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A CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR COUNTING FUNCTIONS

RELATED TO SYMPLECTIC LATTICES AND BOUNDED SETS

KRISTIAN HOLM June 15, 2022

Abstract. We use a method developed by Björklund and Gorodnik to show a central

limit theorem (as T tends to ∞) for the counting functions #(Λ∩ΩT ) where Λ ranges

over the space Y2d of symplectic lattices in R2d (d Ê 4). Here {ΩT }T is a certain family

of bounded domains in R2d that can be tessellated by means of the action of a diagonal

semigroup contained in Sp(2d,R). In the process we obtain new Lp bounds on a certain

height function on Y2d originally introduced by Schmidt.

1. INTRODUCTION

The interplay between lattices and subsets of their ambient Euclidean space has always
been a central topic in the geometry of numbers. For example, Minkowski’s classic lattice
point theorem [7, Theorem III.2.2] gives conditions under which it is always possible to find
non-zero lattice points in convex, centrally symmetric sets, and in the opposite direction
the Minkowski-Hlawka theorem [7, Corollary VI.3.2] gives conditions on a symmetric set
ensuring that at least some lattice will have to avoid it.

In 1945, Siegel generalized the Minkowski-Hlawka theorem in his seminal paper [19]
and arguably created a kind of probabilistic geometry of numbers where questions about
lattices and Euclidean sets can be studied from the perspective of a random lattice. Namely,
if Ω ⊂ Rn is any measurable set, Siegels mean value theorem [19] says that on average, a
unimodular lattice Λ of dimension n has Vol(Ω) non-zero points in common with Ω. (Such
a statement of course presupposes the existence of a measure on the set Xn of unimodular
lattices in dimension n. See SECTION 2 for more details.) In the same vein, Rogers [16]
later generalized Siegel’s theorem and proved formulas for the first k moments (k < n) of
the counting functions #(Λ∩Ω).

In light of Siegel’s theorem, a natural question is to what extent the function #(Λ∩Ω)
can vary around its mean as Ω varies across some prescribed family of sets. In studying this
problem, Schmidt observed [18] that for almost all lattices (not necessarily unimodular),
the counting functions #(Λ∩ΩT ) (where {ΩT } is an increasing family of sets whose volumes
constitute an unbounded sequence) enjoy rather sharp bounds. Essentially, Schmidt proved
[18, Theorem 1] that for almost all lattices,

#(Λ∩ΩT ) ·d(Λ)=Vol(ΩT)+O

(
d(Λ)Vol(ΩT )1/2

(
log

Vol(ΩT)
d(Λ)

)2)
, T →∞, (1.1)

where d(Λ) := Vol(Rn/Λ) denotes the covolume of Λ. (Schmidt’s result is slightly more
general than this, but we simplified it for the sake of the present exposition.)

Continuing with the probabilistic perspective, we note that (1.1) can be understood
as something between a law of large numbers (giving the main term) and a law of the

iterated logarithm (giving an error term). Indeed, suppose for simplicity that we specialize
to unimodular lattices and partition the set ΩT into N = N(T) pieces of equal volume V :
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ΩT ≈ S1 ⊔·· ·⊔SN . By taking indicator functions of these sets, we then expect to have

#(Λ∩ΩT )≈
N∑

m=1

#(Λ∩Sm).

If we assume that the individual counting functions #(Λ∩Sm) are "sufficiently (pairwise)
independent" as random variables on the space of lattices, the classic law of large numbers
and the law of the iterated logarithm imply that we can expect (almost surely)

1

N

N∑
m=1

#(Λ∩Sm)=V +Oε

(
N−1/2+ε

)
, N −→∞,

and hence

#(Λ∩ΩT)=
N∑

m=1

#(Λ∩Sm)= NV +Oε

(
N1/2+ε

)
=Vol(ΩT )+Oε

(
Vol(ΩT )1/2+ε

)

as T →∞, a statement quite similar to (1.1).
The fact that such a probabilistic interpretation of Schmidt’s theorem is possible mo-

tivates the question if any other classic probabilistic theorems have equivalents in terms
of lattice point counting. This was answered in the affirmative by Björklund and Gorod-
nik who proved central limit theorems (CLT’s) in the case of unimodular lattices for the
sequence #(Λ∩ΩT); in the first case with the family {ΩT } being defined in terms of certain
conditions coming from Diophantine approximation [5], and in the second case for a dif-
ferent family of sets defined in terms of products of linear forms [6]. These results are in
accordance with the fact that Schmidt’s result remains valid if one specializes to the nullset
of all unimodular lattices, a fact that follows from Schmidt’s original proof. In [13], the au-
thors consider the even smaller set Y2d of all symplectic lattices in R2d (see SECTION 2 for
the definition) and prove a symplectic version of (a special case of) the moment formula of
Rogers [16], verifying that Schmidt’s bound continues to hold. In this article, our goal is
to show that even in this symplectic case, one has a central limit theorem for the sequence
#(Λ∩ΩT ) where {ΩT } is a specific family of sets that we now describe in more detail.

Our concrete family of sets is given as

ΩT =
{
(x,y) ∈Rd ×Rd : 1É‖x‖ ·‖y‖É 2 and 1É‖y‖< T

}
.

We note that "such sets" appear in a natural way when studying statistical properties of
Diophantine approximation, cf. [5]. However, we make no use of any special properties of
this family other than the following facts, valid for every T > 0:

1) ΩT admits an approximate tessellation of the form ΩT ≈ aΩ2 ∪ a2
Ω2 ∪ ·· · ∪ am(T)

Ω2

where a is a symplectic diagonal matrix. In particular, for T = 2N (N Ê 1 an integer),
ΩT coincides exactly with such a union;

2) ΩT is symmetric in the sense that −ΩT = ΩT and does not meet arbitrarily small
neighbourhoods of 0. (The symmetry condition facilitates the use of the symplectic
version of Rogers’ formula [13, Theorem 1].)

Given this family, we prove the following theorem.
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THEOREM 1.1. Suppose d Ê 4, and let Λ ∈ Y2d be distributed according to the probability
measure µ coming from the restriction of Haar measure on Sp(2d,R) (see SECTION 2).
Then, there exists σÊ 0 such that as T −→∞,

#(Λ∩ΩT )−Vol(ΩT)

Vol(ΩT )1/2
=⇒ N

(
0,σ2).

REMARKS.
1) We suspect that this result also holds in the cases d = 2,3. However, we are unable

to prove it due to technical limitations of our methods. The case d = 1 is obscured by the
fact that the counting function #(Λ∩ΩT) is not square integrable in this case.

2) We believe that the limiting variance is positive, but have not been able to prove any
such result. This matter is intimately connected with subtle properties of an L2-isometry
ι that appears in Kelmer and Yu’s symplectic version [13, Thm. 1] of Rogers’ theorem. See
SECTION 5 for more details.

3) If Λ varies over the larger space of all unimodular lattices of dimension d Ê 4, we are
able to prove that the sequence #(Λ∩ΩT) satisfies a CLT with a strictly positive variance.
This contrast to the symplectic case has to do with the fact that the L2 isometry that ap-
pears in Rogers’ theorem is very simple and explicit compared to ι.

In the proof of Theorem 1.1 we follow the arguments in [5] closely. Our strategy for
proving the theorem for a general T is to first prove it for T = 2N and then show that this
special case implies the theorem in its full generality. To deal with the special case T = 2N ,
we employ the method of cumulants (Theorem 2.3), which is a CLT criterion for sequences
of bounded functions due to Fréchet and Shohat. However, we cannot apply Theorem 2.3
directly as the functions

Λ 7−→
#(Λ∩Ω2N )−Vol

(
Ω2N

)

Vol
(
Ω2N

)1/2
(N Ê 1)

are unbounded on Y2d. To remedy this, we exploit the fact that thanks to the tessellation
properties of the family {ΩT}, the statement of Theorem 1.1 can be given, for T = 2N , in
terms of Sp(2d,R)-translates of the Siegel transform χ̂2 (see SECTION 2) of the indicator
function χ2 of Ω2, and the fact that this function can be approximated by a family of smooth
and bounded functions on the space Y2d. Concretely, if φ ∈ C∞

c (Y2d) and a ∈ G are fixed,
and

ψm :=φ◦am −
∫

Xd

φ dµ, FN :=
1

p
N

N−1∑
m=0

ψm, (1.2)

we first prove that the sequence {FN } satisfies a central limit theorem. This result is given
in Theorem 4.1, and we prove it in SECTION 4 by appealing to Theorem 2.3 as FN is

bounded for each N. Specifically, we use a quantitative correlation estimate [3, Thm. 1.1]
due to Björklund, Einsiedler, and Gorodnik in combination with a combinatorial technique
developed by Björklund and Gorodnik in [4] in order to analyse the cumulants cumr(FN)
and prove that they vanish when N −→∞ in accordance with the hypotheses of Theorem
2.3. In terms of the probabilistic heuristic about Schmidt’s result above, this correlation
estimate expresses the "sufficient independence" required of the counting functions corre-
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sponding to different tiles in the tessellation of Ω2N .
In SECTION 5 we will then construct a smooth, compactly supported function φ which

approximates χ̂2, which will allow us to extend the central limit theorem proved in SEC-
TION 4 to our case of interest. In the case of general unimodular lattices considered in
[5], this approximation makes use of integrability properties of a certain height function
introduced by Schmidt [17], namely

α(Λ) := sup
V

{
d(V ∩Λ)−1 : V ∩Λ is a lattice in V

}
,

where V runs over all subspaces of the ambient Euclidean space of Λ. However, at a first
glance it is not obvious whether these properties continue to hold when one considers this
height function on Y2d. In order to adapt this method to the symplectic case, we therefore
also prove the following theorem which we show is optimal.

THEOREM 1.2. The function α belongs to Lp(Y2d) for p É d. Consequently, for any such p

and L > 0 one has the estimate

µ({Λ ∈Y2d :α(Λ)Ê L})≪p L−p.

By taking V to be a one-dimensional subspace in the definition of α, we see that α(Λ) is
at least equal to the inverse length of the shortest non-zero vector in Λ. Mahler’s compact-
ness theorem [7, Chap. V, Thm. IV] therefore implies that the preimage of any compact
subset of Y2d under the height function α is, itself, compact. The Lp bounds provided by
Theorem 1.2 therefore give us as much control over this function as one could hope for.
Since the Siegel transform χ̂2 that we wish to truncate is bounded when α is small, the
fact that α is only large on a small subset of Y2d is a key ingredient in constructing the
approximation φ that allows us to reduce Theorem 1.1 to Theorem 4.1. We prove Theorem
1.2 in SECTION 3.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We let J = J2d be the standard skew-symmetric matrix

J2d =
(

0 Id

−Id 0

)

where Id denotes the d × d identity matrix. Any 2d ×2d matrix A that satisfies A⊺JA =
J is called a symplectic matrix. We will denote by G = Sp(2d,R) the group of all real
symplectic matrices of dimension 2d×2d, or the real symplectic group. (Some authors use
a different skew-symmetric reference matrix than J to define symplecticity. The group G

is independent of this choice.)
In the usual way, J gives rise to an anti-symmetric bilinear form on Rd given by

ω(x,y) = x⊺Jy. If Λ ⊂ R2d is a unimodular lattice, we say Λ is symplectic if the restric-
tion of ω to Λ×Λ takes values in Z. Denoting the space of all symplectic 2d-dimensional
lattices by Y2d, one can show that the group G acts transitively on Y2d with stabilizer
Γ=Sp(2d,Z) (see Proposition 2.4). Consequently, the space Y2d can be realized as the coset
space G/Γ. As both G and Γ are unimodular groups, the quotient inherits a G-invariant
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measure µ from the Haar measure on G. Moreover, this measure is finite (see e.g. [14]),
so by normalizing it to ensure µ(Y2d) = 1 we can realize the set of symplectic lattices as a
probability space.

In the following we take T = 2N with N Ê 1 an integer. As mentioned in the introduc-
tion, and as will be proved in SECTION 5, this comes at no loss of generality. The advantage
of specializing to the subsequence 2N is that by doing so, we can conveniently tessellate the
set ΩT =Ω2N and exploit this to describe the function #(Λ∩ΩT ) = #

(
Λ∩Ω2N

)
as a sum of

Siegel transforms.

2.1. REFORMULATION IN TERMS OF THE SIEGEL TRANSFORM

We now define the Siegel transform of a compactly supported function on Euclidean space
Rn and show that the function #

(
Λ∩Ω2N

)
may be expressed in terms of the Siegel trans-

form χ̂2 of the characteristic function χ2 of Ω2.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let f : Rn −→R be a measurable function of compact support. Its Siegel
transform is the function

f̂ : Xn −→R, f̂ (Λ)=
∑
v∈Λ
v6=0

f (v).

We note that the condition on the support of f ensures that the function f̂ takes finite
values and so is well-defined. However, even if f is a bounded function, its Siegel transform
f̂ is typically not bounded on Xn. We will return to this matter later.

If χT denotes the indicator function of the set ΩT , we now have

#
(
Λ∩Ω2N

)
= χ̂2N (Λ).

Furthermore, Ω2N can be tessellated by means of G-translations of the set Ω2. More specif-
ically, for t >0 we let

at =
(
etId 0

0 e−tId

)
∈G,

so that with b = alog2,

Ω2N =
N−1⊔
m=0

b−m(Ω2). (2.1)

Taking the Siegel transform of the indicator functions of both sides, we get

χ̂2N (Λ)=
∑
v∈Λ
v 6=0

χ2N (v)=
∑
v∈Λ
v 6=0

N−1∑
m=0

χ2
(
bm(v)

)
=

N−1∑
m=0

∑
v∈Λ
v6=0

χ2
(
bm(v)

)
=

N−1∑
m=0

χ̂2 ◦ bm.

By the symplectic version of Siegel’s mean value theorem [15, Theorem 2] and the G-
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invariance of µ, we now obtain

Vol
(
Ω2N

)
=

∫

Y2d

N−1∑
m=0

χ̂2
(
bm(Λ)

)
dµ(Λ)=

N−1∑
m=0

Vol(Ω2)= N ·Vol(Ω2).

It follows that, for T = 2N , the convergence in distribution claimed in Theorem 1.1 is equiv-
alent to

1
p

N

(
N−1∑
m=0

χ̂2 ◦ bm −N ·Vol(Ω2)

)
=⇒ N(0, c2σ2) (2.2)

for c =Vol(Ω2)1/2. Hence, our main objective now is to prove (2.2).

2.2. CUMULANTS AND THE CRITERION OF FRÉCHET AND SHOHAT

In order to prove (2.2), we use a CLT criterion due to Fréchet and Shohat. First, we need
to introduce the notion of a cumulant.

DEFINITION 2.2. Let (X ,ν) be a probability space. For bounded and measurable functions
f1, . . ., fr on X , their joint cumulant of order r is

cumr( f1, . . . , fr)=
∑
P

(−1)#P −1(#P −1)!
∏

I∈P

∫

X

∏

i∈I

f i dν,

where the first sum is taken over the set of all partitions P of the set {1, . . . , r}.
If Q is a partition of {1, . . ., r}, the conditional joint cumulant of order r of the functions

f1, . . ., fr is defined as

cumr( f1, . . . , fr |Q)=
∑
P

(−1)#P −1(#P −1)!
∏

I∈P

∏

J∈Q

∫

X

∏

i∈I∩J

f i dν

where P ranges over all partitions of {1, . . . , r}.
Finally, if f is a bounded and measurable function on X , we let

cumr( f )= cumr( f , . . ., f ).

REMARK. It is not hard to see that cumr is an r-linear functional on the space of bounded,
measurable functions on X . (See e.g. [20, Prop. 4.2].)

With this definition in place, we can state the criterion of Fréchet and Shohat.

THEOREM 2.3 ([10]). Let (X ,ν) be a probability space. Let {FT } be a sequence of real-valued
bounded measurable functions on X such that

∫

X
FT dν= 0, σ2 := lim

T→∞

∫

X
F2

T dν<∞.
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Suppose that for all r Ê 3, cumr(FT )−→ 0 as T −→∞. Then, for every ξ ∈R,

ν({FT < ξ})−→
1

p
2πσ2

∫ξ

−∞
exp

(
−

t2

2σ2

)
dt

as T −→∞.

2.3. THE SYMPLECTIC GROUP AND SYMPLECTIC LATTICES

In this subsection we study certain Lie theoretic aspects of the group G and its relationship
to the space of all symplectic lattices. Specifically, in order to be able to introduce an
important family of Sobolev norms on the space C∞

c (Y2d) of compactly supported, smooth
functions on Y2d in the next subsection, we will examine the Riemannian structure on G

and the differential action of its Lie algebra on C∞(G). We begin by proving that the space
of symplectic lattices Y coincides with the quotient G/Γ, justifying a claim that was made
earlier.

PROPOSITION 2.4. The natural action of G on Y2d is transitive with stabilizer Γ. Conse-
quently, Y2d may be identified with G/Γ.

Proof. Let Λ be a symplectic lattice. If v ∈Λ is non-zero, the set ω(v,Λ) ⊂ Z is a non-zero
ideal, hence equal to nvZ for some positive integer nv. Choose now a v ∈Λ that minimizes
nv. Then, since Λ is discrete, there is necessarily some w ∈Λ such that ω(v,w) = nv. By
the choice of v and w, we see that these vectors span the sublattice

Π := spanR{v,w}∩Λ.

Indeed, clearly the integer span of v and w is a sublattice of Π. Furthermore, if the index[
Π : spanZ{v,w}

]
is at least 2, then k−1v ∈Π or k−1w ∈Π for some k Ê 2. In either case, since

Π⊂Λ, we obtain a contradiction to the minimality of ω(v,w), and the claim follows. We now
let e1 = v, f1 = w, and n1 = nv. We can then complete {e1,f1} to a basis

{
e1,f1,g3, . . .,g2n

}

of Λ. It will be clear later that we in fact have n1 = 1, so we will now proceed by ensuring
orthogonality between e1 (resp. f1) and the remaining basis vectors. To this end, note
that all the integers ω(e1,gi) and ω(gi,f) (i = 3, . . . ,2n) have to be divisible by n1 due to
the minimality of n1. This means that we can obtain a (possibly) new lattice vector by
replacing gi with the integer combination

g′
i :=gi −

1

n1
ω(gi,f1)e1 −

1

n1
ω(e1,gi)f1.

Since the map taking
{
e1,f1,g3, . . . ,g2n

}
to

{
e1,f1,g′

3, . . .,g′
2n

}
has determinant 1, we see

that
{
e1,f1,g′

3, . . .,g′
2n

}
is a basis for Λ. Moreover, the construction ensures that ω(e1,g′

i
)=

ω(g′
i
,f1)= 0 for all i.

Continuing inductively with Λ/span{e1,f1} in place of Λ, and so on, we thus obtain a set
{e1, . . . ,en,f1, . . . ,fn} of lattice vectors. The fact that each pair of lattice vectors forms a basis
for the sublattice of Λ containing their integer span means that e1, . . . ,en,f1, . . .,fn form a

7



basis for Λ. We now let

M =
[
e1 · · · en f1 · · · fn

]
,

which has determinant ±1. By construction, the matrix M⊺JM has the form
(

0 N
−N 0

)
with

N =




n1 0 · · · 0
0 n2 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · nd




.

It follows that

±1= det M =±
n∏

i=1
n2

i .

Therefore, as all the ni are positive integers, we have ni = 1 for all i. Therefore we even
have M⊺JM = J, which means that our matrix M is symplectic.

It remains to show that the stabilizer of Z2d is Γ. However, since we have

stabSL(2d,R)

(
Z2d

)
=SL(2d,Z),

we immediately obtain

stabG

(
Z2d

)
= stabSL(2d,R)

(
Z2d

)
∩G =Γ.

This completes the proof. ■

The Lie group G =Sp(2d,R) carries a right-invariant Riemannian metric that descends
onto the quotient space G/Γ. Moreover, since G is connected, this metric even gives rise in a
natural way to a right-invariant distance function ρG on G, and hence a distance function
on G/Γ which we denote by ρX .

DEFINITION 2.5. Let ‖ · ‖ be the norm on g = Lie(G) coming from the Riemannian metric
on G. Then we define the operator norm of g as

‖g‖op =max
{∥∥gX g−1∥∥ : X ∈ g, ‖X‖= 1

}
.

Our operator norm of g is therefore the usual operator norm of the adjoint map Ad(g) :
g −→ g. It is not hard to see that ‖ · ‖op is submultiplicative. In what follows, however, we
also need to be able to estimate ‖ ·‖op from below.

LEMMA 2.6. For any non-zero t ∈ R there exists λ = λ(t, d) > 1 such that for any positive
integer m,

∥∥am
t

∥∥
op Êλm.

Proof. It is a standard fact that the Lie algebra g consists of all matrices X such that

8



X⊺J + JX = 0 where J is the standard skew-symmetric matrix. Thus, with

E =




0

0 · · · 1
...

. . .
...

1 · · · 0
0 0




,

where all blocks have size d×d, and the upper rightmost block only has non-zero entries in
the corners on the antidiagonal, the matrices E and E⊺ are elements of g and eigenvectors
of Ad(at) with respective eigenvalues e2t and e−2t. If t >0, let λ= e2t > 1 and let F = E/‖E‖,
and if t < 0, let λ= e−2t > 1 and F = E⊺/‖E⊺‖. Then, if m is any positive integer, we see that

∥∥am
t

∥∥
op Ê

∥∥Ad
(
am

t

)
F

∥∥=λm‖F‖=λm > 1,

and the claim follows. ■

There is an action of g on the space C∞
c (G) of smooth, compactly supported functions on

G by means of the exponential map exp : g−→G. Namely, for Y ∈ g and φ ∈C∞
c (G),

(
Y .φ

)
(g) := lim

t→0

φ(exp(tY )g)−φ(g)
t

.

Thus the element Y ∈ g acts on C∞
c (G) as a first-order differential operator which we denote

by DY . This differential action extends to an action of the universal enveloping algebra
U (g) on C∞

c (G) given by

(
Y

e1
1 · · ·Y er

r

)
.φ :=D

e1
Y1

· · ·Der

Yr
φ :=DYφ

for a monomial Y = Y
e1

1 · · ·Y er
r , and given for a general element of U (g) by extending the

above definition linearly.

2.4. NORMS ON C∞
c (G)

A crucial ingredient in the proof of the CLT for the sequence (1.2) is the correlation estimate
given in Theorem 4.3. Anticipating this theorem, we now introduce a family of Sobolev
norms on the space C∞

c (Y2d).

DEFINITION 2.7. For any integer q Ê1 and for φ ∈ C∞
c (Y2d), we define the norms

∥∥φ
∥∥

Cq :=max
{∥∥DZφ

∥∥
∞ :

Z ∈U (g) is a monomial
degZ É q

}
, (2.3)

Sq

(
φ

)
:= max

{∥∥φ
∥∥
∞,

∥∥φ
∥∥

Cq

}
. (2.4)

We will need the following two standard properties of the Sq-norm.

LEMMA 2.8. The family
{
Sq

}
q has the following two properties.

i) For any φ ∈C∞
c (Y2d) and g ∈G,

Sq

(
φ◦ g

)
≪q ‖g‖q

opSq

(
φ

)
. (2.5)
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ii) For any φ1,φ2 ∈C∞
c (Y2d),

Sq

(
φ1φ2

)
≪q Sq

(
φ1

)
Sq

(
φ2

)
. (2.6)

Proof. The proof of this is long, but straightforward, and is therefore left to the reader. ■

We will also need a family of Sobolev norms on Euclidean space.

DEFINITION 2.9. For any integer q Ê1 and f ∈C∞
c

(
R2d

)
, we let

‖ f ‖Cq :=max
{∥∥∥ f (τ)

∥∥∥
∞

: degτÉ q
}

where τ= (τ1, . . .,τd) denotes a multi-index, degτ= τ1 +·· ·+τd , and

f (τ) =
∂τ1

∂x
τ1
1

· · ·
∂τd

∂x
τd

d

f .

3. Lp BOUNDS ON THE HEIGHT FUNCTION α

In this second preliminaries section, we will investigate the height function α mentioned
in the introduction that plays a key role in our construction of a smooth function that
approximates the Siegel transform χ̂2.

As we mentioned earlier, the Siegel transform of a bounded function f on R2d will gen-
erally be unbounded on Y2d. Fortunately, however, if f has compact support it is possible
to remedy this situation due to an explicit connection between the Siegel transform f̂ and
the following function.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let Λ be a lattice (not necessarily unimodular) in any number of dimen-
sions and denote by d(Λ)<∞ the covolume of Λ. Then we define

α(Λ) := sup
V

{
d(V ∩Λ)−1 : V ∩Λ is a lattice in V

}
,

where V runs over all subspaces of the ambient Euclidean space of Λ.

Note that one always has s(Λ)−1 É α(Λ) where s(Λ) denotes the length of the short-
est non-zero vector of Λ. Therefore, since the existence of very short lattice vectors will
generally cause Siegel transforms to blow up, one could expect that α should more or less
determine the growth of Siegel transforms on Xn. This result, due to Schmidt, is the source
of our interest in α.

PROPOSITION 3.2 ([17, Lemma 2]). Suppose f : Rn −→ R is a bounded function with com-
pact support. Then for any unimodular lattice Λ ∈ Xn,

∣∣ f̂ (Λ)
∣∣≪supp f ‖ f ‖∞ ·α(Λ),

where f̂ denotes the Siegel transform of f .

For the purposes of estimating norms of Siegel transforms on the space of unimodular
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lattices, Proposition 3.2 is particularly useful since α∈ Lp(Xn) for p = 1, . . . , n−1 [9, Lemma
3.10]. The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2, which extends this integrability
result to the symplectic case.

3.1. A SIEGEL SET FOR G/Γ

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we will first prove that a fundamental domain of the coset
space G/Γ is contained in a Siegel set that we describe explicitly. Such a result may be
known to experts of the field, but we have been unable to find a reference. We follow the
arguments in [1, Chap. V.1].

Let K=SO(2d)∩G, and let

A=
{(

D 0
0 D−1

)
: D > 0 diagonal

}
.

Let N(d)=N be the subgroup of (2d)× (2d) symplectic matrices given by

N(d) :=
{(

N M

0 N−⊺

)
: N unipotent, upper-triangular, NM⊺ = MN⊺

}
.

Finally, for a real parameter u >0, let Nu := {A ∈N : ‖A‖∞ É u} and NZ :=GL(2d,Z)∩N.

LEMMA 3.3. There exists a number m(d)Ê 2 with the property that N=Nm(d)NZ.

Proof. We proceed by induction in d. The case d = 1 is well-known (see [1]) since Sp(2,R)=
SL(2,R), and in this case we can take m(1)= 2.

We now let d Ê 2 and assume the claim for 2(d −1)×2(d −1) matrices in N(d −1) and
define m(d) recursively. Given any

(
N M
0 N−⊺

)
∈N(d), we have to prove the existence of a d×d

unipotent, upper-triangular, integer matrix S and a d×d integer matrix T such that

‖NS‖∞ É m(d), (3.1)
∥∥(NS)−1∥∥

∞ É m(d), (3.2)
∥∥NT +MS−⊺∥∥

∞ É m(d), (3.3)

ST⊺ = TS⊺, (3.4)

for some m(d) only depending on d.
Let us write N in the form

N =
(
A x

0 1

)
,

where A is a (d−1)×(d−1) unipotent upper-triangular matrix and x ∈Rd−1. Then we have

N−1 =
(
A−1 −A−1x

0 1

)
.

Applying the induction hypothesis to the matrix
(

A 0
0 A−⊺

)
, we can find a unipotent, upper-

triangular integer matrix S0 of dimensions (d−1)×(d−1) such that ‖AS0‖∞ É m(d−1) and
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‖(AS0)−1‖∞ É m(d−1).
We now augment S0 to a matrix S satisfying (3.1) and (3.2) as follows. Write first

S =
(
S0 s

0 1

)

where s ∈Zd−1. Then one has

NS =
(

AS0 As+x

0 1

)
,

(NS)−1 =
(
(AS0)−1 −(AS0)−1(As+x)

0 1

)
.

It is now possible to choose the vector s in such a way that ‖As+x‖∞ É 2. Indeed, this claim
is equivalent to the existence of a point of the lattice AZd−1 in the set −x+ [−2,2]d−1. This
claim, on the other hand, is true since surely −x+ [−2,2]d−1 contains one of the cubes

{
v+ [0,1]d−1 : v ∈Zd−1

}
,

each of which necessarily contains a lattice point from AZd−1, as may be seen by solving
the system of inequalities

As=




1 a12 a13 · · · a1,d−1

0 1 a23 · · · a2,d−1

0 0 1 · · · a3,d−1
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · 1







s1

s2

s3
...

sd−1



∈v+ [0,1]d−1

by starting with sd−1. It follows that we now have ‖AS0‖∞ É m(d − 1), ‖(AS0)−1‖∞ É
m(d−1), and ‖As+x‖∞ É 2. However, these inequalities imply that additionally

∥∥(AS0)−1(As+x)
∥∥
∞ É 2(d−1)m(d−1).

We therefore obtain

‖NS‖∞ Émax{m(d−1),2}= m(d−1)< 2(d−1)m(d−1), (3.5)

since m(d−1)Ê 2 by assumption, and

∥∥(NS)−1∥∥
∞ É 2(d−1)m(d−1). (3.6)

Let u(d) = 2(d − 1)m(d − 1). With S as above, we now let T ′ be any integer matrix
satisfying S(T ′)⊺ = T ′S⊺ so that

(
N M

0 N−⊺

)(
S T ′

0 S−⊺

)
=

(
N ′ M′

0 (N ′)−⊺

)

with ‖N ′‖∞, ‖(N ′)−⊺‖∞ É u(d). Thus, if we can find a symmetric integer matrix T ′′ such
that ‖N ′T ′′ + M′‖∞ is bounded, we will be done. Indeed, then we may take m(d) as an
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appropriate multiple of u(d) and define T by the relation

(
S T

0 S−⊺

)
=

(
S T ′

0 S−⊺

)(
I T ′′

0 I

)
. (3.7)

In order to find such a matrix T ′′, we note that the condition N ′(M′)⊺ = M′(N ′)⊺ implies
that (N ′)−1M′ is symmetric. Indeed,

(
(N ′)−1M′)⊺ = (M′)⊺(N ′)−⊺ = (N ′)−1M′(N ′)⊺(N ′)−⊺ = (N ′)−1M′.

Therefore we obtain a symmetric integer matrix by letting

T ′′ =
(
ti j

)d

i, j=1, ti j =
⌊(
−(N ′)−1M′)

i j

⌋
.

For a suitable d×d matrix U with ‖U‖∞ É 1, we now have T ′′ =−(N ′)−1M′+U . This implies
that

∥∥N ′T ′′+M′∥∥
∞ =

∥∥N ′U
∥∥
∞ É d ·u(d).

Hence we can take m(d)= d ·u(d). By (3.5) and (3.6), the conditions (3.1)-(3.4) are satisfied
with S and T given by (3.7). ■

For M a (d−1)× (d−1) matrix, a ∈R, and x,y ∈Rd−1, let us introduce the d×d matrix

M (a,x,y, M) :=
(
a x⊺

y M

)
.

To complete the induction step and obtain a Siegel set for Sp(2d,R)/Sp(2d,Z), we will rely
on the following lemma which allows us to project and lift matrices to and from Sp(2d −
2,R).

LEMMA 3.4. For i = 1,2,3, let a i ∈ R and let xi ∈ Rd−1. Moreover, for i = 1,2,3,4, let
Mi ∈GL(d−1,R).
i) Suppose that

(
M (a1,x1,0, M1) M (a2,x2,x3, M2)

0 ∗

)
∈Sp(2d,R).

Then
(
M1 M2

0 M
−⊺
1

)
∈ Sp(2d−2,R).

ii) Suppose that

(
M1 M2

M3 M4

)
∈Sp(2d−2,R).
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Then
(
M (1,0,0, M1) M (0,0,0, M2)
M (0,0,0, M3) M (1,0,0, M4)

)
∈Sp(2d,R).

Proof. We first prove claim i). The assumption implies that

M (a1,x1,0, M1)M (a2,x2,x3, M2)⊺ =M (a2,x2,x3, M2)M (a1,x1,0, M1)⊺.

By computing the transposes and matrix products on both sides, one immediately obtains

M
(
∗,∗,∗, M1M

⊺
2

)
=M

(
∗,∗,∗, M2M

⊺
1

)
,

and the claim follows.
We now prove claim ii). The assumption implies that

M
⊺
1 M3 = M

⊺
3 M1, M

⊺
2 M4 = M

⊺
4 M2, M

⊺
1 M4 = I +M

⊺
3 M2. (3.8)

Using this, one now computes that

(
M (1,0,0, M1) M (0,0,0, M2)
M (0,0,0, M3) M (1,0,0, M4)

)⊺(
0 I

−I 0

)(
M (1,0,0, M1) M (0,0,0, M2)
M (0,0,0, M3) M (1,0,0, M4)

)

=
(

M (0,0,0,−M
⊺
3) M (1,0,0, M

⊺
1)

M (−1,0,0,−M
⊺
4) M (0,0,0, M

⊺
2)

)(
M (1,0,0, M1) M (0,0,0, M2)
M (0,0,0, M3) M (1,0,0, M4)

)

=
(

M (0,0,0,−M
⊺
3M1+M

⊺
1 M3) M (1,0,0,−M

⊺
3M2 +M

⊺
1 M4)

M (−1,0,0,−M
⊺
4M1+M

⊺
2 M3) M (0,0,0,−M

⊺
4M2 +M

⊺
2 M4)

)

=
(

0 M (1,0,0, I)
M (−1,0,0,−I) 0

)
=

(
0 I

−I 0

)
.

This proves the second claim. ■

Finally, we also need the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.5. Suppose that g ∈ Sp(2d,R) has the Iwasawa decomposition g = kan with a =
diag(d1, d2, . . .). If ‖ge1‖ É ‖gv‖ for any v ∈Z2d \{0}, then a1/a2 É 2/

p
3.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of [1, Lemma V.1.6]: Instead of ensuring that∣∣ni j

∣∣É 1/2 for all 1 É i < j É 2d, we only have to ensure |n12| É 1/2. This can be done in the
symplectic case with the help of [1, Lemma V.1.5] applied to the upper leftmost block N in
the block decomposition n =

(
N M
0 N−⊺

)
of n. ■

We are now ready to describe the Siegel set for G/Γ.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Define the set

At :=
{
diag

(
a1, . . . ,ad,a−1

1 , . . .,a−1
d

)
: 0< a i É ta i+1 for i = 1, . . ., d−1, and 0< ad É t

}
.
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For t = 2/
p

3 and u = m(d), one has Sp(2d,R)=KAtNu ·Sp(2d,Z).

Proof. If d = 1, the result follows from [1, Thm. V.1.7] since then the symplectic group
coincides with the special linear group. We now proceed by induction in d.

Assume that d Ê 2 and that the claim holds for Sp(2d −2,R). Now, let g ∈ Sp(2d,R),
and let v0 ∈Z2d \{0} be a primitive vector with the property that gv0 is a shortest non-zero
vector in the lattice gZ2d . Since Sp(2d,Z) acts transitively on the set of primitive vectors
in Z2d (see e.g. [15]), there is γ ∈Sp(2d,Z) such that γe1 = v0. Then with g′ = gγ, we have

‖g′e1‖ = ‖gγe1‖= ‖gv0‖ É ‖gv‖, (3.9)

for any non-zero v ∈Z2d .
We claim that, in order to finish the proof, it is enough to find γ′ ∈ Γ such that a′n′γ′ ∈

KAtN where k′a′n′ = g′ is the Iwasawa decomposition of g′. Indeed, according to Lemma
3.3, we will then have

a′n′ ∈KAtNm(d)NZ

(
γ′

)−1 ⊂KAtNm(d)Sp(2d,Z),

and hence g = g′γ−1 ∈KAtNm(d)Sp(2d,Z).
If a′ = diag(d1, d2, . . .), then we can write

h = a′n′ =
(
M (d1,x1,0,E0) M

(
λ,y1,y2,F0

)

0 M
(
d−1

1 ,0,x2,E−⊺
0

)
)

where the symplecticity of h forces the relations

x2 =−d−1
1 E

−⊺
0 x1, (3.10)

y2 = d−1
1

(
E0y1 −F0x1

)
. (3.11)

It follows from Lemma 3.4 that
(
E0 F0

0 E
−⊺
0

)
∈Sp(2d−2,R).

By the inductive hypothesis, we can therefore find

γ′′ =
(
Γ1 Γ2

Γ3 Γ4

)
∈Sp(2d−2,Z)

such that
(
E0 F0

0 E
−⊺
0

)
γ′′ ∈KAtNm(d−1).

We then augment γ′′ to a 2d×2d integer matrix γ′ by letting

γ′ :=
(
M (1,0,0,Γ1) M (0,0,0,Γ2)
M (0,0,0,Γ3) M (1,0,0,Γ4)

)
.
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By Lemma 3.4, γ′ is symplectic. A computation now shows that

hγ′ =
(
M

(
d1,Γ⊺

1x1 +Γ
⊺
3y1,0,E0Γ1 +F0Γ3

)
M

(
λ,Γ⊺

2x1+Γ
⊺
4y1,y2,E0Γ2 +F0Γ4

)

M
(
0,0,0,E−⊺

0 Γ3
)

M
(
d−1

1 ,0,x2,E−⊺
0 Γ4

)
)
. (3.12)

Let us suppose that
(

E0 F0

0 E
−⊺
0

)
γ′′ has the Iwasawa decomposition k′′a′′n′′ with

k′′ =
(
K1 K2

K3 K4

)
, a′′ =

(
A 0
0 A−1

)
, n′′ =

(
N1 M1

0 N
−⊺
1

)
.

We will now augment k′′, a′′, and n′′ to symplectic (2d)× (2d) matrices k̃, ã, and ñ so that
k̃ãñ = hγ′ is the Iwasawa decomposition of hγ′. To this end, we let

k̃ :=
(
M (1,0,0,K1) M (0,0,0,K2)
M (0,0,0,K3) M (1,0,0,K4)

)
,

ã :=
(
M (d1,0,0, A) 0

0 M
(
d−1

1 ,0,0, A−1)
)
,

and, for some suitable v1,w1 ∈Rd−1,

ñ :=
(
M (1,v1,0, N1) M

(
d−1

1 λ,w1, N1w1−M1v1, M1
)

0 M
(
1,0,−N

−⊺
1 v1, N

−⊺
1

)
)
.

Here it is clear that ã is symplectic, and from Lemma 3.4 we see that also k̃ is. To see
that even ñ is symplectic, we need to verify that the lower rightmost block in ñ is the
inverse-transpose of its upper leftmost block, which is clear; and moreover that we have
the identity

M (1,v1,0, N1)M
(
d−1

1 λ,w1, N1w1 −M1v1, M1
)⊺

=M
(
d−1

1 λ,w1, N1w1 −M1v1, M1
)
M (1,v1,0, N1)⊺. (3.13)

This follows immediately from the fact that N1M
⊺
1 = M1N

⊺
1 . Using the fact that

(
E0 F0

0 E
−⊺
0

)
γ′′ =

k′′a′′n′′, we then obtain that

k̃ãñ =
(
M (d1, d1v1,0,E0Γ1+F0Γ3) M (λ, d1w1,u1,E0Γ2+F0Γ4)

M
(
0,0,0,E−⊺

0 Γ3
)

M
(
d−1

1 ,0,u2,E−⊺
0 Γ4

)
)

with

u1 =−(E0Γ2 +F0Γ4)v1 + (E0Γ1+F0Γ3)w1, (3.14)

u2 =−E
−⊺
0 Γ4v1+E

−⊺
0 Γ3w1. (3.15)

By (3.10) and (3.11), the matrix k̃ãñ equals hγ′ precisely if we have the relations

v1 = d−1
1

(
Γ
⊺
1x1 +Γ

⊺
3y1

)
, (3.16)

w1 = d−1
1

(
Γ
⊺
2x1 +Γ

⊺
4y1

)
, (3.17)

u1 = d−1
1

(
−F0x1 +E0y1

)
, (3.18)

16



u2 =−d−1
1 E

−⊺
0 x1. (3.19)

Since we are free to choose v1 and w1, we simply take (3.16) and (3.17) as definitions. It
then follows from (3.14) and (3.15) that (3.18) and (3.19) are satisfied if

Γ4Γ
⊺
1−Γ3Γ

⊺
2 = I, Γ1Γ

⊺
2 =Γ2Γ

⊺
1, Γ3Γ

⊺
4 =Γ4Γ

⊺
3.

These relations follow immediately from the fact that
(
γ′′

)⊺ is symplectic because γ′′ is,
and we conclude that with the above choices of v1 and w1, k̃ãñ is, indeed, the Iwasawa
decomposition of hγ′.

It follows from the induction hypothesis that the entries a1,a2, . . .,ad−1 of the diagonal
matrix A satisfy the inequality a i/a i+1 É 2/

p
3 for i = 1, . . . , d−2. Hence, in order to conclude

the proof we must show that d1/a1 É 2/
p

3. This can easily be accomplished by appealing
to Lemma 3.5: The matrix γ′ fixes e1, and therefore, for any v ∈Z2d \{0},

∥∥hγ′e1
∥∥=

∥∥g′e1
∥∥É

∥∥g′v
∥∥= ‖hv‖

due to (3.9). Replacing v by γ′v ∈Z2d \{0}, we obtain that

∥∥hγ′e1
∥∥É

∥∥hγ′v
∥∥

for any non-zero v ∈Z2d. By Lemma 3.5, we therefore have d1/a1 É 2/
p

3, and so the proof
is concluded. ■

We note that for a ∈At, one has the bounds

a i É td+1−i, i = 1, . . . , d. (3.20)

Recall that we are interested in the function α : G/Γ−→R+ given by

α(gΓ)= sup
{∣∣∣V /(V ∩ gZ2d)

∣∣∣
−1

: V ∩ gZ2d is a lattice in a subspace V ⊂R2d

}
.

We will also denote by α the lift of this map to G, so that α(gΓ) = α(g). Since the group
of diagonal symplectic matrices can be parametrized in a very straightforward manner,
making integration over (a subset of) this group relatively simple, we want to prove that
up to some constant, for g = kan ∈ KAtNu, α(gΓ) essentially only depends on a. To this
end, we will need the following alternative characterization of α.

LEMMA 3.7. Given a discrete subgroup ∆ÉR2d, let d(∆)∈ (0,∞) denote the covolume of ∆
in the subspace V∆ ⊂R2d spanned by ∆. For g ∈G, one has

α(g)= sup
{
d(∆)−1 :∆É gZ2d is discrete

}
.

Proof. Let g ∈G. Since α(g) is already defined as a supremum over all discrete subgroups
∆ of a particular form, namely those satisfying ∆=V∆∩gZ2d , we simply have to ensure that
the remaining discrete subgroups of gZ2d have larger covolumes than those considered in
the definition of α. However, this is clear: If ∆É gZ2d is a discrete subgroup with ∆ properly

contained in V∆∩ gZ2d , then

d(∆)= |V∆/∆| >
∣∣∣V∆/

(
V∆∩ gZ2d

)∣∣∣= d
(
V∆∩ gZ2d

)
,
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so that d(∆)−1 < d
(
V∆∩ gZ2d

)−1
. ■

LEMMA 3.8. There exists C = C(t, u)> 0 such that for any g = kan ∈KAtNu, one has α(g)É
Cα(a).

Proof. From [1, Lemma V.5.6] we see that there exists a function β : G −→ R+ with the
property that if ∆ÉR2d is discrete, then for any g ∈G,

d(g∆)Éβ(g)d(∆).

Letting ∆
′ = g−1

∆, we obtain

d(∆)= d
(
g∆′)Éβ(g) d

(
∆
′)=β(g) d

(
g−1

∆
)
,

and hence, by exchanging g with g−1,

d(g∆)Êβ
(
g−1)−1

d(∆) (3.21)

for all g ∈G.
Note that for a = diag

(
a1, . . . ,ad,a−1

1 , . . . ,a−1
d

)
∈A and

n =
(
N M

0 N−⊺

)
∈N, N = (ni j), M = (mi j),

one has an = n′a with

n′ =
(
N ′ M′

0 (N ′)−⊺

)
, M′ = (a ia jmi j),

and with N ′ = (n′
i j

) unipotent and upper-triangular with entries n′
i j
= a ia

−1
j

ni j for i < j. In

particular, for a ∈At and n ∈Nu, the compactness of Nu and N−1
u and (3.20) show that the

entries of n′ are bounded.
Since any discrete subgroup ∆ É n′aZ2d has the form ∆ = n′

∆
′ for some discrete sub-

group ∆
′ É aZ2d, it follows from (3.21) and Lemma 3.7 that for g = kan ∈KAtNu,

α(g) = sup
{
d(∆)−1 :∆É n′aZ2d discrete

}

= sup
{
d(n′

∆
′)−1 :∆′ É aZ2d discrete

}

Éβ
(
(n′)−1)

sup
{
d(∆)−1 :∆É aZ2d discrete

}

=β
(
(n′)−1)

α(a).

From the proof of [1, Lemma V.5.6] we see that
(
β(x)

)2 is a polynomial in the entries of
x ∈G. Therefore we find that

β
(
(n′)−1)É sup

{
β
(
n−1) : n ∈Nu

}
= C <∞,

which proves the lemma. ■

LEMMA 3.9. Let a ∈ At and r ∈ {1, . . .,2d}. Among all the rank r subgroups of aZ2d, the
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group of the smallest covolume is the integer span of r distinct columns in a.

Proof. Let ∆= spanZ{x1, . . .,xr} for x1, . . . ,xr ∈ aZ2d. We will write a i = a−1
i−d

for i Ê d+1, so
that a = diag(a1, . . . ,ad,ad+1, . . . ,a2d). For i = 1, . . . , r, we can write

xi = x1,ia1e1 + x2,ia2e2 +·· ·+ x2d,ia2de2d

where all xi, j are integers and e1,e2, . . . denote the standard basis vectors of R2d. Let us
denote by Xi1,...,ir

the r× r matrix obtained from the 2d× r matrix




x1,1 x1,2 · · · x1,r

x2,1 x2,2 · · · x2,r
...

...
. . .

...
x2d,1 x2d,2 · · · x2d,r




by removing all rows except those numbered i1, i2, . . . or ir. Then we find that

covol(∆)2 =‖x1 ∧·· ·∧xr‖2 =
∑

1Éi1<···<irÉ2d

(
r∏

j=1
a2

i j

)
(
detXi1,...,ir

)2,

and since x1 ∧·· ·∧xr 6= 0, this number is at least equal to the product of the squares of the
r smallest numbers in

{
a±1

1 , . . . ,a±1
d

}
. This proves the lemma. ■

LEMMA 3.10. Let dn be a left (and right) Haar measure on N. Then

d(an)=
(

d∏

i=1
a

2(d−i)+1
i

)
dnda1 · · · dad

is a right Haar measure on AN.

Proof. Since

(
D 0
0 D−1

)(
N M

0 N−⊺

)(
D−1 0

0 D

)
=

(
DND−1 DMD

0
(
DND−1)−⊺

)
,

we see that A normalizes N. When viewing N as a subset of Euclidean space, we therefore
find that Ad(a) is a linear map on N with determinant

detAd(a)= ρ(a)=
(

∏

1Éi< jÉd

a ia
−1
j

)(
∏

1É jÉiÉd

a ia j

)
=

d∏

i=1
a

2(d−i)+2
i

,

where the appearance of the second product is due to the fact that the entries mi j of M

with i < j are dependent on the entries with i Ê j. Therefore, if f ∈ Cc(AN) and a0n0 ∈AN,
the fact that A is abelian implies that

∫

A

∫

N
f (ana0n0)ρ(a)dnda=

∫

A

∫

N
f
(
aa0

[
a−1

0 na0
]
n0

)
ρ(a)dnda

=
∫

A

∫

N
f
(
a
[
a−1

0 na0
]
n0

)
ρ
(
a−1

0 a
)
dnda
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=
∫

A

∫

N
f (ann0)ρ(a0)ρ

(
a−1

0 a
)
dnda

=
∫

A

∫

N
f (an)ρ(a)dnda,

where the third equality is due to the change of variables n 7→ a0na−1
0 with determinant

ρ(a0). Since we have

da =
n∏

i=1

da i

a i

,

the lemma follows. ■

We are now finally ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For r =1, . . . ,2d, let us introduce the function αr on G given by

αr(g)= sup

{∣∣∣V /(V ∩ gZ2d)
∣∣∣
−1

:
V ∩ gZ2d is a lattice in an

r-dimensional subspace V ⊂R2d

}
.

To prove the claim, it is enough to show that for arbitrary r, the function αr belongs to
Lp(G/Γ) for the mentioned values of p. To this end, in view of Lemma 3.8, Lemma 3.9, and
Lemma 3.10 it is enough to show that

∫

At

r∏

i=1
maxi

{
a
±p

1 , . . . ,a±p

d

} d∏

i=1
a

2(d−i)+1
i

da1 · · ·dad <∞, (3.22)

where maxi denotes the i’th largest element of the set in question.
Observe that as functions of a1, . . .,ad

r∏

i=1
maxi

{
a
±p

1 , . . . ,a±p

d

}
<

∑
a

e1 p

1 a
e2 p

2 · · ·aed p

d
< 3d

r∏

i=1
maxi

{
a
±p

1 , . . . ,a±p

d

}
, (3.23)

the sum extending over all d-tuples (e1, . . ., ed) ∈ {0,±1}d with exactly min{r,2d− r} non-
zero entries. We therefore let a

e1 p

1 a
e2 p

2 · · ·aed p

d
be an arbitrary monomial in the above sum

and show that

∫

At

a
e1 p

1 a
e2 p

2 · · ·aed p

d

d∏

i=1
a2(d−i)+1

i
da1 · · ·dad <∞. (3.24)

This will imply (3.22).
By the definition of At, we see that the left-hand side of (3.24) equals

∫

At

d∏

i=1
a

ei p+2(d−i)+1
i

da1 · · ·dad

=
∫t

0

∫tad

0

∫tad−1

0
· · ·

∫ta2

0

d∏

i=1
a

ei p+2(d−i)+1
i

da1 · · ·dad

≪t

∫t

0

∫tad

0

∫tad−1

0
· · ·

∫ta3

0
a

(e1+e2)p+4d−3
2

d∏

i=3
a

ei p+2(d−i)+1
i

da2 · · ·dad,

if we have e1p+2(d−1)+1Ê 0. Analogously, if (e1+ e2)p+4d−3Ê 0, then the right-hand
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side is

≪t

∫t

0

∫tad

0

∫tad−1

0
· · ·

∫ta4

0
a

(e1+e2+e3)p+6d−7
3

d∏

i=4
a

ei p+2(d−i)+1
i

da3 · · ·dad.

Continuing inductively, assuming that all the successively resulting exponents

e1p+2d−1, (e1+ e2)p+4d−3, (e1+ e2+ e3)p+6d−7, . . .

of a1,a2, . . . ,a i−1 are non-negative, we find that the integral with respect to a i converges if
the exponent of a i is non-negative, i.e. if

2id− i2+ i−1+ (e1+·· ·+ e i)p Ê 0. (3.25)

In particular, if (3.25) holds for i = 1, . . . , d, then we obtain (3.24). Note that for any i

with e1 + . . .+ e i Ê 0, (3.25) is definitely satisfied, so assume that i ∈ {1, . . . , d} is such that
e1+·· ·+ e i < 0. Then (3.25) is satisfied if and only if

p É |e1+·· ·+ e i|−1(2id− i2+ i−1
)
.

Since |e1+·· ·+ e i| É i, this is certainly true if

p É i−1(2id− i2+ i−1).

This inequality is satisfied when p = 1, . . . , d. This proves (3.24), and the theorem follows.
■

REMARK. This result is optimal in the sense that α 6∈ Lp(Y2d) for p = d +1. This claim
will follow if, for example, αd 6∈ Ld+1(Y2d). This, in turn, will follow by (3.23) if we can prove
that with (e1, . . . , ed)= (−1, . . . ,−1),

∫

At

a
e1 p

1 a
e2 p

2 · · ·aed p

d

d∏

i=1
a2(d−i)+1

i
da1 · · ·dad =∞.

To this end, it is enough to see that the sequence of successively resulting exponents con-
sidered in the proof will have to contain negative numbers. Namely, our assumptions imply
that for i = 1, . . . , d, the i’th such exponent is

2id− i2+ i−1+ (e1+·· ·+ e i)p = 2id− i2+ i−1− i(d+1)=−i2 + id−1.

This is negative if i > (d+
p

d2−4)/2, so certainly for i = d.
Theorem 1.2 is therefore natural in the following sense: As in [9, Lemma 3.10], the

integrability properties of α depend on the dimension of the Cartan subgroup A in the
Iwasawa decomposition.

4. A CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR FUNCTIONS IN C∞
c (Y2d)

The goal of this section is to prove the following intermediate theorem, which states that
we do indeed have a central limit theorem for averages FN of translations of a smooth and
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compactly supported function on Y2d as defined in (1.2).
For the remainder of this article, we will use the notation

µ
(
φ

)
:=

∫

Y2d

φ dµ,

where φ is an integrable function on Y2d. We will also write

Leb( f ) :=
∫

R2d
f (x)dx

where f is an integrable function on R2d.

THEOREM 4.1. Let φ ∈C∞
c (Y2d), let a = diag

(
et, . . . , et, e−t, . . . , e−t

)
for some t >0, and define

ψm :=φ◦am −µ
(
φ

)
, FN :=

1
p

N

N−1∑
m=0

ψm.

Then there is σÊ 0 such that as N −→∞,

FN =⇒ N
(
0,σ2).

REMARK. In the event that σ = 0, the resulting distribution N(0,0) is to be understood as
the Dirac distribution at 0.

It is immediate from the definition of FN that it integrates to 0. Hence, using Theorem
2.3 to show that FN =⇒ N

(
0,σ2

)
, we only need to demonstrate that

lim
N→∞

∫

Y2d

F2
N dµ<∞, (4.1)

and that

lim
N→∞

cumr(FN)= 0 (4.2)

for all r Ê 3. We note that (4.1) can be demonstrated without too much trouble as follows:
One has

∫

Y2d

F2
N dµ=

1

N

N−1∑
m=0
n=0

∫

Y2d

ψm−nψ0 dµ=
1

N

N−1∑
±s=0

(N −|s|)
∫

Y2d

ψsψ0 dµ

=
∑
s∈Z

1(1−N É s É N −1)
(
1−

|s|
N

)∫

Y2d

ψsψ0 dµ.

The action G æ Y2d is mixing with an exponential rate, cf. [3, Thm. 1.1] (see also Theorem
4.3 below). Therefore, for any N, the series above is dominated termwise by an absolutely
convergent series, in which case the theorem of dominated convergence shows that

lim
N→∞

∫

Y2d

F2
N dµ=

∑
s∈Z

∫

Y2d

ψsψ0 dµ=
∑
s∈Z

(∫

Y2d

φ ·
(
φ◦as

)
−µ

(
φ

)2 dµ
)
,
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which is finite, again according to [3, Thm. 1.1]. This proves (4.1).

4.1. PARTITIONING r-TUPLES OF NATURAL NUMBERS

In order to apply Theorem 2.3 to deduce Theorem 4.1, all that remains is for us to demon-
strate (4.2) for all r Ê3. To this end, we will use the combinatorial tool given in Proposition
4.2, due to Björklund and Gorodnik [4], which allows us to partition the natural numbers
in a way that considerably facilitates our subsequent use of the quantitative correlation
estimate given in Theorem 4.3 below.

Using the r-linearity of cumr, we find that

cumr(FN )=
1

Nr/2

N−1∑
m1=0
···

mr=0

cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
. (4.3)

We want to decompose the set over which the summation occurs using the following result,
which is a special case of [4, Prop. 6.2] with H =Z, cf. also [5, Eq. (3.6)].

PROPOSITION 4.2 ([4, Prop. 6.2]). Suppose that r Ê 3 is an integer. Given 0 É α< β and a
partition Q of {1, . . ., r}, define

∆(α)=
{
s ∈Zr

+ : |s i − s j| Éα for all i, j
}

and

∆Q

(
α,β

)
=

{
s ∈Zr

+ : max
I∈Q

max
i, j∈I

{
|s i − s j|

}
Éα , and min

I,J∈Q

I 6=J

min
i∈I
j∈J

{
|s i − s j|

}
>β

}
.

Then, given 0=α0 <β1 <α1 = (3+ r)β1 <β2 < ·· · <αr−1 = (3+ r)βr−1 <βr, we have

Zr
+ =∆

(
βr

)
∪

(
r−1⋃
j=0

⋃
#QÊ2

∆Q

(
α j,β j+1

)
)
,

where the final union is taken over all partitions Q of {1, . . . , r} with at least two parts.

By intersecting the decomposition given by Proposition 4.2 with the set over which the
summation in (4.3) takes place, we get the sets

Ω
(
βr, N

)
:= {0, . . . , N−1}r ∩∆

(
βr

)
,

ΩQ

(
α j,β j+1, N

)
:= {0, . . . , N−1}r ∩∆Q

(
α j,β j+1

)
,

and the decomposition

{0, . . ., N −1}r =Ω
(
βr, N

)
∪

(
r−1⋃
j=0

⋃
#QÊ2

ΩQ

(
α j,β j+1, N

)
)
. (4.4)
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4.2. ESTIMATING THE CUMULANTS cumr(FN )

It follows from (4.4) that the summands in (4.3) can be partitioned into two categories,
depending on where the corresponding indices m = (m1, . . . , mr) lie in the decomposition
(4.4).

If we only allow the index m in (4.3) to run over Ω
(
βr, N

)
, the resulting contribution A

to cumr(FN ) satisfies

A ≪r N1−r/2βr−1
r

∥∥φ
∥∥r

∞. (4.5)

After all, there are N ways to choose the largest coordinate of m, and the remaining r−1
coordinates are then confined to lying in an interval of length βr, whence

#Ω
(
βr, N

)
≪r Nβr−1

r .

Moreover, the cumulant cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
satisfies

∣∣cumr

(
ψm1 , . . .,ψmr

)∣∣É
∑
P

(#P −1)!
∏

I∈P

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

∣∣φ◦ami −µ
(
φ

)∣∣ dµ

≪r

∑
P

∏

I∈P

∏

i∈I

‖φ‖∞ ≪r ‖φ‖r
∞. (4.6)

Next, if m ∈ΩQ

(
α j,β j+1, N

)
with #Q Ê 2, we can estimate the resulting contribution to

cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
with the help of the following quantitative correlation estimate, which

is a corollary of [3, Thm. 1.1].

THEOREM 4.3. Let r Ê 2 be an integer. Then there is a δ > 0 such that for all φ1, . . . ,φr ∈
C∞

c (Y2d) and g1, . . . , gr ∈G,

∫

Y2d

(
φ1 ◦ g1

)
· · ·

(
φr ◦ gr

)
dµ=

r∏

i=1

(∫

Y2d

φi dµ
)
+Oq,r

(
e−δmini 6= j ρG(gi ,g j)Sq

(
φ1

)
· · ·Sq

(
φr

))
,

where the minimum is taken over all (i, j)∈ {1, . . .r}2 with i 6= j.

REMARK. The original version [3, Thm. 1.1] of Theorem 4.3 is formulated in terms of a
different family of Sobolev norms. However, it is stated [3, p. 6] that the theorem may be
formulated in terms of any family of norms satisfying the five conditions [3, eq. (1.9)-(1.13)].

Now, let I ⊂ {1, . . ., r} be a non-empty subset, and suppose that I contains numbers from
exactly k different sets in Q. If k = 1, then we have

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

ψmi
dµ=

∏

J∈Q

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I∩J

ψmi
dµ, (4.7)

since in this case, there is exactly one choice of J ∈Q such that I∩J 6=∅, and then we even
have I ∩ J = I. If k Ê 2, then (4.7) holds up to a small error. Indeed, if we let Q1, . . . ,Qk be
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the non-empty sets in {I ∩ J : J ∈Q}, then I =Q1 ⊔·· ·⊔Qk, and therefore, if f =φ−µ
(
φ

)
,

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

ψmi
dµ=

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

f ◦ami dµ=
∫

Y2d

k∏

j=1

(
∏

i∈Q j

f ◦ami

)
dµ

=
∫

Y2d

k∏

ℓ=1

(
∏

i∈Qℓ

f ◦ami−mQℓ

)
◦amQℓ dµ, (4.8)

where we write mQℓ
=max{mi : i ∈Qℓ} for ℓ= 1, . . ., k. For any such ℓ and for any i ∈Qℓ, let

us write ni,ℓ = mi −mQℓ
. Then, for each ℓ,

∏

i∈Qℓ

f ◦ami−mQℓ =
∑

Kℓ⊂Qℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#Kℓ gℓ,Kℓ

with gℓ,Kℓ
= Πi 6∈Kℓ

φ ◦ ani,ℓ . We note that for each ℓ and Kℓ ⊂ Qℓ, the function gℓ,Kℓ
is in

C∞
c (Y2d). Accordingly, (4.8) implies that

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

ψmi
dµ=

∫

Y2d

k∏

ℓ=1

( ∑
Kℓ⊂Qℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#Kℓ gℓ,Kℓ

)
◦amQℓ dµ

=
∫

Y2d

∑
Kℓ⊂Qℓ

for all ℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#K1+···+#Kk

k∏

ℓ=1
gℓ,Kℓ

◦amQℓ dµ

=
∑

Kℓ⊂Qℓ

for all ℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#K1+···+#Kk

∫

Y2d

k∏

ℓ=1
gℓ,Kℓ

◦amQℓ dµ. (4.9)

For any ℓ1 and ℓ2 with ℓ1 6= ℓ2, mQℓ1
and mQℓ2

do not belong to the same part in Q, and
hence

∣∣∣mQℓ1
−mQℓ2

∣∣∣>β j+1.

Let us assume that M = mQℓ1
−mQℓ2

> 0. Since a = at0 for some t0 ∈R, it now follows from
[3, Lemma 2.1] and Lemma 2.6 that there are numbers λ = λ(t0, d) > 1, C1 ∈ (0,1], and
C2 > 0 such that

ρG

(
a

mQℓ1 ,a
mQℓ2

)
= ρG

(
1,aM

)
Ê C1 log

∥∥∥aM
∥∥∥

op
−C2 ÊC1M logλ−C2.

Therefore, with δ′ = δC1 logλ> 0, Theorem 4.3 shows that the left-hand side of (4.9) is

∑
Kℓ⊂Qℓ

for all ℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#K1+···+#Kk

(
k∏

ℓ=1

∫

Y2d

gℓ,Kℓ
dµ+ Oq,r

(
e−δ

′β j+1
k∏

ℓ=1
Sq

(
gℓ,Kℓ

)
))

. (4.10)

We want to pull the remainder term out of the sum. Of course, to do so, we must rid it of
its dependence on the sets K1, . . .,Kk. We observe that for any fixed ℓ and Kℓ, if we write
tℓ = #(Qℓ \ Kℓ), we have

Sq

(
gℓ,Kℓ

)
= Sq

(
∏

i∈Qℓ\Kℓ

φ◦ami−mQℓ

)
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≪q

∏

i∈Qℓ\Kℓ

Sq

(
φ◦ami−mQℓ

)

≪q Sq

(
φ

)tℓ
∏

i∈Qℓ\Kℓ

∥∥∥
(
a−1)mQℓ

−mi
∥∥∥

q

op

≪ Sq

(
φ

)tℓ
∥∥a−1∥∥qα j tℓ

op ,

where we used (2.5), (2.6), the submultiplicativity of ‖ · ‖op, and the fact that for any i ∈
Qℓ \ Kℓ,

mQℓ
−mi =

∣∣mQℓ
−mi

∣∣Éα j

by the choice of mQℓ
. We now find that

k∏

ℓ=1
Sq

(
gℓ,Kℓ

)
≪q

k∏

ℓ=1
Sq

(
φ

)tℓ
∥∥a−1∥∥qα j tℓ

op ≪max
{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}∥∥a−1∥∥qα j r

op .

Along with (4.9), this proves that with ξ := log
∥∥a−1

∥∥
op > 0 and

R = e−δ
′β j+1 max

{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}∥∥a−1∥∥qα j r

op =max
{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r),

one has

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

ψmi
dµ=

∑
Kℓ⊂Qℓ

for all ℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#K1+···+#Kk

k∏

ℓ=1

∫

Y2d

gℓ,Kℓ
dµ+Oq,r(R)

=
k∏

ℓ=1

∑
Kℓ⊂Qℓ

(
−µ

(
φ

))#Kℓ

∫

Y2d

gℓ,Kℓ
dµ+Oq,r(R)

=
k∏

ℓ=1

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈Qℓ

(
f ◦ani,ℓ

)
dµ+Oq,r(R)

=
k∏

ℓ=1

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈Qℓ

(
f ◦ami

)
dµ+Oq,r(R)

=
k∏

ℓ=1

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈Qℓ

ψmi
dµ+Oq,r(R)

where we used the G-invariance of µ in the penultimate step. Along with (4.7) this proves
that for any m= (m1, . . ., mr) ∈ {0, . . . , N−1}r with m ∈ΩQ

(
α j,β j+1, N

)
and #Q Ê 2, we have

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I

ψmi
dµ=

∏

J∈Q

∫

Y2d

∏

i∈I∩J

ψmi
dµ+Oq,r

(
max

{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r)

)
. (4.11)

This proves an approximate version of (4.7), as claimed.
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4.3. FINAL ESTIMATES OF THE CUMULANTS

By summing the estimate (4.11) over all partitions P of [r] and by letting I denote an
element of P , we now finally obtain that

cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
= cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

|Q
)
+Oq,r

(
max

{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r)

)

≪q,r max
{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r)

thanks to [5, Prop. 3.5] and the fact that #Q Ê 2. It now follows from (4.3) and (4.5) that
we have

cumr(FN)=
1

Nr/2

N−1∑
m1=0

...
mr=0

cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)

≪q,r,φ N1−r/2βr−1
r +Nr/2

r∑
j=0

e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r), (4.12)

where we used the trivial bound #ΩQ

(
α j,β j+1, N

)
É Nr for all j.

Now we choose an explicit sequence β1, . . . ,βr such that the right-hand side of (4.12)
goes to 0 as N −→∞. Following [5, Sect. 3.2.4], we reduce this problem to choosing a single
parameter γ> 0 by defining β1 = γ and

β j+1 =max
{
γ+ (3+ r)β j, γ+

(
δ′

)−1
r(3+ r)qξβ j

}
, j = 1, . . . , r−1. (4.13)

This choice of β j+1 ensures that α j = (3+ r)β j < β j+1, as required in Proposition 4.2. Addi-
tionally, we have

δ′β j+1 Ê δ′γ+ r(3+ r)qξβ j = δ′γ+ qξrα j,

which implies that δ′β j+1 − qξα jr Ê δ′γ > 0. Furthermore, by induction, (4.13) and the
equalities

β1 = γ, β2 = γ ·max
{
4+ r,1+

(
δ′

)−1
r(3+ r)qξ

}

imply that βr ≪r,q γ. This and (4.12) show that

cumr(FN)≪q,r,φ N1−r/2γr−1 +Nr/2e−δ
′γ.

Since r Ê3, we have 1− r/2É−1/2. Hence we obtain (4.2), provided that

γr−1 = o
(
N1/2

)
, N = o

(
e2δ′γ/r

)
.

This suggests taking γ= r logN/δ′, which indeed has the required properties. This proves
(4.2) for all r Ê3 and hence Theorem 4.1.
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5. A CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR χ̂2

The main result of this section is that the function χ̂2 can be approximated by a smooth,
compactly supported function φ on Y2d, and that this approximation allows us to transfer
the central limit theorem for the FN defined in (1.2) to the averages

GN :=
1

p
N

N−1∑
m=0

ψm, (5.1)

where ψm := χ̂2 ◦ bm −Vol(Ω2). We follow the arguments in [5].
One of the reasons why Theorem 4.3 cannot be applied directly to the function χ̂2 is that

this is not a smooth function on Y2d because χ2 is not a smooth function on R2d. However,
since the Lie derivatives we introduced in SECTION 2 commute with the operation of taking
the Siegel transform (cf. (5.32) below), we are led to considering the Siegel transform of a
smooth version fε of χ2 instead and keep track of the resulting error in such an approxima-
tion. While this will ameliorate the problem in question, there is still the obstacle that the
resulting Siegel transform will not have compact support. To deal with this, we note that
by Mahler’s compactness theorem [7, Chap. V, Thm. IV] the function α that we introduced
in SECTION 3 is proper. Hence, a first idea towards constructing φ would be to define it in
terms of f̂ε and the indicator function of the set of lattices where α is small. The resulting
function will not be smooth, however, so we will work with "smooth indicator functions" ηL

of such sets α−1([0,L]) instead. We now proceed to the details.

5.1. APPROXIMATING χ̂2 WITH COMPACTLY SUPPORTED C∞-FUNCTIONS

We first construct the function fε and give some of its properties. Let θ : R2d → R be a
smooth non-negative function that integrates to 1 and has support contained in the ball of
radius 1/2 centered at the origin in R2d. Also, let

θε(x) := ε−2dθ
(
ε−1x

)
, fε := θε∗1M (ε), (5.2)

where ∗ denotes convolution and M (ε) is an ε/2-thickening of Ω2. Then fε belongs to
C∞

c

(
R2d

)
and has support contained in an ε-neighbourhood of Ω2. In addition to this, we

record the following properties of the family { fε} for later use (cf. [5, Sect. 6]):

∥∥ fε−χ2
∥∥

1 ≪ ε, (5.3)
∥∥ fε−χ2

∥∥
2 ≪

p
ε, (5.4)

‖ fε‖Cq ≪ ε−q. (5.5)

As mentioned above, the function fε serves as a smooth indicator function for Ω2 in the
following sense: For any ε> 0, we have χ2 É fε É 1. Indeed, it is straightforward that fε É 1,
and if x0 ∈Ω2, then

fε(x0)=
∫

R2d
θε(y)1M (ε)(x0 −y) dy=

∫

−M (ε)+x0

θε(y) dy= 1,

since θε has support contained in the ball Bε/2(0)⊂−M (ε)+x0.
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We now turn to the construction of the family of functions
{
ηL

}
on Y2d. Let

ηL(Λ) :=
(
Ξ∗1{Λ∈Y2d :α(Λ)ÉL}

)
(Λ)=

∫

G
Ξ(g)1{αÉL}

(
g−1

Λ
)

dµ(g), (5.6)

where Ξ ∈C∞
c (Y2d) is a suitable non-negative function depending on an arbitrary constant

c >1 with µ(Ξ)= 1. As the following lemma shows, ηL works as a smooth indicator function
of a compact subset of Y2d depending on the threshold parameter c.

LEMMA 5.1 ([5, Lemma 4.11]). For any L > 0, the function ηL takes values in [0,1] and
satisfies ‖ηL‖Cq

≪ 1. Additionally, ηL has the following properties:
If α(Λ)> cL, then

ηL(Λ)= 0. (5.7)

If α(Λ)É c−1L, then

ηL(Λ)= 1. (5.8)

REMARK. It should be noted that [5, Lemma 4.11] is a statement about the family
{
ηL

}

on the larger space of all unimodular lattices. However, the proof extends verbatim to the
current situation.

We now let φ = f̂εηL so that φ is a compactly supported and smooth function that ap-
proximates χ2. Furthermore, we define

G
(ε,L)
N

:=
1

p
N

(
N−1∑
m=0

(
f̂εηL

)
◦ bm −N

∫

Y2d

f̂εηL dµ

)
.

The following lemma shows how well G
(ε,L)
N

approximates GN .

LEMMA 5.2. For any p = 1, . . . , d, as N −→∞,
∥∥∥G

(ε,L)
N

−GN

∥∥∥
1
≪p,c

p
N

(
L−p/2+ε

)
.

Proof. By the triangle inequality and the G-invariance of µ, we have

∥∥∥G
(ε,L)
N

−GN

∥∥∥
1
É 2

p
N

∥∥ f̂εηL − χ̂2
∥∥

1

É 2
p

N
(∥∥ f̂ε

(
1−ηL

)∥∥
1 +

∥∥ f̂ε− χ̂2
∥∥

1

)
.

We now estimate the L1-norms on the right-hand side. By (5.8), Proposition 3.2, Theorem
1.2, and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

∥∥ f̂ε
(
1−ηL

)∥∥
1 É

∫

{αÊc−1L}
f̂ε

(
1−ηL

)
dµÉ

∫

{αÊc−1L}
f̂ε dµ

Éµ
({
αÊ c−1L

})1/2∥∥ f̂ε
∥∥

2 ≪p cp/2L−p/2‖fε‖∞‖α‖2

≪c,p L−p/2,

since fε É 1 and the family {supp fε}ε is uniformly bounded.
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To estimate the second L1-norm, we note that the inequality fε Ê χ2 is preserved by the
Siegel transform, and hence

∥∥ f̂ε− χ̂2
∥∥

1 =
∫

Y2d

àfε−χ2 dµ=
∥∥ fε−χ2

∥∥
1 ≪ ε

by Siegel’s mean value theorem and (5.3). This proves the lemma. ■

In light of Lemma 5.2, we would like to take the parameters L and ε as suitable func-
tions of N so that as N −→∞,

ε= o
(
N−1/2

)
, N = o

(
Lp

)
(5.9)

for some p = 1, . . . , d. Doing so, we observe that in order to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case
T = 2N , it is enough to prove that the sequence G

(ε,L)
N

satisfies a central limit theorem.
Namely, our assumptions then imply that for some σÊ 0,

G
(ε,L)
N

=⇒ N
(
0,σ2), (5.10)

∥∥∥G
(ε,L)
N

−GN

∥∥∥
1
−→ 0, (5.11)

as N −→∞, which implies a central limit theorem for GN by standard methods. Hence, our
goal now is to show that with ε(N) and L(N) chosen so that (5.9) holds, we do indeed have
convergence as in (5.10). (Note that we do not automatically have a central limit theorem
for G

(ε,L)
N

by virtue of Theorem 4.1. Although, for a fixed N, G
(ε,L)
N

has the form (1.2), the
functions φ in the sum depend on N because ε and L depend on N, and consequently
Theorem 4.1 does not apply, as this is a statement about the average behaviour of a fixed

function as N tends to infinity.)

5.2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We can prove a central limit theorem for G
(ε,L)
N

by mimicking the proof of Theorem 4.1 and
taking into account how the error terms behave when ε −→ 0 and L −→∞ in accordance
with (5.9). Appealing again to Theorem 2.3, our main goal is therefore to prove that there
is some choice of the parameters ε and L such that

lim
N→∞

∫

Y2d

(
G

(ε,L)
N

)2
dµ ∈ [0,∞), (5.12)

(in particular, the limit exists), and

lim
N→∞

cumr

(
G

(ε,L)
N

)
= 0 (5.13)

for all r Ê 3.
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5.2.1. INVESTIGATIONS OF THE LIMITING VARIANCE

We now demonstrate that (5.12) holds. If GN is given by (5.1), we note that due to the
triangle inequalities,

∥∥GN

∥∥
2 −

∥∥∥GN −G
(ε,L)
N

∥∥∥
2
É

∥∥∥G
(ε,L)
N

∥∥∥
2
É

∥∥GN

∥∥
2 +

∥∥∥GN −G
(ε,L)
N

∥∥∥
2
,

and hence (5.12) will follow if we can prove that

lim
N→∞

∥∥GN

∥∥
2 ∈ [0,∞) (5.14)

exists and prove that
∥∥∥GN −G

(ε,L)
N

∥∥∥
2
−→ 0. (5.15)

We therefore proceed by proving (5.14) and (5.15).
To obtain (5.14), we will need a theorem due to Kelmer and Yu that expresses integrals

over Y2d of primitive Siegel transforms in terms of Euclidean integrals, i.e., a sympletic
equivalent of a special case of Rogers’ integration formula [16, Thm. 4]. Since our Siegel
transforms are not primitive, we state this version of their result as Theorem 5.3 below.

We first introduce some notation. We can write any x ∈R2d \{0} in polar coordinates as
x= Kaye2d where

K =SO(2d)∩Sp(2d,R), ay = diag(y,1, . . . ,1,1/y) (y> 0),

and e2d denotes the (2d)’th standard basis vector. Next, if f is a bounded function on R2d

with compact support, we define the function

P f (x)= P f (Kay)=
∫

Y ′

∫

[0,1)2d−1

∑

v∈Z2d\{0}

f (Kaym(A)ut,sv) dt ds dµd−1(A), (5.16)

where Y ′ = {m(A) : A ∈Sp(2d−2,R)/Sp(2d−2,Z)}≃Y2d−2, and

m(A)=




1 0 0
0 A 0
0 0 1


, ut,s =




1 0 0
t I 0
s t∗ 1




with t∗ := (t2, . . ., t2d−1)∗ := (t2d−1, . . ., td+1,−td, . . . ,−t2).

THEOREM 5.3 (Corollary to [13, Theorem 1.1]). Suppose f , g : R2d → R are even and
bounded and have compact support. Then one has the formula

∫

Y2d

f̂ ĝ dµ=
1

ζ(2d)

∑
jÊ1

∫

R2d
P f (x)g( jx) dx.

Proof. Denote the primitive Siegel transform of a function h by h̃. It follows immediately
from [13, Remark 5.14] and [13, Eq. (5.11)] that if fk and g j are even and bounded and
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have compact support,

∫

Y2d

f̃k g̃ j dµ=
1

ζ(2d)

∫

R2d
P fk

g j dx (5.17)

where the operator P is defined in [13, Eq. (2.2)]. If we now take fk(x)= f (kx) and g j(x)=
g( jx) in (5.17), the relation

ĥ(Λ)=
∑
kÊ1

h̃k(Λ) (h even, bounded and with compact support)

shows that
∫

Y2d

f̂ ĝ dµ=
∑

k, jÊ1

∫

Y2d

f̃k g̃ j dµ.

Hence, it suffices to show that
∑
kÊ1

P fk
= P f ,

but this is clear from the definition of P . ■

For later use, we record an additional corollary to [13, Theorem 1.1].

LEMMA 5.4. Suppose f : R2d →R is bounded and has compact support. Then

∥∥ f̂
∥∥2

2 ≪‖ f ‖2
2+‖ f ‖2

1.

Proof. Since the (primitive) Siegel transform only depends on the even part of a function,
we can assume that f is an even function. In this case the claim follows immediately from
[13, Theorem 1.1] and the fact that the map ι is an L2-isometry. ■

We will also need the following result.

PROPOSITION 5.5. Let f : R2d → R be a Riemann integrable function whose support is
compact and does not contain the origin. If x ∈ R2d \ {0} is written in polar coordinates as
x= Kx‖x‖e2d, one has

P f (x)=
∑
n 6=0

f (nx)+‖x‖−1
∑
n∈Z

∫

R2d−1
f
(
Kx

(
‖x‖−1n,r

)⊺)
dr.

In particular,

P f (x)=
∫

R2d
f (r) dr +O

(
‖x‖−1), x ∈R2d \{0}. (5.18)

REMARK. In order to prove that the limiting variance in Theorem 1.1 is strictly positive,
a better understanding of the remainder term in (5.18) is necessary, cf. the computation
before Lemma 5.6 .

Proof. To ease the notation, we will write K = Kx and y = ‖x‖−1. Take any non-zero v =
(v1, . . .,v2d)⊺ ∈ Z2d. If we write ṽ := (0,v2, . . .,v2d−1,0)⊺ and t = (t2, . . ., t2d−1)⊺, then we note
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that

ut,sv=




v1

t2v1 +v2
...

t2d−1v1 +v2d−1

sv1+ (0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d




.

We now consider two cases, and in each case we study the integral
∫

[0,1)2d−1
f
(
Kaym(A)ut,sv

)
dt2 · · · dt2d−1 ds. (5.19)

In the first case, assume that v1 = 0. If vi 6= 0 for some i = 2, . . . ,2d −1, assume with no
loss of generality that v2 > 0. Since the integral converges absolutely, we can change the
order of integration so that we first integrate with respect to the variable t2d−1. Changing
variables in this integral by letting r = r(t2d−1)= (0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d, we find that the integral
with respect to t2d−1 equals

v−1
2

∫(0,t∗,0)·ṽ+v2d−v2 t2d−1+v2

(0,t∗,0)·ṽ+v2d−v2 t2d−1

f
(
Kaym(A)(0,v2, . . . ,v2d−1, r)⊺

)
dr,

where we stress that the bounds of the integral are independent of t2d−1. By summing this
over v2d ∈Z, we see that the resulting domains of integration

[
(0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d −v2t2d−1, (0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d −v2t2d−1+v2

]

cover the real line exactly v2 times. Therefore, this sum over v2d ∈Z equals
∫

R
f
(
Kaym(A)(0,v2, . . . ,v2d−1, r)⊺

)
dr. (5.20)

Next, if both v1 = 0 and ṽ= 0, the integral (5.19) equals

f
(
Kay(0, . . . ,0,v2d)⊺

)
= f

(
v2dKaye2d

)
= f (v2dx). (5.21)

We conclude that with FK ,y(r2, . . . , r2d−1) :=
∫

R f
(
Kay(0, r2, . . . , r2d−1, r2d)⊺

)
dr2d,

∑
v2d∈Z

∫1

0
· · ·

∫1

0

∫1

0
f
(
Kaym(A)ut,sv

)
dt2 · · · dt2d−1 ds

= FK ,y
(
A(v2, . . . ,v2d−1)⊺

)
+

∑
v2d∈Z\{0}

f (v2dx) (5.22)

whenever v1 = 0.
In the second case, assume that v1 6= 0. Without loss of generality we then assume that
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v1 > 0. Let r(t2, . . . , t2d−1, s) := (r2, . . . , r2d)⊺ be given by the relation

ut,sv=




v1

r2

r3
...

r2d




,

so that dr= v2d−1
1 dt2 · · ·dt2d−1 ds. Then we find that (5.19) is equal to

v
−(2d−1)
1

∫

r([0,1)2d−1)
f (Kaym(A)(v1,r)⊺) dr

where

r
(
[0,1)2d−1

)
=

2d−1∏

i=2
[vi,vi +v1)×

[
(0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d, (0,t∗,0) · ṽ+v2d +v1

)
.

When summing this integral over all v2, . . . ,v2d ∈ Z, we see that each of the factors in the
product set r

(
[0,1)2d−1

)
covers the real line exactly v1 times. Consequently, this sum over

all v2, . . . ,v2d ∈Z equals

∑
vi∈Z
(iÊ2)

∫

[0,1)2d−1
f
(
Kaym(A)ut,sv

)
dt ds =

∫

R2d−1
f (Kaym(A)(v1, r2, . . ., r2d)⊺) dr. (5.23)

whenever v1 6= 0.
By (5.22) and (5.23) we now have

∑

v∈Z2d\{0}

∫

[0,1)2d−1
f
(
Kaym(A)ut,sv

)
dt ds=

∑

ṽ∈Z2d−2\{0}

FK ,y(Aṽ)+
∑

v2d∈Z\{0}

f (v2dx)

+
∑
v1 6=0

∫

R2d−1
f
(
Kaym(A)(v1, r2, . . . , r2d)⊺

)
dr.

When we integrate this over Y ′, Siegel’s mean value theorem shows that the integral of the
first sum is

∫

R2d−2
FK ,y(r) dr= y

∫

R2d−1
f
(
K (0,r)⊺

)
dr.

In the integral of the last sum, we note that the Sp(2d−2,R)-invariance of Lebesgue mea-
sure on R2d−2 allows us to drop the m(A) at the cost of a factor of Vol

(
Y ′) = 1. Hence the

integral of the last sum is

∑
v1 6=0

∫

R2d−1
f
(
Kay(v1,r)⊺

)
dr= y

∑
v1 6=0

∫

R2d−1
f
(
K (yv1,r)⊺

)
dr.

Putting everything together, we obtain the claimed formula for P f .
To prove the last claim, we note that the first sum in the formula vanishes for ‖x‖

large enough since f has compact support, and that the second sum is a (one-dimensional)
Riemann sum for

∫
f dr with step length 1/‖x‖. Hence, it suffices to show the claim when x
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lies in some ball centered at the origin, say ‖x‖ É R. To this end, note first that due to the
compact support of f , when ‖x‖ is small enough, the Riemann sum equals

‖x‖−1
∫

R2d−1
f
(
K (0,r)⊺

)
drÉ

C0

‖x‖

for some C0 > 0. Hence, we may certainly find C1 > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R2d
f dr−‖x‖−1

∑
n∈Z

∫

R2d−1
f
(
Kx

(
‖x‖−1n,r

)⊺)
dr

∣∣∣∣∣É
C0

‖x‖
+C1

for all ‖x‖ É R, x 6= 0. Next, we observe that if M and m denote the maximal and minimal
lengths, respectively, of any vector in the support of f , we have

∑
n 6=0

f (nx)É ‖f ‖∞
∑
n 6=0

1

(
|n| ∈

[
‖x‖−1m,‖x‖−1M

])
=O

(
‖x‖−1).

Combining these results and observing that C1 =O
(
‖x‖−1)

for ‖x‖É R, we obtain the claim
in this case. ■

We now prove (5.14) by verifying that

lim
N→∞

∥∥GN

∥∥2
2 = lim

N→∞

N−1∑
±s=0

(
1−

|s|
N

)(∫

Y2d

χ̂2 ·
(
χ̂2 ◦ bs

)
−µ

(
χ̂2

)2 dµ
)
<∞,

cf. the proof of (4.1). This, in turn, will follow from the dominated convergence theorem if
we can show that with f = χ2 and g = f ◦ bs,

∞∑
±s=0

∣∣∣∣
∫

Y2d

f̂ ĝ−Leb( f )2 dµ

∣∣∣∣<∞. (5.24)

We begin by noting that if x= j−1b−s(x1,x2) ∈ supp(g j)= j−1b−s
Ω2, one has

‖x‖2 = j−2(2−2s‖x1‖2 +22s‖x2‖2)
≫ j−2(2−2s +22s)≫ j−222|s|,

and hence min
{
‖x‖ : x ∈ j−1b−s

Ω2
}
≫ j−12|s|. It now follows from Theorem 5.3, Proposition

5.5, and this estimate that
∫

Y2d

f̂ ĝ−Leb( f )2 dµ=
1

ζ(2d)

∑
jÊ1

∫

R2d
P f (x)g( jx) dx−Leb( f )2

=
1

ζ(2d)

∑
jÊ1

(∫

R2d
P f (x)g( jx) dx−Leb(g j)Leb( f )

)

=
1

ζ(2d)

∑
jÊ1

∫

j−1b−sΩ2

(
P f (x)−Leb( f )

)
dx

≪
∑
jÊ1

∫

j−1b−sΩ2

‖x‖−1 dx

≪
∑
jÊ1

Vol( j−1b−s
Ω2) j2−|s|

35



= ζ(2d−1)Vol(Ω2)2−|s|,

which proves (5.24) and hence (5.14).
We now prove (5.15). We first need to adapt the estimate [5, Eq. (4.15)] to the current

situation.

LEMMA 5.6. We have
∥∥ f̂ε

(
1−ηL

)∥∥
2 ≪ fε L−(d−2)/2.

Proof. We obtain from Proposition 3.2 that

∥∥ f̂ε
(
1−ηL

)∥∥2
2 =

∫

Y2d

f̂ε
2(

1−ηL

)2 dµ≪supp( fε) ‖ fε‖2
∞

∫

Y2d

1

(
αÊ c−1L

)
α2 dµ,

since, by construction, 1−ηL = 0 whenever α< c−1L. If we now have real numbers v and w

satisfying 1/v+1/w= 1, Hölder’s inequality and Theorem 1.2 show that the right-hand side
is at most

‖ fε‖2
∞ ·

∥∥α2∥∥
v ·µ

({
αÊ c−1L

})1/w ≪ fε, p ‖α‖2
2v

(
c−1L

)−p/w

for any p É d. In order to maximize p/w, we take p = d and v = d/2 where the last choice
ensures that ‖α‖2v <∞. All in all, this yields

∥∥ f̂ε
(
1−ηL

)∥∥2
2 ≪ fε L−(d−2),

and the lemma follows. ■

Consider

G
(ε,L)
N

−GN =
1

p
N

(
N−1∑
m=0

(
f̂εηL − χ̂2

)
◦ bm −N ·µ

(
f̂εηL − χ̂2

)
)
.

Applying the triangle inequality and reusing the estimate of
∥∥ f̂εηL − χ̂2

∥∥
1 from the proof of

Lemma 5.2, we find that
∥∥∥G

(ε,L)
N

−GN

∥∥∥
2
É
p

N
(∥∥ f̂εηL − χ̂2

∥∥
2+

∥∥ f̂εηL − χ̂2
∥∥

1

)

É
p

N
(∥∥ f̂ε

(
1−ηL

)∥∥
2 +

∥∥ f̂ε− χ̂2
∥∥

2 +L−d/2+ε
)
.

Applying Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 5.4 to the right-hand side, we find that
∥∥∥G

(ε,L)
N

−GN

∥∥∥
2
≪ fε

p
N

(
L−(d−2)/2+

∥∥ fε−χ2
∥∥

1 +
∥∥ fε−χ2

∥∥
2 +L−d/2+ε

)

≪
p

N
(
L−(d−2)/2 +

p
ε
)
,

where we used (5.3) and (5.4) in the last step. We conclude that (5.15) holds provided that
L and ε satisfy the conditions

ε= o
(
N−1), N = o

(
Ld−2

)
. (5.25)

Note that these conditions imply that (5.9) is satisfied. We postpone the matter of choosing
L and ε since other conditions will have to be taken into account, too, in order to ensure

36



(5.13). In conclusion, aside from ensuring (5.25), we have proved (5.15). Along with (5.14),
this proves (5.12).

5.2.2. INITIAL ESTIMATES OF THE CUMULANTS

We now begin the proof of (5.13). The proof of Theorem 4.1 shows that with φ = f̂εηL, we
have the estimate

cumr

(
G

(ε,L)
N

)
≪q,r N1−r/2βr−1

r

∥∥φ
∥∥r

∞+max
{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
Nr/2

r∑
j=0

e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r).

However, we will need a refinement of the estimate (4.6) in order to improve the factor∥∥φ
∥∥r

∞ in the estimate above. To do so, we adapt the result [5, Eq. (5.17)] to the current
situation.

LEMMA 5.7. For n =1,2, . . . , r, let ψn =φ◦ bn −µ
(
φ

)
. We then have

cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
≪r,d,supp fε

∥∥φ
∥∥(r−d)+

∞ ,

where (r−d)+ =max{0, r−d}.

Proof. By definition of the cumulant cumr

(
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmr

)
it is enough to show that for any

of the possible values of n,
∫

Y2d

∣∣ψm1 · · ·ψmn

∣∣ dµ≪n,d,supp fε

∥∥φ
∥∥(n−d)+

∞ . (5.26)

Suppose first that n É d. Applying the generalized Hölder inequality to the d functions
ψm1 , . . . ,ψmn

,1, . . . ,1, we find that

∫

Y2d

∣∣ψm1 · · ·ψmn

∣∣ dµÉ
∥∥ψm1

∥∥
d
· · ·

∥∥ψmn

∥∥
d
≪d,supp fε 1. (5.27)

Indeed, for any m we have

∥∥ψm

∥∥
d Éµ(φ)+

∥∥ f̂ε
∥∥

d ≪d,supp fε µ(φ)+‖α‖d

by the G-invariance of µ, Proposition 3.2, and

µ(φ)É ‖ fε‖1 É
∥∥ fε−χ2

∥∥
1 +

∥∥χ2
∥∥

1 ≪ ε+Vol(Ω2)

by (5.3). In combination with Theorem 1.2, this proves (5.27).
Next, suppose that n > d and consider the d +1 functions ψm1 , . . . ,ψmd

, ψmd+1 · · ·ψmn
.

Once again applying the generalized Hölder inequality, we obtain
∫

Y2d

∣∣ψm1 · · ·ψmn

∣∣ dµÉ
∥∥ψmd+1 · · ·ψmn

∥∥
∞

∫

Y2d

∣∣ψm1 · · ·ψmd

∣∣ dµ

É 2n−d
∥∥φ

∥∥n−d

∞
∥∥ψm1

∥∥
d · · ·

∥∥ψmd

∥∥
d

≪d,supp fε 2n−d
∥∥φ

∥∥n−d

∞
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≪n,d
∥∥φ

∥∥n−d

∞ , (5.28)

where we reused the above estimate of
∥∥ψm

∥∥
d
. This proves (5.26) and hence the lemma. ■

REMARK. We stress that the implied constant in Lemma 5.7 is allowed to depend on
the support of fε, but does not depend on L.

Now, since ηL É 1 is supported on the set {Λ ∈Y2d :α(Λ)É cL},

∥∥φ
∥∥
∞ =

∥∥ f̂εηL

∥∥
∞ É sup

Λ∈Y2d

{∣∣ f̂ε(Λ)
∣∣ :α(Λ)É cL

}

≪supp fε ‖ fε‖∞ sup
Λ∈Y2d

{|α(Λ)| :α(Λ)É cL}≪ fε, c L,

by Proposition 3.2. From this and Lemma 5.7 we obtain

cumr

(
G

(ε,L)
N

)
≪q,c, fε 2rP(r)N1−r/2βr−1

r L(r−d)+ +max
{
1,Sq

(
φ

)r}
Nr/2

r∑
j=0

e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r).

(5.29)

5.2.3. ESTIMATING THE SOBOLEV NORM Sq(φ)

We now proceed by estimating Sq

(
φ

)
. First of all, we note that since φ = f̂εηL and ηL(Λ)

vanishes if α(Λ) > cL, all suprema of φ and its Lie derivatives may be taken over the set
α−1(

[0, cL]
)
⊂Y2d. If we first consider the L∞-norm, we therefore see that

∥∥ f̂εηL

∥∥
∞ = sup

{∣∣ f̂ε(Λ)ηL(Λ)
∣∣ :Λ ∈Y2d, α(Λ)É cL

}

É
(

sup
αÉcL

f̂ε(Λ)
)(

sup
αÉcL

ηL(Λ)
)

≪c,supp fε ‖ fε‖∞ sup
αÉcL

α(Λ)

≪c L. (5.30)

Next, let us consider the Cq-norm. If Z ∈ U (g) is any monomial of degree at most q,
then as before, since DZ is a derivation on C∞

c (Y2d), we find that

DZ

(
f̂εηL

)
=

∑
Z′,Z′′

DZ′
(
f̂ε

)
DZ′′

(
ηL

)
(5.31)

where the sum extends over all monomials Z′, Z′′ ∈U (g) of degree at most q and satisfying
deg Z′+deg Z′′ = deg Z. We note that, although f̂ε is not a compactly supported function on
Y2d, the symbol DZ′

(
f̂ε

)
still carries meaning. Indeed, writing Λ= gΓ, we have

(
DZ′ f̂ε

)
(Λ)= lim

t→0
t−1

(
f̂ε

(
etZ′

gΓ
)
− f̂ε(gΓ)

)
= lim

t→0

∑′

v∈gZ2d

t−1
(
fε

(
etZ′

v
)
− fε(v)

)
.

Since the sum above is finite, we obtain

(
DZ′ f̂ε

)
(Λ)=

∑′

v∈gZ2d

(DZ′ fε)(v)=
(
�DZ′ fε

)
(Λ), (5.32)
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where DZ′ now also represents the differential operator on C∞
c

(
R2d

)
given by

(DZ′ f )(x)=
∂

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(
f
(
etZ′

x
)
− f (x)

)
, f ∈ C∞

c

(
R2d

)
, x ∈R2d.

It now follows from (5.32), Proposition 3.2, and the properties of fε that we have

sup
αÉcL

∣∣(DZ′ f̂ε
)
(Λ)

∣∣≪supp fε ‖DZ′ fε‖∞ sup
αÉcL

α(Λ)≪c ε
−qL, (5.33)

since deg Z′ É deg Z É q. Moreover, by (5.6) and the G-invariance of µ, we have

DZ′′
(
ηL

)
=DZ′′

(
Ξ∗1{αÉL}

)
= (DZ′′Ξ)∗1{αÉL},

and hence

∥∥DZ′′
(
ηL

)∥∥
∞ É ‖DZ′′Ξ‖1 ≪q 1.

From this, (5.33), and (5.31) we now conclude that

∥∥DZ

(
φ

)∥∥
∞ = sup

αÉcL

∣∣DZ

(
f̂εηL

)∣∣≪c,q,supp fε ε
−qL,

and by taking the supremum of the left-hand side over all monomials Z of degree at most
q, we establish the bound

∥∥φ
∥∥

Cq ≪c,q,supp fε ε
−qL.

Along with (5.30), this proves that

Sq

(
f̂εηL

)
= Sq

(
φ

)
≪c,q ε−qL. (5.34)

We note that the implied constant is indeed independent of fε since the family {supp fε}ε is
uniformly bounded.

5.2.4. OPTIMIZING THE PARAMETERS ε AND L

By (5.29) and the estimate (5.34), we obtain

cumr

(
G

(ε,L)
N

)
≪q,c, fε 2rP(r)N1−r/2βr−1

r L(r−d)+ +ε−qrLrNr/2
r∑

j=0

e−(δ′β j+1−qξα j r)

≪ 2rP(r)N1−r/2γr−1L(r−d)+ +ε−qrLr Nr/2e−δ
′γ

where the last inequality follows by choosing the sequence
{
βi

}
as in (4.13). Since r is

arbitrary and thus constant, all that remains in order to prove Theorem 1.1 for T = 2N is
therefore to choose the parameters ε and L so that (5.25) is satisfied and so that

N1−r/2γr−1L(r−d)+ −→ 0, (5.35)

ε−qrLr Nr/2e−δ
′γ −→ 0. (5.36)
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As in SECTION 4, we will also here take γ to be some multiple Cγ log N of log N. We can
then assume that r−d > 0, since otherwise (5.35) follows immediately as r Ê3. Then, if we
take L = N j for some real number j to be determined later, we see that (5.35) is satisfied
provided that 1− r/2+ j(r−d)< 0. That is, j should satisfy

j <
r−2

2(r−d)
.

In order for (5.25) to be satisfied, we also need that (d −2) j > 1. In summary, we can find
such a j if and only if

1

d−2
<

r−2

2(r−d)
. (5.37)

This is equivalent to r(d−4)+4> 0, which is true since d Ê 4. Hence, we may find a suitable
j such that (5.35) is satisfied with L = N j.

It remains to choose the constant Cγ = γ/ logN and ε. Taking ε = N−3/2, we see that
(5.36) is satisfied if

r

(
3q+1

2
+ j

)
−δ′Cγ < 0,

which is true if

Cγ >
r

δ′

(
3q+1

2
+ j

)
.

Obviously such a choice of Cγ is possible. Therefore, with the given choices of L and ε,
also (5.36) is satisfied. Since (5.35) and (5.36) are now satisfied, we conclude that (5.13)
is satisfied for all r Ê 3. Together with Lemma 5.2 (in particular (5.11)), this now proves
Theorem 1.1 in the case T = 2N .

5.3. REDUCTION OF THEOREM 1.1 TO THE SPECIAL CASE T = 2N

We conclude by showing that, in fact, the special case T = 2N of Theorem 1.1 implies the
theorem in its full generality. For the real parameter T, we let N = N(T)= ⌊log2 T⌋ so that

T

2
< 2N É T < 2N+1. (5.38)

If Λ ∈Y2d denotes any symplectic lattice, we then have

#(Λ∩ΩT )−Vol(ΩT )= #
(
Λ∩Ω2N

)
−Vol

(
Ω2N

)
+#

(
Λ∩

(
ΩT \Ω2N

))
−Vol

(
ΩT \Ω2N

)
,

and hence

XT :=
#(Λ∩ΩT )−Vol(ΩT )

Vol(ΩT)1/2
=αT ZT +βT −γT ,

where we write

αT :=
(
Vol

(
Ω2N

)

Vol(ΩT)

)1/2

, βT :=
#
(
Λ∩

(
ΩT \Ω2N

))

Vol(ΩT)1/2
, γT :=

∥∥βT

∥∥
1,
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and

ZT :=
#
(
Λ∩Ω2N

)
−Vol

(
Ω2N

)

Vol
(
Ω2N

)1/2
.

So far, we know that as T −→∞, ZT converges in distribution to N
(
0,σ2

)
for some σÊ 0. It

will therefore follow by standard methods that XT =⇒ N
(
0,σ2) if we can show that

αT −→ 1, (5.39)

γT −→ 0. (5.40)

To this end, we now compute the volume of ΩT . By changing to spherical coordinates, we
see that ΩT is the set

{(
r,φ1, . . . ,φd−1; s,θ1, . . . ,θd−1

)
∈

(
R+× [0,π]d−2× [0,2π)

)2
: 1/s É r É 2/s, 1É s <T

}
.

Writing rd−1F
(
φ1, . . .,φd−1

)
dφ1 · · ·dφd−1dr for the spherical volume element on Rd, we see

that with

cd =
∫2π

0

∫π

0
· · ·

∫π

0
F

(
φ1, . . . ,φd−1

)
dφ1 · · ·dφd−1,

the volume of ΩT is

Vol(ΩT )= c2
d

∫T

1

∫2/s

1/s
rd−1sd−1 dr ds =

c2
d
(2d −1)

d
logT.

By taking the logarithm in (5.38) and dividing by logT, we get that

1−
log2

logT
<

N log2

logT
< 1+

log2

logT
, (5.41)

and hence

(
1−

log2
logT

)1/2

<αT =
(

N log2
logT

)1/2

<
(
1+

log2
logT

)1/2

,

which proves (5.39).
As for γT , we see that (5.41) implies

0É logT−N log2< log2,

and it follows that

γT =
(

c2
d
(2d −1)

d

)1/2
logT −N log2

(logT)1/2
≪d

log2

(logT)1/2
−→ 0.

This completes the proof of (5.40). Since now both (5.39) and (5.40) hold, the proof of
Theorem 1.1 is complete.
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