fourier coefficient of loga. The Fredholm determinants are well-defined

because each Hankel operator is trace-class.

As a first consequence of the above proposition we can re-derive the exact formulas of Diaconis and
Shahshahani in [6] for the joint moments of Tr U, TrU?, ..., TrU*.
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Proposition 1.3. The moments of the traces of TrU, TrU?, ..., TrU* are given by

k k k
Eoeny ([] Te(?)™ ] = T] EIVGZ; + nj)™ ), S my<2n -1
J=1 J=1 Jj=1
k k k
Eogn- [[] Tr(M?)™] = [] E(V5Z; — ;)™ ], > jmy <2n -1
j=1 j=1 j=1
k k k
|Eo(2n+1)+[H Tr (MJ m] = H |E \/_Z — 1 — T]j m]], Z‘jm] <2n
J=1 J=1 Jj=1
k ‘ k k
Eoensn-[[] Tr(?)™] = [T BV Z; + (1= n;)™], > _gmj <2n
J=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
k k k
[ESp(Qn)[H ’I‘l”(MJ m] = H [E \/_Z — ’I]_] 7 ij] <2n+1
j=1 j=1 j=1
where the Z; are independent standard normal variables and n; = H(;l)j .

Remark 1.4. As we noted in the introduction, the joint eigenvalue densities do not take into account
the deterministic eigenvalues of O(2n)~ and O(2n + 1)*. Raising these to the power of j and adding
them to Tr M7 above shows that Eg(n [Tr M 7], if including both random and deterministic eigenvalues,
is actually 7; for all orthogonal matrices.

Remark 1.5. These moments were first computed by Diaconis and Shahshahani in [6] in the case where
U belongs to the unitary, orthogonal or symplectic group (for half the range in the last two cases, i.e.
for Z?:l jmj < n/2 where n is the size of the matrix) using the representation theory of these groups.
Later Hughes and Rudnick obtained the identities for SO(n) and Sp(n) by a combinatorial argument
involving the cumulants of linear eigenvalue statistics, see [7]. The unitary case was treated in [11]

(appendix) by using an identity for Toeplitz determinants, a method of proof which is similar to our
proof below. See also [14] and [20] for the moments of U(n), O(n), SO(n) and Sp(n).

Proof. A partition A is a sequence of non-negative integers \y > Ao > A3 > ... which are called the
parts of the partition. The sum of all the parts is finite and gives the weight |\|. We will write A - n to
say that X is a partition of n, i.e. |A] = n. The number of parts of A equal to ¢ is called the multiplicity
of ¢ in A and is denoted by m;, so A = (1™12™2 . k™k). We will use the identity

(1.7) exp( Z @t") = Ztl’\‘zglg()\)
n=1 A

where the sum is over all partitions. Here g is a complex function on N, g(A) = g(A1)g(A2) ... with
g(0)=1,and z) = H¢21 m;!i™¢ where m; is the multiplicity of 4 in A. This is a case of the ” Exponential
formula” (see 5.1.9 in [19]). Here is a direct proof: it follows from the multinomial theorem that

00 k {E
(Xwwr) = X W[
n=1 mi+mo+---=k, i>1
m;EN
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Thus,

m1 tlml

on( M) -y A

k=0mi+mao+---=k,1>1
m;EN

DS 140 i

n=0 szl 77,1>1

m;EN
Al
-yt ~ 11900
n=0 AFn i>1

We will now prove the proposition for O(2n™), the other cases being similar. Define

6 zk0 ik
S 1_[1 1—a;te’? 1 —a;te=" (Z e ™), € [0,m),

i=

where a;,t € D, and pg(a) = >, a¥. Then

i=1 z
0, — Pe(@)pi(e’ e7)
[T re) = exp( 3 )
Jj=1 k=1 k
where e = (e, ... efn) e = (e7%1 . ) and pi(e?, e ) = > ethi 4 e~*%  So by
(1.7,
H f(ewj) — Z t'A‘Z)Tlp)\(CL)p)\(ew, efie)
j=1 A
which gives
(1.8) Eon)+ {H f(e") } thz pA(a)Eon+ [pA(e™, e 7).
j=1
Observe that if A = (1™1,2™2 ... k™*#), then
k
Eoan)+ [p)\(ew, 67“9)] =Eo@n)+ [H Tr(M7)™I].
j=1

On the other hand, since f(e??) = f(e~"), Proposition 1.2 applies. Indeed, if we define

h(z) = eXp(Z wn(@), ze[-1,1],

k=1
where T} is the kth Chebyshev polynomial, we see that

+[f[lf(ei9j)} Em [Hh x; ] xj = cosb;.

to which we can apply Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 1.2 (log(h o cos); = log(f)+ € Bi, because
a;,t € D) and obtain

19) o[ [[ 5] = exp( g lan + 5> nlloggl2) det(1+ QuH (e g5 71)Qn)
j=1 n=1 n=1

where g : [0,7) = C, g = h o cos. We would like the Fredholm determinant to be 1, which happens if
m is sufficiently small since then H (ewg;l g+) is annihilated by @,. We have that

- - — pi(a)tF i i 1 — a;tet?
951 (0)g7(0) = eXP(Z %(—6 Mte ke)) = H T ate—10
k=1 i=1 ¢



which can be expanded into
g (0)g:(0) = Y (—te”Yej(a) Dy (te ) = > D (=)t Fei(a)hy g (a)e™
0<j<m 0<k 0<j<m k<j

where ey, is the kth elementary symmetric polynomial and Ay, is the kth complete symmetric polynomial.
Hence the (z,y) element of H(ei.‘ggfg;) is different from zero if and only if z +y < m (recall that
H(c) = (¢j1+k+1)55=0) 80 QnH (€97 g1 )Qy is zero for 2n > m. In this case (1.9) becomes

[EO<2n>+{ﬁf(6wj)} :eXp( pz" P2n(@) 20 | 1 Zp” t2n)
j=1

n=1

Now, by definition of 1,, and because E[exp(£Z,)] = exp(£2/2),

raer = n n
- elen( 5529+ iz
n=1

Using (1.7) one more time and applying the dominated convergence theorem gives

Eo(gn)+ [ﬁ f(ewj)} = Z tp“z;lp)\(a)[E [ H()‘iZM + 77&)} .
=1 A

i>1

By comparing with (1.8) and matching coefficients of #/, we see that

> 2 pa(@)Eo@ny+ [pa(e? e )] =Y 2 pala [H(MZ,\HFH,\J}’ J=1

Abj AFj i>1

The power sums py(a), A F j, form a basis of the ring of symmetric polynomials of degree j in j
variables. Therefore, if |[A\| =m < 2n—1 ie. if 2521 Jmj <2n—1,

k
H MJ mJ = [EO(Qn)Jr[pA(eiea 6719)] - [E[H(/\ZZA"‘ + 77M) ’

i>1

O

Thus, by the Cramér-Wold device followed by the method of moments for normal distributions, we
see that the random vector X = (X1, Xo,...X,,) with X; = %(Tr U’ — Eg(n[Tr U7]) and m fixed
converges in distribution to (Z1, Za, ... Z,,) where the Z; are independent standard normal variables.
Also, Eg(n)[Tr U] = £n; or Eg(n)[Tr U] = £(1 — 1;), whether the size of the matrix is even or odd.
This can also be seen by considering the characteristic function of X, as we do in the next corollary.
First recall that

13 Ec(n)[Tr U*]
flz) = 2Ty (z) — ——), z€[-11]
1§kZ§m \/E( kK n )
and that
Ec(ny[Tr U]

), 0cl0,m).

n

g(0) = f(cos(9)) = Z —(2cos/€6‘ -



Corollary 1.6. Let Ff:,bn be the characteristic function of X = (X1,Xo,... Xn), X; = %(Tr U’ —

Eg(n[Tr U’)) and U a Haar distributed orthogonal or symplectic matriz. Then, for € € R™,

Fih(e )7 e~ 3lIEN? Jot
F’rj_m(g) SlIEI% et
m(&

( ( —i2n6 21mg+))
(1-

Fr ) —e 2||E||2 det(l ( —i(2n+1)6 21mg+))
(1+
(

( —i2nf 2 Imgy ))

n7

Fom()=e =3 1€1” et 1+ H(e i(2n—1)0 21mg+))

where H denotes the Hankel matriz i.e. H(f) =
f-

Proof. Again, consider the first case for simplicity; the proof for the remaining ones is essentially the
same. By definition of the characteristic function and Lemma 1.1

Fon@) = ET[ 11 eif(”)} = det((€")— + (") j1+k+1)0<i,j<n—1-

1<j<n

fj+k+1)J 0> and fi is the kth Fourier coefficient of

The function g satisfies § = ¢ and, being a trigonometric polynomial, belongs to Bi. Thus the
conditions of Proposition 1.2 are met and we obtain

m [(m—1)/2] m
_ &Eo@nir)- [Tr U] okt 1 _
Fym(€) = ex (—n + e — )det (1+ H(e #nfe2mos
(&) = e Z} Vkn 2 V2k+1 2 Z:: (e )
= e_% >t 5% det(l + H(e—i2n962 Img+))
where we used that Eg(a,41)- [TrU7] =1 — ;. O

The Fredholm determinants in Corollary 1.6 converge to one as n tends to infinity. This can be
seen for example from
(1.10) 11 —det(1 4 K)| < el®ln —1 < ||K]| el Kl
(Theorem 3.3 in [9]), where K is any trace-class operator and J; is the trace norm, and the fact
that lim, 0 [|@nKQr|l;, = 0. This in turn follows from lim, o ||K — (1 — @n)K(1 — Qu)|l5, = 0,
(Proposition 4.2 in [9]) and

which implies

(1.11) lim [[QnKQnlls, < lim [K — (1 = Qn)K(1 = @n)lls, =0
n—0 n—0

where we used that ||@Q,| = 1 and the inequality (Proposition 4.2 in [9])

(1.12) IABC|| 5, < [|A[IB].IC]-

The fact that our Hankel operators are trace class is part of Proposition 1.2 in [1]. In our case it also
follows from the identity 3
H(ab) =T (a)H(b) + H(a)T(b)
which holds for a,b € Loo(T), and which gives
H(ay'ax) = (i) H (a3

since H(a}) = 0. Now, a;' = e+ and g € B}, so a;' € B} which is equivalent to H(a}') and

H(a;") being trace class (see [15]). Applying (1.12) to A = T(a%), B = H(a}"), C = I, and using that

the operator norm of a Toeplitz operator is given by the L.,-norm of its symbol proves the statement.

Hence the characteristic function F%:2 converges to that of a standard normal vector, and the speed

of this convergence depends on how fast the Fredholm determinants approach one. To measure the

rate of convergence we first consider the Lo distance between the probability density of X and that

of a normal random vector, which by Plancherel’s theorem amounts to study the Lo distance between
9



their characteristic functions. To this end we divide the real line into three parts, or regimes, where we
use different techniques to obtain as good estimates as possible. We start with the first regime which
is treated using Corollary 1.6 and which will give us the dominant error term.

2. (GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION
Our goal is to prove
Proposition 2.1. Let N =n/m and set
(2.13) A=

n
2my/logm +1°
If N > m then, for any pair (a,b) = (£1/2,+1/2),

2 1/2
1y (f 1 - e )

< 1_6@13/24(69/8 + 1)47”3/2 Vil (T) (%2 (logm + 1))V
— 15 VN \2 T(2N +1)

where Q,,, is the volume of the unit m-ball.

We start by giving two lemmas that we will need later. The first one is essentially Lemma 4.1 in
[12]; we include the proof here for completeness.

Lemma 2.2. Fizm € N and £ € R™. Let p = /logm + 1||&||. If k > 2mp, then
pl/m]
[k/m]!"

[(€XTm51 )] < 2¢
Proof. Let M > 1 and define
Mk
w
D (w) = Zﬁ, weC.
k=0
Then, if Mm < k,
B - 10 A0
Ot (—ig(0))e' @ = = 0

27
which gives

(w7 )| = ’/W (a4 (0)=4(0)) zkede ‘/ i) _ g1 (i (6 )))eig;w)—ike;l_@
o T

< / €750 — g (—ig )+ O L
o T

The inequality (k + j)! > k!(k + 1)7 for k j € N gives

| ( | | Z | |w|M+1 |w|M+1
e’ —op(w)| = < ' ( ) <2—
kzMJrl (M+1) (M +1)!
if w] < M/2+ 1. Combined with
— |&k
ol < 3 4 < T Togmlel =
i—1 VEk
which follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
— pM+1
e2Imgi ), | < 2ef ————
(T < 200
for k > Mm and M + 2 > 2p. These inequalities are satisfied if M + 1 = [k/m] and k > 2mp, which
proves the statement. O
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Lemma 2.3. Let y > 0. The function h(x) = F(z—il) is decreasing on [y, 00).

Proof. The derivative of h is

*(1 — 1
W (z) = Y (logy — vz +1))
F(z+1)
where v is the Digamma function, i.e the logarithmic derivative of I'(x + 1), which has the following
integral representation (5.9.12 [5])

—t —tx

e e
1) = _— = dt.
T e !

Now observe that

0 —t _ —tx R —t Rz _—t er _—t Rx _—t
/ € ¢ gt= lim 1im(/ e—dt—/ e—dt) = lim 1im(/ e—dt—/ e—dt)
0 t R—00 €—0 e t e t R—00 e—0 ¢ t R t

x

€x 7t_1 Rx —t
= lim lim(logx—i—/ ¢ n dt—/ ert) = logx.

R—o00 €0

R
Thus
oo eft eftz
since e — 1 > t. This shows that /(z) < 0 on [y, 00), assuming y > 0. O

Proposition 2.1 is based on the following bound on the distance between the characteristic function
Fﬁ;fn of our random vector X and that of a standard Gaussian vector.

Proposition 2.4. Let N =n/m, p=+/logm +1|&||. If N > 2pV m then

32e1/2(e%/8 + 1) mePp?N e~ l€1°/2
<
= 15 (2N +1)

(2.15) |Fob (€) — e eI/

Proof. The proof is based on the following inequality
(2.16) 11— det(1+ K)| < eTrm@ (eTnm@+D%/2 L 1yy (¢

which holds for any trace-class operator K and where T, ,,(§) = max{Tr K, | K|| %}, || - || 7» being the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm. It is obtained as follows: the generalised determinant dets can be defined as
deto(I + K) = e~ 1K) det(I + H). Hence, by definition,

|1 —det(1+ K)| = |1 —eTrKdgt(l + K)| < [eT 5|11 = det(1+ K)| +[1 - e K
<™ — det(1 + K)| + | Tr K||e™ ¥].

Now we use that
2
1= det(1 + K)| < |[K]| et CF1E12)

which is part of Theorem 9.2. in [17]. Observe that we could use (1.10) instead of (2.16) but the latter
gives us a slightly better bound.

We will apply (2.16) to the Fredholm determinants in Corollary (1.6). First consider the case
(a,b) = (—=1/2,-1/2),i.e. K = Q,H(e"e?™9+)Q,,. By Lemma 2.2, if n > mp,

_— 2[ £ +2N]
0 2Imgy 2 _ 2Tm 2 2p pm
(217)  |QuH (™ 9)Q, %, = Z (k = 2n + 1)|(2 et ), 2 < de kg(m D e
>2n >0 m
Ifwelet k=jm+7r, 0 <r <m, then
2[E 12N oo m—1 2[j+L 42N 0o m—1 2[j+L4+2N7]
p m ) p m ) p m
E+1)L—— = m+r+l)———— <m B | [
24 VPR = & 2 U e < L U N a

11



Now, [j+ & +2N] > 2N > p, so by Lemma 2.3

2D+ +2N] j+2N)

2(
P
[y+ +2N712 — F(]+2N+1)2’

which combined with the inequality I'(j + = + 1) > (z + 1)’T'(x + 1), j € N (which follows from the
recurrence relation I'(z + 1) = aT'(z)) gives

oo m—1 2(j+2N)

(
7 m . P
1QnH (2™ 9)Qu 1%, < 4me™ >~ " (j+1) 2N + DYT(2N + 1)2
=0 r=0

4m262pp4N p 2j
- S )
T(2N +1)2 j:o(j+ Nanv+1

We set ¢, = p/(2N) and obtain

4m2e2p p4N

(2.18) QnH ()5, < pon 1y T ey

Similarly, by Lemma 2.2, if n > mp,

5,1 pI2/m+2NT
T n el mg+ < 2Img+ < 2eP 7.
By Lemma 2.3 and because 0 < p < [2N]
0 o1 2k/m+2N 23+2T/m+2N
Tr QnH(e"e2™94)Q,,| < 2¢” — 2P
ITrQnH(ee @nl ez 2k/m+2N+1 e;z; 2j+2T/m+2N+1)
2]+2N 2me” p2N
2.19 < 2me”
(2.19) mez 2;+2N+1)—1—cgr(2zv+1)
where for the last inequality we used that I'(j +x + 1) > (z + 1)/T'(z + 1). Hence
2me” p?N

Toml®) < TGN T

A well-known estimate for the Gamma function is

(2.20) V2= V2e% < D(z) < V2mel/(120) gr=1/20—2, x>0,

which can be found in [5] (Equation 5.6.1). Equivalently, by multiplying the above inequalities with z
and using the functional equation I'(x + 1) = 2I'(x), we obtain

(2.21) V2ra® /2% < D(z 4 1) < V2mel/(122) gz t1/2 0= x>0,

and therefore

Toml€) € ()T -

T VAN - e2) \2N VaN(1 - c2)

If we choose ¢, < 1/4 (so that c.e!™ < 1) and let N > m we see that
5/4

ot < ()

The maximum is attained when N = (log256 — 5)~!, at which it is strictly less than 1/2. Therefore,
(2.16) gives

(C*€1+C* )2N

3261/2(69/8 + 1) meprNe*HEHZ/Q

——(6) _ ol 129/
(2.22) |Fron (€) — e ISI2) < eM/2(e%% 1 1) T, 10 (€) < 15 T2N +1)

n)

it N >2pVm.
12



It is easy to extend this result to the other three cases, i.e. when (a,b) = (1/2,1/2) or (a,b) =
+(1/2,—1/2). The operator K in the Fredholm determinants appearing in Corollary (1.6) is then
equal to either K = —Q, H (e~ "?e2™m9+)Q,, or K = +£Q, H(e?™9+)Q,,. Consider this latter case. By
Lemma 2.2, if n > mp — 1/2, and in particular if n > mp,
p2]—k/m+2N+1/m]

I Qu(e ™ #)QulZ, = 3 (k= 2m+ DI ol €467 3 (k+1) i

k>2n k>0

But by Lemma 2.3 the right-hand side is less than the upper bound in (2.17). Thus (2.18) still
applies, and a similar argument shows that so does (2.19), which all together lead to (2.22). The case
K = —-Q,H(e "e?m9+)(Q,, is treated similarly. O

Proof of Proposition 2.1. By Proposition 2.4 we have

1/27,9/8 N/2
(/ |Fs}g][(§) . 67”5”2/2|2d§) 1/2 S 326 / (6 / + 1) me / (/ p4N67”E”2d§) 1/2
lel<ay 15 PN+ 1)\ je<a,

3261/2(69/8+1) meN/2 2 1/2
< 1 1N 4N —1iEl% g )
= B reNio ety (/[R el ae)

A change of variables to spherical coordinates shows that

/ ]| *N e e dg = mT%F@N +m/2)
[Rm

where Q,, is the volume of the unit m-ball. Stirling’s approximation (Inequalities (2.20) and (2.21))
gives

T'(2N +m/2) < ( V2rel/12(2N + m/2)2N+ "5t e=2N =% )1/2 < o124 (m/2)% e
r@eN+1) - V2m(2N)2N+5 2N - V2N

where we used the inequality 1 4+ z < e®, x € R twice. This finishes the proof of the proposition. [

3. INTERMEDIATE REGIME

We will now estimate F,‘l’f; (&) directly from its integral expression, with probability density given
by (0.2). Recall that

€k
(0) = f(cos(9)) = == (2coskf —
! 1§kzgm \/E(

We will need the following inequality that appears in [12].

[EG(n) [TI‘ Uk]

n

), 0el0,r).

Lemma 3.1. Ify € [-1,1], y # 0 and x € R, then
i 2 2
14 (smh(x)) < exp (E) '
Y Y

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the inequality for # > 0. Set x(z) = (1 + sinh?(z)/y2)e~*"/¥" and differen-
tiate:

K (1) = w (sinh(x) cosh(z) — :1:(1 + M))

y? y?
26712/y2 2
< T(sinh(z) cosh(z) — z(1 + sinh”(z)))
911"
= ——5— cosh(z)(sinh(x) — z cosh(z)) < 0.
Y
Thus k(x) < k(0) = 1 if & > 0 which proves the result for z € R. O

13



In the next proposition, only part (a) is needed for the intermediate regime but we include part (b)
which is used in the last section and has a similar proof.

Proposition 3.2. (a) Let £ € R™ and v € R be such that
(3.23) 0<2Z/logm +1)j¢]| < 2
n m

for any constant ¢y > 0. Let h be the Hilbert transform of g, i.e. h(0) = 3", 2&, sin k6/Vk.
Ifa=b=-1/2, then

2¢c0 2

e @) < exp((2 = )Pmlm + DI + 22 + 17205 m + 1))

% Eons [ [T exp(2h(6:)9'0)))].

1<j<n

In the three other cases,

eco 2
e @] < exp((24 2 )wPmlm + DI + 22 + 17205 m + D¢
% Eal [T exo(5n(6:)9'(6:))
1<j<n
(b) Let & € R™ and set
_ ny/n _v v 6\/2/_7”7 4y ¢112
(3.24) I/—m, )\—E(l_ﬁ 373 (m+1) HgH)

for any constant n € (0,1]. If a =b=—1/2, then

[Foh (€] < e Hne Do any+ II ¢ 67,

1<j<n

In the three other cases,

2 1 N0 N2
[Pt (€)] < e " TDEgy[ [ e ).
1<j<n

Proof. We start with the case a = b= —1/2. Then
FE,(6) = Eogany+ [ ™9)]
9(n—1)?
~ nlpn /[0
Let 7 be the curve in the complex plane given by (t) = t — ivh(t)/n, t € [0,n] where v € R and h
is continuous and satisfies h(0) = h(w) = 0. Since the integrand above has an analytic continuation

in C" we can deform the contour into the curve y{[0, 7]}" and then make a change of variables to get
back the original contour. We obtain

9(n—1)*
Fob (6) = /
[0

€49(95) H 4sin? (@) sin (9 +9k) H do;.

T 1<j<n 1<j<k<n 1<j<n

co@=i5r@) ] dsin? (9j — Ok — iz (h(8;) — h(9k)))

’I’L!ﬂ'n n . : 2
7" 1<j<n 1<j<k<n
0; + 0 —i%(h(0;) + h(0
sin2( i+ 0 ln(2( i) 4 h( k))) H (1—i%h/(9j))d9j-
1<j<n
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Taking the absolute value gives the upper bound

n— 2 o )
(3.25)  |Feb(e)] < o(n—1) /[0 H |96 =i 5 1(0))) H A gin? (HJ . Hk) sin? (ej —|2—9k)

nlan
" 1<i<n 1<j<k<n

”—(H(G 0k)+H(05,—0k)) H L5 (0,) gn
en 2 €2n d 0
1<j<n

where

Here we used that |1+ ia| < ¢’/2 and that
. 6“ + 9k % . 9‘ + 9k . 14
2 (VL0 .V ‘ _wen2 (Y 2 (V. ‘
‘sm ( S i (h(0)) h(ek)))‘ sin? ( : ) + sinh (2n (h(6;) £ h(64)))
. 0:+0 . v
= sin® (JTIC> + sinh? (%(h(ﬁj) - h($9k)))
< sin? (93’ Z|2:9k>67‘:—2H(0j,q:9k)

where the inequality follows from Lemma 3.1. We now specialize the proof to part (a), i.e. we assume
that (3.23) holds and that h(0) = >, 2, sink#/v/k. To bound H observe that

ikw _ eiky k

(326) — Zei(l—l/Q)wei(k—l'f‘l/Q)y

2isin(54) =

which gives

, . 2
H(x,y):( Z \/_Z eil=1/2)z ji(k—1+1/2)y —z(l—1/2)me—z(k—l+l/2)y) '
=1

1<k<m
Thus,
2
Hzpl < (> 2VEll) < 2m(m + i)
1<k<m
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Next, by a Taylor expansion of g,

22(9
Y 5 ) sup |g”(6 — ivh(0)t/n)|
207 ieo,1]

2h2 2]
1/72() sup lg" (0 +it)]|
2n [t|<2v+/Tog m+1|€]|/n

since ||h]oo < 2v/Togm + 1||¢|| by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Our hypothesis (3.23) on the pa-
rameter v gives

9(0 i Zh(9) ~ 9(6) + Zh()g'(6)| <

sup lg"(6+it)] < sup sz?’/ﬂs el < e (m 4+ 1)?[¢]].
|t|<2vIog m+1|€]| /n It <co/m j—3

Therefore
v

|exp(ig(6; — i=h(6;))] = |exp(ig(8; — i=h(8;)) — ig(6;) — =h(8;)g'(6;)) exp(=h(6;)g'(6;)]

2, (m + 12 € exp(=h(6,)g(6,))

ecop?
< exp 2n2

002

< exp( (logm +1)(m + 1)*[&[f° )eXp( h(0;)g'(6;))-

Finally, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality tells us that ||h/||ec < v/2m(m + 1)||€]|. All these estimates
inserted in (3.25) yield the desired upper bound.
15



Next consider part (b), i.e. suppose that (3.28) holds and set h = ¢’. To bound H we can reuse
(3.26):

k
, . , . 2
H(z,y) = (_ Z \/E&g 261(1—1/2)mez(k—l+1/2)y n e—z(l—1/2)we—z(k—l+l/2)y)
1<k<m =1

so by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
eyl < (Y 2l <m0l
1<k<m

This time we Taylor expand g up to second order,

. 2 3./ 3
Vo, W2 v g2, vg (9) (3) S
— — - - — — <
t (96 -+ 79'(0)) = 9(6) = 90 + 5599 (0)) < =5 sup 1990+ ivg' @)t/
< 1/391(9)3 Sup |g(3)(9+it)|

3
6n® <o EmmaD lell/n

where we used that ||¢'||cc < /2m(m + 1)||€|| from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Inserting the
definition of v which was set in (3.24) gives

N \/ie\/Q/nn
sup 1930+ iz)| < sup sz5/2|g ezl < 7 L (m+ 13
|| <vy/2m(m+1) €]l /n || < 2L k=1
Therefore,

|explig(6 +i=g'(9)))] = |exp(ig(b +i=g'(9)) — ig(6) + =g () +iz g (6)%g" (6)) exp(—=g'(6)*)]

V3 e\/z/_"n v
<exp (5 WG o5 (m m+17¢llg'(0)* - 24/ (0)?)
14 6\/_ 1%
< exp (Fg—ﬁm + 1€’ 0 - 24'(6)?)

= exp ( - /\g/(9)2).

Finally, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives ||g”||c < (m + 1)?||€||. If we combine all our estimates,
then (3.25) becomes

|Fs7’b( )| < e’ (17 )(m+1)4||f||2[EO(2 )+ H e =g’ (0;)? ]
1<j<n

Inserting the definition of v finishes the proof.

Now consider the three other cases. The proposition follows by the same approach as for the first
case except that now we also need to control the n additional factors that appear in the probability
densities (0.2), namely

0, 0,
H sin’(6;), H cos? (EJ)’ H sin? (?J)
1<j<n 1<j<n 1<j<n

After the same change of variables as above, the first of these products can be bounded using Lemma
3.1:

sin®(0; —ivh(0;)/n)| . sinh®*(vh(6;)/n) vh(0;) \2
sin’(6;) ’ =1 sin?(6;) = ex (nsin(ﬁj))

16



for part (a) and

’sim2 (0; +ivg'(0;)/n) ‘

sinh?(vg'(6;)/n) vg'(05) \2
ey = Ga)

sin?(6;) - nsin(f;

for part (b). Now, using that |sin(k6)/sin(6)| = |Z]:é ekF=1=23)0| < k. we see that

(s) < (Zf )" < 2mlm -+ De]

for part (a) and

(sm ) ( Zk3/2|§k) < (m+1)Yl¢l

for part (b). These last four lines of inequalities explain the additional terms that appears in the
bounds of Frf . A similar argument gives the same bounds for the last two cases. |

We will now use the Basor-Ehrhardt identities a second time to bound the expectation values
appearing in part (a) of the previous proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Let h be the Hilbert transform of g. Then, for £ € R™,
V2
[exp ( Zh )} < exp ( —2v||€)* + 4mm2(1 + 10gm)|\§||4> det(1 4+ QnKg(n)Q@n)

where Kogani1y- = H(a7'd}), Koenin+ = —H(a7'd}), Kspony = —H(e "ai'd}), Koon+ =
H(e®al'ay), and al'ay(e??) = exp ( =223 \/gékég (sin(k + 5)0 — sin|k — ]|9)).

Proof. Take G = O(2n + 1)~ for simplicity; the proof of the result for the other groups uses the same
arguments. According to Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 1.2,

oy [exp (432 1(6)06,))] =
j=1

exp (n[loga]o + Z[log alant1 + % Z [log a] ) det(1 + Q,H(al'a})Qy)

n=0 n=1

where

(3.27) a(e) = exp(%h(@)g’(@)) = exp( 4— Z §kgj sin k6 smg@)

k]l

and therefore

aJ—rla~ ( 10) = exp ( — 21— Z gkfj sin k—i—]) - sin|k —jle))
k j=1

First observe that by the orthogonality of the sine function,
27
v do v
1 =— "O)h(O)— = —2=||¢||*.
pozalo =% [ g @)nto)5] =22 el

Next we see that the second term in the exponential, > ° j[logalon+1, is equal to zero. Indeed, we
have

1Oga Z fkf i(k+7)0 _ i(k=5)0 _ —i(k—j)0 4 e—i(k-}-j)@)

k,j=1
17



so the sum of all Fourier coefficients of positive odd order will cancel out. Finally, to bound the
last term in the exponential, we will use that for any real function u on the unit circle that satisfies
e klig|* < oo, and with Hilbert transform H(u) := —i djez sgn ()€, the following holds

= I do 1
A2
Zﬁwu——5é o/ OV () 52 < &l o1

Thus, in our case,

N)I»—A

> Hllogalf = 507 3 Hl'nlE < g2 lohllaa(lg"Bllaa + 1a'0122)
k=1 k=1

I/
< pzlhlloollg = (Rlloollg”ll2 + 1l llgll2)
2
v
< \/iﬁ’/m 1+ logm(v2m?/2\/1 4+ logm + mvm + 1)||€|*

2
v
< 4ﬁm2(1 + 10gm)|\§|\4

where the third inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to bound the L* norms. This
finishes the proof in the case of O(2n +1)~. O

It remains to estimate the Fredholm determinants of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 3.4. Let m > 2, m < n'/3, £ € R™. With Kgn) as in the previous proposition we have
that

Viogm + 141 (1+m~1)*/3 (m*4/3
mo/3 1—m-3 /6

8/3
VQ%(\/logm F1+1)%¢))

det(1 + QuKm@n) < exp (v (1+m™ %% + 1) flg)?

provided v satisfies

1
(3.28) m+1 (1+ logm + D)|I€])? < ”7

m+ )
Proof. Recall that for any trace-class operator K, one can deﬁne the regularized determinant dets by
det(I + K) =e” T K det(I + K),
and prove that it satisfies the following inequality
|d26t(I +K)| < e%”K”?ﬁ,

which is actually valid for the larger class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators (Theorem 9.2 in [17]). By
Theorem 1.2 all our K¢, are trace-class, thus

‘TrQnKG(n)Qn“‘F%”QnKG(n)Qnuzjz

Since K¢(y) is a certain type of Hankel operator with symbol ajrlalr, we need bounds on the Fourier
coefficients of ajrlaﬁr. We have

allay (e )*exp(—2z— Z 5k§; sin(k + 7)0 —sin|k—j|9)).

k,j=1

Integrating by parts its [th Fourier coefficient twice and taking the absolute value gives

v & k
(3830)  lfe3'all < 5 D0 \/;skéﬂ(k%ﬁ) —( \[m (k+3) + k= 3D)
k,j=1



which we can bound using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

(3.31)  |[ai! a+]l|_\/_12 (m+1)3(y/logm + 1 —|—1H§H2+2—12m+1 (Vlogm + 1+ 1)2||¢||%.

Thus, by (3.28),

L 4y (2n—1)
1 2 ._
llal ai)i] < — 3 (m+1)3(/logm +1+1) ( 2(m+1)5/3)”€” =B

Now, by definition of the kernels Kg ),

Tr QnKo(znsn)-@n = Y a7 d 241, Tr QnKo(nsn)+Qn =Y _la7 ay]2j41,
j>n jzn
TrQnEKo@n)-Q@n = Z[allfﬁr]zjﬂv Tr QnKo@n)+@n = Z[allazrbj
jzn j>n

so because B; is decreasing it suffices to estimate

(3.32) Z|sz|§ m+1 (V0ogm +1 +1( %)MP

jzn 2(
(m+1)* (2n — 1)(m + 1)%/3 5
3.33 logm + 1 +1) ( + )
(33 (/108 T el
Viegm +1+1 (1+m )4/3 m~4/3 _
(3:34) < T (T T 1) el
where we used that m < nl/3.
Similarly,
1QnKo@nt)-QnlZ, = > G —2n+ Dl a7, 1QuKo@nin+QnlZ, = Y (= 2n+ Dlay ay )3,
Jj>2n j>2n

1QuKo@n-QulZ, = D (i —2n+ ey a e 1QuKo@n+QullZ, = D (7 — 20+ Day a3 ]}

j>2n j>2n

so we can restrict our attention to
412

j;n(j—2n+1)3‘fgmm+1 (Viegm +1+1) (\f %) leli*

where we used the bound

o - (1_ 153)
Z]—2n—|—1 / d—f—(2n—1)/ d_x: 1 _2n—1< 2 316° < 1
2n

= omo1 T 2t T 2@n—12 3@2np = (@2n-1)2  42n-— 1)

since m < n'/3 and m > 2. These assumptions also give
) v (Vlogm +1+1)? / v/2(m +1)3
HQnKG(n)QnHJQ < B ( 3
n V3(2m3 — 1)

2 1)8/3 2-3
< %(\/bgm—i—l—i—l)z(

V2 m4+1 8/3
< 2(7172)(\/10gm+ L+ 1)2)1E)

These bounds inserted in (3.29) give the desired inequality.

+(m+ 1Y) gl

2
+1) el
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Combining Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 we see that if v satisfies (3.23) and (3.28), and if m > 2,
m < n'/3, then

(3.35) BS8 (©)] < exp(—av + 612)
where

a = 2||¢]* -

Viogm +1+1(14+m 1)3 rm=4/3 _
m5/3 1—m-3 ( /6 (1+m 1)5/3+1)H§H2

and
2

5= 4%(1 +logm)|€]t + (2 n %)m(m F el +

m+ 1)8/3
MV ogm 1+ 12¢l,

n2
for all pairs (a,b) = (£1/2,£1/2) and any £ € R™. Optimizing over v yields v = a/2§ which is positive
for m > 2. We obtain

Proposition 3.5. Let m < n®, m > 2. Then, for any pair (a,b) = (£1/2,+1/2) and any £ € R™,

2ec0 9 3
—(m+1)"(logm +1)|¢]|

a (1 —c(m))? n? A €|
(3.36) [Fin(6)] < eXP(— ca(m)  (m+ 1)8/3(1ogm+1))
where
m—1)4/3 m—4/3 Viegm
(3.37) c1(m) = (;J_ng) (1+ — (1+m71)5/3)%
and
(3.38)

1
ea(m) = (4m2(log m-+1)+2¢% (m+1)2(log m-+1)+ (2 — Jm(m-+1)+(m+1)**(Vlogm + 1+1)%)
m
(m+1)"%3ogm 4 1)1
Consequently, for any Ao > A1 with Ay given by (2.13),

(3.30) /’ F2 (6)[2de
A1 <E<As

(1 _ 2,2 _9(1 _ 2,2
2co(m)m?2(m + 1)8/3(logm + 1)2 ca(m)(m +1)%/3(logm + 1)
Proof. Before inserting v = «/20 in (3.35) we need to check that it satisfies (3.23) and (3.28). For the
first inequality, we have

< Qpn™exp (

o _Jel? "
20 ) 2ec0(m + 1)2(logm + 1)||]|

which gives

1% 1 1
22 m/1 1)¢)| < =
nm\/OgT—f—HgH eCO(m—l—l) 10gm+1 — ec03 ]0g2+1

if m > 2, and this will be less than ¢ if we simply choose ¢ = 1/3. For the second inequality we can
use that

2 2
o _ el

n
25" 0 " (m+ B loam I+ )2E

and therefore

14 n
“(m+ 11+ 1 + DIEI? <
p (D Vioem VI < A e 1+ 1)
<1 2n —1
2 (m+1)5/3"
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for all m > 2. Hence (3.35) becomes

(3.40) F2 )] < exp (= ) = exp (21 ;/1'(2'1)2)2”5 5.

for all m > 2. Now replace either ||€]|/n or n/||¢|| by one depending on whether ||£]] < n or n < |||,
Fet (@ < exp (= (1= ea(m))*n? A ¢
1 -1
: (4m2(1 +logm) 423 (m+1)>(logm~+1) + (2—|— —)m(m—l— 1)+ (m+1)%3(/logm + 1+ 1)2) )
n
The denominator in the exponential satisfies, for n > m?,
1
4m?(1 +logm) + 2¢} (m +1)2(logm + 1) + (24 — Jm(m + 1) + (m + 1)¥*(logm + 1+ 1)°
n
< ca(m)(m +1)¥3(logm +1).
This gives (3.36). We can now bound the Ls-norm by writing
G EOPde+ [ E P
Ar<|[€lI<A2 Ar<[gll<n

n<|I€lI<A2
—2(1 — c1(m))?A32 —2(1 — e1(m))?n? )
ca(m)(m +1)%/3(logm + 1) 2(m)(m +1)%/3(logm + 1)/

which is (3.39) if we replace Ay by its definition, A1 = n/(2m+/logm + 1). O

< Qpun™exp ( ) + QAS exp (
c

4. LARGE REGIME

For the last regime we need a bound on the characteristic function Fg;}; that decays with & since we
eventually integrate it over all £ € R™. Our method relies on the change of variables of the previous
section, i.e. part (b) of Proposition 3.2 is our starting point, but instead of using the Basor-Ehrhardt
formulas we apply the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For any pair (a,b) = (:I:%, :l:%), the joint eigenvalue probability density satisfies

2e/m)"
sup_|pzt(0)] < 2L
6elo,x)n 2mn

Proof. One can show (proof of Proposition 3.7 in [13] or Exercise 5.5.4 in [8])

__ 2n
P (0) = 54— (det[cos(k — 1)0;]1<j.k<n)”

2 .
P () = o (det[sin k0;l1<jk<n)?
pn " (0) i

2
P (0) = e (det[sin(k —1/2)0;]1<jk<n)?

The result follows by applying Hadamard’s formula to each determinant and Stirling’s approximation
(Inequality (2.21)) to n!. O

(det[cos(k — 1/2)8;]1<j.k<n)?

This shows that the expected values appearing in part (b) of Proposition 3.2 satisfy

4.41 E e~ (6,)° < —(26)71 —1 7Tef)‘gl(g”)Qd:z: n.
G(n)
0

T
155<n 2mn

To evaluate the integral on the right-hand side we will need the following result, obtained in [2].
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Lemma 4.2. Let p,, be a trigonometric polynomial given by

() = % + I;ak cos kO + by sin k6,

where ay, by, are real. Define G(t) = 5=pu{e” € T,|py(0)| < t}, where p denotes Lebesgue measure on
the unit circle T. Then,

¢ =
(4.42) G(t) < 26( ) .
V22
Proposition 4.3. For any pair (a,b) = (+1,+1) and any A2 > 0 we have that
(2)* Y
(4.43) / |F&P (€)|2d¢ < (cs(m)yv/nmm?*) 2 mQ, —~———
A< €] ’ 2mn N/2—m

provided m > 3, n > m3, and where

%(1+2mg)(1 +m1)2
VR - 55

Proof. Define G(t) as in Lemma 4.2, with p,,,(6) = ¢’(6). Then

1 4 ’ 1 2m ! o0 t
(4.45) —/ e A9 (9)2d9:—/ e (9)2d9:/ etG(\/j)dt.
Estimate (4.42) becomes
t t 1/4m
o(/3) =)
A 2Xl9'l13
which inserted in (4.45) gives
m , 1/4m [
l/ Ry (9)2d9§26(%) / ot/ Am gy
T Jo 2)[|g'[I3 0

= el ——— — e\ —Q————>5 .
2X[l9'113 4m 2Xg'13

'(0) = -2 k& sin k.

k=1

(4.44) cs(m) =

Recall that

Hence

lg'll3 = 22]@ > 22@ = 2||¢|%,

k=1
and by (4.41),

o 2" 1 [T s A (2020, 1 \n/dm
Lo e (0] < ( —/ e M@ dr) < —_ .
conl 11 J< ,/Qﬁn(w 0 ) = \2m (4)\||§||2)

1<j<n

It now follows from Proposition 3.2, part (b), that

%% )271 1 n/4m
Fu”b <e n (n+ )(
[Erm (6] m(w&l\?)

Inserting the definition of A gives

[Fam (@] <

(26)277,( 4mn2(1+%)\/_(m+1)2)n/4m
S V2m g1 -2 M
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We now choose 77 € [0,1] to be the minimizer of e*™7” /5, i.e. we set n = (2¢/2m)~! and obtain

Fne) < 2 (T T £ Ly
T Vel Va1 - 22T ¢ '

Thus

Y % 4n e%(lJrﬁ) m+1 2. N N
) [ Emepas < SR (SR DR [ g
Ax <l ™ V2(1 - g=) Aa<lell

A change of variables to spherical coordinates gives

N
[e'e) Am_?

/ ||5||-%ds=sm_1/ S g — g, A
A2 <[]l A -m

2 2

where S,,_1 is the surface area of the m — 1-dimensional unit sphere, and where we used that m < %
which follows from m > 3 and n > m3. Observing that S,,_1 = m&,,, using that n > m?3 and inserting
the definition of c5(m) in (4.46) prove the statement. O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we first combine all our estimates to prove the bound on the Lo distance between
our random vector and a standard normal one, given in Theorem 0.1. The total variation bound from
Theorem 0.2 then follows from a result on tail probabilities. We conclude with three corollaries which
give simple bounds for some special cases of m and n.

Proof of Theorem 0.1. By Plancherel’s theorem, since pfl’f;n —W,m € L2(R™),
P55 = Tnmllz = |, — e 77212,
The triangle inequality gives
a —1I-II? a —I-1I? a -2
1Es = 2y < I (F = ) 2{ll€l < Ao+l Fmn 2 {Ar < [I€HI+ e P22{Ar < €]}
where A; is given by (2.13). By Proposition 2.1, 3.5 and 4.3,

3/2 m (.3/2 N
[t — e P2 ) < Ay Yo < Toerd/2i(eo/s 4 1)V () ¥ (e Logm 2 1)
’ 15 VN \2 T(2N +1)

—(1 = c1(m))*n?
Fa,b 1A, < 2 Qm m ( 1
IFA 0 < NS < Q™ exp (G s )+

)

. —2(1 — ¢ (m))*n? (2¢)" — ox o APV
Az exp (CQ(m)(m—i— 1)8/3(logm + 1)) + 2mn (ca(m)v/nmm’) QON/Q -m

so it remains to choose Ay and to estimate |le=I"I*/21{A; < ||¢||}||2. For the first task, set

—2(1 = ¢1(m))?n? ) (2e)4n WX 2m
= C = - 2 ~r  ~ -
€= exp (CQ(m)(m +1)83(logm + 1) S (o (m)VmmmT)E o
The minimum of Q,, A7 (e + CA;N/Q) is attained when AN/2 = £(£ — 1) and equals
m N N 2m {_2m
QnCF —— (—— — 1) TR,
CNN—2m(2m W
Inserting the values of € and C, taking the square root and recalling that m > 3, n > m? yields
cs(m)m?

IF A < ez < V/B3RN T (20) (VIR ) e (= g >E;_+Ci(gg)aogm+n)

)
/Ton® exp ( 3 (I—c1(m )22712 )

4eg(m)m2(m + 1)%/3(logm + 1)2
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For the second task we make a change of variables to spherical coordinates

> S R
le= /204 A, < lel} I3 = / 1 = 5, / Tm*le*ﬁd’”:—l/ rE e,
lel>As Ay 2 Ja

Repeated integration by parts (or 8.8.10 in [5]) gives

/ rzle Tdr = efA?F(@)
A2 2

1 =0
if m is even, and

/Oor%*le”dr: FF((_%;)F(—IMA?) *AlF( )Z Tz —j)

Af

if m is odd. Here I'(a, z) is the incomplete Gamma function. Observe that I'(=1/2) < 0 so for any
m e N,

o [51-1 ) 2(% -1-j)
/ T%ileirdr < e*Aﬁr(ﬂ) L
A 2

2 - = T(E-J)
2(%W_1 2(m —1—75) (M J
o B g
<e Z Al 5 1
7=0
—A3 AT
= A2 —m/2+1

where we used that for any j,m € N, 1"(%) < I‘(— — ]) (— — 1) (which follows from the recurrence

relation I'(z) = 2I'(z — 1)) and that A? > m/2 — 1 (by definition (2.13) of A; and because n > m?).
We obtain, again by the definition of A; and because n > m3, m > 3,

QOA;’l”e_A?
2(A2 —m/2+1)

(5.47)  [le P2 0{A, < |g|}I3 <

(5.48) < 2(logm + 1)mfdyy, ( N )mef 4(1-oév7i+1)
~ N2(1—-2(ogm +1)(m —2)/m*) \2y/logm + 1
(5.49) < QN m —e 4(103?1“)

~ (2y/logm + 1)m—2 N2
O

Theorem 0.1 will give us the bound on the total variation when combined with the following result
on tail probabilities.

Lemma 5.1. Assume L > 2‘/_% and m > 4. Let O = [—%, %]m Then, if n > m?,

2
PYYX ¢ Op] < 2me™ m

and if n > m3,
2
PYY[X ¢ Op] < 2me™ 50m .

Proof. We prove the case (a,b) = (—1/2,—1/2). By Lemma 1.1, for any A > 0,

k k k
AMTrU"—ETrU )] — e—)\[ETrU det(

Eoan)+le Gj—k + Jj+k)o<ij<n—1

where g(0) = e2*<>(0)  Therefore, the assumptions of Proposition 1.2 are met and we obtain (recall

that [EO(2n)+ TrU* = k)

[EO(2n)+[e)\(Tr U"—ETr Uk)] — 5N det(1 + QnH(eiGe—%)\sink@)Qn)'
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To bound the Fredholm determinant we use that for any trace class operator K given by the infinite

matrix (Kij);?)'}:l,
det(1+ K) < elBln < o2z (52 |Kij]%)t/2

see Theorem II.3.3 and exercise I11.21 in [9]. Two partial integrations give

—

|(e—2ixsin(k));| < —(4/\2 + 2\)k?

1 1/2 o0 o0 dzx 1/2 V2
Z(Z(i+j)4) S/nfl(/nfl (x+y)4) = 3(71_1).

Moreover,

Thus,
det(1 + Q,H(ee 2 Q) < exp (Z (Z e 21>\sm(k) Vi | )1/2)

i>n  j>n
2v2
S eXp(m(2A2 + )\)k2)

Now, by Markov’s inequality,
P’r—L— [| Tr Uk — ETr Ukl > L] < e_kL([EO@n)* [e)\(Tr U —ETr Uk)] + [Eo(gn)+ [e—)\(Tr U*—ETr Uk)])
Inserting the above estimates gives
2v/2k? k 4+/2k?
Po | TeU* —ETrU* > L] < 2exp ( - /\(L - L) + X"(— L))
3(n—1) 2 3(n—1)
so by choosing
2v/2k? 2k2
A (L_L)/(,HL)
3(n—1) 3(n—1)

we obtain, forL>2\/‘f—m 1<k<m,m>4andn>m*

(- 7) »

1-3)2 L2
P;—[|I&ka—[EﬁUk|zL]g2exp(— / )g2exp(—¥—)
2%k + 162k 2+ 16v2m _ m
3(n—1) 3(m*-1)
2 L2 2
§2exp(—7 ) < 2exp(——).
V2 12m
3(3+322) m

If n > m? the last upper bound is replaced by 2e‘2€_m. The claim now follows by taking the union
bound:

- L
- - k k
P [X¢O) <> P [|TxU ~ETeU" > 7]
k=1
which is less than 2m6_% for n > m* and 2me_% for n > m3. O

Proof of Theorem 0.2. We treat the case n > m*, the other is analogous. First observe that

o0 2,5 dx 2 2 o 2 2 2 > 4 2
9 o—%/2 _ o—L%/8 o~ /2=L3/2 0, < oL /8/ o Le/2gy — o—L%/8
/L/g V2r V2T 0 T N27 0 V2L

whence

(5 50) / 6_”X||2/2d (2 /OO _x2/2 dX )m < ( 4 —L2/8)m < —mL2/8
. ——mdx = e — < e e
R\O, V27 L/2 V2 V2rL
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if e.g. L > /3. Now, by definition of An m, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

—lIxl?/2
A£7,12n = / / pn m - eim dx
DL RM\DL \Y4 27T
< [/2AQ) / b (x)d L‘xﬂwd
’ Rm\DL i Rm\DL V 27T
So by (5.50) and Lemma 5.1, assuming L > 2\/‘f—ml
(5.51) AN < LAy ome /A8 | o= I8 o pm/2N2) L e LP/48m.
Regard the last upper bound as a function of L and consider its critical point. It satisfies
(5.52) e~ LP/48m — g5 2 AR

and
L <1/48mlog A%Q,nyl
if m > 4 (and assuming L > 1), which gives
12m?
L2

if L > 2v/3m. But this condition follows immediately from our assumption on A$32n from (5.52) we
see that

AL, < (48mlog AT) " TAR), (1+

k) n7

——) < 2(48mlog A%Q)Z,fl) TAB)

n,m

AQ

o

L>—%
2 87L2/48m,
dm
so as a function of L, Aﬁfin is decreasing and therefore bounded from below by 3m(2v/3em)~% if
L < 2¢/3m. Finally observe that if m > 4, n > m?*, then

2v/6m? 32\f

< <5<2V3m
vn — 1 V85
which proves that our assumption was correct. O

We now present some special cases for which the upper bounds in Theorem 0.1 and 0.2 simplify.
The numerical constants are obtained with Wolfram Mathematica. First recall Corollary 0.3:

Corollary 5.2. If m, n satisfy the conditions in one column of the following table

n> ImE | md m8 | m? | ms|md | mbo
6 4

m> |10 [ 1140 | 34 | 11 5

then,

3 2 (e3/2(1 + 1)V
9 o3 (M (e3/%(logm
Bam = 8m Qm(Z) VNN + 1)

and
(e32(logm + 1))V

VNT2N +1)

Proof. We compare the last three terms in (0.5) with the first (which asymptotically is dominant) i.e.
with

AW < 16m3 \/Qu (24nm log N) % -5

(m) 2 m32 (e3/?(logm + 1))V
2/ N T(2N +1)
We start with the largest (asymptotically). We seek to estimate
m\ % m?? (e¥/?(logm + 1))V / (1 —¢1(m))2N?
((_) mil ) m exp(— 8/3 2)'
2/ N (2N +1) 4eg(m)(m 4 1)8/3(logm + 1)
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Stirling’s Inequality (2.21) and some rearranging give the upper bound

1 1 2N m 3 m 1
o7 0 (7198 (g ) + (G * e 08 N + s 108(2m) + 5 log(dme)

(1 — ci(m))? 2
 dea(m)(m + 1)8/3(logm + 1)2)N )

We see directly that the exponent becomes negative for sufficiently large m if N > m3, and we check
using Wolfram Mathematica that the requirements on n and m are those given in the table, in which
case we obtain the simple upper bound m~3/2. The other two terms are treated similarly: we divide
them by (5.53), use Stirling’s approximation, rearrange them as with the previous term and check that
the sign of the exponent for the ranges of m and n in the table is always negative. We obtain the
upper bound m~3/2(y/3 + 1). Finally we check that (assuming simply m > 4)

16 1324, o/8 (vV3+2)
1—56 (6 + 1) + W < 8.
The second inequality is a consequence of Theorem 0.2. To apply it we first need to check that the

assumption is satisfied but that is straightforward: the fact that Q,, = #™/2/ I'(% +1) and Stirling’s
inequality (2.21) give

3 m\ % (e*?(logm 4 1))~ 8m
sm \/@(2) VNJTON 1)~ varN?

and the right-hand side is less than 3m(2v/3em)~% if N > m* and m > 4. We obtain
Aﬁlln < 2(48mlog Ag}n—l)mMA(g

)
n,m

5/4

5
m ez (logm + 1)\ N
(me)* ( : 2N ))

3 3 my 2 (e3/2(logm Ny -1\m/4 rmn % (32 (logm N
< 16m# /A2 ((48m1og (8m# v/ (5) (\/N(l 1%(2;31)) ) /4(5) (\/N(l E@J\Jfri)l))

m/4 —m/4]. To complete the proof we use

since z — (logx~1)™/4x is non-decreasing for x € [0, e

smé /2, (2 (c¢*2(logm + )Y _ v

2/ N"T@N+1)

which follows again from the fact that Q,, = 7™/2/T'(Z + 1) and Stirling’s inequality (2.21). O

If m is not sufficiently large for the assumptions of the above corollary to hold we can instead use
the following.

Corollary 5.3. If n > m*, m > 7, then,

A§32n < \/Qm(m% + e)N% exp ( —

and if n > m*, m > 27,

C(m)N?
(m+1)8/3(logm + 1)2)

48C(m)m) % (m?% + e)N™ C(m)N?
Al < \/Qm( i _
= (m + 1)2m/3(logm + 1)z P ( (m + 1)8/3(logm + 1)2)

where € < 10782 and C(m) = % satisfies

m > 7 8 9 10 20 30 40 50 100 500 1000
C(m) > | 0.052 | 0.056 | 0.059 | 0.062 | 0.077 | 0.085 | 0,091 | 0.095 | 0.106 | 0.125 | 0.131

xN?

Note that z — 2T exp ( -
(m+1)3 (logm+1)

), x > 0.077, is decreasing for n > m*, m > 27.
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Proof. This time we compare each term in (0.5) to

(1 —c1(m))* N? )
dea(m)(m +1)8/3(logm + 1)2/°

(5.54) exp ( -

First we divide the second term in (0.5) by (5.54) and check that it is bounded by a small constant,
more precisely by 510782, for all n > m*, m > 7 (for m < 6 it is larger than 10'7). This also holds for
the last term in (0.5) divided by (5.54), which is smaller than 271922 < 3.1073%. Next we consider

E613/24(69/8 n 1)(@) g rri/j1 (e32(logm + 1))V
15 2/ N (2N +1)

m3/2 (m)2)% [e¥2(logm+1)\"

2y NE+S N

by Stirling’s inequality. The upper bound divided by (5.54) is decreasing for all N > m3, m > 4. If

m > 7, it is also bounded by 271922, This explains how the first inequality was obtained. For the total
variation we use again Stirling’s inequality and obtain

< %613/24(69/8 +1)

(2mem 1)

C(m)N? )

A 2
(m+1)8/3(logm + 1)2

)
n,m

IN

(m% +e)N*% exp(—

(mm) %

which is less than 3m(2v/ 3em)_% if N > m?3, m > 27. Hence Theorem 0.2 has its condition satisfied
and gives

AWM < 2(48mlog AR) —1)F A2)

)
n,m n, n,m

m m 48C (m)m
< 2v/Qu(m® + N ((m +1)8/3(logm + 1)2>

3

C(m)N?
P ( " (m+ 1)83(logm + 1)2)

since z + (log x~ )™/ is non-decreasing for = € [0,e~™/4] and our upper bound for the Ly-norm is

C(m)N?
greater than exp (— (m+1)g/(3(l)(f\;m+1)2 ) g

Finally, if we only assume that n > m?, then via computations similar to those in the last corollary
we obtain

Corollary 5.4. If n > m3, m > 68,

AP <\ /Q.(m% +0.2)N*= -
n,m = (m= +0.2) xp ( (m +1)%/3(logm + 1)2)
and if n > m3, m > 108,
80C(m)m)% (m#% +0.2)N™ C(m)N?
o< e p(— )
B SV T (logm + 1) % (m+1)8/3(logm + 1)

where C'(m) = % is as in the previous corollary.

Remark 5.5. Using these last two corollaries one can check (again with Wolfram Mathematica) that
AL < NO3N

if n > m*, m > 1000, and
AL <« N—o.wﬁ

if n >m3, m> 109,
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