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Abstract

In this article, we obtain a super-exponential rate of convergence in total variation between the
traces of the first m powers of an n X n random unitary matrices and a 2m-dimensional Gaussian
random variable. This generalizes previous results in the scalar case to the multivariate setting,
and we also give the precise dependence on the dimensions m and n in the estimate with explicit
constants. We are especially interested in the regime where m grows with n and our main result
basically states that if m < y/n, then the rate of convergence in the Gaussian approximation is
I+ 1)~! times a correction. We also show that the Gaussian approximation remains valid for
all m < n?/? without a fast rate of convergence.

1 Introduction and main results

1.1 Introduction

Let U be a random unitary matrix distributed according to the normalized Haar measure P, on the
unitary group U(n) of size n € N. In random matrix theory this is known as the circular unitary
ensemble or CUE. The joint law of the eigenvalues (el ..., i) of U, i=\/—1, 6; € [, 7], under
this probability measure has an explicit density given by the Weyl integration formula,

1 i 0,12 _ O, . 0 — 0,
W H ‘ee’“—ea’ = G H sin? (2]>7 (1.1)

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

where U,, = 2"~V /nl. Consider the random variable

S 2 k 2 k
7= kz_:_lg%_l\/;RTrU +§2k\/;%TrU ,

where £ = (&1,...,&,) € R?™, built from the traces of the unitary matrix U. It is a well-known
consequence of the Strong Szeg6 theorem ((Szegd, 1952) — see Theorem 2.1 below) that for any fixed
m €N, Z — ||§|IN weakly as n — oo, where N is a standard Gaussian random variable. This is a
surprising result since the trace is the sum of n random variables and there is no normalization in n.
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This limit theorem is also a consequence of the striking fact proved by (Diaconis and Shahshahani,

1994) that all joint moments of \/%3? Tr U* and \/%% Tr U* up to a certain order are identical to

those of independent standard Gaussian random variables (see Theorem 7.1 below). Based on this
result, Persi Diaconis (Diaconis, 1994) conjectured that the rate of convergence in total variation norm
of Z to a normal random variable should be very fast, even super-exponential. This was proved in
(Johansson, 1997), where it was shown that there are positive constants C' and ¢ so that

drv(Z,||¢[IN) < Cn0m, (1.2)

where dpy denotes the total variation distance (see (1.7) below for a definition). No explicit expression
for C or ¢ or their dependence on m and the parameters was given.

A related but separate problem is to consider the multivariate convergence of the random variables

2 2
Xop_1 := \/;%TrUk and Xog 1= \/;% Tr U*, (1.3)

1 <k < m. We are interested in the law of the random vector X = (X, ..., Xa2,,) when the dimension
of the matrix U is large. Let G = (Gyq, ..., Gay,) be ii.d. standard Gaussian random variables. For
a fixed m € N it again follows from the Strong Szegé theorem that X — G weakly as n — oco. Peter
Sarnak (Sarnak, 2019) raised the following problem in connection with his work with M. Rubinstein
on computing zeros of L—functions and under—determined matrix moment problems. How close is X
to G in total variation distance as a function of m for a given n? Here, m can depend on n, e.g. be
a power of n. Is X still very close to G? This is the main problem investigated in the present paper.
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 give our results. We get a statement for m almost up to v/n. The other
classical groups can also be considered, see (Courteaut and Johansson). Since we are mainly interested
in the case when m is large we assume that m > 3 throughout this paper. In the case m =1 it is
possible to get a more precise result and this together with results on single traces will be considered
for all the classical compact groups in a forthcoming publication, (Courteaut et al.). (A bound for
m = 2 can be directly inferred from the case m = 3; a special treatment of this case would only give
a slight improvement.) An important aspect of the present work is that, in contrast to (Johansson,
1997), we keep explicit track of the constants and the dependence on m. We have also made an effort
to optimize in the argument and get reasonable numerical constants.

Since Z = X - £, as a consequence of our multivariate results we can improve (1.2), for a fixed m
and uniformly for all &, to

e%(log(l—i—log m)+%)
), (1.4)

Vi L(5 +1)

where the implied constant has an explicit dependence in m € N. Broadly speaking, we expect that the
best possible estimate for the RHS of (1.4) is ['(Z 4 1)~! times some sub—exponential corrections. We
can also let the degree m grow as n — +oo. From Proposition 1.6 we deduce the following estimate:

sup drv (Z, |€|INV) < vnexp (19.4 — 0.83/n(logn)>*).
N

drv (2. [l) = 0

< n
— 6.45(log n)1/4

uniformly for all £ when n is large enough.
Using Stein’s method and the exact moment identities from (Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994), one
can infer the following rate of convergence in the multivariate problem: for any m < 2n,

W1 (X, G) = O(m?/n), (1.5)

where W1 denotes the Wasserstein 1 distance between two probability measures on R?>™ — see (Débler
and Stolz, 2011, Theorem 3.1). By relying on the recent techniques from (Lambert et al., 2019), we



can improve on (1.5) — see Theorem 1.5 below. See also (Webb, 2016) for an analogous multivariate
result that applies to more general circular f—ensembles and Remark 1.1 below. Recently, rates of
convergence to the Gaussian law have also been obtained for Tr f(M) where f : R — R is a real-
analytic function and M is a random matrix from the Gaussian, Laguerre or Jacobi unitary ensembles
by Berezin and Bufetov (2019) using Riemann-Hilbert techniques. In contrast to the CUE, in these
cases, the optimal rates of convergence are expected to be polynomial in the dimension of the random
matrix.

The fast rate of convergence of X to G holds for m <« +/n by Theorem 1.1, but we see from
Theorem 1.5 below that we have convergence to the multivariate Gaussian for m < n?/3. We have no
conjecture concerning the threshold m € N at which the Gaussian approximation fails. Also, we do
not know whether there is some transition when varying m where we go from a fast convergence rate
to some other rate of convergence.

1.2 Main results

For any m € N, we denote by €2, = %W,L the volume of the unit ball and by ||z| = /2% + -+ 23,,
the Euclidean norm in R?™. It is straightforward to see that for any m,n € N, the random vector X
has a density on R?™ that we denote by Pn,m. For any n,m € N and k € N, we define

k 1/k
AR = ( / dm) : (1.6)
]RQm

In this paper, we focus on getting (non—asymptotic) estimates for AS},LL and Aﬁ??n with explicit con-

stants which hold for large n € N when m < y/n. Let us observe that AS}’m controls the total variation
distance between X and G (a standard Gaussian random variable on R?™). Namely, we have

o—llzl?/2
D) —

(2m)™

drv(X,G) == sup |P,[X € A]-P[G e 4| <A}, (1.7)
AC]RQ""

where the supremum is taken over all Borel subsets A C R?™. Our main result, which is a quantitative

generalization of the estimates (1.2) from (Johansson, 1997) in a multi-dimensional setting can be
summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For all n,m € N such that n > 1911 and N = n/m > 146.5m+/1 + log m, we have the
following estimate in total variation distance,

y w2 (NVIogN)™ (1 + logm)™
2 4N .
VN T(N +1)

We expect that, up to corrections, the factor I'(;% + 1)~! is actually the correct order for the
statistical distance between the random vectors X and G as long as m < y/n. To clarify the meaning
of this estimate in the regime where m grows with n, let us also give the following consequence when
m is like n®, oo < 1/2.

Proposition 1.2. Let m = |n®| with 0 < o < 1/2, then for all n > ng,

drv(X,G) < %n?m*% exp (— (1 - €,)n' " log(n'~)),
)4
where ng = inf {n > 181/a ; pl-2a > 20.4y/Togn}, 1 — €, > 871072 and €, — 0 as n — oo; see
(3.17) for a more precise bound on €,.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2 are given in Section 3.3. According to (1.7), these
results are consequences of the following more precise bounds. We postpone the definition of O ,,, to
the Appendix B since it is rather involved.



Theorem 1.3. Let Oy, be given by (B.10). For any n,m € N such that m > 3 and N =n/m > 4m,
we have

2 <8V NZOp . (1.8)
If we assume that AS?}W <5.27™Mm %e*%, then
AN <2(8log AR FAG) (1.9)

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is explained in Section 2 and it is given in Section 3. This shows that the
parameter © ;. controls the statistical distance between the random vectors X and G. We have made
significant eﬁorts to keep track carefully of the dependency in n,m of our estimate with reasonable
numerical constants. Unfortunately, this leads to an expression for © . which is rather involved
— see Section B.1. In particular, there are several regimes depending on n and m where different
contributions are relevant. Let us just point out that in the cases we are most interested in, that is
when m is large and N = - is sufficiently large compared to m, we obtain the following bounds which
allow us to verify the second assumption in the formulation of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 1.4. Fiz an integer M > 3. For allm > M and N = n/m > ¢(M)m+/1 + logm,

2 e (14 logm)N
e 4N —7
VN T(N +1)

with € < 25-1075 and ¢(M) are explicit constants given in the table (B.22). We emphasize that c(M)
is non-increasing in M € N with ¢(3) = 146.5 as in Theorem 1.1 and ¢(M) = 19.4 for M > 70.

m
2

Onm < (1 +e)m32

The proof of Proposition 1.4 involves rather technical numerical estimates (which have been ob-
tained with Mathematica) and it is given in the Appendix B.2.

Our next result shows that it is still possible to approximate X by a Gaussian random vector when
m > /n. It is an interesting question whether the approximation also holds for the total variation
distance. Recall that the Kantorovich or Wasserstein distances between the random vectors X and
the Gaussian G are defined by for any ¢ > 1,

W,(X, @) = inf (E[Jx—g]7]) " (1.10)

where the infimum is taken over all probability measures on R?™ x R?™ such that the first marginal
of P, x has the same law as X and the second marginal of P, g is a standard Gaussian on R>™.

Theorem 1.5. For any n,m € N such that n > 2m, it holds
1
Wa(X,G) < (VB + ﬁ)W'

This shows that if m — 400 in such a way that m = o(n?/?), then the Kantorovich distance
between the random vector X and a standard Gaussian G on R?™ converges to 0 as n — +oo. The
proof of Theorem 1.5 is given in Section 7 and it relies on the normal approximation method from
(Lambert et al., 2019), see Proposition 7.2 below. This result allows to turn the moments’ identities of
(Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994) into a quantitative statement about the rate of convergence to the
normal distribution in the Kantorovich distance. Let us emphasize that the result from (Lambert et al.,
2019) which is used to prove Theorem 1.5 is inspired by Stein’s method and is therefore completely
unrelated to the techniques that we develop in Sections 2-6 to prove our main result.



Remark 1.1. If we let for £ > 1,

2 n 2 n )
X2k—1 = \/ﬁ Jz:; COS(kaj) and ng = ﬁ JZ:; sm(k&j),

then, the counterpart of Theorem 1.5 also holds for the circular S—ensembles {61, ...,6,}. That is, for
any 3 > 0, there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that for all n,m € N with n > 2m,

3/2

W2 (X, G) <Cp mn .
The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.5 and it relies on Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.3. The only
differences lie in that instead of using the moments’ identities of (Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994), one
can make use of the estimates from (Jiang and Matsumoto, 2015, Theorem 1). These estimates for the
joint moments of X corresponds to the analogue for general § > 0 of Theorem 7.1 with constants which
are not sharp an they are obtained by using the Jack functions instead of Schur functions as in the
case of the unitary group (8 = 2). Then, it is straightforward to control the errors as in Lemmae 7.4
and 7.5. Likewise, a similar result also holds for the other classical compact groups (that is for the
circular orthogonal and symplectic ensembles) with the appropriate normalization. |

Let us give a final application of Theorem 1.3 when m is close to y/n and the dimension n of the
random matrix U is large. Namely, we obtain the following corollary.

n

Proposition 1.6. Let us assume that n > 4322. Then, it holds for any integer m < Tsyioan’

drv(X, G) < v/nexp (19.4 — 0.93/n(log n)5/4).

The proof of Proposition 1.6 is also given in Section 3.3. We verify numerically that under the
assumptions of Proposition 1.6, drv(X,G) < 107367 which is far below Machine Epsilon (of order
of 10733 for quad(ruple) precision decimal). In the Appendix B.3, we present further numerical plots
which illustrate our estimates in the case m = 3.

2 Overview of the proof of Theorem 1.3

The core of the proof of Theorem 1.3 is to obtain the estimate (1.8) for the L? distance Aﬁ?Zn between
the density 2, ,, of the random vector X and the standard Gaussian density on R?>™. Observe that
by Parseval’s formula, we can rewrite for any n,m € N,

s}
’ R2m

where F), ,,, denotes the characteristic function of the random vector X. Like in the proof of (Johansson,
1997), the general strategy is to obtain precise estimates for F), ,,, and we need to distinguish different
regimes depending the parameters £, m and N = n/m. These regimes are explained in Section 2.4
and we use different methods to treat them. Compared with the arguments of (Johansson, 1997)
considerable improvement is needed. There are two new challenges that come up since we allow the
degree m € N to grow with n and we want to keep track carefully of the constants. Let us also
point out that the improvements of Theorem 1.3 come from new techniques, especially from using the
Borodin—Okounkov formula that we recall in the next section. We also make a more careful use of the
change of variables method from (Johansson, 1997) that we review in Section 2.3. The main steps of
the proof of the estimate (1.8) are presented in Section 2.4, while the details of the proof are given in
Section 3.

2 \1/2
an(f) - 67H5H2/2 d{) ) (2.1)




2.1 Notation

In this section, we collect the main notation that will be use throughout the rest of this paper.

We let T = R/[27] and view the CUE measure (1.1) as a probability measure on T". For any
f T — C which is integrable, the random variable Tr f(U) = Y_, f(0)) is well-defined with
En[Tr f(U)] = fo. Then, for any & € R?™, we have X - ¢ = Trg(U) where g is a real-valued

trigonometric polynomial:

g(@): Z Gk eike, (2_2)

n=m V2l
k#0
with ¢, = o1 —ifop and (_ = ( for all k = 1,...,m. In particular the characteristic function of

the random vector X can be written as

Fom(€) = / $6 0 (@)da
RQm

— E, [ TrEV)],

(2.3)

For any function f € L', we define its Fourier coefficients for all k € Z,

deo

fu= [ o)

Then, we define the following (semi)-norm

1 e = D IRIfI.

kEZ

If f € HY2 that isif f € L' and || f||%,,/, < 400, we let

Af) =D kfif - (24)

k>1

If the real-valued function f lies in the Sobolev space H', we also verify that
de
2 /
1 = — O f(0)—,
191 = - [ FOZ10)5
where % f = —> 1z isgn(k)fkeik@ denotes the Hilbert tranform of f.

2.2 Preliminaries: Toeplitz determinants and the Borodin—Okounkov for-
mula

Recall that the CUE refers to a random matrix U which is distributed according to the Haar measure
on the unitary group U(n) and that the eigenvalues of U have a joint law which is explicitly given by
(1.1). One of the most remarkable feature of the CUE is the connection with Toeplitz determinants.
Namely, for any integrable function w = e/, f : T — C and n € N, if Tr f(U) = 37, f(6;), then we
have

E,[e™ /(Y] = det[m;_,]. (2.5)

nxn

Formula (2.5) implies that we can obtain the asymptotics of the Laplace transform of the random
variable Tr f(U) by using the Strong Szegd limit theorem.



Theorem 2.1. If f € HY2, then as n — +o0,

E,[e™ ()] = exp (nfo FA(f) + 0(1)) , (2.6)

where A(f) =3y kfof_i € C.

The first version of Theorem 2.1 was first proved by (Szegd, 1952) when f € C1 is real-valued.
The hypothesis from Theorem 2.1 are optimal and this version was first obtained for real-valued f by
(Ibragimov, 1968) and (Golinskii and Ibragimov, 1971). We refer to the survey paper of (Deift et al.,
2013) for a history of the Szeg6 Strong Limit theorem and its later generalizations and to the book
(Simon, 2005b, Chapter 6) for a detailed presentation of several proofs. A proof of Theorem 2.1 which
holds for complex—valued f can be found in (Johansson, 1988).

Actually, one can also obtain Theorem 2.1 as a consequence of the Borodin—Okounkov formula.
This formula expresses the Toeplitz determinant (2.5) in terms of Fredholm determinant which is
more amenable for asymptotic analysis. If f: T — C is an L? function, we denote

FrO) =" fre™, F7O0) =" fope .

k>1 k>1

Let w : T — C be an integrable function such that Y, ., [k||@x|*> < 400, and define two Hankel
operators:

@2 w3 1/54

H+ (w) = 1/133 12)\4 ’&)\5 Ce and H_ (U}) = (27)

EESIESIES)
C»JLL’)»—A
SRS RS
b
SRS RS
OW»JLC,O

Note that the condition Y, o, |k||@Wk|* < +0o0 guarantees that these operators are Hilbert-Schmidt on
L?(N). We also denote by (ey, ea,- ) the standard basis of L?(N).

Theorem 2.2. Let f: T — C be a L™ function such that ), ., |k\|fk|2 < 400 and fo = 0. Let us
also define
Ky=H(eJ TOH_(J7F). (2.8)

The operator Ky is trace—class and for any n € N,
E, [/ )] = AU det[I - K Q,), (2.9)

where @, denotes the orthogonal projection with kernel span(ey,...,e,—1) and the RHS is a Fredholm
determinant on L*(N).

Since the operator K is trace class, by definition of @,,, we have det[I -K;Q,] — 1 as n — 400,
so that Theorem 2.2 implies the Szegd Strong Limit theorem. The Borodin—Okounkov formula (2.9)
(sometimes also known as Geronimo—Case formula) first appeared (formally) in (Geronimo and Case,
1979). (Borodin and Okounkov, 2000) proved formula (2.9) in a different form when f is analytic using
Gessel’s Theorem which allows to express Toeplitz determinants as series in Schur functions, (Gessel,
1990). The version from Theorem 2.2 is due to (Basor and Widom, 2000) — see also (Bottcher, 2002)
for a different proof. It is possible to remove the condition f € L from Theorem 2.2, see e.g. (Simon,
2005b, Chapter 6.2).

Concerning our method, let us point out that in order to obtain the super-exponential rate of
convergence in (1.2), (Johansson, 1997) relied on exact formulae for Toeplitz determinants with certain
specific symbols which are due to (Baxter, 1961) and relates to the original proof of the Strong Szegd



theorem. Observe that according to (2.2), we have A(ig) = —||¢||?/2 = —||€]|?/2 so that by (2.3) and
(2.9), we can rewrite for all n,m € N and ¢ € R?™,

o (€) = 7 16I°/2 det[1 - K3, Q). (2.10)

Hence, by controlling precisely how close the Fredholm determinant det[I —KisQ,] is to 1, we are able
to significantly improve the rate of convergence from (Johansson, 1997). Even though this might be
difficult to verify, it is natural to expect that modulo corrections, 1/T'(N + 1) should be the true rate

of convergence in Theorem 1.3 in the regime where m < N = .

Throughout this article, we also make crucial use of the following bound.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that f € C(T) is real-valued with A(f) < 400 where A is as in (2.4). Then for
any n € N, -
En[e“f(U)] < exp (nfo + A(f)). (2.11)

Let us recall that E, [Tr f(U)] = nfo and that by Theorem 2.1, Var[Tr f(U)] — 2A(f) as n — 400,
so that the estimate (2.11) is sharp. The upper-bound (2.11) is classical and it follows for instance
from the monotonicity of Toeplitz determinants, (Simon, 2005a). For completeness, we show in the
appendix (Section A.1), how one can immediately deduce Lemma 2.3 from the Borodin-Okounkov
formula.

2.3 Change of variables

In addition to the Borodin—Okounkov formula (Theorem 2.2) and Lemma 2.3, our main tool to prove
Theorem 1.3 is the change of variables method introduced in (Johansson, 1988). More specifically we
rely on an estimate from the proof of (Johansson, 1997, Proposition 2.8). Recall that according to
(2.3), Fy,m denotes the characteristic function of the random variable Tr g(U).

Lemma 2.4. Letv >0 and h: T = R be a C' function. Then, for any n,m € N and £ € R?>™,

2 n )
[T 11+ 1200 e-oxlorssznn)]

Jj=1

0:i—0; | : h(0:)—h(9;)
7 tw )

sin ( o

| Fom (€)] SEn[ 11

1<i<j<n

sin (—Gigej )

Proof. For completeness, let us give the proof of Lemma 2.4. Using the explicit formula (1.1) for the
joint law of the eigenvalues of the random matrix U, we obtain

n

0, —0; : do
. 2 T J 1 (Ok) k
Fom(§) = Un/ | I sin (2 > I | e'8 o

7)™ 1<ici<n k=1

If we regard 65 as complex variables in the previous integral, since the integrand is a entire function,
we can deform the contours of integration in the complex plane. Let o be a positively oriented curve
given by

v={0+i%h(9) : 0 € [-m,7]}.

Since the functions g and sin?(-/2) are also 27periodic, we have by Cauchy’s theorem,

0: — 0;\ 10 ie(6.)d0
_ 2 ? J ig(0x k
Bun@ =0, [ T st (252 TT e 32 (212)

1<i<j<n k=1

— . 0; — 9‘7‘ . h(@i) - h(@j) 2 ig(Gj-&-i%h(aj)) . d9j
=0, ~/[—7r,7r]" 1Sg§n (sm ( 5 +iv o H e (1+i%h wﬂ»ﬁ

j=1




Hence, by (1.1), this implies that

2 n

| P (€)] < Un/ T |sn (ei 6, h(6) —h(ej)) [ -0e(02000) 1 4 210y 22
[, 1<i<j<n 2 2n P o
s (0i—0; | - h(0:i)—h(B;)\ 2 n
:En|: H sm( 3 . +;iV70j n ) H ‘1+i%h/(ej)|e—9g(9j+i%h(9j)) .
1<i<j<n sin (%) i=1

O

The key idea underlying this change of variables is that the eigenvalues of U are almost uniformly
distributed on the unit circle (like the vertices of a regular n-gon). This means that at first order,

we can approximate the empirical measure Z?Zl bg, ~ n— Chooe h = % g where % is the Hilbert
transform: i
16k ko
h(0) =~ Y sgn(k) etk (2.13)
pzm V21K
k0

By making the change of variables 6; by 6; +iZh(6;) in (2.12), we expect that using first order Taylor
approximations:

3 b; —0; ‘H 0i,05) (0;)—% "(0;)h(0; )+V R (0;)2 dgj
Fn,m(g) = Un/ H Sln2 (Z]) nZ (0, H elg g v (0;)" 270
[—m,m] 1<i<j<n 2 j=1 2w

E, [6 S H0:,05) 130 8(01)— % zyzlg'wk)h(ek)}’

where

2
h(6)=h(z)
H(0,2) = (mn(%)) 279 (2.14)
1 (6)2 z=0

Then, since gy = 0, we expect that

d0 dz
Fpom(€) ~exp —y/ 0h9 —/
© ( o, 27r] ( I o, 27r]2 27T 2

Then, by Devinatz’s formula (Simon, 2005a, Proposition 6.1.10), since h = —% g, we have

dﬁdx
hli%,,, = ‘( 2.15
B2 /[g} / | HewGS (2.15)
and
1lZe = 3 JhllAal? = zw €| (2.16)
keZ

Whence it follows from this heuristic with v = 1 that
Fyon(€) = e lEIP/2,

To turn this heuristics rigorous, one needs to justify the approximation E?Zl dp; =~ n% and to
control the errors coming from the Taylor expansions. This can be done by using rigidity estimates
for the CUE eigenvalues, see (Lambert, 2019), but we present a different approach below (see iii)
Intermediate regime in the next section).



2.4 Estimates for the function F),,,({) in the different regimes

Recall that we let NV = > and that our main goal is to obtain the following bound.

Proposition 2.5. For any n,m € N such that m > 3 and N = n/m > 4m, we have

AQ _ /
m R2m

where O m, s as in (B.7)=(B.10).

2 1/2
Frym (€) — 7 NEI°/2 dg) < e3V/ QN E O, (2.17)

In this section, we present the main estimates for the characteristic function F), ,,(§) that are
required to prove Proposition 2.5. We postpone the technical details of the arguments to Sections 4-6.
All the constants ¢; used below, which can depend on m are defined in the Appendix B Let us define

C4N
VI+Tlogm'
The proof consists in splitting the integral on the LHS of (2.17) in three different regimes depending

on whether 1) ||¢]| < Ay, ii) ||€]] > As or iii) Ay < ||€]] < A3 where Az > A; is a parameter that we
will choose later.

Ay = (2.18)

i) Gaussian approximation for ||£]] < A;. In this regime, our goal is to compare the characteristic
function F;, ,, with that of a 2m-dimensional standard Gaussian by using the Borodin-Okounkov
formula from Theorem 2.2. We obtain the following estimates.

Proposition 2.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.5, we have for all ¢ € R*™ such that
1€l < Aq,

- 2 Jaaremmlen (L+logm 2 et e
F,om(€) — I€17/2]7 « o 2p402v/2(1+Hlog m)I€]| el
m(&) —e < cg“m-e 5 F(N+1)4e

Let us point out that Proposition 2.6 gives the main contribution 6%, to A£?2n We expect that
the main error in the normal approximation should come from the regime where [|£]| is not too large.
The proof of Proposition 2.6 is given in Section 4. Let us observe that according to formula (2.10), we
have )

Fom(€) — efuéw = |1 = det[l —KigQ][e 117,
and we expect that if both the degree m and |g|[3,.,. = ||¢]|* are sufficiently small (depending on
the dimension n € N of the random matrix U), then by definition of the projection @, the operator
KizQ, is also small (in trace norm) so that det[I —Kj,Q,] ~ 1. This can be quantified by using the

bound for Fredholm determinant from (Simon, 2005b, Theorem 3.4),
|1 — det[l = KigQn]| < || KigQnl| g e Tl (2.19)

where || - || #, denotes the Schatten 1-norm or trace norm of an operator. Then, in order to com-
pute ||KigQnl| #,, we use the product structure of the operator Kig, (2.8), and the Cauchy—Schwartz
inequality (for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || - || z,):

Sgt —92&g™T
1KigQnll 7 < 1QuH (29| s lH-(e72%97)Qull s,

Moreover, since Hy (-) are Hankel operators (2.7), we can estimate the norms ||Hi(e_2ggi)QnHj2 by
obtaining bounds for the Fourier coefficients of the symbols e‘Qngi, see Lemma 4.1 below. To sum

up, we show in Section 4 that ||QnHi(62§gi)||j2 < 1/T(1 + N) provided that ||€]| < N and we use
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this estimate to deduce Proposition 2.6. Let us emphasize again that we expect that these estimates
are of the right order and hold only in the regime where ||§|| < N.

ii) Tail bound for large ||€]|. If ||| is very large, we are not looking to compare F, ,,, with the
characteristic function of a standard Gaussian, but rather aiming at obtaining a good tail bound
for Fy,.m. By good, we mean that we aim for estimates which yield errors that are smaller than @(I)V,m
when N is sufficiently large. (Johansson, 1997, Proposition 2.13) used the Hadamard’s inequality

o~

LRG| DI COIy (2.20)

and an estimate for the Fourier coefficients of the function e'® to obtain the tail bound |an(§)‘2 <

 3n
CIVIEITEQ for a constant C' > 0. By using (2.20) and a (sharp) Van der Corput’s inequality, this estimate
2

can be improved and we obtain for all m,n > 3 and ¢ € R?™,

(@) < S0

s

Too obtain a good multi-dimensional approximation for a growing number of traces we would like to
have a better estimate that does not contain the very large factor n™. We can obtain a different tail
bound by relying on Lemma 2.4 with h = g’. Choosing v > 0 appropriately, we obtain

¢ = dme(1+1/V3). (2.21)

n_
mE1

|an(§)| < eann {6—72;:1 g/(ej)2:| , (222)

for a constant ¢ > 0 and v — 0 as n — 400 — see Proposition 5.1 below for further details. Then, to
estimate the RHS of (2.22), we use that

no n / do\"
E, [ i e (%)1 <€ / —vg'(9)* , 29
¢ = Vo \Ur© 21 (2:23)

and since g’ : T — R is a trigonometric polynomial of degree m € N,

’ d9 26
e O o 22 2.94
/T 2 = (29]lg'[|5.) /A (2.24)

The estimate (2.23) is rather classical and its proof is given in the appendix — Lemma 5.3 — for
completeness. On the other—hand, (2.24) relies on an estimate of the measure of the set where a
trigonometric polynomial is small by its L? norm which is taken from (Chahkiev, 2008) — see Lemma 5.4
below. By combining these estimates, we obtain the following bound in Section 5.

Proposition 2.7. Fiz n,m € N and suppose that N > 4m. For any & € R>™, we have

2n \TN/4
2 c N
|Fom(6)]” < T:s(m)N/Qliﬂw-

While this tail bound has a worse decay in ||¢|| than (2.21), the factor NV is significantly better
than n™ when the degree m € N is large. Moreover, we see that this estimate will be useful in the
proof of Proposition 2.5 in the regime where ||£|| > N€ for a sufficiently large constant ¢. In the proof,

we will actually choose Az = ¢! THesm times some corrections — see formula (3.1) below.

iii) Intermediate regime. It remains to deal with the intermediate regime where A1 < ||€]] < Az. As
we already pointed out, when ||| > N, we do not expect that the Fredholm determinant det[I — Kz Q5]
is close to 1. However, we still expect that |an(§)|2 < 1/T(1 + N)? for all such ¢ € R*™. From a

11



technical perspective, this intermediate regime is the most challenging one because the direct estimates
(e.g. the method used in (Johansson, 1997, Section 2.2)) lead to errors which are bigger than that
of Proposition 2.6 — see the estimate (2.30) below. Our final bounds are summarized in the next

proposition. Define
Co_l(l — Clo)N\/m +1
Ao =
8(1 + logm)3/4eyy

where ¢1(m), ca(m), ci1o(m) and ¢11(m) are as in (B.3). We verify that both cjo(m) and ¢11(m) are
decreasing for m > 3. Since ¢10(3) & 0.0124 and ¢11(3) & 1.583, this shows that Ay > A; and As is
increasing as a function of m for all m > 3.

Proposition 2.8. Fiz m,n € N with m > 3. We have for all £ € R*™,

c1(m)N?
1+ logm

; (2.25)

|Fom(6)] < exp ( - ) i lIEl > As, (2.26)

and
ca(m)N?

vm +1(1 4 logm)3/4

Let us observe that these bounds directly relate to the error terms @}V,m and @f\,,m from (B.9) and
(B.8) respectively. The proof of Proposition 2.8 is given in Section 6. The starting point of this proof
is the change of variables and the heuristics described in Section 2.3. Namely, using Lemma 2.4 with
h =—%g as in (2.13), we obtain the following bound.

|From(€)] < exp ( - ) if A< €] < Ao (2.27)

Lemma 2.9. Let n,m € N and £ € R*™. We have for any v > 0,

2 n y
|Fum(©)]” <E, [exp <1’;2 3 H(ai,oj)ﬂﬂzn [6—22?1 sg(0,+izn00)) | (2.28)

i,j=1
where the function H is given by (2.14).

The proof of Lemma 2.9 is postponed to Section 6.2. Using Lemma 2.3, we can easily control the
second factor in the RHS of (2.28). We obtain that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that if [|£|| < Aq,

o [6—22?—1 %9(91+15h(91))} < e—evlel® (2.29)

see Lemma 6.1 below for further details. Moreover, using the deterministic bound H(6;,6;) < ||h'[|%,
in (2.28) combined with ||2||s < v/2m)|€]|, this implies that

| Fom (€)] < exp (—ev[l€]|* + 20" m?[[€]1?) -

If we optimize over v > 0, this leads to

| Fom (§)] < exp (—6”6) : (2.30)

8m?

In the regime where the degree m € N depends on the dimension n € N with N > 4m, the
naive estimate (2.30) is not precise enough to lead to errors which are small compared with that of
Proposition 2.6. Therefore, to prove Proposition 2.8, we need to introduce a new idea. One approach
would be to use precise rigidity estimates from (Lambert, 2019) to obtain a better estimate for the
first term on the RHS of (2.28). But, the method that we use consists in writing szzl H(6;,6;) as

a quadratic form in the random variables T}, = Tr U,

n Ty

do d
3" H(6;,6;) = n HO,2) % 4 p(a*T + T*a) + T*MT,  where T=| : |,
=1 [0,27]2 2T 21w T )
’ 2m—1

12



a(¢) € C*™ is a deterministic vector and M(£) € C?™*?™ is a deterministic matrix which depend
on £ € R?, see Lemma 6.3 below. This allows us to express the Laplace transform of the random
variable Z? j—1 H(0;,0;) as an integral against a Gaussian measure on C?m., Tt is not at all clear that
the matrix M() is positive definite, but if it were (see the Remark 6.1), by formulae (2.15)—(2.16), we
would obtain for any v > 0,

1/2 2
E, [e% 2= H(Giﬁj)} __ € <l

—z"*M ™1z 5(z*T+T*z)+ﬁ(a*T+T*a)
o E, [ : dz.
r2m det(M) /((:2711—1 € [6 ] z

where dz is the Lebesgue measure on C>™~1. The idea is now to use Lemma 2.3 to estimate the
expectation on the RHS of the previous formula and then to evaluate the Gaussian integral. The
details in the implementation of this idea, which requires a modification of M, is somewhat involved
and we refer to the proof in Section 6 for further details.

3 Proof of the main result

3.1 Proof of Proposition 2.5

In this section, we give the proof of Proposition 2.5 relying on the estimates from Propositions 2.6, 2.7
and 2.8. Recall that we assume that m > 3 and N = = > 4m. Then, using the notation (B.3) and
(B.11), we define

N 2N dey(m)N
Ay = e deo/Ng Am (21 T N LN B 1
3=c¢ 15 im 3(m)V N exp T logm (3.1)

Let us also recall that A; is given by (2.18) and As is given by (2.25), so that Ag > As > A as
n — +oo (and possibly m — +o00). We will also need the following bound which is proved in the
appendix (Section A.2).

Lemma 3.1. For any m € N, if A > /m,

HE e
/” el ag < 0,5

gl=A -m

Since A7 > 2m for all m > 3, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that

—A3 2
/ e*l\fl\zdg <O et - Qﬂexp _Ni ) (3.2)
lEll>Aq - A% -m  m 8(1 + log m)
Set Ay = 400 and let us denote for k = 1,2, 3,
— 2 2
Sy = / o [Pam(© =12 A g2 = v | Frm(€)dE.
IEII<A1 Ap<|IENSAR41

Then, by splitting the integral in (2.1) and using the estimate (3.2), we obtain
Q N?
AB?) < \ == _— ). 3.3
N A m P 16(1 + logm) 3.3)

As we explain in Section 2.4, we expect that the main contribution in (3.3) comes from _#;. By
Proposition 2.6, we obtain

2
fo = /
lENI<AL

9 082m4621/2(1+10gm)A1 (1+10gm)2N
etz _ g ol de < 2 / ][N e €1R 4e
€ n,m = e .
PN +1)4 lell<As

13



Moreover, by going to polar coordinates, we have

A
/ ||€H4N6_H§H2dg _ QO/ u2N+m—1e—udu
llEN<Ay 0

<mQ,,T(2N 4+ m).

For 3 <m < N, we also have

LN +m) _ _ @N 4 m)>Nem 4y (Hm)?“m 2\"
T(N+1)2 = V2aN2N+L ar 2N e

4N Qme%
T WV2r
Here we used the upper—bound I'(k) < v/27k¥e~* which holds for all integer & > 9 and the lower—bound

(N +1) > vV2rNNY¥e= which holds for all N € N. For the last step, we used that (1 + z)* < e**
for any x, o« > 0. By (2.18), it holds that 2,/2(1 4+ logm)A; = N, so we obtain

m—1

s | s gm eI (L logm)?N N

2 <
= T(N +1)2 (3.4)
= (63 \V QmN%@%Lm)Q,

according to formula (B.7) and (B.3).

In the rest of the proof, we give bounds for the integrals _#) for k = 1,2,3. First, using the tail
bound from Proposition 2.7, we have

I3 Z/ ’Fn7m(€)’2d§ < Ta(m>N/20152"NN/4/ €)1~/ 2de.
[[ENI>As lENI>As

Hence, since we assume that N > 4m, the previous integral is finite and we obtain

QQO Tév/26152nNN/4

2 < 3.5
S = N/2—2m  p\N/2-2m (3:9)

Second, by using the estimate (2.26) from Proposition 2.8, we also have

2¢1N?

2 Epyom (O)2d€ < QnA2™ exp <20 - 1) 3.6
< /Az<|§|<A3 ()l ’ ’ L+ logm (39)

Hence, by combining the estimates (3.5) and (3.6), this implies that

61N2 NN/8615nTéV/4
2+ 3 <V Qi Ay exp<09— )+ (3.7)
St " L+logm/) =\ /Njam — 1AL/

Our choice of A3 consists in optimizing® the RHS of (3.7). Namely, by choosing A3 according to (3.1),
we obtain for all N > 4m,

\/Qm 01N2
< —1 = AT _
PR ey B o G gy vy

2m
N\ 0=/, > N(N —4
< | — € ¥ ;m N76154m ’rg" exp [ — u .
4m (1—4m/N)\=~ 1+logm

'If & > m, the minimum of the function A™e + CA™~* over all A > 0 is attained when A® = (£ — 1)e~*C and

equals to 1i/7\n";a .
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2m

Then, by using the estimate (B.13) and that (%) N < \/e, this implies that

e3/2ee0(1-F) /) m > sm c1N(N —4m)
+ < M NZ e, ™ 4m 2 - = ).
St Sss (1— 4m/N)1*Lz(rn Cr s s eXp < 1+logm )

According to the notation (B.3), (B.4) and (B.11), since ¢g = 4logc15, we have

5m

2
eTl(m) _ 63/267m6154m m 2.

Hence, according to formula (B.9), we have shown that for all N > 4m,

e (1= /0 m ( clN(N—4m))
+ < Z-Nz2exp|YTi(m) - ————
PSS R P = T g (3.8)

= C3\/ QmN%@}V,m'

Third, by using the estimate (2.27) from Proposition 2.8, we also have the bound

2¢9N?
2 — Fyy o (6)?dE < Q,AZ™ exp <2c — 2 >
< /Al<|s|<A|2 )P < ? Y Vm o+ 1(1+ logm)¥/

and according to (2.25),

m (8¢o) ™ N™m™/?
A2 S\/é (1+10gm)3m/4 )

where used that by (B.3), 0 < cio(m) < 1, ¢;1(m) > 1 and (m + 1)™ < /em™/2 for all m > 3.
According to (B.4), this shows that A5* < eT2(™) 5o that for all m > 3,

02N2
<e“vQ,, N T —
/1 se m exp ( 2(m) . T 1(1 + 10g m)3/4> (39)
=3/ QN %03 .,

according to formula (B.8).

Finally, by collecting the estimates (3.4), (3.8) and (3.9), we deduce from the decomposition (3.3)
that for any m > 3 and N > 4m,

-1 2
m C3 _m N
A < e/ TN (R + Ol + 08 + SN % 00 (5 ) )
After replacing the last term by @?V,m according to (B.7), this completes the proof. O

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

First, the estimate (1.8) follows directly from Proposition 2.5 and the fact that ¢s < 8. Then, in order
to prove the estimate (1.9), we need the following Gaussian tail-bound which is a straightforward
consequence of Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 3.2 (Large deviation estimates). For any L > 0, let O = [—%, £]*™. Then, we have for
any n,m € Z,
P,[X ¢ Op] < 4me™5°/8

and

—|lz]|?/2
/ o—lzll?/ < Sm_ s
R27\Op, (27T)m V2rL
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Proof. For any k > 1, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that for any ¢ € R,
En[etX%},En [etXZk,l} < et2/2-
By Markov inequality, this implies that for any £ > 1 and ¢ > 0,
P, [[Xy| > L] < 2e~tLH°/2,

Choosing t = L, we obtain
2
P, [|Xy| > L] < 2e7L7/2,

Hence, by a union bound, we obtain

Pol(X1,... Xom) € O2] < > Pul|Xa| > L/2] < dme™1"/%,

k<2m
By a similar union bound, an analogous estimate holds in the Gaussian case. O

Recall the definitions (1.6) and let us split

</DL /R%”\D) ‘%m(x) 6(;l) Za

o—llall?/2
’ Rzm\DL (271-)

where we used the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality to bound the first integral. By Lemma 3.2, this implies
that for any L > 2v/3,

X

AL < LmAR), 4 5me 8, (3.10)

We choose the parameter L which minimizes the RHS of (3.10), that is the (unique) solution of the
equation:
= 2
AR =2prme L/, (3.11)

m

1= 2

Since m > 3, the function L — L2~™e~L"/8 is decreasing and it is bounded from below by 22~™m!~%
for L < 24/m, under the assumption that ASIQZR < 5.27™ml=% e~ % the solution of the equation (3.11)

satisfies
2vm < L < \/8log AZI. (3.12)

Hence, by (3.10), this implies that

Finally, using the conditions (3.12) for L, we conclude that

AL

<2(8log A FAG)

This completes the proof. O
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3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1, Proposition 1.2 and Proposition 1.6

Throughout the proof, we fix an integer M > 3. By (B.17), we have v/, < % and it follows
from the estimate (1.8) that the condition An)n <5.27Mmml=% e~ % from Theorem 1.3 is satisfied if

m

en,m § %ClﬁimN77. (313)

Then we immediately deduce from the estimates of Proposition B.3 that for all m > M and N >

c(M)Ym+/1+logm,

m eXp ( — 12m(logm — 0.26))

m

Gn,m = (1 =+ 6)@N m < N™
C16

This shows that under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, the condition (3.13) holds. Accordingly, by
(1.9), we obtain

AL <2(8log AZLH) FAG),

< 2¢: \/@(8N log (c3/ QmN%@N,m)il)%@N,ma

where we used that the function 2 + z(logz~')% is non-decreasing for z € [0,e” %] as well as
Proposition 2.5 to get the second bound. By (B.17), we also have Q,,N™ > %, so that
according to formula (B.7), we obtain the (crude) lower-bound

3/ QN2 0%, > NN

This implies that if m > M and N > ¢(M)m+/1 + logm, then

AW < 250/, (N1/Blog N) " O . (3.14)

Using Corollary B.3 once more, we obtain

AN < 2e3(1+ €)y/Qun (N/8log N) 0%,

n7

Since 2¢3(14¢€) < 16, by (B.7) and (1.7), we conclude that for all m > M which satisfies the condition

N > ¢(M)m~/1+ logm,
m mez (14 logm
dTv(X, G) < Anl 16/ m34 e4N (N\/ ) \fl—‘(]\/vg-‘rl)) (315)
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

Now, let us choose m = [n®| with 0 < o < 1/2 and let us assume that m > 17. By (3.15), this
implies that for all integer n € N such that n!=2% > 20.4,/logn,

) <163/ Qn®eT Lgme*—=— (N\/logN) M

I'(N +1)

2

where we used that N > e?m and that ¢(17) = 28.8 < 20.4v/2 — see the Table (B.22). First, observe
that by (B.17), it holds for all m € N,

m . @me)™  _m s
VoA < NI ey o € 3.16
(2m)3y/m m/2m (816)

17



where we used that the max {(167re)mm*m} = exp (167r). Second, let us observe that the function

N
% is decreasing for N > e? so that by (B.17),

HogN)® _ n®F o ( logllog V) + 32
T(N +1) S\/ﬂexp(_n tog(m )(1_ log(n1 ) ))

Since 1/y/m < n~%/18/17 for n > 18~ ', these cstimates imply that

AL < Cner T (N+/log N) exp ( n'~*log(n'~) <1 _ log(log vn) + 3/2>),

log(n!~*)

with C = %. Now, let us also observe that N < e%0572pl=a for p > 180‘71, so that
)2

n® logl 0.1144
(N\/log N) < exp (na log(n'™%) (1 + oglogn + ))

2log(n'—)
This shows that if n > 182" (so that m > 17) and n'~2% > 20.4y/Tog n,

A(l) < Cn*~ % exp ( — (1 —ep)nt™® log(nl_o‘))

with
—2(1-2a
= loglog(y/n) + 3/2 ©p-(1-2a) (1 loglogn +0.1144 n201-2a) (3.17)
log(nt—o) 2log(nl—) 4log(nt—o)

2(log 1 0.8069 0.0649 0.0012
(loglogn + ) n n - (3.18)

logn Viogn = (logn)
where we have used that n'=2® > 20.4y/logn, a < 1/2 and the numerical bound 1 + bglogﬁ% <
20.4 - 0.0649 for all n > 182 to obtain the estimate (3.18). We also deduce from (3.18) that €, <

1—87-10723 for all n > 182. Since drv(X,G) < AS})M this completes the proof of Proposition 1.2. [J

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 1.6. Let us choose m = L and suppose that

41.5\n/lognJ
n > 4322 so that m > 6 and we can use the estimate (3.15) — we have ¢(6) = 58.66 < 41.5v/2 according
to the Table (B.22). As N = 2 > ¢?m, this implies that

me2 10 N
nmglGV m24m64n (NV ) \/7ngN]\2

Moreover, we verify that as N > 1/41.5n+/logn,

: V41.5 1 2log(logv/n) + 3
log N)NN™—Ne2N < — ~—V/n(logn)*/*( 1 - -
(log V') €r S exp 2 Vn(logn) 41.5/logn logn

and using the estimate (3.16), this shows that

< 16e3™m3 o2 e NV % o V4 logm)5/4 1 ~ 2log(log v/n) +3 .
< ——5 e (logN) 7\f( ogn)
(2m)in ~ 415ylogn logn

m m 3
Moreover, since (log N)% e < exp (W +1, /m log log n) we obtain

(T
(2mlogn) i (41.5)2 2

Al

)
n,m

Al <

vn(logn)®/*(1 — en)> .
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where
B 1 3—2log2+2loglogn log logn 4 1/2
- 41.5\/Togn logn 41.5(logn)s  (41.5logn)?

We verify numerically that €, < 0.711 for all n > 4322. In particular, this implies that

€n

AL, < Vnexp (19.4 - 0.93v/n(logn)*?).

n,m =

Since AS}?W is non—decreasing in m € N, this completes the proof of Proposition 1.6. g

4 (Gaussian approximation: Proof of Proposition 2.6

Recall that F, ,, denotes the characteristic function of the random vector X and that it is given by
formula (2.10). In particular, it holds for any ¢ € R?™,

e 1EP/2 (@) = e 161 — det[T - Kig Q]| (4.1)

where g is a trigonometric polynomial (2.2), @,, is the orthogonal projection with kernel span(ey, ..., e,—1)
and according to formula (2.8),

Kig = Hy (2% ) H_(e75). (42)
Recall that the operator Kj, is trace—class, but observe that it is not self-adjoint since by (2.7),
K, = H, (e3¢ )H_ (62%g+) with Sg~ = —S3g™ because the function g is real-valued. As we explained
in Section 2.4, in order to prove Proposition 2.6, we provide estimates for the Fredholm determinant

on the RHS of (4.1) in the regime where ||| < N in order to guarantee that the Schatten norm
| KigQnll #, remains small.

The first S‘iep of the proof consists in obtaining a priori estimates on Fourier coefficients of the
functions 98" .

Lemma 4.1. Fizm € N and £ € R?™. Let p= Hl%”f” We have for all integers k > 2mp,
plk/m
[k/m]!"

Proof. Let us define ¢y (w) = kMzo % for M > 1. Since g™ () = > -, j;fkeikg and g~ = g+, we
have for all integers k& > Mm,

‘(e@)k‘ < 2e?

/ ¢]w(_ig+(9))eig7(0)—ik9% -0.
T 27T

This implies that any k& > Mm,

(2987 )| =
2T

/ o—ig™ (0)+ig~ (0)—iko 40
T

. ae—(0) 40
< [ e @~ oui-igr@n]e s O (4.3)
T ™
Now, let us observe that for any |w| < M/2,
w |w] M wl Y’
— <
[ = on(w)] < (M +1)! Z M+2
Jj=0
|w‘M+1
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Moreover, by (2.2) and since >, |C|* = [|€]|?, we also have

L 1+ logm
et oo < 3 S <= [EESE g, (45)
k=1

where we used that ;" | k= < 1+1logm for any m > 1 and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Then,
using the estimates (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain if both M > 2p and k > Mm,

M+1
p

|(623g+)k| < QGPW-

By choosing M = |k/m], this implies the claim. Indeed, by the same argument, we obtain the same
bound for |(e=2%"),|. O

Now, let us use these estimates to bound the Schatten norm || KigQnl| ¢,

Lemma 4.2. Fizm €N, £ € R?*™ and let p = M%HEH If we assume that N =

Cr < %, then

> ¢, tp with

n
m

4m262p p2N
(1—-¢2)2T(N+1)%

[ KigQnll 71 <

Proof. Let us recall that the operators Hi(emgi) are Hilbert—Schmidt and that by (2.7), we have

gt —. |2
QuHL ()1, < 3 (k — n 4 1)|(955),
k>n

Moreover, by formula (4.2) and the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality (for the Schatten norms), since @,, is
a projection, we have

SgT Ig™
1KigQnll sy < I1Hi (€278 )Qull sl H-(e*78 ) Qnll s,
Using the estimates form Lemma 4.1, this implies that if the dimension n > 2mp, then

27k /m]
1KigQull s, < 4€* S (k—n+ D(FMW' (4.6)
k>n

Under the condition N = > > e 1p, since j! > T'(N + 1)Nj_N for all j > N, we obtain
20k /m] 2j
p 2 . P
(k—n+1) <m (GJ+1—N)-—
2 (o <™ 2 Tk
2N 2j
oS ()
ST TIN T 1?2 2.0+ (5
j=0
oN
<(l—e2)Pm2t
= (=ef) Ty Ty

Note that for the last bound, it suffices that ¢, < 1. However, we impose that c, < % to guarantee
that n > 2mp. Then, by combining the previous estimate with (4.6), this completes the proof. O
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We are now ready to finish the proof of Proposition 2.6. First, let us observe that by Lemma 4.2
and using formula (B.17) for the I" function, we obtain that if N > c**lp,

2/ 2 2y (pe)*N 2/m m® c+1)2N
[ KigQnll s < TR P T < @ _C*Q)QW(c*e ). (4.7)
If we choose ¢, = 1/4, then c.e® Tt < 0.873 so that the RHS of (4.7) is very small for large N.
Actually, in the regime where N > 4m (in particular when N > 13), this implies that

2 41
||KngnH/1 < 37]\7(0*60*+1)2N < 6

= 9295. 7 = 225. W(0~873)26 < log(2.766) — 1,

where we obtained the last two bounds numerically. Hence, using the inequality (2.19) from (Simon,
2005b, Theorem 3.4), we deduce from Lemma 4.2 with ¢, = 1/4 and the previous estimate that if
N > 4(pVm),

4N
: 2 : 2 2(14+| KigQn 2 4 4 14
|1 _det[I—KngnH S ||K1an||j1€ (4l Hfl) S cgTm-e pm.
where cg = 2.766@ according to (B.3). If we combine this estimate with formula (4.1) and

- .. . — N
replace p = /(1 + logm)/2||£]|, this implies that for any N > 4m and all ||€]| < Ay = e’
4N
—lel?/2 2 2,4 4 14 —el?
|e &=/ —Fn,m(§)| < cg?mie pme el

This completes the proof. O

5 Tail bound for large ||¢

: Proof of Proposition 2.7

Recall that the function g is given by (2.2) and let us observe that by choosing h = g’ in Lemma 2.4,
we obtain the following bound.

Proposition 5.1. Fiz m,n € N and let N = J-. For anyn >0 and any § € R2™, we have

| Frm (€)] < exp (020 (n+ %))En [e*v Sy g’(aj)z} ,

2 2 2
where 5 = eryey (1= 152 ) and e = 5
In order to prove Proposition 5.1, we need the following basic estimate which is proved in the
Appendix A.3.

Lemma 5.2. For anyy € [-1,1], y # 0 and x € R, we have

1+ <Sm2($))2 < exp (5)2

Proof. We apply Lemma 2.4 with h = ¢’ and v = m(n’l]f‘/g”g” where n > 0. We obtain
. (0i—0; . g'(0:)—¢g'(0;)) 12 n
sin + 1w . _3q(6. 1120’ (0.
[From(€)] < En [H — o T +izg@plesemizeen). o)
i<j sin (%) j=1
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Moreover, by the Cauchy—-Schwartz, we have

lg'lloo < D V2KIG| < \/2ka:1 G * 20k k= v/m(m + 1)IE]. (5:2)
k=1

i i Vgl < —n/m ) .
Observe that with these choices, we have Z||g'[|oc < Jrar so that by Taylor’s theorem, since
g is real-valued, we have for j € {1,...,n},
o~ Vo v, 2 lyv, 3 "
90 +128/0)) - Z2'(6:)°| < 7| 28/ 6))] sup &”(2)].
\%Z\Sm\%zlﬁ\/%
We also have
/// |k| / " 3/2
Z [Ck|——= so that sup |g (z)‘ < 6¢o1 (m(m + 1)) €]l
k1<m R S e S =

oxp (n/+/n(1F1/m) and we used that Y ;. | k° < M. Then using the estimate (5.2),

where cg1 = Vel
the previous bounds imply that

vim?(m + 1) €]
n3

98(0; +i28/(6;) = =¢/(0)% < e g(6;)?

2
vn-ca , 2
.

n n g(0)°,

where we used our choice for v. This shows that

ﬁe—dg(ﬁ’ +ike' ) Sexp(—Z( U C21)zn: ) (5.3)

j=1 =1

Moreover, by Lemma 5.2 and since by convexity, sin(u/2) > u/7 for all u € [0, 7], we obtain for
any u € [—m, 7] and o > 0,

14 sinh(cu/2) 2 <o au 2 “e (E)Q
sin(w/2) ) =P\ 2sin(u/2y) =P\ ) -
This estimate implies that for all 7,5 € {1,...,n},

2 . 8 (0)—8 (9.) \ 2
h J
14 (sm (1/ o )>

sin (—0";01' )

7 2
inh (el (0i=6;)
1+ <bln ( n 2 )

sin (L ;‘% )

2
v g// -
exp (Y

Moreover, by the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, we have

k3/2 % 1
N D N DI I e e

|k[<m F=1 Jk|<m

sin (91'59]' + iyg/(aig_ng/(‘gj))

sin (L gej )

IN

IN
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Hence, this shows that

g (0i=0i | 5 8'(0i)—g'(8;) |2 2
H sin ( 5 L 4+ lyg 2ng J ) < exp <I/m(m + 1)”5”) — C2om (5 4)
. 0;—0; — - ’ .
1<i<j<n sin (Z57) 2v2/m
where we used the definition of v and set cog = ”28"2. Similarly, we have
n 201,12 \ /2
H|1+1V // | <1+ v |g2||oo>
rar n
B (5.5)

“ e ((Vmun;lnaf) - (i) |

where we used that 14z < e” for all z € R to obtain the second estimate. By combining the estimates
(5.3), (5.4), (5.5) with (5.1), we obtain that for all £ € R*™,

P (©)] < En[exp ( (n+ 2) —vig’wj)?)],

j=1

n
_v(y_wem)_ N Creezvm)
where 7 = & (1= 552 ) = St (1 T 6van : O

Thus, in order to estimate ‘Fn_,m (§)| using Proposition 5.1, we need a bound for E,, [efﬁf 2= g’(ej)Q] .
Let us point out that in the regime where ||£]| is large compared with N, we cannot use the bound
from Lemma 2.3 to estimate this quantity. Indeed, we have ||g'||2. > [£]|?, while our basic estimate
for A(g?) is of the form A(g"?) < emP||¢||* for a numerical constant ¢ > 0. Then, by optimizing over
all v > 0, we would obtain

_ N 1ip 2 N2
E,[e (RMEER) | <exp(—n|g'l72 + 7 A(g?)) < exp <—40mg> .

This estimate is similar to those from Proposition 2.8 but it not as good for large m € N. More
importantly, it does not yield any decay as [|£|| = +o00. So, instead of Lemma 2.3, we will use the
bound (2.23) which follows from the next Lemma.

Lemma 5.3. For any function f : T — R such that e~/ is integrable, we have for any n > 2,

-y f6n)] < € NOLAY
En[e ) }\/ﬁ</1re =) (5.6)

The proof of Lemma 5.3 is given in the appendix (Section A.4) and it relies on the fact that the
configurations which minimize the energy associated with the probability measure P,, are uniformly
distributed on T (like the vertices of a regular n-gon) so that we known explicitly the minimal energy
as well as the partition function.

To complete the proof of Proposition 2.7, we also need (Chahkiev, 2008, Lemma 2) in order to give
an estimate for the integral on the RHS of (5.6).

Lemma 5.4 ((Chahkiev, 2008)). Let f : T — R be a trigonometric polynomial of degree m € N and
let || fll2 = y/ Jp F(0)2dp where dp = % denotes the uniform measure on T. If we let 7 = {0 € T :
1f(0)] < /\}, then we have for any A > 0,

A 1/2m
D) <2 —— .
W) < e<\/5f||L2)
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From Lemma 5.4, we deduce that for any trigonometric polynomial f : T — R of degree at most

m € N, we have
/ et 0 _ / /+OO e d\ | u(do)
T 2~ Jr \ o {ir@1<vx}

+oo
= / e_’\,u(ﬂﬁ)d)\
0

< 26/ e~ <> d\
0 2||fH2L2

< 2e

~ @A) A

where we used that T'(1 + 1/4m) = f0+°° e M\/4md)\ < 1 for any m € N in the last step. Hence, by
combining this estimate with (5.6), we obtain the following general bound.

Proposition 5.5. Let f: T — R be a trigonometric polynomial for degree m € N,. We have for any
n>2,

n

E, [e= i-1 F0*] < °1s :
[ J< V2mn (2] f113,)N/4

where N = 2 15 =2¢* and | f||r2 =/ [ f(O)Q%.

We are now ready to complete the proof of Proposition 2.7. By combining the estimates from
Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.5 with f = ,/7g’ which is a real-valued? trigonometric polynomial
of degree m € N, we obtain that for any n > 2 and any 7 € (0, 1],

ClS’fL

V2mn(2v||g'|172) N4

1 (e"mz(ﬂ;"'rlb)>N/4 ci5"”
< )
“ V2 29| 1€/

where we used that by definition we have ||¢’[|3. = >, k[Ck|? > [|€]|* and we replaced ca = #. We
still have the freedom to choose the parameter i € (0, 1] in the estimate (5.7) and we choose it in such

|Frm(©)] < exp (e20(n + 3))

(5.7)

2 . il i '
a way to minimize =™’ T . That is, we choose 17 = f//im and since 2v[¢]| = ﬁm2(7"+1) (1 a 712521),
this implies that
. N/4
| Fam (€] < me2 (20 um2(m 4 1) 15"
n,m = 2(1 . %) ||£||N/4.

Finally, let us observe that in the regime where n > 4m? (note that it is the only place where we use
this condition), this implies that

2n,, N/4
2 Ci5~ N
. o+ h)
where T3(m) = 2 (mi1)e () according to (B.11). This completes the proof. O

2(1- 5t

2We verify that for any n,m € N and 5 € (0,1], v > 0.
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6 Intermediate regime

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 2.8. Recall that the polynomial g is given by (2.2)
and that h = —% g is the Hilbert transform of the function —g — see (2.13). We will make use of the
following basic estimates. We have for any & € R?™,

glloes 1Alloe < v2(1 +logm)|I€]l. (6.1)

Similarly, for any ¢ € R?™ and any integer x > 0,

e < 3 (G VER < Gyl (mlm + 1) T (62)

k<m

with Cp =1, Oy = 1/v/2, Cy = 1/4/3 and

IR o = [ [CGelR2eHE < mS T2 g, (6.3)
k<m

We will also make use of Lemma 2.9 which is proved in Section 6.2 and we fix (throughout this
section) the parameter
v N
Vm 4 1(1 4 logm)t/4|€||

where N = - and 0 < v, < ¢ as in (B.1). This last condition is necessary for our proof of Propo-
sition 6.2 below and we will optimize over the parameter v, in the proof of Proposition 2.8 which is
given in the next section. This proof relies crucially on the following two estimates.

v= (6.4)

Proposition 6.1. Let n,m € Zy and £ € R®*™. If v > 0 is given by (6.4), then

s aulpairhip Ay €|
E,|e 2Zi= g (0;+12100))) < _9 2(1 — g — 12205 g 4 3/43 )
[e < exp v|[¢| c10 Nm( ogm)

Proposition 6.2. Let n,m € Z, with m > 3, £ € R>™ and suppose that the parameter v is given by
(6.4) with 0 < v, < co. If H is given by (2.14), we have

2 < VvIN%(1+ )
E, — H(6;,0; < 2 * )
o (77 3 000, e"p<cg+<m+1ﬁ+1ogm>

i,j=1

The proof of Proposition 6.1 is given in Section 6.3 while the proof of Proposition 6.2 is given in
Section 6.4. Now that we are equipped with these two estimates, we can proceed with the proof of
Proposition 2.8.

6.1 Proof of Proposition 2.8

Let us recall that the parameter v is chosen according to (6.4) and we assume that 0 < v, < ¢ = ﬁ.

By combining Lemma 2.9, Lemma 6.1 and Proposition 6.2, we obtain

2 AT2
2 v N*(1 + ) 2v Ni¢| ( denvei€ 3/4>)
Fom < 2co+ - 1—cio— 1+1 .
| ) (f)| eXp( Cg (m+1)\/1+logm \/m—|—1(1+logm)1/4 €10 N /7m—|—1( ogm)
(6.5)

Let Az be as in (2.25), that is

. Co_l(l — Clo)N\/m +1
T U 8(L+logm)Picy;
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lI£ll

In order to maximize the polynomial 1/*(1 — c10 — 4vicrn (1 + log m)3/4), we choose v, =

N+/m—+1
Sl‘(;”zlci_ok))gn‘bgtliu. Then, we verify that in the regime where ||£|| > A2, we have v, < ¢y so that we are

allowed to use the estimate (6.5). We obtain

972 2 A72
) co?N2(1 + «p) (1 —ci0)°N
| ; (f)| exp( Co + (m+1)v/1T+1logm  8(1+logm)eis

Ifc; = % —co2(1+ 60)731(;;1%1;” according to (B.3), it follows from the previous formula that in

the regime where ||€|| > A,

2 261 N2
F, 0 < g — — T
O 2o (2 2
This proves the estimate (2.26).

On the other hand, in the regime where ||£]| < Ay if we choose v, = ¢ in the estimate (6.5), by
(2.25), we verify that

2 5 N2(1 +¢) V1+Tlogm
E,m©]? < 2 — 8 YO8 el (o8, —
’ ) (5)‘ eXp( 9 + co ((m+ 1)\/@ C11 m+ 1 ||£||( 2 Hgll)
N2(1 VI+]
S exp 2(}9 + 602 ( + 60) — 8011ﬂ[\1 (2A2 — Al) s
(m+1)y/T+1logm m+1
where we used that the minimum of the function & — [|]|(2A2 — [[]]) for Ay < [[€]| < A equals
caN co M (1 —c10)Nvm +1 B caN
V1+Tlogm 4c11(1 + logm)3/4 V1 +Tlogm

co teay/m+1 9 4eqcperr (1 + log m)1/4
= 1-— C10 — .
4c11(1+10gm)5/4 m—+1

Ay(285 — Ay) =

) descocas (141 1/4 1 141 1/4 . .
Hence, if ca = cocy (1 —c10 — 6460611/(%gm) ) - 002% according to (B.3), it fol-

lows from the previous formulae that in the regime where A; < ||€]|| < Aa,
2co(m)N? )
Vm +1(1 +logm)®/4 )
This proves the estimate (2.27) and it completes the proof. It just remains to prove Lemma 2.9 as well
as Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 which is the task that we undertake in the next sections. O

‘Fnﬁm(£)|2 < exp (209 _

6.2 Proof of Lemma 2.9
Let us recall that by Lemma 2.4, we have for any v > 0,

sin (91;9_7‘ + iyh(ei);nh(aj))

0,i;9j )

| Fom (€)] gEn{ 11

1<i<j<n

By Lemma 5.2, we obtain for all ;,0; € T with 6; # 0,

2 . (Sinh (Vh(gi);nh(ej)) > 2
sin (@)
h(6:) = h(6;) \
exp <VW)

2
= exp (VH(Qi,Hj)),

2 n .
T 11+ g0, ez |
sin( =1

sin (—ei;)j )

sin (

IA

n2
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where the function H is as in (2.14). Moreover, we also have

n v 2 V2 n
H ‘1 + lgh/(ej)’ < exp (nQZj_1H(9j79j)) :
Jj=1

Combining these bounds, we obtain for any 61, ...,0, € T distinct and any v > 0,
e (0:,—0; | . Rh(6:)—h(0;)\ 2 n 9 n
sin ( L 4 iy — Y 1v
I | 2 — 7 2 ) | I |1 +lﬁh/(9k)| <exp| ;5 E H(6;,9;) |.
= sin (—J) - 2n®
1<i<j<n 2 j=1 1,j=1

Hence, by the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, this implies that

2 n

|Fn,m(§)|2 < ]En [exp (;2 Z H(QZ, 93)>:| En |:e_2 Z?Zl %g(eﬁiﬁh(f’a‘))] .

ij=1

6.3 Proof of Proposition 6.1

Recall that according to (6.4), we assume that v = for a constant v, > 0. Using

VT
my/m+1(1+log m)!/4[[£]|
/4
the estimate (6.1), this implies that Z||hlle < \[V*%. Then, since both functions g, h are
real-valued on T and g is an analytic function, we have

v v
950, + 12A(0,)) — Le'(0,)h(0,)] < L0, w o [g"()
|§Rz|§.w,|dz|<fu*%
Moreover, by (2.2), we have for any z € C,
/// Z |7€\5/2C e
|k|<m
so that if |Rz| < 7, |Jz] < \/il@%, then
(14log m)Y/
| ///( )| < \f Var, 4t e — Z|<k|k5/2 <3\[619”€”m3/2(m+1)3/2
k=1
_ 1 VEe Ut mo 5 o mdmt)°
where c19(m) = 75 Vel and we used that )", k> < Z—-%——. These bounds and the
estimate (6.1) show that
]En[exp< 2;%g(9j+1nh(ej)))]
j:
W~ L 3 m3/ 2 (m 4 1)3/2 = 9
<E,|exp( — ;Zg (0,)h(0;) + 2c10]|€]| e V1+logm» h(6;)*)|.
j=1 j=1

Let us denote v = clg||§||2w\/l +logm and f = ¢’ —vh. By Lemma 2.3, this implies that
n v 2 &
E, [eXp ( —2) Syg(8; + lnh(ej)))] <E, [exp ( - Z f(oj)h(oj)ﬂ

j=1
<eXp(—21//f de—i—A(fh))
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First observe that since we have chosen h = —% g, we have

/h 2 <ler (6.6)

and by formulae (2.15)—(2.16), we obtain
E, [exp < — 2;%(9]» + iZh(ej)))] < exp ( —2u(1 —)|€)1? + ;A(fh)) (6.7)

It remains to estimate the quantities A(fh) where the seminorm A is given by (2.4) and f = g'—~h. To
that end, we may use the bound A(u) < ||u||r2]|w'|| 2 which holds for any smooth function « : T — C.

First, we have
1£llce < [Pl fllzz < V2(1 +logm) (vVim +7) [I€]®

where we used the estimates (6.1), (6.3) and (6.6). Second, we have

IR 2 < Nlhlloo[1f 122 + I flloo 17 ]| 22

< (Vam(i+logm) (m+7) + (vVm(m + 1) +7/2(1 +logm) ) vim) €]

27y 1+1/m 5
= 2m(1 +1 1+ — P R s——
mvm+%m<+m+ m+mm>w

Here we used that [|g(®)||z2 = ||h(")||L> for any & > 0 since h is the Hilbert transform of g and the
estimates (6.1)—(6.3). Combining all these estimates, we deduce from formula (6.7) that

n[exp( zz { @ +17 (9))})}

2,2
sexp(2v||£2 (- 2 e (4 30) (2 i) ) )

To complete the proof, it remains to observe that by (6.4) and (B.3), we have

(1+log m)l/4

1) o+/1+1/m O Vo
72019”5”2” ]T\/'n?_i_r V1+logm = cror2/1+1/m < cio(m +1/ O Vmin/2

o (tlogm)1/4 m)1/4

after replacing c19 = 3\[ VimiD/2 - and using that v, < ¢p. Moreover, by (6.4), we also have

v 2Tn2 Vi c c m .
7”57@2 (1 +logm) = == *DEL(I + logm)3/4, so as ¢1; = (1 + \/1&) (1 + 27;0 + 4/ 72(11110/@”)), this
proves the claimed bound. O

6.4 Proof of Proposition 6.2

Let us denote for any k € Z,

v k .
Ty = T‘I'U _ Z] 1€1k9J = \/Q(XQk_l +1X2k).

The idea of the proof is to view >2;';_,
and to use this observation to express the Laplace transform of the random variable > "

as a (multivariate) Gaussian integral as explained at the end of Section 2.4.

H(6;,0;) as a quadratic form in the random variables (Tj)xez

(9i>6j)

i,j=1
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Lemma 6.3. We have the identity

Z H(Qi,ﬁj) = ;‘SR{ Z quTqu + Z quTqu},

5,j=1 P,qEL P,qEL
where e
LSp+q—4
Apg= D (Licp-rir<pro—r<m + li<qki1<prq—t<m) e
1<k<e<m tlp+q—1)
and (e
LSp+q—2L
qu = Z (11§k—p§€—p—q§m + 11Sk—qié—p—QSM)#'
1<k<t<m t—-p—aq)
Proof. An elementary computation gives that for any ¢ € Z,
el _ pilx P )
- — Zkilel(k—1/2)(961(€—k-‘,-1/2)w7 z, 9eT.
2isin(5%) -

By (2.13) — (2.14), this directly implies that for any ¢,5 = 1,...,n,

H(am 93) _ §R{ Z Z f;ci 1 (k—1/2)6; (€7k+1/2)0j ei(rfl/Q)Giei(sfrJrl/Q)Qj }

1<k<t<m 1<r<s<m
n §R{ Z Z CeCs A (E=1/2)0; i(0—k+1/2)0; —i(r—1/2)6; ,~i(s—r+1/2)6, }
1<k<t<m 1<r<s<m
Then summing over all variables 6;, §;, we obtain

Z H(Qiﬁj):?ﬁ{ Z Z fjg—;Tk+r1Te+skr+1} (6.8)

1<i,5<n 1<k<t<m 1<r<s<m

+§R{ D f;CiTk Ty sir k} (6.9)

1<k<t<m 1<r<s<m

In (6.8) we make the change of variables (r,s) <> (p,q) given by r = p—k+1and s = ¢+ p — L.
Similarly, in (6.9) we make the change of variables (r, s) «+ (p,q) given by r =k —p and s = ¢ —q—p.
This implies that

> H(Qiﬁj):%{ > > CZCHP < 1<pk+1<q+pf<mTqu} (6.10)
1<i,j<n 1<k<t<mp,qeZ V lg+p—1)

”?{ > aloy 113k—p§é—q—p§mTqu}- (6.11)
1<k<t<mp,qeZ V ((l—q—

To finish the proof, it remains to symmetrize the previous formula over (p,q) and use that C = ¢
for all j = 1,...,m. Then (6.10) corresponds to 1R{ > pacz ApgTp Ty} and (6.11) corresponds to
%%{ Zp,qGZ quTqu}' N

Let us observe that in the notation of Lemma 6.3 , Apq # 0 only if 1 <p,q < 2m —1 and By, # 0
only if [pl,|g] < m — 1, so we may view A = (qu)Qm,1 and B = (Bpq)i<p|,|q/<m aS symmetric
matrix—valued functions of the parameters ((;)j-,. In the following, we denote

Qa = §R{ > quTqu}, Qp = 9%{ > quTqu} and €= %{nBoo + 2ZBPOT,,}.

P,qEL P,qEL pEZ
P,q#0 p#0
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We introduce this decomposition because Ty = n is not a random variable and should be treated
individually. By Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, Lemma 6.3 implies that

En[exp <5 i H(Gi,ﬂj))] < (En[exp(25}3A)]]En[exp(ZéQB)]>l/4 E, [exp(dng)], (6.12)

ij=1

where § = (%)2 Our first observation is that £ is a linear statistic associated with the trigonometric
polynomial f = nBgy + 2§R{ Zméo BpoelP?} so that by Lemma 2.3, we have the estimate

E, [exp(dng)] < exp (5712300 + (0n)? Z p|Bpo + B_p0|2).
0<p<m

In combination with Lemma 6.4 below, this implies that
2|1 ¢112 24m®
B [exp(0n2)] < exp (20m2 €] + (0n)2 2 €] ). (6.13)

Lemma 6.4. In the notation of Lemma 6.3, we have Boy = 2||&||* and

lEll*.

—_ 4m3

Z p|Bp0 + B—p0|2 < 3
0<p<m

Proof. First of all, by definition, we have

B _
ooy S S Gl =

1<k<(<m 1<k<m

Secondly, we also have for any p € Z,

eCp—t
Bo= Y, (Lick—p<r—pcm + Ly e pem) —=t
1<k<t<m ¢l —p)
This shows that for p > 1,

|Cel
| Bpo| < [I€]| Z (Lpp1<k<e<m + li<k<t—p<m) ——m—
1<k<t<m (L —p)

=20¢ll > V1-p/lll,
p+1<l<m

where at the second step we computed the sum over k. By Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, this shows
that

| Bpo| < 2v/m —pli€||?
This estimate implies that

m—1 m—1

2 4 . 277”3 4
> pIBpol® < 4[E)1* Y pm —p) < L

p=1 p=1

Similarly, we can show that |B_po| < 2v/m — p||£]|? for any p > 1 so that we also have Z;n:_ll p|B_po|? <
3
227 11[|*. This completes the proof. O
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In the remainder of this section, our task is to bound the terms which involve the quadratic forms
Qa and Qp on the RHS of (6.12). In order to do this, we need a priori estimates for the norms of the
corresponding matrices A and B.

Lemma 6.5. Let |A|| = | Jnax ng YAy, and |B| = max Z‘q‘ 1 |Bpql. We have

1AL Bl < v/2m(m + 1)(1 +log m) €[>

Proof. By definition, we have

2m—1 2m—1

‘C/ Kp—o—q—d
g Ayl <2 g E 1 m—_—
- [Apg| < \/Z g 1<p+q—L< Dtq 70

1<k<t<m

The last sum is bounded by > 5}', so we obtain

2m—1
> i <2 3 il
k,r=1
By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, this shows that
2m—1 m /
D Apgl <20C1%, ] D — < V2m(m + 1)(1 +logm)|¢]|*,
q=1 k,r=1
Since |||l = ||€]|, this gives the estimate for ||A] — the argument for |B]| is exactly the same. O

Let us define new objects. For d1,d5 > 0, we set

Th
M= Tomo1 024 and v=1/6, : . (6.14)
da A :

Loyt -
2m—1

Remark 6.1. As explained in Section 2.4, it is not clear whether the matrices A and B are positive
definite. This issue is resolved by bounding the quadratic from Qa using the matrix M (see the
estimate (6.16)) and by choosing the parameter d; small enough to guarantee that M is positive
definite and the Gaussian integral (6.17) is convergent. n

Since A is a symmetric matrix, we have ||[A*|| = ||A]| and

4 2
IM =Lyl = | max 357" [Mpg — Lpg| = 62| All-

. 1
Hence, by Lemma 6.5, if do < ST el then

[M — Ly < (6.15)

w\»—*

so that the matrix M is invertible with M~! = k 0 (I4m 5 — M)k (convergent Neumann series).
This also implies that M is positive definite and we have

. | Y. v
v ) (52A 1 ) (v) = 20, {v' Av} +2Iv]”.
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Thus, if we set § = 102 and use the notation (6.14), this shows that

260a = 25%{ 3 quTqu} < (X) M (X) . (6.16)

P,q€EL

Then, in order to estimate the quantity E,, [exp(ZéQ A)], we may use the identity

742 det (M) exp ((:) M (X)) = /(Cémgxp (—Z*M_lz e (Z) + (X) z) Az,  (6.17)

21
where z = and d?z = 2:;2 dR(2x)dS(2x) denotes the Lebesgue measure on C*"~2,

Z4m—2
Formula (6.17) is a simple Gaussian integration on C*™~2 and it makes sense since we have seen that
the matrix M is positive definite by (6.15). Moreover, it is useful since

2m—1

(V) z=/6, Z (21 Tk + 22m—145Tk)
k=1

A%

is a (mean-zero) linear statistic of a trigonometric polynomial, so that by Lemma 2.3, we have

* 2m—1
£ o (v (3) () =) <o (85 ki s

k=1
< exp (26,2 Cz) (6.18)
where C is a diagonal matrix given by
1
2m —1
C= 1
2m — 1

Hence, taking expectation in formula (6.17) and using the bound (6.18), we obtain

v\’ A\ 1 * -1 2
E, | exp ((v) M (V>)] < m /CMHeZXp (—z M~ — 261C)z) d°z
-1 _ -1
_ det(M 26,C) _ 1 . (6.19)
det(M) det(I — 26;MC)

Here we used that the matrix M~! — 2§;C is also positive definite. Indeed, it follows from the

above discussion (in particular from the estimate (6.15)) that if dp < 1 and
3\/2m(m—&-1)(1-{-103;'m)H&H2

61§m,then for any m > 3,
= 1 2m — 1 5 1
M =1, | < M-I, of <= and  26]C| < < <=
| 4 2”71;” am—2|| <3 1] ”*m3/2\/m7+1*6\/§ 5
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Note that the condition m > 3 is crucial in order to obtain the second estimate. Moreover, since M, C
are Hermitian matrices with |[M]| < 4/3, it follows that for all m > 3,

4(2m — 1) >2(2m1)
3m3/2/m + 1
(2—1/m)®

where c17 = %(1 + S ) and we used that 1 —z > e~ for 0 <z < 2/3. Hence, by formula

(6.16) and (6.19), we obtain for m > 3,
v\® v c
exp (<v> M (v)) ] < e, (6.20)

> 6_017

el )

det(I — 26;MC) > (1 -

E, [exp(%QA)] <E,

In a analogous way, let us denote

m—1 T_m+1
(1 5B B 1 B T,
N<62B I ), D= 1 and w = /01 T,
m—1 Tm_l

Then we have

200p = 259%{ 3 quTqu} < (g) N <X> :

P,qEL
P,q7#0

. 1 _
By Lemma 6.5, if d2 < TRy Tr T TP then ||N — Iym—o| < 1/3 so that both N and

N~! — 26, D are positive definite matrices. Like in our previous computations, this implies that

() ()] s o (2) 2) )

1
< — —z*(N"! = 26,D)z) d?
= 7im=1 4ot (N) /C4mixp< 2 1D)z) d°

1
~ det(I - 25;ND)’

where at the second step we used an estimate analogous to (6.18). Moreover, since N, D are Hermitian

matrices with |[N|| < 4/3 and |D|| =m — 1 for m > 3, if §; < Wl\/m, we have

4(m_1) 2(m—1)
det(T —26,ND) > (1 — ——— ) > 18
e( 1 )( Im3/2 /m+1) =€

where c1g5 = %(1 + %) and we used that 1 — z > e~ for 0 < x < 2/3. Combining these

estimates, this implies that for m > 3,

E,[exp (2698)] <E, {exp ((X) N (g)) } < €415, (6.21)

Now, let us recall that we must have § = (%)2 = 0102. Hence, if we choose

1 22 3/2 1 22
0= —— and 0o = vm mEl_ t:

2m3/2\/m + 1 n? N Vm(m +1)(1 + logm)||€||2
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1 ; ; 2« _1_
S Tros el as required provided that v; < VoL
Observe that this explains our choice for ¢y as the maximum admissible value for v,. In the end, if
we combine all our estimates (6.12), (6.13), (6.20) and (6.21), if the parameter v is given by (6.4) and

m > 3, then we obtain

Bafexp (530 10.0))] < o (2952 1 slel? + 22l ) . 62)

. <
according to (6.4), then we have dy < 5y/am(m1

ij=1

3 3
By definitions, we have ©rtes — 1(5 4+ 4(1_1/7§)(7:ﬁ)_1/m) ). This function attains it maximum over
538 v

the positive integers for m = 3, so that % < cg = 533 Hence, if we replace § = n—z in formula
(6.22) and use (6.4), we conclude that

e, e (5 S (6.6, )] < e (200 + 20617 + 220 1))

7,7=1
<2 n v2N? n 24N? )
=exp | 2¢
P (m+1)y/IT+logm 3(m+1)(1+1/m)(1+logm)
By definition of €y(m) > 0, (B.2), this completes the proof. O

7 Proof of Theorem 1.5

The method used in this section relies on the formalism introduced in (Lambert et al., 2019) which
provides a normal approximation result for certain observable of a Gibbs—type distribution and the
following moment identities from (Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994). According to (1.3), we let for any
kE>1,

2
Ty = \/;Tr U = Xop, 4+ iXopy1. (7.1)

Theorem 7.1 ((Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994)). Fiz m € N and let a,b € {0,1,...}™. Then, for
alln > 30" kag VYo kb,

E, [ 11 Tngﬂ = ]E[H ZZ’“ZZ’“} .
k=1 k=1

where Zy, = Gog +1Gog41 for all k > 1 and Gy are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables.

Note that the hypothesis of Theorem 7.1 are incorrectly stated in (Diaconis and Shahshahani, 1994)
and we refer instead to (Diaconis and Evans, 2001) for a correct version of this Theorem as well as
several applications to the asymptotic distributions of linear statistics of the eigenvalues of the CUE.

One can interpret the the law (1.1) of the eigenvalues of the CUE as a Gibbs distribution® on T"

with energy ®(6) := Zl<l<j<n log |2 sm( )\ ~2. This implies that formally, (1.1) is the stationary
measure of a diffusion with generator

L:—A+V<I>-V=—Z(8N+Z (9__9)) (7.2)

i#; tan

3This means that the probability measure (1.1) also describes a 2d Coulomb gas of N point charges confined on the
unit circle at inverse temperature g = 2.
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We view the vector X : T" — R?*™ as a smooth function in L>(P,,), so that we can define the
vector LX and the 2m X 2m matrix
' = VX - VX, (7.3)

Recall also the definition of the Kantorovich or Wasserstein distance (1.10). Then, by applying (Lam-
bert et al., 2019, Corollary 2.4) to the random variable X we obtain the following result.

Proposition 7.2. For all n,m € N and for any positive definite diagonal matriz K of size 2m x 2m,
we have

Wa(X, G) < \/E,[[K-1LX - X[2] + /B, [|T- K-'T|2], (7.4)
where || - || denotes the Hilbert-Schnmidt norm.
The reason the RHS of (7.4) is small is because the random variables Ty, To,... are approzimate

eigenfunctions of the generator L and the matrix K records the corresponding eigenvalues. The
following Lemma makes this claim precise. Observe that £ is small compared to K which is of order n.

Lemma 7.3. For alln,m € N, we have LX = KX + £ where

K =n-diag(1,1,2,2,--- ,m,m)
E = (§RC13 %Clv mg% %427 T 7§RCWL7 gé-m)
and for all k > 1,

Ck—\/>2\/ Uk —0)TTy_,.

Proof. The Lemma follows from the fact that Ty = \/% Z?Zl e#% and explicit computations. Let us
fix k € N and observe that
ATy = —k°T. (7.5)
i6

. 0;—0;
Second, since tan (JT> = 1z,gj+ % " for any i,j = 1,...,n, we have

Z aTk 7\/72 107+619 i

0, elOJ _ 619
i#; tan (T) i#j

By symmetry, this implies that

A ik0; _ ko,
S ARy S e
— tan 93'79-; — el — elVi
i#] 2 i#]
— 2k ZZe il0; pi(k—0)0;
1#]
= —V2k Zzg el el k=00 4 2T, (7.6)
iJ
where we have used that % = Z el(l=10; ¢i(k=0)0: = Note that in the sum on the RHS of

(7.6), the term £ = k equals to —nkTy, while the other terms can be expressed in terms of the variables
(T¢)5=;. Hence, according to formula (7.2) and by combining formulae (7.5) and (7.6), this shows that
for any k > 1,

LT, = nkTy + (i (77)

Taking real and imaginary parts of the equation (7.7), this completes the proof. O
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Remarkably with Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 7.1, we can exactly compute the error terms on the
RHS of the estimate (7.4). We obtain the following results.

Lemma 7.4. For any n,m € N such that m <mn,

(2m +5)m(m — 1)
9In?

E,[[K™'¢*] =

Lemma 7.5. For any n,m € N such that m < n/2, we have

8m+T7)(m+ 1)m.

E,[|[I-K'T|?] = =

Using Lemmas 7.4 and 7.5, we can complete the proof of Theorem 1.5. According to Lemma 7.3,
we have

K 'LX - X = K '¢,
so that for all m,n € N such that m <n/2,

V@2m +5)m(m — 1) + /(8m + 7)(m + 1)9m /6
3n

< (\/§+\/§)(m+3M.

n

\/]En[IKflLX - X\2] + \/En [HI — K71F||2] <

By Proposition 7.2, we obtain the required bound for the Kantorovich distance Wy (X, G) between the
random vector X and a standard Gaussian random variable on R?™. Thus, to complete the proof, it
remains to prove Lemmas 7.4 and 7.5.

Proof of Lemma 7.4. According to the notation of Lemma 7.3, we have

m 2 — (L _ 1
KPP =) el _ > VIk - OV -t )Tng_ng/Tk_g/.
k=1

n2k2 2kn?
1<0,0' <k<m

Moreover, according to Theorem 7.1, if m < n, then it holds for any integers 1 < £, ¢/ < k < m,
En [TeTi—iToToce] = (Lome eznyor + Liomh—e ek/23)En[|Ze* | Zi—)?] + Lomer—ij2Bn [|Ze|]
= 4L o= p2k2y + Lomp—rr 0ky2)) + 8lo—pr—p /2.

This implies that

_ 4 Lk—20) (2m+5)m(m—1)
1g2] _ —
S N
1<t<k<m
Lk=0) _ k-1
where we have used that >, ., , =5 — = 5. O

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Let us decompose I'" = T + A where A = diag(T"). The point is that

IT—-K'T)* = I - K'A|? + [K~'T|% (7.8)

Since Xop_1 = \/%237:1 cos(kf;) and Xop, = \/%Z;.L:l sin(k6;), by (7.3), we have for any k =
1,...,m,
" kd/2
ng_LQk_l = Qij:I Sinz(kaj) =nk — W%(T%)
/€3/2
Iopor = 2]62?:1 COSQ(k‘ej) =nk + ﬁ%(TQk).

(7.9)
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According to the notation of Lemma 7.3, this shows that

m

_ k
IT- KA =) S R(Tar)*. (7.10)

k=1

It remains to compute the second term on the RHS of (7.8). Let K'/2 be the positive square-root
of the diagonal matrix K and observe that by definition of the Hilbert Schmidt norm:

1 /95— 2 Fzz ok T Fgeq,%q I3, 126 T F%e,qu
K = = S (Y t2 |

1<k<t<m ke 1<k<e<m ke
(7.11)
Like (7.9), we can compute the coefficients on the RHS of (7.11). We check that for any 1 < k < /¢ < m,
Ty o = 2VEEY T cos(kb;) cos(£6;) kOCSEYR(T o) + \/BO(CEE)R(Togi),
Ty 1261 = 2VELY ] sin(kf;) sin(£6;) kO(SE)R(To—r) RO(ER)YR(Tosr),
Tor 106 = —2VELY]_ ) cos(kt;)sin(£6;) = —\/kO(GE)S(Tok) — /BO(EE)S(Tor),
Tyrok-1 = —2VELY]_ sin(kf;) cos(£6;) = +1/kO(5E)S(To—y) kO(EEYS(Topn).-

By (7.11), this implies that

IK—'T||2 = 52( S (0= B)R(Te—1)? + (L + F)R(Tesr)?) + > ((0—F)S(To—p)? + (£ + k)%(Tz+k)2)>

1<k<t<m 1<k<t<m
2
:2( > (0= R)Tor? + (0 + k)| Topr|? +22m Tox) )
n 1<k<t<m k=1

Combining the previous formula with (7.8) and (7.10), we obtain

E,[[I-K'T|?] = ;( > (0= BB [|Te—kl?] + (€ + k)Ey [ Top]? ) i R(Tar)?],
k=

1<k<f<m

where we used that the random variables R(T}) and I(Tj) have the same law for all £ > 1. Hence,
by Theorem 7.1, we conclude that if m < n/2,

EfIT-KOT)E = Y Ay ik Bmanimd m

2 n? 6n2
1<k<t<m k=1

This completes the proof. O

A Additional proofs

A.1 Proof or Lemma 2.3
Without loss of generality, we assume that fo = 0, then by (2.9), we have
E,[exp Tr f(U)] = e det[I - K;Q,.], (A1)

where according to (2.8), if we let w = e’mg(ﬁ), the kernel K is given by

Ky = H.(w)H_(w) = H(w)H(w)",

37



where H(w)* is the adjoint of H(w). Therefore, Ky > 0 as a trace—class operator and this implies
that for any n € Z,
0 <detI-K;Q,] <1.

Then, the claim follows directly from (A.1).

A.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1
Recall that for any m € N and A > 0, we let

gn(A) = e 3T mFA-20D),

0<k<m
First, by going to polar coordinates and making the change of variable u = ||£]|?, we have for any
A >0,
.k T g
[ 1Pt =00 [ etaum)

lgl=A

The integral on the RHS corresponds to the incomplete Gamma function — see (DLMF, Formula
(8.2.2)) — and repeated integrations by parts give for any A > 0,

“+o0 —ud my 1‘_>\ /\k
/A e *du™) = (m—1)le Z e

0<k<m

Using the bound (m — k)! > (:z,:_ll)! valid for all £ = 1,...,m, this implies that

Nz A2 _
/]Rzm e IE e < Qe Z mP AR = 0, gm (A).

A2
oA
A2—m °

Finally, if A2 > m, by summing the geometric sum, we obtain g,,(A) <

A.3 Proof of Lemma 5.2

By symmetry, it suffices to prove that for all y € (0,1] and = > 0,

1+ <Sm2($))2 < exp (5)2
We have for any fixed y € (0,1] and > 0,
(00 (2 Yo () 2o () (- (259)) s
< _% exp ( - ) (2 (1 + sinh(x)?) — sinh(z) cosh() )

2
< —EGXP -

Since x cosh(z) — sinh(x) > 0, this shows that for any fixed y € (0,1] and > 0

(5 5)
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This implies that for any y € (0,1]

Since the RHS is independent of y € (0, 1], this completes the proof.

A.4 Proof of Lemma 5.3

Let us define the function ®(0) = -, ., log el — €1%|=2 for @ € A where A := {0 c R" : 6, =
0<6y<---<6,<2m}is a convex set. Observe that by symmetry, we have

max | I % — €92 ) = max (67<1>(0)) = ¢~ Mineca ©(6)
01,00, €T 11 LN
1<i<j<n

Since function ® is smooth on A, by computing its Hessian (with respect to 0, ..., 6,), we verify that

® is strictly convex?. Moreover, if we let 9 = (0, 27”, ceey W), we see that by symmetry for any

j=2,...,n,

. 1
v@(ﬂ)zZW:Zm:O’

iy tan(=5 i

This implies that 4 is the only critical point of ® inside A and since ® = +o00 on A, we have

géig ®(0) = ¢(9).

Moreover, by definition of the Vandermonde determinant,

_ 09, 9. G—1)0. |2 o G=DGE=1) 2
e (V) _ H |61191 _ 6119]|2 — | det (el(j 1)191) _ | det (6127r - )| )
nXxXn nxn
1<i<j<n
This shows that for any n > 2,
0, 0, _ 2
max H |elfi — ¢10i]2 = ¢=®(9) — n"| det A|”,
01,...,0, €T L<ici< nxn
<i<j<n
2 G1G=1)

where A;; = £ . We easily verify that the columns of the matrix A are orthonormal so that

n
A is a unitary matrix and | dety, xn A‘ = 1. This proves that for any integer n > 2,

,, max | I lelfi — el03]2 = n,
B €T
1seesUn 1<i<j<n

We immediately deduce from this fact and formula (1.1) for the joint density of P, that
dby,

21

E, [6—2;;1 f(%)} _ l' / T 1" _ et 2e= S 0 B0
- " 1<i<j<n 2m

e do\"
< ef(0)> ’
T V2T (/T 2T

where we used that % < \/% by (B.17).

4This follows from the fact that the Hessian V2® has a strictly dominant diagonal with positive entries on A.
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B Constants and numerical approximations

As we pointed out in the introduction, one of the main challenge of the proof of Theorem 1.3 is to try
to optimize and keep track of all the constants involved in our different estimates. For the convenience
of the readers, these constants as well as the error terms in Theorem 1.3 are collected in this section.
The constants are denoted by ¢; = ¢j(m), €; = €¢;(m) and T; = T;(m) for j € Ny since they are
allowed to depend on m but not on the dimension n the random matrix. They are positive for all
m > 3 and we use the following conventions:

e cj(m) — ¢; as m — +oo where ¢; > 0.
e ¢;(m) — 0 as m — +oo.
e T;(m) — 400 as m — +oo and YT;(m) is a regularly varying function.

When relevant, we also provide a numerical approximation or an estimate for these constants.

B.1 Errors in Theorem 1.3

We let
co = 1/67\1/5 ~ 0.343 (B.1)
and

2002

M) = S VT g

We note that eg(m) < 0.041 for all m > 3. The constants which are directly involved in © . from
Theorem 1.3 are given by

(B.2)

(1 — 010)2

v1+logm
= — (1 Yo
alm) =g, — @ I+ 5mT
4eqeoerr (1 + logm)t/4 5 (14 ¢)(1 + logm)'/*
ca(m) =coca | 1 —ci9 — —c
2(m) = coca ( 10 — 0 NS
cs = cg/(2m)Y/* = 7.98
cy = ﬁ ~ 0.354
Cy = 03_1ec9 ~ 1.147
cg = 4(2+log2) ~ 10.78
B.3
cr = 71-2 € ~ 2.59 (B.3)
4-2.766
= __ ~12.63
ST 1 _1/16)2
938
=— 221
= 913
T e (logm)t/4
cio(m) = co*cro(m) /1 + 1/m = ¢p* ?\-/16/771660 Vimtn/2 C10 = ;0726 ~ 0.016

entm = (1 38) (105 )

We verify that both ¢;(m) and co(m) are increasing for m > 3 and we have

G =(1—0)%/16 ~0.0605, & = dcoesy/E ~ 0.119.
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~ / .
Note also that the convergence is slow since ¢; = ¢; + O (W) for j = 1,2 as m — 4o0.
m

Let us also define for all m > 1,

T (m) = cgm® + Smlogm + log(cr)m + 3

1

. B.4
To(m) = 3mlogm — 3mlog(1l + logm) — mlog(8co) + 3. (B-4)

It will turn out that we need the following estimates for the functions Y;(m) and To(m). We have
for all m > 3,

Ve (m)=L(1 + logm)Y1(m) > 34m (B.5)

and

c1(m)Ya(m)vm + 1 < Ti(m)

. B.6
ca(m)(1 +logm)/4 = 1500 (B-6)

The numerical constants in (B.5) and (B.6) are not optimal but they suffice for our applications.

For any N, m > 1, let us define the following functions:

N
5.m m2e2 (1+logm)N 3l N?
0%  —m32 ez (1+logm)” S N L B.7
N,m m2zzeN \/NF(N+1) ) N,m \/TTL 2 exp 16(1—l—logm) ) ( )
m ca(m)N? >
0% ,, = csN'2 ex (T m) — , B.8
v = N e () = e g B8
and if N > 4m,
4m
cse” 0N N(N —4m)
ey, =— T - — . B.9
Nom 1 %n)l_%m exp< 1(m) —c1(m) (1 Togm) (B.9)
Then, the error in Theorem 1.3 is given by

C_‘)N,m = ®9V,m + Q}V,m + @?V,m + (_)}O’V,m (BlO)

One should keep in mind that ©;  is the main term, the term @il)’\/,m is always negligible, while @}V,m
and @?V,m are corrections which become negligible when m < N. This is quantified by Proposition B.1
below.

In Sections 2-6, the following constants will come in play.

142
Cl2 = ;90 ~ 1.06
17
- (log 108)+/1 + log 3
' 68v/108¢2 (1m)
V13
= V2 £ 0.0024
17 1500

C15 = 262 ~ 14.78 (Bll)

Clg — 26\/77’ ~ 9.64
32 (2 —1/m)3

ar =5+ )
8 A(1—1/m)?
o =30 ) )
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1 V3co (14+log m)1/4

cro(m) = %e VmEl
w22 1/7
620(77) = 877 ) n= \//TT"L
62177%77——6\/3 ) n—m

1 _1/2
mm3/%(m + l)eé (1+ <"m>2)

Ts(m) =
2(1- )
Observe that Ys(m) = czm? (14 O(m™')) as m — +o0o. Moreover, as cp1 < 15, we verify that for all
m > 3,
1
m e4n2m (1 1 m m
T3™ < C7mmST ¢ (L+1/m) < 607mm57. (B.13)

_3 m —_
(1- %)

B.2 Estimates for errors — Proof of Proposition 1.4.

Proposition B.1. Fizy > cj5 = 1*17 V7290. For all N,m > 3 such that N > 7\/cl(m)—1(1 +logm)Y1(m),

we have the estimates
-1

_o\ c1(m)N?
®}V7m S Cs eXp <— (1 — 2’17 - 2)]i|(—1())g771> (B14)

and

—2 e
- 1— L)Cg(m)NQ 3 CQ('ITL)N%
0%, <csN?% - ( 1500 = | < — (V/13y —ci3y ! = T2 ).
Nom S G5 exp ( NTESEAT m)% < C5€xXp ( Y — 137 C147Y ) T+ logm
(B.15)

Moreover, we have the lower—bounds: ¢1(m) > 0.0148, co(m) > 0.077 and ¢13 < 0.125 for all m > 3.

Proof. Since e® > 4, we verify that the function z — e~%*(1 — )’ 72" is decreasing on [0, ] so that
we deduce from (B.9) that for all N > 8m,

ON 1 < C5 exp (Tl(m) A G 4’”)).

(1+logm)

Then, we verify that if the condition N > v/c1(m)~1(1 + logm)Y1(m) holds with v > 0,

N(N — 4m) c1(m)N? 2yt
M) T T gy~ 11 2 1 o <1_ L 2)7 (B.16)

where we used the lower-bound (B.5). The RHS of (B.16) is positive so long as v > ¢1p = 2% and
this yields the estimate (B.14). For the estimate (B.15), let us also observe that according to (B.6),
we have for all N,m > 3 such that N > vy/c1(m)~1(1 + logm) Y1 (m),

-2
ca(m) ™ La(m)Vm +L(1 + logm)*/* < =2,

This implies that

m - NZ2
0%, <csN?2ex (— 1- 2> ca(m) )
N,m = €5 p ( 1500)m(1+10gm)%
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Moreover, we also verify that for all m > 3,

12 < c1(m)~'Ti(m)

1
(m+ 132

so that under our hypothesis,

N? - V13 N? - I3y N3/2

Vm 4 1(1 4 logm)i — W(Cl(m)*l(l—&—logm)'rl(m))% ~ VI+logm’

Hence, if we agree to loose the Gaussian decay in N of ©%,,, we obtain that for all N,m > 3 such
that N > vy/c1(m)=1(1 + logm) Y1 (m),

3
2 o / Vi3 -3y C2(m)N*
6N7m§C5N2 exp(—( 137_%’}/ 2)Togfrn .

Finally, it follows from (B.5) that under our hypothesis, N > 34ym with v > ¢;2 so that N > 108 and

3 3
N% < exp (NlogN) §exp( N2 logN\/1+log(N/36)> §exp<01362(m)N2>,
68y v1+logm 687V N vv1+logm
where c¢13 = % VlJ(rlo)g?’. This yields the estimate (B.15). Since ¢y, ¢ are increasing functions for
ca2(m
m > 3, we obtain the numerical estimates for ¢y, co and c¢13 by evaluating these functions for m = 3
on Mathematica. This completes the proof. O

We will also need the following basic estimates for the main error term @S{Lm.

Lemma B.2. For all m, N € N such that m > 3 and N > 5m, it holds

ey ,, < %exp (—Nlogm(l — 10g(1+logm)>>'
' T

Proof. Let us recall from (DLMF, Formula (5.6.1)) that for any = > 0,

I(z+ 1) = V2nzz” exp (—x + 1%”) where 6, € (0,1). (B.17)
x

In addition, since es < 5, let us observe that we have for all N > 5m,
2
m32%eines  miem 1

< b
V2r5N+L T 5\/2r¢ T

where we used that ¢ = 5log5 — 12 — 21—0 — 1052 > 0.15. By (B.17), this implies that for all N > 5m,

3.m m2 3N
2275 1+1 N 1 log(1 + 1
@(J)v,mSTm 2eive2 (1+logm) < exp(—Nlogm(l— og(1+ ogm)>)_

V2r5N+1 miN T logm
O
Using the previous estimates, we are now ready to prove Proposition 1.4.
Proposition B.3. Fiz M > 3. For allm > M and N > ¢(M)m+/1+ logm, we have
1+logm)Nex
ok, +6%,, +63 mgo.on(— <e0Y,, B.18
N, N, N, \/NF(N + 1) N, ( )

where € < 25-107° and the constant c¢(M) are explicitly given by the Table (B.22) below. Moreover,

L. _m exp (—12m| log m—0.26
under the same conditions, we also have O% < N~ %2 ( ( , )) .
’ N,m VTeie™
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Proof. First, observe that for all N > v4/c1(m)~1(1 + logm)Y1(m), if 6(m) = amTy(m) (v —

% — 171 then it holds that

_ 2y~ 1 _
e ?/2. N exp [ — (1- -~ 2)er N < Cl_1796—3/2—(7—2/17—w*1)9
1+logm 1+logm - '

Let us suppose that v < 5.12. This shows that if we choose v depending on m > 3 in such a way that
(y —2/17 — 410 > log(5.12¢; ~10) — 1.48 > 0, (B.19)

then we have

—1
e=3/2. N exo [ — (1— 2717 — v e N Iy
1+logm P 1+logm - '

Any solution of (B.19) satisfies v > ¢12 and we can choose a (numerical) solution ~(m) which is
non-increasing in the following way:

m | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 [ 8 | 12 [ 17| 23 | 30 | 40 |>70|

v(m) | 5.119 | 3.806 | 3.149 | 2.754 [ 2.30 [ 1.882 | 1.65 | 1.507 | 1.413 | 1.334 | 1.230 |’

(B.20)

Observe that the function m=ty/c;(m)~1T1(m) is also decreasing for m > 3. By (B.14), this implies

that for any M > 3, if m > M and N > ¢(M)m+/1 + logm, then we obtain

-1
1— 2 — 47 2)¢;N?
9}v,m<65exp<—( 17 Jo )

1+ logm (B.21)
- -N ’
< e 002N e #2. N
- 1+ logm
where ¢(M) = y(M)M~t\/ci(M)=1T(M) is a descreasing function
M | 3 | 4|5 | 6 | 8 [ 12|17 23|30 ] 4 | 70 (B.22)
c(M) [ 146.5 | 93.8 | 71.1 | 58.66 | 45.5 | 34.5 | 28.8 | 25.5 | 23.4 | 21.64 | 19.4 | '
Moreover, since N > 600 in the regime that we consider, we also verify that
Ne 002N < 600e 12 < 3.7-1073,
so that by (B.21), this implies that for m > M and N > ¢(M)m+/1 + logm,
1+logm)Ne*
oL, < 0.0107 L 1o8m) Tex (B.23)

VNT(N + 1)

where we used that according to (B.17), T'(N +1) < 2.52NN+1/2¢=N_ By a similar argument, we have
3 0.0625-N? N . c(M)M
@N7m § 0.073 exp (—W> and m 2 %lzrzl)) \/T%M Z 200, so that
e 32.N ( 0.0625 - N

- - < 200e 1 <3.4.1073
1+logmeXp 1+logm> - c =

and Y
(1 +logm)Nez

03 < 0.2N(3.4-1073)N
Nym = ( ) VNT(N +1)

(B.24)
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Using the estimate (B.15) and the fact that according to the Table (B.20) m;l;) {(V/13y(m)—c13/v(m)—

c1a/7(m)2)ea(m)} > 0.422, we obtain the estimate

0.422- N3
0%, <cse - .
Nym =55 xp( 1+logm>
Since we have seen that ﬁ > 200, this implies that

max {x2670‘422m} <1.

0.422v/N )
T 2>+/200

N
T+logm ©F < Vitlogm
So, using the same argument once more, we obtain that for any m > M and N > ¢(M)m+/1 + logm,
(1+1logm)Ne®
VNT(N + 1)
By combining the estimates (B.23), (B.24) and (B.25), we easily verify that for any m > M and for

all N > ¢(M)m+/1+logm,

O m < 3Ne 3NV/2 (B.25)

N
2

(1 +logm)Ne
VNT(N +1)

Then, from (B.7), we deduce the bound (B.18) with e < 0.011-37222 < 25-10~°. Finally, it remains
to obtain the upper—-bound for @?\,’m. According to Lemma B.2, we have for all m > 3 and N > 5m,

ONm + O + O, < 0.011

m ].
NZOY,, < ﬁexp(—0.3N10gm+0.5m10gN).

Since the function N +— 0.3N logm — 0.5mlog N is increasing and Ar5[11>ré c(M)/1+1log M > 42, this
implies that for N > 42m, -

exp ( — 12mlogm + %m) < &P ( — 12m(1ogm — 0.26))

\/77' - ﬁchm ’

where we used that % < 0.26. O

NFOR,, <

B.3 Numerics for m =3

Figure 1: Log-Log plot of the errors (B.7)—(B.8) for m = 3 as functions of N = n/3 where n is the dimension
of the random unitary matrix. We observe that @%73 > @}\,73 when N > 631 which is consistent with the
threshold 3¢(3)v/1 + log 3 & 637 from Proposition B.3.
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Figure 2: Plot of log(Ag%) as a function of the dimension n of the random unitary matrix. By Theorem 1.3,
this quantity controls the total variation distance between X and a standard Gaussian vector in R®. We
observe that our estimates become relevant as soon as n > 400 which can still be considered a small size
random matrix.
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