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MULTIVARIATE NORMAL APPROXIMATION FOR TRACES OF

ORTHOGONAL AND SYMPLECTIC MATRICES

KLARA COURTEAUT* AND KURT JOHANSSON†

Abstract. We show that the distance in total variation between (TrU, 1√
2
TrU2, · · · , 1√

m

TrUm)

and a real Gaussian vector, where U is a Haar distributed orthogonal or symplectic matrix of size

2n or 2n + 1, is bounded by Γ(2 n

m
+ 1)−

1
2 times a correction. The correction term is explicit and

holds for all n ≥ m4, for m sufficiently large. For n ≥ m3 we obtain the bound ( n

m
)−c

√
n
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 TrU,TrU2,
· · · , TrUm 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,TrU2, · · ·TrUm) 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 C1n

−δ1n for the unitary case and C2e
−δ2n

for the orthogonal/symplectic case, for some non-explicit constants C1, C2 and δ1, δ2. 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 Γ( n

m + 1)−1 times a
correction term, provided m grows slower than approximately

√
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 ≥ m4 and m is sufficiently large (see Corollary 0.3), the total variation is bounded by

16m
3
2

√
Ωm(24nm logN)

m
4
(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

where Ωm = π
m
2 /Γ(m2 + 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 ≥ m3, we loose the factor N−N from the Gamma function which

is replaced by N−c1N or N−c2
√
N for some constants c1 and c2 (see Corollary 5.3 and 5.4). We also

mention that the case of a single power (i.e. TrUk, 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 Döbler and Stolz in [4] for the
multivariate case and the unitary, special orthogonal, and unitary symplectic groups.

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, X2, . . . , Xm), where Xk =
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1√
k
(TrUk − EG(n)[TrU

k]) and we denote by F a,b
n,m 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

ρ̃a,bn (x) =
1

Za,b
n

∏

1≤j≤n

(1− xj)
a(1 + xj)

b
∏

1≤j<k≤n

(xj − xk)
2(0.1)

on [−1, 1]n, where Za,b
n is the normalization constant, Za,b

n = (πnn!)/2n
2−(1−a−b)n+1{a,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 ρ̃
1/2,1/2
n−1 , 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]n 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 xj = cos(θj) in the following eigenangle densities supported on [0, π):

ρ−−
n (θ) =

2(n−1)2

n!πn

∏

1≤j<k≤n

(cos θj − cos θk)
2(0.2)

ρ++
n (θ) =

2n
2

n!πn

∏

1≤j≤n

sin2 θj
∏

1≤j<k≤n

(cos θj − cos θk)
2

ρ−+
n (θ) =

2n
2

n!πn

∏

1≤j≤n

cos2
θj
2

∏

1≤j<k≤n

(cos θj − cos θk)
2

ρ+−
n (θ) =

2n
2

n!πn

∏

1≤j≤n

sin2
θj
2

∏

1≤j<k≤n

(cos θj − cos θk)
2.

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 TrU 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 Ea,b

n the expected value with respect to (0.1) and by EG(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 a,b

n,m is therefore equal to

F a,b
n,m(ξ) = EG(n)

[
exp

(
i

∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k
(TrUk − EG(n)[TrU

k])
)]

= E
a,b
n

[ ∏

1≤j≤n

exp
(
i

∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2Tk(xj)−

EG(n)[TrU
k]

n

))]

where ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ Rm and Tk is the kth Chebyshev polynomial. The mean value EG(n)[TrU
k],

both including and excluding the deterministic eigenvalues, is given in Proposition 1.3 and the following
remark. We also introduce the functions

f(x) =
∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2Tk(x)−

EG(n)[TrU
k]

n

)
, x ∈ [−1, 1](0.3)

2



and

(0.4) g(θ) = f(cos(θ)) =
∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2 coskθ − EG(n)[TrU

k]

n

)
, θ ∈ [0, π)

and write Tr g(U) =
∑

1≤j≤n g(θj). Now we have

F a,b
n,m(ξ) = EG(n)[e

iTr g(U)] = E
a,b
n [

∏

1≤j≤n

eif(xj)].

Finally we let Pa,b
n,m be the probability density of the random vector X and Ψn,m(x) = e−‖x‖2/2

(2π)m/2 that

of a standard normal vector. We denote by ∆
(2)
n,m the L2 distance between Pa,b

n,m and Ψn,m and by

∆
(1)
n,m the L1 distance (i.e. the total variation). We obtain the following bounds on ∆

(2)
n,m.

Theorem 0.1. Assume n ≥ m3, m ≥ 3. For any pair (a, b) = (±1/2,±1/2),

(0.5) ∆(2)
n,m ≤

√
ΩmN

m/2

[
16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1)

m3/2

N
m+1

2

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

Γ(2N + 1)

+
√
3(2e)4m

2
(√c3(m)m

(2πn)1/N

)m

exp
(
− (1− c1(m))

2
n2

3c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)

+m
m
2 exp

(
− (1− c1(m))2N2

4c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
+

√
m

(2
√
logm+ 1)

m−2
2 N

e−
N2

8(log m+1)

]

where c1(m), c2(m) and c3(m) are defined in (3.37), (3.38) and (4.44).

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),

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 2(48m log∆a,b −1

n,m )
m
4 ∆(2)

n,m

for n ≥ m4, provided ∆
(2)
n,m ≤ 3m(2

√
3em)−

m
2 and

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 2(80m log∆a,b −1

n,m )
m
4 ∆(2)

n,m

for n ≥ m3, provided ∆
(2)
n,m ≤ 2.5m(2

√
5em)−

m
2 .

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 ≥ m4 m5 m6 m7 m8 m9 m10

m ≥ 1019 1140 34 11 6 5 4

then,

∆(2)
n,m ≤ 8m

3
2

√
Ωm

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

and

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 16m

3
2

√
Ωm(24nm logN)

m
4
(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
N
√
Γ(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 (C1, . . . , Cm) 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 ξ, 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 ∆
(2)
n,m,

the L2 distance between Pa,b
n,m and Ψn,m, 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 ∆
(1)
n,m.

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 ψ on [−1, 1] we have that

E
−+
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] = det(φ̂j−k + φ̂j+k+1)0≤i,j≤n−1

E
+−
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] = det(φ̂j−k − φ̂j+k+1)0≤i,j≤n−1

E
++
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] = det(φ̂j−k − φ̂j+k+2)0≤i,j≤n−1

E
−−
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] = det(φ̂j−k + φ̂j+k)0≤i,j≤n−1

where φ̂n is the nth fourier coefficient of ψ ◦ cos.

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

E
a,b
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] =
1

Za,b
n

∫

[−1,1]n

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)(1 − xj)
a(1 + xj)

b det(xj−1
i )21≤i,j≤nd

nx.

We can perform column operations inside the determinants and obtain

C

∫

[−1,1]n

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)(1 − xj)
a(1 + xj)

b det(pa,bj−1(xi))
2
1≤i,j≤nd

nx

for some constant C, where {pa,bj }nj=0 is any family of linearly independent polynomials such that pj
has degree j. By the Cauchy-Binet identity,

Ea,b
n [

n∏

j=1

ψ(xj)] = C ·N ! det(αij)0≤i,j≤n−1

4



where

αi,j =

∫ 1

−1

pa,bi (x)pa,bj (x)ψ(x)(1 − x)a(1 + x)bdx.

We recover the identities by choosing the polynomials to be normalised Jacobi polynomials, i.e.

p−−
j (cos θ) =

√
2

π
cos jθ, j ≥ 1; p−−

0 (cos θ) =
1√
π

p++
j (cos θ) =

√
2

π

sin(j + 1)θ

sin θ

p+−
j (cos θ) =

1√
π

sin(2j + 1)θ/2

sin θ/2
; p−+

j (cos θ) =
1√
π

cos(2j + 1)θ/2

cos θ/2

which are orthogonal with respect to (1− x)a(1 + x)b. We see that C = 1/N ! by letting ψ = 1. �

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 B1
1 , i.e. functions ω on the unit

circle which satisfy

(1.6) ‖ω‖B1
1
:=

∫ π

−π

1

y2

∫ π

−π

|ω(eix+iy) + ω(eix−iy)− 2ω(eix)|dxdy <∞.

If ω ∈ B1
1 we let ω+ denote its projection on B1

1+, the subspace of B1
1 for which ωk = 0 for k < 0, and

we write ω̃(eiθ) := ω(e−iθ).

Proposition 1.2. [1] Denote by Qn the projection operator acting on l2(N) that sets the first n
coefficients to zero, and let H(c) be the Hankel operator with symbol c ∈ L∞(T), i.e. the bounded
linear operator on l2(N) with matrix representation H(c) = (cj+k+1)

∞
j,k=0, where ck is the kth Fourier

coefficient of c. Assume that b+ ∈ B1
1+ and set a = a+ã+ = exp(b) with a+ = exp(b+), b = b+ + b̃+.

Then,

det(âj−k + âj+k+1)0≤i,j≤n−1 =

exp
(
n[log a]0 +

∞∑

n=0

[log a]2n+1 +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log a]2n

)
det(1 +QnH(a−1

+ ã+)Qn)

det(âj−k − âj+k+1)0≤i,j≤n−1 =

exp
(
n[log a]0 −

∞∑

n=0

[log a]2n+1 +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log a]2n

)
det(1−QnH(a−1

+ ã+)Qn)

det(âj−k − âj+k+2)0≤i,j≤n−1 =

exp
(
n[log a]0 −

∞∑

n=1

[log a]2n +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log a]2n

)
det(1−QnH(t−1a−1

+ ã+)Qn)

det(âj−k + âj+k)0≤i,j≤n−1 =

exp
(
n[log a]0 +

∞∑

n=1

[log a]2n +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log a]2n

)
det(1 +QnH(ta−1

+ ã+)Qn)

Here [log a]k stands for the kth Fourier coefficient of log a. 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 TrU , TrU2, . . . , TrUk.

5



Proposition 1.3. The moments of the traces of TrU , TrU2, . . . , TrUk are given by

EO(2n)+ [

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] =

k∏

j=1

E[(
√
jZj + ηj)

mj ],

k∑

j=1

jmj ≤ 2n− 1

EO(2n)− [

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] =

k∏

j=1

E[(
√
jZj − ηj)

mj ],

k∑

j=1

jmj ≤ 2n− 1

EO(2n+1)+ [

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] =

k∏

j=1

E[(
√
jZj − (1− ηj))

mj ],

k∑

j=1

jmj ≤ 2n

EO(2n+1)− [
k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] =
k∏

j=1

E[(
√
jZj + (1− ηj))

mj ],
k∑

j=1

jmj ≤ 2n

ESp(2n)[

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] =

k∏

j=1

E[(
√
jZj − ηj)

mj ],

k∑

j=1

jmj ≤ 2n+ 1

where the Zj are independent standard normal variables and ηj =
1+(−1)j

2 .

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 TrM j above shows that EG(n)[TrM

j], if including both random and deterministic eigenvalues,
is actually ηj 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
∑k

j=1 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 λ is a sequence of non-negative integers λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ . . . which are called the
parts of the partition. The sum of all the parts is finite and gives the weight |λ|. We will write λ ⊢ n to
say that λ is a partition of n, i.e. |λ| = n. The number of parts of λ equal to i is called the multiplicity
of i in λ and is denoted by mi, so λ = (1m12m2 . . . kmk). We will use the identity

(1.7) exp
( ∞∑

n=1

g(n)

n
tn
)
=

∑

λ

t|λ|z−1
λ g(λ)

where the sum is over all partitions. Here g is a complex function on N, g(λ) = g(λ1)g(λ2) . . . with
g(0) = 1, and zλ =

∏
i≥1mi!i

mi wheremi is the multiplicity of i in λ. 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

( ∞∑

n=1

xnt
n
)k

=
∑

m1+m2+···=k,
mi∈N

k!
∏

i≥1

(xit
i)mi

mi!

6



Thus,

exp
( ∞∑

n=1

g(n)

n
tn
)
=

∞∑

k=0

∑

m1+m2+···=k,
mi∈N

∏

i≥1

g(i)mitimi

mi!imi

=

∞∑

n=0

tn
∑

∑
i imi=n,
mi∈N

∏

i≥1

g(i)mi

mi!imi

=

∞∑

n=0

∑

λ⊢n

t|λ|

zλ

∏

i≥1

g(λi).

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

f(eiθ) :=

m∏

i=1

1

1− aiteiθ
1

1− aite−iθ
= exp

( ∞∑

k=1

pk(a)t
k

k
(eikθ + e−ikθ)

)
, θ ∈ [0, π),

where ai, t ∈ D, and pk(a) =
∑m

i=1 a
k
i . Then

n∏

j=1

f(eiθj) = exp
( ∞∑

k=1

pk(a)pk(e
iθ, e−iθ)

k
tk
)

where eiθ = (eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn), e−iθ = (e−iθ1 , . . . , e−iθn), and pk(e
iθ, e−iθ) =

∑n
j=1 e

ikθj + e−ikθj . So by

(1.7),
n∏

j=1

f(eiθj) =
∑

λ

t|λ|z−1
λ pλ(a)pλ(e

iθ, e−iθ)

which gives

(1.8) EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj )
]
=

∑

λ

t|λ|z−1
λ pλ(a)EO(2n)+ [pλ(e

iθ, e−iθ)].

Observe that if λ = (1m1 , 2m2 , . . . kmk), then

EO(2n)+ [pλ(e
iθ, e−iθ)] = EO(2n)+ [

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ].

On the other hand, since f(eiθ) = f(e−iθ), Proposition 1.2 applies. Indeed, if we define

h(x) = exp
( ∞∑

k=1

2pk(a)t
k

k
Tk(x)

)
, x ∈ [−1, 1],

where Tk is the kth Chebyshev polynomial, we see that

EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj )
]
= E

−−
n,m

[ n∏

j=1

h(xj)
]
, xj = cos θj .

to which we can apply Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 1.2 (log(h ◦ cos)+ = log(f)+ ∈ B1
1+ because

ai, t ∈ D) and obtain

(1.9) EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj)
]
= exp

( ∞∑

n=1

[log g]2n +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log g]2n

)
det(1 +QnH(eiθg−1

+ g̃+)Qn)

where g : [0, π) → C, g = h ◦ cos. We would like the Fredholm determinant to be 1, which happens if
m is sufficiently small since then H(eiθg−1

+ g̃+) is annihilated by Qn. We have that

g−1
+ (θ)g̃+(θ) = exp

( ∞∑

k=1

pk(a)t
k

k
(−eikθ + e−ikθ)

)
=

m∏

i=1

1− aite
iθ

1− aite−iθ

7



which can be expanded into

g−1
+ (θ)g̃+(θ) =

∑

0≤j≤m

(−teiθ)jej(a)
∑

0≤k

(te−iθ)khk(a) =
∑

0≤j≤m

∑

k≤j

(−1)jt2j−kej(a)hj−k(a)e
ikθ

where ek is the kth elementary symmetric polynomial and hk is the kth complete symmetric polynomial.
Hence the (x, y) element of H(eiθg−1

+ g̃+) is different from zero if and only if x + y ≤ m (recall that

H(c) = (cj+k+1)
∞
j,k=0) so QnH(eiθg−1

+ g̃+)Qn is zero for 2n > m. In this case (1.9) becomes

EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj )
]
= exp

( ∞∑

n=1

p2n(a)

2n
t2n +

1

2

∞∑

n=1

pn(a)
2

n
t2n

)
.

Now, by definition of ηn and because E[exp(ξZn)] = exp(ξ2/2),

EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj )
]
= exp

( ∞∑

n=1

pn(a)t
n

n
ηn +

n

2

(pn(a)tn
n

)2)

= E

[
exp

( ∞∑

n=1

pn(a)t
n

n
(ηn +

√
nZn)

)]
.

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

EO(2n)+

[ n∏

j=1

f(eiθj )
]
=

∑

λ

t|λ|z−1
λ pλ(a)E

[∏

i≥1

(λiZλi + ηλi)
]
.

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

∑

λ⊢j
z−1
λ pλ(a)EO(2n)+ [pλ(e

iθ, e−iθ)] =
∑

λ⊢j
z−1
λ pλ(a)E

[∏

i≥1

(λiZλi + ηλi)
]
, j ≥ 1.

The power sums pλ(a), λ ⊢ j, form a basis of the ring of symmetric polynomials of degree j in j

variables. Therefore, if |λ| = m ≤ 2n− 1 i.e. if
∑k

j=1 jmj ≤ 2n− 1,

EO(2n)+ [

k∏

j=1

Tr(M j)mj ] = EO(2n)+ [pλ(e
iθ, e−iθ)] = E

[∏

i≥1

(λiZλi + ηλi)
]
.

�

Thus, by the Cramér-Wold device followed by the method of moments for normal distributions, we
see that the random vector X = (X1, X2, . . . Xm) with Xj = 1√

j
(TrU j − EG(n)[TrU

j]) and m fixed

converges in distribution to (Z1, Z2, . . . Zm) where the Zj are independent standard normal variables.
Also, EG(n)[TrU

j] = ±ηj or EG(n)[TrU
j ] = ±(1 − ηj), 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

f(x) =
∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2Tk(x)−

EG(n)[TrU
k]

n

)
, x ∈ [−1, 1]

and that

g(θ) = f(cos(θ)) =
∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2 coskθ − EG(n)[TrU

k]

n

)
, θ ∈ [0, π).

8



Corollary 1.6. Let F a,b
n,m be the characteristic function of X = (X1, X2, . . . Xm), Xj = 1√

j
(TrU j −

EG(n)[TrU
j]) and U a Haar distributed orthogonal or symplectic matrix. Then, for ξ ∈ Rm,

F−+
n,m(ξ) = e−

1
2‖ξ‖

2

det(1 +H(e−i2nθe2 Im g+))

F+−
n,m(ξ) = e−

1
2‖ξ‖

2

det(1−H(e−i2nθe2 Im g+))

F++
n,m(ξ) = e−

1
2‖ξ‖

2

det(1−H(e−i(2n+1)θe2 Im g+))

F−−
n,m(ξ) = e−

1
2‖ξ‖

2

det(1 +H(e−i(2n−1)θe2 Im g+))

where H denotes the Hankel matrix i.e. H(f) = (fj+k+1)
∞
j,k=0, and fk is the kth Fourier coefficient of

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

F−+
n,m(ξ) = E

−+
n

[ ∏

1≤j≤n

eif(xj)
]
= det((êig)j−k + (êig)j+k+1)0≤i,j≤n−1.

The function g satisfies g̃ = g and, being a trigonometric polynomial, belongs to B1
1 . Thus the

conditions of Proposition 1.2 are met and we obtain

F−+
n,m(ξ) = exp

(
− n

m∑

k=0

ξkEO(2n+1)− [TrU
k]√

kn
+

⌊(m−1)/2⌋∑

k=0

ξ2k+1√
2k + 1

− 1

2

m∑

k=1

ξ2k

)
det(1 +H(e−i2nθe2 Im g+))

= e−
1
2

∑m
k=1 ξ2k det(1 +H(e−i2nθe2 Im g+))

where we used that EO(2n+1)− [TrU
j ] = 1− ηj . �

The Fredholm determinants in Corollary 1.6 converge to one as n tends to infinity. This can be
seen for example from

(1.10) |1− det(1 +K)| ≤ e‖K‖J1 − 1 ≤ ‖K‖J1e
‖K‖J1

(Theorem 3.3 in [9]), where K is any trace-class operator and J1 is the trace norm, and the fact
that limn→0 ‖QnKQn‖J1 = 0. This in turn follows from limn→0 ‖K − (1 − Qn)K(1 − Qn)‖J1 = 0,
(Proposition 4.2 in [9]) and

QnKQn = Qn(K − (1−Qn)K(1−Qn))Qn

which implies

(1.11) lim
n→0

‖QnKQn‖J1 ≤ lim
n→0

‖K − (1 −Qn)K(1−Qn)‖J1 = 0

where we used that ‖Qn‖ = 1 and the inequality (Proposition 4.2 in [9])

(1.12) ‖ABC‖J1 ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖J1‖C‖.
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

H(ab) = T (a)H(b) +H(a)T (b̃)

which holds for a, b ∈ L∞(T), and which gives

H(a−1
+ ã+) = T (ã+)H(a−1

+ )

since H(ã+) = 0. Now, a−1
+ = e−ig+ and g ∈ B1

1 , so a
−1
+ ∈ B1

1 which is equivalent to H(a−1
+ ) and

H(ã−1
+ ) being trace class (see [15]). Applying (1.12) to A = T (ã+), B = H(a−1

+ ), 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 a,b
n,m 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 L2 distance between the probability density of X and that
of a normal random vector, which by Plancherel’s theorem amounts to study the L2 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) Λ1 =
n

2m
√
logm+ 1

.

If N ≥ m then, for any pair (a, b) = (±1/2,±1/2),

(2.14)
(∫

‖ξ‖<Λ1

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)− e−‖ξ‖2/2|2dξ

)1/2

≤ 16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1)

m3/2
√
Ωm√

N

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

Γ(2N + 1)

where Ωm 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. Fix m ∈ N and ξ ∈ R
m. Let ρ =

√
logm+ 1‖ξ‖. If k ≥ 2mρ, then

|(ê2 Im g+)k| ≤ 2eρ
ρ⌈k/m⌉

⌈k/m⌉! .

Proof. Let M ≥ 1 and define

φM (ω) =
M∑

k=0

wk

k!
, ω ∈ C.

Then, if Mm < k, ∫ π

−π

φM (−ig+(θ))eiḡ+(θ)−ikθ dθ

2π
= 0

which gives

|(ê2 Im g+)k| =
∣∣∣
∫ π

−π

e−i(g+(θ)−ḡ+(θ))−ikθ dθ

2π

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∫ π

−π

(e−ig+(θ) − φM (−ig+(θ)))eiḡ+(θ)−ikθ dθ

2π

∣∣∣

≤
∫ π

−π

|e−ig+(θ) − φM (−ig+(θ))|eIm g+(θ) dθ

2π
.

The inequality (k + j)! ≥ k!(k + 1)j for k, j ∈ N gives

|eω − φM (ω)| = |
∑

k≥M+1

ωk

k!
| ≤ |ω|M+1

(M + 1)!

∑

k≥0

( |ω|
M + 2

)k

≤ 2
|ω|M+1

(M + 1)!

if |ω| ≤M/2 + 1. Combined with

‖g+‖∞ ≤
∞∑

k=1

|ξk|√
k
≤

√
1 + logm‖ξ‖ = ρ

which follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

|(ê2 Im g+)k| ≤ 2eρ
ρM+1

(M + 1)!

for k > Mm and M + 2 ≥ 2ρ. These inequalities are satisfied if M + 1 = ⌈k/m⌉ and k ≥ 2mρ, which
proves the statement. �
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Lemma 2.3. Let y > 0. The function h(x) = yx

Γ(x+1) is decreasing on [y,∞).

Proof. The derivative of h is

h′(x) =
yx(log y − ψ(x+ 1))

Γ(x+ 1)
,

where ψ is the Digamma function, i.e the logarithmic derivative of Γ(x + 1), which has the following
integral representation (5.9.12 [5])

ψ(x+ 1) =

∫ ∞

0

e−t

t
− e−tx

et − 1
dt.

Now observe that
∫ ∞

0

e−t − e−tx

t
dt = lim

R→∞
lim
ǫ→0

(∫ R

ǫ

e−t

t
dt−

∫ Rx

ǫx

e−t

t
dt
)
= lim

R→∞
lim
ǫ→0

(∫ ǫx

ǫ

e−t

t
dt−

∫ Rx

R

e−t

t
dt
)

= lim
R→∞

lim
ǫ→0

(
log x+

∫ ǫx

ǫ

e−t − 1

t
dt−

∫ Rx

R

e−t

t
dt
)
= log x.

Thus

ψ(x+ 1) =

∫ ∞

0

e−t

t
− e−tx

et − 1
dt > log x

since et − 1 > t. This shows that h′(x) < 0 on [y,∞), assuming y > 0. �

Proposition 2.1 is based on the following bound on the distance between the characteristic function
F a,b
n,m of our random vector X and that of a standard Gaussian vector.

Proposition 2.4. Let N = n/m, ρ =
√
logm+ 1‖ξ‖. If N ≥ 2ρ ∨m then

|F a,b
n,m(ξ) − e−‖ξ‖2/2| ≤ 32e1/2(e9/8 + 1)

15

meρρ2Ne−‖ξ‖2/2

Γ(2N + 1)
.(2.15)

Proof. The proof is based on the following inequality

(2.16) |1− det(1 +K)| ≤ eΥn,m(ξ)(e(Υn,m(ξ)+1)2/2 + 1)Υn,m(ξ)

which holds for any trace-class operator K and where Υn,m(ξ) = max{TrK, ‖K‖J2}, ‖ · ‖J2 being the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm. It is obtained as follows: the generalised determinant det2 can be defined as
det2(I +K) = e−Tr(K) det(I +H). Hence, by definition,

|1− det(1 +K)| = |1− eTrK det
2
(1 +K)| ≤ |eTrK ||1− det

2
(1 +K)|+ |1− eTrK |

≤ |eTrK ||1− det
2
(1 +K)|+ |TrK||eTrK |.

Now we use that

|1− det
2
(1 +K)| ≤ ‖K‖J2e

1
2 (1+‖K‖J2)

2

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 = QnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn. By Lemma 2.2, if n ≥ mρ,

(2.17) ‖QnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn‖2J2
=

∑

k≥2n

(k − 2n+ 1)|(ê2 Im g+)k|2 ≤ 4e2ρ
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)
ρ2⌈

k
m+2N⌉

⌈ k
m + 2N⌉!2

.

If we let k = jm+ r, 0 ≤ r < m, then

∑

k≥0

(k + 1)
ρ2⌈

k
m+2N⌉

⌈ k
m + 2N⌉!2

=

∞∑

j=0

m−1∑

r=0

(jm+ r + 1)
ρ2⌈j+

r
m+2N⌉

⌈j + r
m + 2N⌉!2 ≤ m

∞∑

j=0

m−1∑

r=0

(j + 1)
ρ2⌈j+

r
m+2N⌉

⌈j + r
m + 2N⌉!2 .
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Now, ⌈j + r
m + 2N⌉ ≥ 2N ≥ ρ, so by Lemma 2.3

ρ2⌈j+
r
m+2N⌉

⌈j + r
m + 2N⌉!2 ≤ ρ2(j+2N)

Γ(j + 2N + 1)2
,

which combined with the inequality Γ(j + x + 1) ≥ (x + 1)jΓ(x + 1), j ∈ N (which follows from the
recurrence relation Γ(x+ 1) = xΓ(x)) gives

‖QnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn‖2J2
≤ 4me2ρ

∞∑

j=0

m−1∑

r=0

(j + 1)
ρ2(j+2N)

(2N + 1)2jΓ(2N + 1)2

=
4m2e2ρρ4N

Γ(2N + 1)2

∞∑

j=0

(j + 1)
( ρ

2N + 1

)2j

.

We set c∗ = ρ/(2N) and obtain

‖QnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn‖2J2
≤ 4m2e2ρ

Γ(2N + 1)2
ρ4N

(1− c2∗)
2
.(2.18)

Similarly, by Lemma 2.2, if n ≥ mρ,

|TrQnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn| ≤
∑

k≥n

|(ê2 Im g+)2k| ≤ 2eρ
∑

k≥0

ρ⌈2k/m+2N⌉

⌈2k/m+ 2N⌉! .

By Lemma 2.3 and because 0 < ρ < ⌈2N⌉

|TrQnH(eiθe2 Im g+)Qn| ≤ 2eρ
∑

k≥0

ρ2k/m+2N

Γ(2k/m+ 2N + 1)
= 2eρ

∑

j≥0

m−1∑

r=0

ρ2j+2r/m+2N

Γ(2j + 2r/m+ 2N + 1)

≤ 2meρ
∑

j≥0

ρ2j+2N

Γ(2j + 2N + 1)
≤ 2meρ

1− c2∗

ρ2N

Γ(2N + 1)
(2.19)

where for the last inequality we used that Γ(j + x+ 1) ≥ (x+ 1)jΓ(x+ 1). Hence

Υn,m(ξ) ≤ 2meρ

1− c2∗

ρ2N

Γ(2N + 1)
.

A well-known estimate for the Gamma function is

(2.20)
√
2πxx−1/2e−x < Γ(x) <

√
2πe1/(12x)xx−1/2e−x, x > 0,

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

(2.21)
√
2πxx+1/2e−x < Γ(x+ 1) <

√
2πe1/(12x)xx+1/2e−x, x > 0,

and therefore

Υn,m(ξ) ≤ meρ√
πN(1− c2∗)

( eρ
2N

)2N

=
m√

πN(1− c2∗)
(c∗e

1+c∗)2N .

If we choose c∗ ≤ 1/4 (so that c∗e1+c∗ < 1) and let N ≥ m we see that

Υn,m(ξ) ≤ 16

15
√
π

√
N
(e5/4

4

)2N

.

The maximum is attained when N = (log 256− 5)−1, at which it is strictly less than 1/2. Therefore,
(2.16) gives

|F−−
n,m(ξ)− e−‖ξ‖2/2| ≤ e1/2(e9/8 + 1)Υn,m(ξ) ≤ 32e1/2(e9/8 + 1)

15

meρρ2Ne−‖ξ‖2/2

Γ(2N + 1)
(2.22)

if N ≥ 2ρ ∨m.
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 = −QnH(e−iθe2 Im g+)Qn or K = ±QnH(e2 Im g+)Qn. Consider this latter case. By
Lemma 2.2, if n ≥ mρ− 1/2, and in particular if n ≥ mρ,

‖ ±QnH(e2 Im g+)Qn‖2J2
=

∑

k≥2n

(k − 2n+ 1)|(ê2 Im g+)k+1|2 ≤ 4e2ρ
∑

k≥0

(k + 1)
ρ2⌈k/m+2N+1/m⌉

⌈k/m+ 2N + 1/m⌉!2 .

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 = −QnH(e−iθe2 Im g+)Qn is treated similarly. �

Proof of Proposition 2.1. By Proposition 2.4 we have

(∫

‖ξ‖<Λ1

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)− e−‖ξ‖2/2|2dξ

)1/2

≤ 32e1/2(e9/8 + 1)

15

meN/2

Γ(2N + 1)

(∫

‖ξ‖<Λ1

ρ4Ne−‖ξ‖2

dξ
)1/2

≤ 32e1/2(e9/8 + 1)

15

meN/2

Γ(2N + 1)
(logm+ 1)N

(∫

Rm

‖ξ‖4Ne−‖ξ‖2

dξ
)1/2

.

A change of variables to spherical coordinates shows that
∫

Rm

‖ξ‖4Ne−‖ξ‖2

dξ =
mΩm

2
Γ(2N +m/2)

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

√
Γ(2N +m/2)

Γ(2N + 1)
≤

(√2πe1/12(2N +m/2)2N+m−1
2 e−2N−m

2

√
2π(2N)2N+ 1

2 e−2N

)1/2

≤ e1/24
(m/2)

m
4 eN√

2N

where we used the inequality 1 + x ≤ ex, x ∈ R twice. This finishes the proof of the proposition. �

3. Intermediate regime

We will now estimate F a,b
n,m(ξ) directly from its integral expression, with probability density given

by (0.2). Recall that

g(θ) = f(cos(θ)) =
∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

(
2 coskθ − EG(n)[TrU

k]

n

)
, θ ∈ [0, π).

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

Lemma 3.1. If y ∈ [−1, 1], y 6= 0 and x ∈ R, then

1 +
( sinh(x)

y

)2

≤ exp
(x
y

)2

.

Proof. It suffices to prove the inequality for x ≥ 0. Set κ(x) = (1 + sinh2(x)/y2)e−x2/y2

and differen-
tiate:

κ′(x) =
2e−x2/y2

y2

(
sinh(x) cosh(x) − x

(
1 +

sinh2(x)

y2

))

≤ 2e−x2/y2

y2
(sinh(x) cosh(x) − x(1 + sinh2(x)))

=
2e−x2/y2

y2
cosh(x)(sinh(x) − x cosh(x)) ≤ 0.

Thus κ(x) ≤ κ(0) = 1 if x ≥ 0 which proves the result for x ∈ R. �
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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 ξ ∈ Rm and ν ∈ R be such that

0 < 2
ν

n

√
logm+ 1‖ξ‖ < c0

m
(3.23)

for any constant c0 > 0. Let h be the Hilbert transform of g, i.e. h(θ) =
∑m

k=1 2ξk sin kθ/
√
k.

If a = b = −1/2, then

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp

((
2− 1

n

)
ν2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖2 + 2ec0ν2

n
(m+ 1)2(logm+ 1)‖ξ‖3

)

× EO(2n)+ [
∏

1≤j≤n

exp
(ν
n
h(θj)g

′(θj)
)
].

In the three other cases,

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp

((
2 +

1

n

)
ν2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖2 + 2ec0ν2

n
(m+ 1)2(logm+ 1)‖ξ‖3

)

× EG(n)[
∏

1≤j≤n

exp
(ν
n
h(θj)g

′(θj)
)
].

(b) Let ξ ∈ Rm and set

ν =
η
√
n

(m+ 1)2‖ξ‖ , λ =
ν

n

(
1− ν2

n2

e
√

2/nη

3
√
3

(m+ 1)4‖ξ‖2
)

(3.24)

for any constant η ∈ (0, 1]. If a = b = −1/2, then

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ eη

2(n− 1
2 )EO(2n)+ [

∏

1≤j≤n

e−λg′(θj)
2

].

In the three other cases,

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ eη

2(n+ 1
2 )EG(n)[

∏

1≤j≤n

e−λg′(θj)
2

].

Proof. We start with the case a = b = −1/2. Then

F a,b
n,m(ξ) = EO(2n)+ [e

iTr g(U)]

=
2(n−1)2

n!πn

∫

[0,π]n

∏

1≤j≤n

eig(θj)
∏

1≤j<k≤n

4 sin2
(θj − θk

2

)
sin2

(θj + θk
2

) ∏

1≤j≤n

dθj .

Let γ be the curve in the complex plane given by γ(t) = t − iνh(t)/n, t ∈ [0, π] where ν ∈ R and h
is continuous and satisfies h(0) = h(π) = 0. Since the integrand above has an analytic continuation
in Cn we can deform the contour into the curve γ{[0, π]}n and then make a change of variables to get
back the original contour. We obtain

F a,b
n,m(ξ) =

2(n−1)2

n!πn

∫

[0,π]n

∏

1≤j≤n

eig(θj−i ν
nh(θj))

∏

1≤j<k≤n

4 sin2
(θj − θk − i νn (h(θj)− h(θk))

2

)

sin2
(θj + θk − i νn (h(θj) + h(θk))

2

) ∏

1≤j≤n

(
1− i

ν

n
h′(θj)

)
dθj .
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Taking the absolute value gives the upper bound

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ 2(n−1)2

n!πn

∫

[0,π]n

∏

1≤j≤n

|eig(θj−i ν
nh(θj))|

∏

1≤j<k≤n

4 sin2
(θj − θk

2

)
sin2

(θj + θk
2

)
(3.25)

e
ν2

n2 (H(θj ,θk)+H(θj ,−θk))
∏

1≤j≤n

e
ν2

2n2 h′(θj)
2

dnθ

where

H(x, y) =
(h(x)− h(y)

2 sin(x−y
2 )

)2

.

Here we used that |1 + ia| ≤ ea
2/2 and that

∣∣∣ sin2
(θj ± θk

2
− i

ν

2n
(h(θj)± h(θk))

)∣∣∣ = sin2
(θj ± θk

2

)
+ sinh2

( ν

2n
(h(θj)± h(θk))

)

= sin2
(θj ± θk

2

)
+ sinh2

( ν

2n
(h(θj)− h(∓θk))

)

≤ sin2
(θj ± θk

2

)
e

ν2

n2 H(θj ,∓θk)

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(θ) =
∑m

k=1 2ξk sin kθ/
√
k. To bound H observe that

(3.26)
eikx − eiky

2i sin(x−y
2 )

=

k∑

l=1

ei(l−1/2)xei(k−l+1/2)y

which gives

H(x, y) =
( ∑

1≤k≤m

ξk√
k

k∑

l=1

ei(l−1/2)xei(k−l+1/2)y + e−i(l−1/2)xe−i(k−l+1/2)y
)2

.

Thus,

|H(x, y)| ≤
( ∑

1≤k≤m

2
√
k|ξk|

)2

≤ 2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖2

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Next, by a Taylor expansion of g,
∣∣∣g(θ − i

ν

n
h(θ))− g(θ) +

iν

n
h(θ)g′(θ)

∣∣∣ ≤ ν2h2(θ)

2n2
sup

t∈[0,1]

|g′′(θ − iνh(θ)t/n)|

≤ ν2h2(θ)

2n2
sup

|t|≤2ν
√
logm+1‖ξ‖/n

|g′′(θ + it)|

since ‖h‖∞ ≤ 2
√
logm+ 1‖ξ‖ by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Our hypothesis (3.23) on the pa-

rameter ν gives

sup
|t|≤2ν

√
logm+1‖ξ‖/n

|g′′(θ + it)| < sup
|t|<c0/m

m∑

k=1

2k3/2|ξk|ek|t| < ec0(m+ 1)2‖ξ‖.

Therefore

| exp(ig(θj − i
ν

n
h(θj)))| = | exp(ig(θj − i

ν

n
h(θj))− ig(θj)−

ν

n
h(θj)g

′(θj)) exp(
ν

n
h(θj)g

′(θj)|

≤ exp(
ec0ν2

2n2
‖h‖2∞(m+ 1)2‖ξ‖) exp(ν

n
h(θj)g

′(θj))

≤ exp(
2ec0ν2

n2
(logm+ 1)(m+ 1)2‖ξ‖3) exp(ν

n
h(θj)g

′(θj)).

Finally, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality tells us that ‖h′‖∞ ≤
√
2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖. All these estimates

inserted in (3.25) yield the desired upper bound.
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Next consider part (b), i.e. suppose that (3.28) holds and set h = g′. To bound H we can reuse
(3.26):

H(x, y) =
(
−

∑

1≤k≤m

√
kξk

k∑

l=1

ei(l−1/2)xei(k−l+1/2)y + e−i(l−1/2)xe−i(k−l+1/2)y
)2

so by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|H(x, y)| ≤
( ∑

1≤k≤m

2k3/2|ξk|
)2

≤ (m+ 1)4‖ξ‖2.

This time we Taylor expand g up to second order,

− Im
(
g
(
θ + i

ν

n
g′(θ)

)
− g(θ)− iν

n
g′(θ)2 +

ν2

2n2
g′(θ)2g

′′
(θ)

)
≤ ν3g′(θ)3

6n3
sup

t∈[0,1]

|g(3)(θ + iνg′(θ)t/n)|

≤ ν3g′(θ)3

6n3
sup

|t|≤ν
√

2m(m+1)‖ξ‖/n
|g(3)(θ + it)|

where we used that ‖g′‖∞ ≤
√
2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖ from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Inserting the

definition of ν which was set in (3.24) gives

sup
|x|≤ν

√
2m(m+1)‖ξ‖/n

|g(3)(θ + ix)| < sup
|x|<

√
2η√
nm

m∑

k=1

2k5/2|ξk|ek|x| <
√
2e
√

2/nη

√
3

(m+ 1)3‖ξ‖.

Therefore,

| exp(ig(θ + i
ν

n
g′(θ)))| = | exp(ig(θ + i

ν

n
g′(θ))− ig(θ) +

ν

n
g′(θ)2 + i

ν2

2n2
g′(θ)2g

′′
(θ)) exp(− ν

n
g′(θ)2)|

≤ exp
(ν3
n3

√
2e
√

2/nη

6
√
3

(m+ 1)3‖ξ‖g′(θ)3 − ν

n
g′(θ)2

)

≤ exp
(ν3
n3

e
√

2/nη

3
√
3

(m+ 1)4‖ξ‖2g′(θ)2 − ν

n
g′(θ)2

)

= exp
(
− λg′(θ)2

)
.

Finally, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives ‖g′′‖∞ ≤ (m+ 1)2‖ξ‖. If we combine all our estimates,
then (3.25) becomes

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ eν

2(1− 1
2n )(m+1)4‖ξ‖2

EO(2n)+ [
∏

1≤j≤n

e−λg′(θj)
2

].

Inserting the definition of ν 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

∏

1≤j≤n

sin2(θj),
∏

1≤j≤n

cos2
(θj
2

)
,

∏

1≤j≤n

sin2
(θj
2

)
.

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

∣∣∣sin
2(θj − iνh(θj)/n)

sin2(θj)

∣∣∣ = 1 +
sinh2(νh(θj)/n)

sin2(θj)
≤ exp

( νh(θj)

n sin(θj)

)2
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for part (a) and

∣∣∣sin
2(θj + iνg′(θj)/n)

sin2(θj)

∣∣∣ = 1 +
sinh2(νg′(θj)/n)

sin2(θj)
≤ exp

( νg′(θj)

n sin(θj)

)2

for part (b). Now, using that | sin(kθ)/ sin(θ)| = |∑k−1
j=0 e

i(k−1−2j)θ | ≤ k, we see that

( h(θj)

sin(θj)

)2

≤
(
2

m∑

k=1

√
k|ξk|

)2

≤ 2m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖2

for part (a) and

( g′(θj)

sin(θj)

)2

≤
(
2

m∑

k=1

k3/2|ξk|
)2

≤ (m+ 1)4‖ξ‖2

for part (b). These last four lines of inequalities explain the additional terms that appears in the
bounds of F++

n,m. 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 ξ ∈ Rm,

EG(n)

[
exp

( ν
n

n∑

j=1

h(θj)g
′(θj)

)]
≤ exp

(
− 2ν‖ξ‖2 + 4

ν2

n2
m2(1 + logm)‖ξ‖4

)
det(1 +QnKG(n)Qn)

where KO(2n+1)− = H(a−1
+ ã+), KO(2n+1)+ = −H(a−1

+ ã+), KSp(2n) = −H(e−iθa−1
+ ã+), KO(2n)+ =

H(eiθa−1
+ ã+), and a

−1
+ ã+(e

iθ) = exp
(
− 2i νn

∑m
k,j=1

√
k
j ξkξj(sin(k + j)θ − sin|k − j|θ)

)
.

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,

EO(2n+1)−

[
exp

(ν
n

n∑

j=1

h(θj)g
′(θj)

)]
=

exp
(
n[log a]0 +

∞∑

n=0

[log a]2n+1 +
1

2

∞∑

n=1

n[log a]2n

)
det(1 +QnH(a−1

+ ã+)Qn)

where

a(eiθ) = exp
(ν
n
h(θ)g′(θ)

)
= exp

(
− 4

ν

n

m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
ξkξj sin kθ sin jθ

)
(3.27)

and therefore

a−1
+ ã+(e

iθ) = exp
(
− 2i

ν

n

m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
ξkξj(sin(k + j)θ − sin|k − j|θ)

)
.

First observe that by the orthogonality of the sine function,

[log a]0 =
ν

n

∫ 2π

0

g′(θ)h(θ)
dθ

2π
= −2

ν

n
‖ξ‖2.

Next we see that the second term in the exponential,
∑∞

n=0[log a]2n+1, is equal to zero. Indeed, we
have

log a(eiθ) =
ν

n

m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
ξkξj(e

i(k+j)θ − ei(k−j)θ − e−i(k−j)θ + e−i(k+j)θ)
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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∑∞

k=1 k|ûk|2 <∞, and with Hilbert transform H(u) := −i∑j∈Z
sgn(j)ûje

ijθ, the following holds

∞∑

k=1

k|ûk|2 = −1

2

∫ 2π

0

u′(θ)H(u(θ))
dθ

2π
≤ 1

2
‖u‖L2‖u′‖L2.

Thus, in our case,

1

2

∞∑

k=1

k[log a]2k =
ν2

2n2

∞∑

k=1

k[g′h]2k ≤ ν2

4n2
‖g′h‖L2(‖g′′h‖L2 + ‖g′h′‖L2)

≤ ν2

4n2
‖h‖∞‖g′‖L2(‖h‖∞‖g′′‖L2 + ‖h′‖∞‖g′‖L2)

<
√
2
ν2

n2

√
m
√
1 + logm(

√
2m3/2

√
1 + logm+m

√
m+ 1)‖ξ‖4

< 4
ν2

n2
m2(1 + logm)‖ξ‖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)−. �

It remains to estimate the Fredholm determinants of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 3.4. Let m ≥ 2, m ≤ n1/3, ξ ∈ Rm. With KG(n) as in the previous proposition we have
that

det(1 +QnKG(n)Qn) ≤ exp
(
ν

√
logm+ 1 + 1

m5/3

(1 +m−1)4/3

1−m−3

(m−4/3

√
6

(1 +m−1)5/3 + 1
)
‖ξ‖2

+ ν2
(m+ 1)8/3

n2
(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)2‖ξ‖4

)

provided ν satisfies

ν

n
(m+ 1)(1 +

√
logm+ 1)‖ξ‖2 < 2n− 1

2(m+ 1)5/3
.(3.28)

Proof. Recall that for any trace-class operator K, one can define the regularized determinant det2 by

det
2
(I +K) = e−TrK det(I +K),

and prove that it satisfies the following inequality

| det
2
(I +K)| ≤ e

1
2‖K‖2

J2 ,

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

(3.29) | det(1 +QnKG(n)Qn)| ≤ e|TrQnKG(n)Qn|+ 1
2‖QnKG(n)Qn‖2

J2 .

Since KG(n) is a certain type of Hankel operator with symbol a−1
+ ã+, we need bounds on the Fourier

coefficients of a−1
+ ã+. We have

a−1
+ ã+(e

iθ) = exp
(
− 2i

ν

n

m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
ξkξj(sin(k + j)θ − sin|k − j|θ)

)
.

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

|[a−1
+ ã+]l| ≤

4ν

nl2

m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
|ξkξj |(k2 + j2) +

4ν2

n2l2

( m∑

k,j=1

√
k

j
|ξkξj |((k + j) + |k − j|)

)2

(3.30)
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which we can bound using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

|[a−1
+ ã+]l| ≤

4ν√
6nl2

(m+ 1)3(
√

logm+ 1 + 1)‖ξ‖2 + 4ν2

n2l2
(m+ 1)4(

√
logm+ 1 + 1)2‖ξ‖4.(3.31)

Thus, by (3.28),

|[a−1
+ ã+]l| ≤

4ν

nl2
(m+ 1)3(

√
logm+ 1 + 1)

( 1√
6
+

(2n− 1)

2(m+ 1)5/3

)
‖ξ‖2 := Bl.

Now, by definition of the kernels KG(n),

TrQnKO(2n+1)−Qn =
∑

j≥n

[a−1
+ ã+]2j+1, TrQnKO(2n+1)+Qn =

∑

j≥n

[a−1
+ ã+]2j+1,

TrQnKO(2n)−Qn =
∑

j≥n

[a−1
+ ã+]2j+2, TrQnKO(2n)+Qn =

∑

j≥n

[a−1
+ ã+]2j

so because Bj is decreasing it suffices to estimate

∑

j≥n

|B2j | ≤
ν

n

(m+ 1)3

(n− 1)
(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)

( 1√
6
+

(2n− 1)

2(m+ 1)5/3

)
‖ξ‖2(3.32)

= ν(
√

logm+ 1 + 1)
( (m+ 1)3√

6n(n− 1)
+

(2n− 1)(m+ 1)4/3

2n(n− 1)

)
‖ξ‖2(3.33)

≤ ν

√
logm+ 1 + 1

m5/3

(1 +m−1)4/3

1−m−3

(m−4/3

√
6

(1 +m−1)5/3 + 1
)
‖ξ‖2(3.34)

where we used that m ≤ n1/3.
Similarly,

‖QnKO(2n+1)−Qn‖2J2
=

∑

j≥2n

(j − 2n+ 1)[a−1
+ ã+]

2
j+1, ‖QnKO(2n+1)+Qn‖2J2

=
∑

j≥2n

(j − 2n+ 1)[a−1
+ ã+]

2
j+1,

‖QnKO(2n)−Qn‖2J2
=

∑

j≥2n

(j − 2n+ 1)[a−1
+ ã+]

2
j+2, ‖QnKO(2n)+Qn‖2J2

=
∑

j≥2n

(j − 2n+ 1)[a−1
+ ã+]

2
j

so we can restrict our attention to

∑

j≥2n

(j − 2n+ 1)B2
j ≤ 4ν2

n2(2n− 1)2
(m+ 1)6(

√
logm+ 1 + 1)2

( 1√
6
+

(2n− 1)

2(m+ 1)5/3

)2

‖ξ‖4

where we used the bound

∑

j≥2n

j − 2n+ 1

j4
≤

∫ ∞

2n−1

dx

x3
− (2n− 1)

∫ ∞

2n

dx

x4
=

1

2(2n− 1)2
− 2n− 1

3(2n)3
≤

(
1
2 − 153

3·163
)

(2n− 1)2
<

1

4(2n− 1)2

since m ≤ n1/3 and m ≥ 2. These assumptions also give

‖QnKG(n)Qn‖2J2
≤ ν2(

√
logm+ 1 + 1)2

n2

( √
2(m+ 1)3√
3(2m3 − 1)

+ (m+ 1)4/3
)2

‖ξ‖4

≤ ν2(m+ 1)8/3

n2
(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)2

(2 · 31/6
5

+ 1
)2

‖ξ‖4

< 2
ν2(m+ 1)8/3

n2
(
√

logm+ 1 + 1)2‖ξ‖4.

These bounds inserted in (3.29) give the desired inequality.
�
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Combining Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 we see that if ν satisfies (3.23) and (3.28), and if m ≥ 2,
m ≤ n1/3, then

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp(−αν + δν2)(3.35)

where

α = 2‖ξ‖2 −
√
logm+ 1 + 1

m5/3

(1 +m−1)4/3

1−m−3

(m−4/3

√
6

(1 +m−1)5/3 + 1
)
‖ξ‖2

and

δ = 4
m2

n2
(1 + logm)‖ξ‖4 +

(
2 +

1

n

)
m(m+ 1)‖ξ‖2 + 2ec0

n
(m+ 1)2(logm+ 1)‖ξ‖3

+
(m+ 1)8/3

n2
(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)2‖ξ‖4,

for all pairs (a, b) = (±1/2,±1/2) and any ξ ∈ Rm. Optimizing over ν yields ν = α/2δ which is positive
for m ≥ 2. We obtain

Proposition 3.5. Let m ≤ n3, m ≥ 2. Then, for any pair (a, b) = (±1/2,±1/2) and any ξ ∈ Rm,

(3.36) |F ab
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp

(
− (1− c1(m))2

c2(m)

n2 ∧ ‖ξ‖2
(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)

where

(3.37) c1(m) =
(1 +m−1)4/3

2(1−m−3)

(
1 +

m−4/3

√
6

(1 +m−1)5/3
)√logm+ 1 + 1

m5/3

and

(3.38)

c2(m) =
(
4m2(logm+1)+2e

1
3 (m+1)2(logm+1)+

(
2+

1

m3

)
m(m+1)+(m+1)8/3(

√
logm+ 1+1)2

)

(m+ 1)−8/3(logm+ 1)−1

Consequently, for any Λ2 ≥ Λ1 with Λ1 given by (2.13),

(3.39)

∫

Λ1≤ξ≤Λ2

|F ab
n,m(ξ)|2dξ

≤ Ωmn
m exp

( −(1− c1(m))2n2

2c2(m)m2(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
+ΩmΛm

2 exp
( −2(1− c1(m))2n2

c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)
.

Proof. Before inserting ν = α/2δ in (3.35) we need to check that it satisfies (3.23) and (3.28). For the
first inequality, we have

α

2δ
<

‖ξ‖2
δ

<
n

2ec0(m+ 1)2(logm+ 1)‖ξ‖
which gives

2
ν

n
m
√
logm+ 1‖ξ‖ < 1

ec0(m+ 1)
√
logm+ 1

≤ 1

ec03
√
log 2 + 1

if m ≥ 2, and this will be less than c0 if we simply choose c0 = 1/3. For the second inequality we can
use that

α

2δ
<

‖ξ‖2
δ

<
n2

(m+ 1)8/3(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)2‖ξ‖2

and therefore
ν

n
(m+ 1)(1 +

√
logm+ 1)‖ξ‖2 < n

(m+ 1)5/3(
√
logm+ 1 + 1)

<
1

2

2n− 1

(m+ 1)5/3
.
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for all m ≥ 2. Hence (3.35) becomes

(3.40) |F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp

(
− α2

4δ

)
= exp

(−(1− c1(m))2‖ξ‖2
δ/‖ξ‖2

)
.

for all m ≥ 2. Now replace either ‖ξ‖/n or n/‖ξ‖ by one depending on whether ‖ξ‖ ≤ n or n ≤ ‖ξ‖,

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ exp

(
− (1− c1(m))2n2 ∧ ‖ξ‖2

·
(
4m2(1+ logm)+2e

1
3 (m+1)2(logm+1)+

(
2+

1

n

)
m(m+1)+(m+1)8/3(

√
logm+ 1+1)2

)−1)
.

The denominator in the exponential satisfies, for n ≥ m3,

4m2(1 + logm) + 2e
1
3 (m+ 1)2(logm+ 1) +

(
2 +

1

n

)
m(m+ 1) + (m+ 1)8/3(

√
logm+ 1 + 1)2

< c2(m)(m + 1)8/3(logm+ 1).

This gives (3.36). We can now bound the L2-norm by writing
∫

Λ1≤‖ξ‖≤Λ2

|F ab
n,m(ξ)|2dξ =

∫

Λ1≤‖ξ‖≤n

|F ab
n,m(ξ)|2dξ +

∫

n≤‖ξ‖≤Λ2

|F ab
n,m(ξ)|2dξ

< Ωmn
m exp

( −2(1− c1(m))2Λ2
1

c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)
+ΩmΛm

2 exp
( −2(1− c1(m))2n2

c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)
.

which is (3.39) if we replace Λ1 by its definition, Λ1 = n/(2m
√
logm+ 1). �

4. Large regime

For the last regime we need a bound on the characteristic function F a,b
n,m that decays with ξ since we

eventually integrate it over all ξ ∈ Rm. 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) = (± 1
2 ,± 1

2 ), the joint eigenvalue probability density satisfies

sup
θ∈[0,π]n

|ρa,bn (θ)| ≤ (2e/π)n√
2πn

.

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

ρ−−
n (θ) =

2n

2n!πn
(det[cos(k − 1)θj]1≤j,k≤n)

2

ρ++
n (θ) =

2n

n!πn
(det[sin kθj ]1≤j,k≤n)

2

ρ−+
n (θ) =

2n

n!πn
(det[cos(k − 1/2)θj]1≤j,k≤n)

2

ρ+−
n (θ) =

2n

n!πn
(det[sin(k − 1/2)θj]1≤j,k≤n)

2

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

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

EG(n)[
∏

1≤j≤n

e−λg′(θj)
2

] ≤ (2e)n√
2πn

( 1

π

∫ π

0

e−λg′(x)2dx
)n

.(4.41)

To evaluate the integral on the right-hand side we will need the following result, obtained in [2].
21



Lemma 4.2. Let pm be a trigonometric polynomial given by

pm(θ) =
a0
2

+

m∑

k=1

ak cos kθ + bk sinkθ,

where ak, bk are real. Define G(t) = 1
2πµ{eiθ ∈ T, |pm(θ)| ≤ t}, where µ denotes Lebesgue measure on

the unit circle T. Then,

(4.42) G(t) ≤ 2e
( t√

2‖pm‖2

) 1
2m

.

Proposition 4.3. For any pair (a, b) = (± 1
2 ,± 1

2 ) and any Λ2 > 0 we have that

(4.43)

∫

Λ2≤‖ξ‖
|F a,b

n,m(ξ)|2dξ ≤ (2e)4n

2πn
(c3(m)

√
nmm2)

N
2 mΩm

Λ
m−N/2
2

N/2−m

provided m ≥ 3, n ≥ m3, and where

(4.44) c3(m) =
e

1
2 (1+

1
2m3 )(1 +m−1)2

√
2(1− e1/2m2

24
√
3m4

)
.

Proof. Define G(t) as in Lemma 4.2, with pm(θ) = g′(θ). Then

(4.45)
1

π

∫ π

0

e−λg′(θ)2dθ =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

e−λg′(θ)2dθ =

∫ ∞

0

e−tG
(√ t

λ

)
dt.

Estimate (4.42) becomes

G
(√ t

λ

)
≤ 2e

( t

2λ‖g′‖22

)1/4m

which inserted in (4.45) gives

1

π

∫ π

0

e−λg′(θ)2dθ ≤ 2e
( 1

2λ‖g′‖22

)1/4m
∫ ∞

0

e−tt1/4mdt

= 2e
( 1

2λ‖g′‖22

)1/4m

Γ
(
1 +

1

4m

)
< 2e

( 1

2λ‖g′‖22

)1/4m

.

Recall that

g′(θ) = −2

m∑

k=1

√
kξk sinkθ.

Hence

‖g′‖22 = 2

m∑

k=1

kξ2k ≥ 2

m∑

k=1

ξ2k = 2‖ξ‖2,

and by (4.41),

EG(n)[
∏

1≤j≤n

e−λg′(θj)
2

] ≤ (2e)n√
2πn

( 1

π

∫ π

0

e−λg′(x)2dx
)n

≤ (2e)2n√
2πn

( 1

4λ‖ξ‖2
)n/4m

.

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

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ eη

2(n+ 1
2 )
(2e)2n√
2πn

( 1

4λ‖ξ‖2
)n/4m

Inserting the definition of λ gives

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ (2e)2n√

2πn

(e4mη2(1+ 1
2n )

√
n(m+ 1)2

4η(1− η2e
√

2/nη

3
√
3n

)‖ξ‖

)n/4m

.
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We now choose η ∈ [0, 1] to be the minimizer of e4mη2

/η, i.e. we set η = (2
√
2m)−1 and obtain

|F a,b
n,m(ξ)| ≤ (2e)2n√

2πn

(e 1
2 (1+

1
2n )

√
nm(m+ 1)2√

2(1− e1/2
√

nm

24
√
3nm

)‖ξ‖

)n/4m

.

Thus
∫

Λ2≤‖ξ‖
|F a,b

n,m(ξ)|2dξ ≤ (2e)4n

2πn

(e 1
2 (1+

1
2n )

√
nm(m+ 1)2√

2(1− e1/2
√

nm

24
√
3nm

)

)N
2

∫

Λ2≤‖ξ‖
‖ξ‖−N

2 dξ.(4.46)

A change of variables to spherical coordinates gives

∫

Λ2≤‖ξ‖
‖ξ‖−N

2 dξ = Sm−1

∫ ∞

Λ2

rm−1−N
2 dr = Sm−1

Λ
m−N

2
2

N
2 −m

where Sm−1 is the surface area of the m− 1-dimensional unit sphere, and where we used that m < N
2

which follows fromm ≥ 3 and n ≥ m3. Observing that Sm−1 = mΩm, using that n ≥ m3 and inserting
the definition of c3(m) in (4.46) prove the statement. �

5. Proof of the main Theorem

In this section we first combine all our estimates to prove the bound on the L2 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 pa,bn,m −Ψn,m ∈ L2(Rm),

‖pa,bn,m −Ψn,m‖2 = ‖F a,b
n,m − e−‖·‖2/2‖2.

The triangle inequality gives

‖F a,b
n,m−e−‖·‖2/2‖2 ≤ ‖(F a,b

n,m−e−‖·‖2/2)1{‖ξ‖ ≤ Λ1}‖2+‖F a,b
n,m1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖2+‖e−‖·‖2/2

1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖2
where Λ1 is given by (2.13). By Proposition 2.1, 3.5 and 4.3,

‖(F a,b
n,m − e−‖·‖2/2)1{‖ξ‖ ≤ Λ1}‖2 ≤

16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1)

m3/2
√
Ωm√

N

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

Γ(2N + 1)
,

‖F a,b
n,m1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖22 ≤ Ωmn

m exp
( −(1− c1(m))2n2

2c2(m)m2(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
+

ΩmΛm
2 exp

( −2(1− c1(m))2n2

c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)
+

(2e)4n

2πn
(c3(m)

√
nmm2)

N
2 mΩm

Λ
m−N/2
2

N/2−m

so it remains to choose Λ2 and to estimate ‖e−‖·‖2/21{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖2. For the first task, set

ǫ = exp
( −2(1− c1(m))2n2

c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)
, C =

(2e)4n

2πn
(c3(m)

√
nmm2)

N
2

2m

N − 2m
.

The minimum of ΩmΛm
2 (ǫ+ CΛ

−N/2
2 ) is attained when Λ

N/2
2 = C

ǫ (
N
2m − 1) and equals

ΩmC
2m
N

N

N − 2m
(
N

2m
− 1)

2m
N ǫ1−

2m
N .

Inserting the values of ǫ and C, taking the square root and recalling that m ≥ 3, n ≥ m3 yields

‖F a,b
n,m1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖2 ≤

√
3ΩmN

m
4 (2e)4m

2
(√c3(m)m

3
2

(2πn)1/N

)m

exp
(
− (1− c1(m))2n2

3c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)

)

+
√
Ωmn

m
2 exp

(
− (1− c1(m))2n2

4c2(m)m2(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
.
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For the second task we make a change of variables to spherical coordinates

‖e−‖·‖2/2
1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖22 =

∫

‖ξ‖>Λ1

e−‖ξ‖2

dξ = Sm−1

∫ ∞

Λ1

rm−1e−r2dr =
Sm−1

2

∫ ∞

Λ2
1

r
m
2 −1e−rdr.

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

∫ ∞

Λ2
1

r
m
2 −1e−rdr = e−Λ2

1Γ
(m
2

) m
2 −1∑

j=0

Λ
2(m

2 −1−j)
1

Γ(m2 − j)

if m is even, and

∫ ∞

Λ2
1

r
m
2 −1e−rdr =

Γ(m2 )

Γ(− 1
2 )

Γ(−1/2,Λ2
1) + e−Λ2

1Γ
(m
2

) m−1
2∑

j=0

Λ
2(m

2 −1−j)
1

Γ(m2 − j)
.

if m is odd. Here Γ(a, z) is the incomplete Gamma function. Observe that Γ(−1/2) < 0 so for any
m ∈ N,

∫ ∞

Λ2
1

r
m
2 −1e−rdr ≤ e−Λ2

1Γ
(m
2

) ⌈m
2 ⌉−1∑

j=0

Λ
2(m

2 −1−j)
1

Γ(m2 − j)

≤ e−Λ2
1

⌈m
2 ⌉−1∑

j=0

Λ
2(m

2 −1−j)
1

(m
2

− 1
)j

< e−Λ2
1

Λm
1

Λ2
1 −m/2 + 1

where we used that for any j,m ∈ N, Γ
(

m
2

)
≤ Γ

(
m
2 − j

)(
m
2 − 1

)j

(which follows from the recurrence

relation Γ(z) = zΓ(z − 1)) and that Λ2
1 > m/2 − 1 (by definition (2.13) of Λ1 and because n ≥ m3).

We obtain, again by the definition of Λ1 and because n ≥ m3, m ≥ 3,

‖e−‖·‖2/2
1{Λ1 ≤ ‖ξ‖}‖22 <

mΩmΛm
1 e

−Λ2
1

2(Λ2
1 −m/2 + 1)

(5.47)

≤ 2(logm+ 1)mΩm

N2(1− 2(logm+ 1)(m− 2)/m4)

( N

2
√
logm+ 1

)m

e−
N2

4(log m+1)(5.48)

≤ ΩmN
m

(2
√
logm+ 1)m−2

m

N2
e−

N2

4(log m+1) .(5.49)

�

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
√
6m2

√
n−1

and m ≥ 4. Let �L = [−L
2 ,

L
2 ]

m. Then, if n ≥ m4,

Pa,b
n [X /∈ �L] ≤ 2me−

L2

48m

and if n ≥ m3,

Pa,b
n [X /∈ �L] ≤ 2me−

L2

80m .

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

EO(2n)+ [e
λ(TrUk−ETrUk)] = e−λETrUk

det(ĝj−k + ĝj+k)0≤i,j≤n−1

where g(θ) = e2λ cos(kθ). Therefore, the assumptions of Proposition 1.2 are met and we obtain (recall
that EO(2n)+ TrUk = ηk)

EO(2n)+ [e
λ(TrUk−ETrUk)] = e

k
2λ

2

det(1 +QnH(eiθe−2iλ sin kθ)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)

∞
i,j=1,

det(1 +K) ≤ e‖K‖J1 ≤ e
∑

i≥1(
∑

j≥1 |Kij|2)1/2

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

| ̂(e−2iλ sin(k·))l| ≤
1

l2
(4λ2 + 2λ)k2.

Moreover,
∑

i≥n

(∑

j≥n

1

(i+ j)4

)1/2

≤
∫ ∞

n−1

(∫ ∞

n−1

dx

(x+ y)4

)1/2

dy =

√
2√

3(n− 1)
.

Thus,

det(1 +QnH(eiθe−2iλ sin kθ)Qn) ≤ exp
(∑

i≥n

(∑

j≥n

| ̂(e−2iλ sin(k·))i+j |2
)1/2)

≤ exp(
2
√
2√

3(n− 1)
(2λ2 + λ)k2).

Now, by Markov’s inequality,

P−−
n [|TrUk − ETrUk| ≥ L] ≤ e−λL(EO(2n)+ [e

λ(TrUk−ETrUk)] + EO(2n)+ [e
−λ(TrUk−ETrUk)]).

Inserting the above estimates gives

P−−
n [|TrUk − ETrUk| ≥ L] ≤ 2 exp

(
− λ

(
L− 2

√
2k2√

3(n− 1)

)
+ λ2

(k
2
+

4
√
2k2√

3(n− 1)

))
.

so by choosing

λ =
(
L− 2

√
2k2√

3(n− 1)

)
/
(
k +

8
√
2k2√

3(n− 1)

)

we obtain, for L > 2
√
6m2

√
n−1

, 1 ≤ k ≤ m, m ≥ 4 and n ≥ m4,

P−−
n [|TrUk − ETrUk| ≥ L] ≤ 2 exp

(
−

(
1− 2

√
2k2√

3(n−1)L

)2

L2

2k + 16
√
2k2√

3(n−1)

)
≤ 2 exp

(
− (1− 1

3 )
2

2 + 16
√
2m√

3(m4−1)

L2

m

)

≤ 2 exp
(
− 2

3(3 + 32
√
2√
85
)

L2

m

)
< 2 exp(− L2

12m
).

If n ≥ m3 the last upper bound is replaced by 2e−
L2

20m . The claim now follows by taking the union
bound:

P−−
n,m[X /∈ �L] ≤

m∑

k=1

P−−
n [|TrUk − ETrUk| ≥ L

2
]

which is less than 2me−
L2

48m for n ≥ m4 and 2me−
L2

80m for n ≥ m3. �

Proof of Theorem 0.2. We treat the case n ≥ m4, the other is analogous. First observe that

2

∫ ∞

L/2

e−x2/2 dx√
2π

=
2√
2π
e−L2/8

∫ ∞

0

e−x2/2−Lx/2dx ≤ 2√
2π
e−L2/8

∫ ∞

0

e−Lx/2dx =
4√
2πL

e−L2/8

whence
∫

Rm\�L

e−‖x‖2/2

√
2π

m dx =
(
2

∫ ∞

L/2

e−x
2/2 dx√

2π

)m

≤
( 4√

2πL
e−L2/8

)m

< e−mL2/8(5.50)
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if e.g. L ≥
√
3. Now, by definition of ∆

(1)
n,m, and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

∆(1)
n,m =

( ∫

�L

+

∫

Rm\�L

)∣∣∣pa,bn,m(x)− e−‖x‖2/2

√
2π

m

∣∣∣dx

≤ Lm/2∆(2)
n,m +

∫

Rm\�L

pa,bn,m(x)dx +

∫

Rm\�L

e−‖x‖2/2

√
2π

m dx.

So by (5.50) and Lemma 5.1, assuming L > 2
√
6m2

√
n−1

,

(5.51) ∆(1)
n,m < Lm/2∆(2)

n,m + 2me−L2/48m + e−mL2/8 < Lm/2∆(2)
n,m + 3me−L2/48m.

Regard the last upper bound as a function of L and consider its critical point. It satisfies

(5.52) e−L2/48m = 4mL
m
2 −2∆(2)

n,m

and

L ≤
√
48m log∆

(2) −1
n,m

if m ≥ 4 (and assuming L ≥ 1), which gives

∆(1)
n,m ≤ (48m log∆(2) −1

n,m )
m
4 ∆(2)

n,m(1 +
12m2

L2
) ≤ 2(48m log∆(2) −1

n,m )
m
4 ∆(2)

n,m

if L ≥ 2
√
3m. But this condition follows immediately from our assumption on ∆

(2)
n,m: from (5.52) we

see that

∆(2)
n,m =

L2−m
2

4m
e−L2/48m,

so as a function of L, ∆
(2)
n,m is decreasing and therefore bounded from below by 3m(2

√
3em)−

m
2 if

L ≤ 2
√
3m. Finally observe that if m ≥ 4, n ≥ m4, then

2
√
6m2

√
n− 1

≤ 32
√
2√

85
< 5 < 2

√
3m

which proves that our assumption was correct. �

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 ≥ m4 m5 m6 m7 m8 m9 m10

m ≥ 1019 1140 34 11 6 5 4

then,

∆(2)
n,m ≤ 8m

3
2

√
Ωm

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

and

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 16m

3
2

√
Ωm(24nm logN)

m
4
(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

.

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

(5.53)
(m
2

)m
4 m3/2

N
m+1

2

(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
Γ(2N + 1)

.

We start with the largest (asymptotically). We seek to estimate
((m

2

)m
4 m3/2

N
m+1

2

(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
Γ(2N + 1)

)−1

mm/2 exp
(
− (1 − c1(m))2N2

4c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
.
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Stirling’s Inequality (2.21) and some rearranging give the upper bound

1

m3/2
exp

(( 1

N
log

( 2N

e5/2(logm+ 1)

)
+ (

m

2N2
+

3

4N2
) logN +

m

4N2
log(2m) +

1

4N2
log(4πe)

− (1− c1(m))2

4c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
N2

)

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(

√
3 + 1). Finally we check that (assuming simply m ≥ 4)

16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1) +

(
√
3 + 2)

m3/2
< 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 Ωm = πm/2/Γ(m2 + 1) and Stirling’s
inequality (2.21) give

8m
3
2

√
Ωm

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

≤ 8m5/4

√
2πN

3
4

(πe)
m
4

(e 5
2 (logm+ 1)

2N

)N

and the right-hand side is less than 3m(2
√
3em)−

m
2 if N ≥ m4 and m ≥ 4. We obtain

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 2(48m log∆(2) −1

n,m )m/4∆(2)
n,m

≤ 16m
3
2

√
Ωm

(
(48m log

(
8m

3
2

√
Ωm

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

)−1)m/4(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N√

N
√
Γ(2N + 1)

since x 7→ (log x−1)m/4x is non-decreasing for x ∈ [0, e−m/4]. To complete the proof we use

8m
3
2

√
Ωm

(m
2

)m
4 (e3/2(logm+ 1))N

N
m+1

2

√
Γ(2N + 1)

≥ N−N

which follows again from the fact that Ωm = πm/2/Γ(m2 + 1) and Stirling’s inequality (2.21). �

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 ≥ m4, m ≥ 7, then,

∆(2)
n,m ≤

√
Ωm(m

m
2 + ǫ)N

m
2 exp

(
− C(m)N2

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

)

and if n ≥ m4, m ≥ 27,

∆(1)
n,m ≤

√
Ωm

(48C(m)m)
m
4 (m

m
2 + ǫ)Nm

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

exp
(
− C(m)N2

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

)

where ǫ < 10−82 and C(m) = (1−c1(m)2

4c2(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

Note that x 7→ x
m
4 exp

(
− xN2

(m+1)
8
3 (logm+1)

)
, x > 0.077, is decreasing for n ≥ m4, m ≥ 27.
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Proof. This time we compare each term in (0.5) to

(5.54) exp
(
− (1− c1(m))

2
N2

4c2(m)(m+ 1)8/3(logm+ 1)2

)
.

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 5 ·10−83, for all n ≥ m4, m ≥ 7 (for m ≤ 6 it is larger than 1017). This also holds for
the last term in (0.5) divided by (5.54), which is smaller than 2−1022 < 3 · 10−308. Next we consider

16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1)

(m
2

)m
4 m3/2

N
m+1

2

(e3/2(logm+ 1))N√
Γ(2N + 1)

≤ 16

15
e13/24(e9/8 + 1)

m3/2

√
2π

1
4

(m/2)
m
4

N
m
2 + 3

4

(
e5/2(logm+ 1)

2N

)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 2−1022. This explains how the first inequality was obtained. For the total
variation we use again Stirling’s inequality and obtain

∆(2)
n,m ≤ (2πem−1)

m
4

(πm)
1
4

(m
m
2 + ǫ)N

m
2 exp

(
− C(m)N2

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

)

which is less than 3m(2
√
3em)−

m
2 if N ≥ m3, m ≥ 27. Hence Theorem 0.2 has its condition satisfied

and gives

∆(1)
n,m ≤ 2(48m log∆(2) −1

n,m )
m
4 ∆(2)

n,m

≤ 2
√
Ωm(m

m
2 + ǫ)Nm

(
48C(m)m

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

)m
4

exp
(
− C(m)N2

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

)

since x 7→ (log x−1)m/4x is non-decreasing for x ∈ [0, e−m/4] and our upper bound for the L2-norm is

greater than exp
(
− C(m)N2

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

)
. �

Finally, if we only assume that n ≥ m3, then via computations similar to those in the last corollary
we obtain

Corollary 5.4. If n ≥ m3, m ≥ 68,

∆(2)
n,m ≤

√
Ωm(m

m
2 + 0.2)N

m
2 exp

(
− C(m)N2

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

)

and if n ≥ m3, m ≥ 1018,

∆(1)
n,m ≤

√
Ωm

(80C(m)m)
m
4 (m

m
2 + 0.2)Nm

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

exp
(
− C(m)N2

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

)

where C(m) = (1−c1(m)2

4c2(m) is as in the previous corollary.

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

∆(1)
n,m ≤ N−0.3N

if n ≥ m4, m ≥ 1000, and

∆(1)
n,m ≤ N−0.8

√
N

if n ≥ m3, m ≥ 1019.
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