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RANDOM TOEPLITZ MATRICES: THE CONDITION NUMBER UNDER
HIGH STOCHASTIC DEPENDENCE

MANRIQUE-MIRON, PAULO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the condition number of a random Toeplitz matrix. Since a
Toeplitz matrix is a diagonal constant matrix, its rows or columns cannot be stochastically indepen-
dent. This situation does not permit us to use the classic strategy to analyze its minimum singular
value when all the entries of a random matrix are stochastically independent. Using a circulant
embedding as a decoupling technique, we break the stochastic dependence of the structure of the
Toeplitz matrix and reduce the problem to analyze the extreme singular values of a random circu-
lant matrix. A circulant matrix is, in fact, a particular case of a Toeplitz matrix, but with a more
specific structure, where it is possible to obtain explicit formulas for its eigenvalues and also for its
singular values. Among our results, we show the condition number of a non—-symmetric random cir-
culant matrix C,, of dimension n under the existence of moment generating function of the random
entries is k (Cr) = O (%n’”‘l/? (logn)lﬂ) with probability 1 — O ((62 +e)n T + n_1/2+°(1)) for
any € > 0, p € (0,1/4). Moreover, if the random entries only have the second moment, the condition
number satisfies & (Cn) = O (%n""’l/2 log n) with probability 1 — O ((62 +¢e)n~? + (log n)_1/2).
Also, we analyze the condition number of a random circulant symmetric matrix C,*™. For the
condition number of a random (non-symmetric or symmetric) Toeplitz matrix 7, we establish
K (Tn) < £(C2n) (0min (C2n) Omin (Sn))_l7 where omin(A) is the minimum singular value of the ma-
trix A. The matrix Cs,, is a random circulant matrix and S,, := FQ*,anﬂlezyn +FI’RD;1F4,n, where
Fs », Fu,n are deterministic matrices, F* indicates the conjugate transpose of F', and D1 n, D2, are
random diagonal matrices. From random experiments, we conjeture that S,, is well conditioned if
the moment generating function of the random entries of Ca,, exists.

1. INTRODUCTION

The singularity of random matrices has been an intensely studied topic in the last years; see
e.g., [6, 21) 22, 27, 28]. Recall that a square matrix is called singular if its determinant is zero.
A criterium to determine a matrix is singular is to verify if its minimum singular value is zero.
The singular values of a matrix carry more useful information about the properties of the matrix,
inclusive if it is rectangular. For example, they play an important aspect in the celebrated Circular
Law Theorem; see [6] for a systematic presentation. The singular values of a (square or rectangular)
matrix A are the eigenvalues of the matrix VAT A, where AT denotes the transpose matrix of A.

The extreme singular values are related to the operator norm of a matrix. The operator norm
of an n-dimensional square matrix A is defined by

|A]l :== max [[Az]|z,
llzl|l2=1
where || - |2 denotes the Euclidean norm. If 0 < o, < 0,1 < -+ < 07 are the singular values of
matrix A, we have,
-1
|Al| = max ||Az|l2 = o1, HAilH = [ min \AmHQ] = 0;1.
l|lzll2=1 l|z|[2=1
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The last equality has only meaning when A is non-singular. In the rest of this paper, we consider
the following notation for the extreme singular values: opax := 01 and Oy := 0. In this context,
it is known that o, measures the distance of a matrix A to the set of singular matrices. More
precisely,

Omin = inf {||E|| : A+ E is singular and E is n X n matrix} .

From the above identity, we can verify that if the minimum singular value is zero, then the matrix
is singular. If o, # 0, we can define the so—called condition number k(A) of a matrix A as

Omax (A)
Omin(A4)

The condition number was independently introduced by Alan Turing (1948), and by John von
Neumann and Herman Goldstine (1947) in order to study the accuracy in the solution of a linear
system in the presence of finite-precision arithmetic [I1]. By the definition of condition number it
is easy to see k > 1. If k is very large, the corresponding matrix is said to be ill-conditioned. The
logic for this terminology is that if x is very large, then oy, should be small and the matrix A is
close to the set of singular matrices. Then, a small perturbation of A can cause loss accuracy in the
computed solution of the system Az = b; see [13]. Thus, it is interesting to set up conditions under
which « is close to low values and this requires the estimation from below of the minimum singular
value omin as well as the estimation from above of the maximum singular value opy,y. These are
precisely the main goals of this paper for the specific class of structured random matrices which
are (non-symmetric and symmetric) Toeplitz matrices.

k(A) =

Among the first papers on the condition number of random matrices, we have one from Demmel
[13]. He assumes that A is an n-dimensional random square matrix such that A/||A||r (|| - ||r is the
Frobenius norm) is uniformly distributed on the unit sphere. Demmel defines r1(A) := || A||p ||A7}|
as an approximation to the condition number and shows

C(1 -1/t <P(r1(A) > 2) < iQ(i) <2n>k

X i

where C > 0 depends on n.

Other papers study the behavior of opi, or the condition number of random matrices under
either strong independency assumptions or some structure specification on their entries. For exam-
ple, Rudelson and Vershynin [27] prove that if A has entries which are independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d. for short) in the class of sub-Gaussian random variables (r.v. for short) with
variance at least 1, then for all e > 0, P (amin(A) < sn_1/2) < Ce + ¢, for some constants C' > 0
and ¢ € (0,1) depending on the sub-Gaussian r.v. Vershynin [3I] proves a similar estimation for
a symmetric matrix where the upper triangle part has independent and identically sub—Gaussian
r.v. entries. Recently, Litvak and et al. [20] consider that A is a matrix with sub-Gaussian i.i.d.
entries with zero mean and unit variance. They show P (k(A) < n/t) < 2exp(—ct?) for t > 1 and
positive constant ¢ which depends on the sub-Gaussian r.v.

On the other hand, random matrices with structure have been analyzed, i.e., matrices whose
entries follow certain disposition. For example, random triangular matrices L, with entries in the
diagonal and below independently distributed and drawn from a standard Gaussian are poorly
conditioned. In fact, Viswanath and Trefethen [II] show {/k (L) — 2 almost surely as n — oo.
Other kinds of structured matrices that have been analyzed are the Toeplitz matrices or the cir-
culant matrices, which are very common objects in different areas of mathematics |7, 14} [16] [30].
Toeplitz matrices, for example, are used in different numerical algorithms that involve differential
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equations, integral equations, time series analysis, Markov chain, Fast Fourier Transform, among
others [25, [32].

In the circulant case, Meckes [24] proves that a random circulant matrix with Bernoulli entries
is non—singular with probability going to 1 when its dimension goes to co. Bose et al. [9] study the
behavior of oyax for random circulant-type matrices. The convergence of oy for random symmet-
ric Toeplitz matrices is studied by Sen and Virdg [30], Bose and Sen [8], while Adamczak [I] gives
bounds for opayx of random rectangular Toeplitz matrices. Meckes [23] shows opyax = O (\/nlog n)
for random (non-symmetric or symmetric) Toeplitz matrices with sub—Gaussian entries. Bose and
Saha [7] recollect many results about circulant-type random matrices, for instance the limit of its
empirical spectral distribution function and the convergence of opma.x With appropriate normaliza-
tion. Pan, Svadlenka, and Zhao [33] estimate the condition number for (non-symmetric) random
circulant and Toeplitz matrices with i.i.d. Gaussian random entries. Their approach and results
are different from those derived here.

Note that in some cases mentioned above, it is assumed that a random matrix has O(n?) inde-
pendent r.v. In the Toeplitz matrix, we can consider at most 2n — 1 random independent entries
and in the circulant case at most n. In the symmetric case for Toeplitz and circulant, we have at
most n and n/2 independent random entries, respectively. A random matrix with all independent
entries has stochastically independent rows and columns. This permits us to follow a strategy to
estimate the value of oy as in [20, 27, BI]. Meanwhile, all the rows or columns of a random
Toeplitz or circulant matrix are strongly stochastically dependent. Thus, the estimation of the
extreme singular values of a random Toeplitz or circulant matrix needs a priori different approach.

A circulant matrix is a particular case of a Toeplitz matrix and its structure permits to give
explicit expressions for its eigenvalues. In fact, circulant matrices have a lot of useful properties
(see [32]). It is well-known that a Toeplitz matrix can be approximated by circulant matrices (see
[16l 30]). Thus, our strategy will be reduced the Toeplitz problem to the study of the extreme
singular values of a random circulant matrix.

The main tools used to bring the Toeplitz problem to the circulant problem are the Cauchy In-
terlacing Theorem and the circulant embedding, which can be considered as a decoupling technique.
They permit to break the strong stochastic dependence in the Toeplitz structure into circulant
structure, where we can handle the estimation of the extreme singular values. Once the problem is
reduced to circulant structure, we estimate o,.x by estimating the maximum modulus of a random
polynomial on the unit circle. To do this, we use the so—called Salem—-Zygmund inequality. Under
the existence of the moment generating function (m.g.f. for short), we show that opax of a random

(non—symmetric or symmetric) circulant matrix is O <(n logn)Y/ 2) with probability 1 — O (n™2).
In the non—symmetric case, we can relax our conditions up to the existence of only the second
moment, in which case opax is O (n1/2 log n) with probability 1 — O ((log n)71/2). On the other
hand, using the concept of least common denominator, a tool developed to handle the so—called
small ball probability problem, we obtain a lower bound for oyi,. For any ¢ > 0 and p € (0,1/4), we
show that under mild conditions (see below the condition ) Omin Of a random non-symmetric

g2+e
n2e

circulant matrix is at least en™ with probability O + m . In the symmetric case, we

show that o, is at least en ™! with probability O (ﬁ + m) for any € > 0. From our

results in random circulant matrices, we can estimate with high probability the condition number of
some random rectangular Toeplitz matrices (Theorem {4.5)). Also, we give an upper bound for oyax
of a random square Toeplitz matrix (Theorems 2.2) and we conjecture it is well conditioned
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when its entries are r.v. with m.g.f. (Conjeture [1)). Since a Hankel matrix can be transformed into
a Toeplitz matrix as we will see later, all our results for random Toeplitz matrices hold for random
Hankel matrices.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we state the main results of this paper. The
reduction of the Toeplitz problem to the circulant problem is explained in Section [3] The results
on random circulant matrices relating to random polynomial are stated in Section |4} In Section
we prove the Salem-Zygmund inequalities for non-symmetric and symmetric cases. In Section [6]
we establish a lower bound for o, of a random non—symmetric circulant matrix. Meanwhile, in
Section [7| we give a lower bound for o, of a random symmetric circulant matrix. In Section |8 we
give the proof of our results on the condition number of a random circulant matrix. The Appendix
[A] and Appendix [B] contain additional material in order to provide clarity to this paper.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Jesis Lopez Estrada for his suggestions to improve
the presentation of this work.

2. MAIN RESULTS

A Toeplitz matrix 7, is an n X n matrix with constant diagonals, i.e., 7, has the following

structure
[ 50 fl o 5n—2 gn—l ]
§-1 o & §n—1
Tn = 5 &1 & :
§—n+t2 &1
L &nt1 Sont2 0 &1 &o

When the entries of 7, are r.v., we say it is a random Toeplitz matrix. Let = := {; : j € Z} be
a set of i.i.d. r.v. We assume that the random entries of 7, belong to E.

In the rest of this paper, any positive constant will be denoted by C, Cy, C1,Cs, ..., which are
not necessarily equal in each statement as they appear. We denote the norm of a real or complex
number z as |z|.

First, we show that Toeplitz matrices and Hankel matrices are equivalent. Later, we state our
results on Toeplitz and circulant matrices.

2.1. Random Hankel matrix. Let J := (J; ;) be the n x n exchange matriz, i.e., the entries of J
are J;; =1if j=n—i+1,and J;; = 0if j #n — i+ 1. Note that J has the following properties:
e J? =1, where I, is the n x n identity matrix
o JI =
An n x n matrix H is called Hankel if JH is a Toeplitz matrix. For more details on Hankel
matrices see [32]. Observe

(JH)' (JH)=vVHTJTJH = VHTH. (1)

By we have that JH and H have the same singular values. Then, all results in this section hold
for random (non-symmetric or symmetric) Hankel matrices under the corresponding assumptions.

2.2. Non—symmetric Toeplitz. Let {; € Z for j = —n,...,n, and we consider the respective
random Toeplitz matrix 7, with 2n — 1 i.i.d. entries. For the first result on the Toeplitz matrix,
we assume that the random entries have m.g.f. The existence of m.g.f. permits to use Chernoff
bounding technique to estimate opax.
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Theorem 2.1 (Non-symmetric Toeplitz: Maximum singular value I). Suppose & has zero mean
and finite positive variance. If the m.g.f. of & exists in an open interval around zero, then

Ch
(2n)?’

P (omax (Ta) = Co (2n) log(2n))*) <

where Cy, C1 depend on the distribution of &.

Actually, we can relax the conditions in Theorem up to the existence of the second moment
of 50.

Theorem 2.2 (Non-symmetric Toeplitz: Maximum singular value II). Suppose &y has zero mean
and E [&] < oo exists. Then,

Cr

o n)"?log(2n —_—
P (0umax (T) > Co (20)"*log(2n)) < oz

where Cy, C1 depend on the distribution of &.

Remark 2.3. If the entries of a non—symmetric Toeplitz are independent, uniformly sub—Gaussian
r.v. with zero mean but no necessarily identically distributed, Meckes [23] shows E [omax (Tn)] <
C+v/nlogn for a constant C' depending on sub—Gaussian r.v. Additionally, he establishes that if the

random entries are almost surely bounded or satisfy the so—called logarithmic Sobolev inequality, we
O'max(’rn)

Jn
is a weaker condition than uniformly sub—Gaussian, Theorem shows how decrease the tail of
Omax (Tn). From this, we obtain directly by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma that,

. Omax (7;)
lim sup /3
n—oo  ((2n)log(2n))

have lim sup,,_, < Cy for some constant Cy. Here, under the existence of m.g.f, which

< Cy almost surely.

Meckes [23] shows under the existence of the second moment of the random entries that E [oyax (Tn)] >
Cav/nlogn. As we will see later, we also have that E [omax (Tn)] < Csv/nlogn, meaning,

Cav/nlogn < E[omax (Tn)] < Cs3y/nlogn.

The results on omax (Tn) in this paper are direct consequence of our statements on random poly-
nomials, which is a different approach than [23]. This is due to the circulant embedding permits
reduce the Toeplitz problem to the circulant problem.

2.3. Symmetric Toeplitz. Let §; € = for j = 0,1,...,n and we consider the corresponding ran-
dom symmetric Toeplitz matrix 7,;Y"" with n i.i.d. entries. In the following, we give an estimation
of omax (T7™).

Theorem 2.4 (Symmetric Toeplitz: Maximum singular value). Suppose & has zero mean and
finite positive variance. If the m.qg.f. of & exists in an open interval around zero, then

C
(2n)%’

P (omax (T39™) = Co ((2n) log(2n))"*) <

where the Cy,Cy depend on the distribution of &g.

Remark 2.5. As it was mentioned in Remark Meckes [23] studies E [omax (Tn)] for non—
symmetric random Toeplitz matriz, but actually he establishes his results for symmetric random
Toeplitz matrices. Thus, the same comments in Remark[2.3 can be applied to the symmetric case.

Omax (ﬁym) < CO

From Theorem we obtain by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma that lim sup,, @) los@))® =

almost surely.



6 MANRIQUE-MIRON, PAULO

2.4. Singularity of a Toeplitz matrix. As we will see in Section [3] it is possible to establish
upper and lower bounds for all singular values of 7,, no matter it is non—symmetric or symmetric
matrix. More precisely, for all ¢ we have,

Ooin (Con) 05 (Sn) < 03 (Tn) < Oy (Can) i (Sn)

where Co, is a circulant matrix of size 2n and S,, = Fz*’nDl_,lngm—i-Fj’nDz_;le,n, where Fy ,, Fy,, are
deterministic matrices, F2*7n indicates the conjugate tranépose of Fyp, and D1 .y, D, are random
diagonal matrices. From our results in circulant matrix, we see that 02, (Can), 02, (C2n) have a
nice behavior and they assure that D; , and D, are invertible with high probability. Moreover,
we have,

K (Czn) ( 2)
Omin (CZn) Omin (Sn) .

The random part of S, is composing by diagonal matrices whose diagonal entries are G, 1(wé“n),

w(Ta) <

kE=0,...,2n — 1, where Ga,(z) := 23161 ;27 is a random polynomial and ws,, = exp (iQWﬁ).
We conjeture S,, is well conditioned.

Conjeture 1 (Minimum singular value). If the coefficients of Gop(z) := Z?ZEI ;29 are r.v. with

m.g.f., then S, is well conditioned.
If Conjeture [1|is true, then (non—symmetric or symmetric) 7, will be well conditioned.

2.5. Condition number of a random circulant matrix. To analyze « (C,) we need to give
appropriate bounds for oyax (Cp) and opin (Cr). Theorems are direct consequence of
our results on oy for a random circulant matrix C,, of size n. Thus, the bounds in these statements
hold for oy,ax of the circulant case. For o, we have the following results. But before, we need to
introduce a condition. We say a r.v. ¢ satisfies the condition if

supP (|6 —u| <1)<1-¢q and P(|¢|> M) <gq/2 (H)
u€R
for some M >0 and ¢ € (0,1).

The first part of Condition says that the r.v. £ is not concentrated around any single value.
This is related to the Lévy concentration function, which in general is defined as follows.

Definition 2.6. The Lévy concentration function of a random wvector & € R™ is defined for any
€>0 as
L(ge)i= sup Pl — s <e).
zeR?

Remark 2.7. For a fized ¢ > 0, we have L (&,e) = L (e7'¢,1). On the other hand, if o(A) is
a singular value of the matriz A, then for a fived w € R, we have o(wA) = |w|o(A). Hence, all
our results can be applied to all bounded r.v., using a suitable scaling, as the continuous uniform
distribution on (0,1) or the Rademacher distribution (uniform on {—1,1}). In fact, all r.v. with
second moment satisfy Condition .

Theorem 2.8 (Non-symmetric circulant: Minimum singular value). Suppose &y satisfies condition
(H). Then, for any e >0 and p € (0,1/4), we have for all large n,

2
e +e 1
) —p
P (0min(Cn) < en”?) < C < n2e n1/2—0(1)> ’
where C' depends on the distribution of &.
The next result show how small can be oy, (CY"™) for a symmetric random circulant matrix

(G
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Theorem 2.9 (Symmetric circulant: Minimum singular value). Suppose &y satisfies condition .
Then for any € > 0 and all large n,

sym —0.51 € 1
P (O'min (CY™) <en ) <C <n0-1 + n77/300—o(1)> ’

where C' depends on the distribution of &.

If the conditions of the previous results on opax (Cr,) and omin (C,) hold at the same time, we
can bound the condition number of a random circulant matrix C,.

Theorem 2.10 (Non-symmetric circulant: Condition number). Suppose the conditions of Theorem
and Theorem hold. Then, for any e >0 and p € (0,1/4), the condition number k (Cp,) of a

random (non—-symmetric) circulant matriz C,, satisfies for all large n,
P ("f (Cn) < %np—i—l/? (log n)1/2> >1-Cy ((52 +e)n ¥ + n_1/2+°(1)> ,

where Cy, Cy depend on the distribution of &. If the conditions of Theorem [2.3 and Theorem [2.8

hold, the condition number satisfies for all large n,

where Cy, Co depend on the distribution of &.

Theorem 2.11 (Symmetric circulant: Condition number). If the conditions of Theorem and
Theorem hold. Then, for any e > 0 the condition number x (CY"™) satisfies for all large n,

P (ﬁ (crm) < %n““ (logn)"/ 2) >1-C (5n—0~1 n n—77/300+o<1>) ,
where Cy, C1 depend on the distribution of &.

3. FrROM TOEPLITZ MATRICES TO CIRCULANT MATRICES

A circulant matrix C, is a particular case of a Toeplitz matrix of dimension n where the entries
are circulated row by row. A circulant matrix C, has the following form

& & o nea &ur |
gn—l 50 e fn—3 571—2
Cn = Sn—2 &n-1 " Sn—a &n—3
& & o G S
Note that a circulant matrix is defined by its first row. Let w,, := exp (22%), i? = —1. Tt is well

known that any circulant matrix is diagonalized by the Fourier matrix F},, whose entries are powers

of wy, i.e., F, = ﬁ (w%k) T By a straightforward computation, it follows:

C, = Fidiag (Gp(1), Gn(wy), ..., Gu(wi ™)) Fy, (3)
where F¥ is the conjugate transpose of F,,, and G,(z) := Z?:_ol ¢;27 is a complex polynomial.
This property permits to find explicit expressions for the eigenvalues of a circulant matrix. If
A0, - - -, An—1 denote the eigenvalues, then we have,

n—1
)\k:Gn(wﬁ):ZwaJf for k=0,...,n—1. (4)

Jj=0
If the circulant matrix is symmetric, the expressions for eigenvalues are reduced to a linear
combination of cosine values, i.e., they can be expressed as:
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e nodd: Ay = A\y—g for 1 < k < |n/2], then

\ ) [n/2] \ , [n/2] ork
= i = icos| —3 ], 5
0=2E + ;éj k=2E& + ;fg <n3) (5)
e neven: \p = \,_i for 1 <k <n/2, then
n/2—1 n/2—1
M=b+2 Y &ty M=E+2 ) &eos (2:{.7) + (=10 (6)
j=1 Jj=1

In fact, a circulant matrix with real or complex entries is a normal matrix, i.e., it satisfies the
condition C;C, = C,C,;, where C; denotes the conjugate transpose of C,. This property implies
that the extreme singular values of a circulant matrix satisfy the following relationships:

Jmax(cn) = _maX,1 |)\kz| , Jmin(cn) = i

i YA
min A

=U,..

Hence, the condition number of a circulant matrix is

—1
i (Cn) = (m W‘) (m M) :

3.1. Circulant embedding. Every Toeplitz matrix 7, can be embedded into a circulant matrix
of dimension 2n. In fact, let Cs,, be a circulant matrix defined as

= 5 5. M
where
[ & Snrr o §2 &1 ]
€n—1 & §—nt1 -2
B, = En—1 &x . :
&2 R P
L & &2 S B

The variable &, does not have any restriction. Note that B, is a Toeplitz matrix. If 7, is symmetric,
then Co, is also symmetric. This embedding is one of the key points in the development of our
arguments. To see this, first we mention the Cauchy Interlacing Theorem (see [17, Theorem 8.6.3])
for the eigenvalues A, (A) < Ap—1(A) < --- < A1(A) of a symmetric matrix A € R™*"™.

Theorem 3.1 (Cauchy Interlacing Theorem). Let A = [a1| - - |an] € R™*™ be a column partitioning
with m >n. If A, = [a1] -+ |ay], then forr=1,...,n—1

Ul(Ar+1) > Ul(Ar) > UQ(ArJrl) > 2 UT(AT+1) > JT(AT) > 0r+1(Ar+1)-

From the Cauchy Interlacing Theorem and the circulant embedding of 7,,, we obtain the following

relationships:
Omax (CQn) 2 Omax <|: ZD,;L :|> and On <|: gl :|> Z Omin (CQn) (8)

Also, we can deduce [I8, Lemma 1] that 0;(7,) < 0; (Cop) for all 4, thus

Omax (7:1) < Omax (CQn) . (9)
Unfortunately, the Cauchy Interlacing Theorem does not permit us to give a lower bound for

Omin(Tn). However, from the circulant embedding we can give a lower bound for oy, (75), where
T, can be non-symmetric or symmetric matrix. From Proposition 1 in [I8], we have for all ¢ > 1,

Omnax (Can) 06 (Tn) < 0 (Sn) < oty (Can) 0 (Tn) (10)

— Ymin
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where S, is the block in
C—l _ Pn Qn
2n Rn Sn .
In our particular case, from we observe,

Cy = Fypdiag (G5, (1), Gy, (wan), - - ., G (win™ 1)) Fan,

thus
Sn = F5, Dy Fom + Ff Dy, Fan, (11)
where the matrices Fb ,,, Fy pn, D15, Doy, are defined as
Fl n F2 n
F — ) ) ,
2n |: FS,n F4,n
and

D1, = diag (G3,) (1), o, (wan), - ., Go (wi 1))
Dy, = diag (Ga,1 (w5,), Go (wan), - .., Got (win™ 1)) .

n
The invertibility of D; , and Ds, hold with high probability as well as Theorem and Theorem
establish. By the expression , we can understand the behavior of all singular values of T,

by the singular values of S,,. In particular, we have,
O—?nin (CQn) Omin (Sn) < Omin (7;1) .

The term o2 (Cap) is well understood by Theorem and Theorem Our conjecture is that
Sy, is well conditioned. In Figure |[3.1] we observe the results of a random experiment of 10,000
simulations to estimate op,in(S), when the coefficients of Go,, are Bernoulli 0 — 1 with parameter %,
Rademacher £1 with parameter %, Uniform on (0,1), or Standard Normal, taking 2n = 2048. We
observe that owyin (Sy,) has a nice behavior. In Table [1| give a resume of the results of the random
experiment for the four different distributions.

TABLE 1. Minimum Singular Value of matrix S

Distribution Min Mean 1st Quantil
Bernoulli (1/2) 0—1 | 0.0000085 | 0.4676160 | 0.1778511
Rademacher (1/2) £1 | 0.0000006 | 0.2335359 | 0.0882868
Uniform (0, 1) 0.000023 | 0.796888 | 0.293408
Standard Normal 0.0001075 | 0.2279807 | 0.0859852

4. RANDOM CIRCULANT MATRICES

We assume the entries of a circulant matrix C, are r.v. in Z. In the following, we estimate
Omin (Crn) and omax (Cr,) when C,, is a random non-symmetric or symmetric matrix.

Since the eigenvalues of any circulant matrix C,, are G, (wﬁ), k=0,...,n—1, we have
Cn) = | < G . 12
Omax(Cn) poinax Akl < Zeggg‘;l\ n(2)] (12)

We will take advantage of the relationship to estimate omax(Cpn). As the coefficients of G,
are the entries of the first row of C,, if C, is a random matrix, then G, is a random polynomial
with i.i.d. coefficients in =Z. Thus, we need to estimate the maximum modulus of a random complex
polynomial on the unit circle. This problem is interesting in itself. In fact, it has been studied for
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2-

Distribution
Bernoulli

l:‘ Normal
l:‘ Rademacher

1- Uniform

0-

0 1 2 3 4 5
0min(S)

FIGURE 1. The approximation of density for omin(Sy) by 10,000 simulations with
2n = 2048 for Bernoulli, Rademacher, Uniform, and Standard Normal distributions.

a long time; for example see [15] 19, B4]. Any upper bound of the maximum modulus of a random
polynomial on the unit circle is usually called Salem—Zygmund inequality [19]. In the following
statements are established Salem—Zygmund inequalities when the random coefficients are i.i.d. r.v.
with m.g.f. or they have only second moment.

Since we are interested in the maximum modulus of G, (2) = Z;:ol ¢;27 on the unit circle, we

can consider Wy, (z) := Gy, (¢") for x € T, where T denotes the unit circle R/(27Z). In this way,
the maximum modulus of Gy, on the unit circle is denoted by ||[Wp,||sc-

Theorem 4.1 (Salem—Zygmund inequality type I). If & has zero mean, finite positive variance,
and its m.g.f. exists in an open interval around zero. Then,

C
P (HWnHoo > Co (nlogn)1/2> < TT;’

where Cy and C7 depend only on the distribution of &.

From the expression and Theorem we get:
Cy

P (amaX(Cn) > Cy (nlogn)l/Q) <P (HWnHOO > (O (nlogn)1/2> < ok

(13)
Remark 4.2. By the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we deduce from that,

x(C
_Tmax(Cn)_ < Cy almost surely,

lim sup )1/2 <

n—oo (nlogn
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and also we have an equivalent statement for the mazimum modulus of a random polynomial on
the unit circle,

W,
lim sup ” n||o<1>/2 < Cy almost surely.

n—oo (nlogn)

The conditions in Theorem can be relaxed up to the condition that the random coefficients
are i.i.d. r.v. with only zero mean and finite second moment. For this, we use the expectation of
the maximum modulus of random polynomial on the unit circle. More precisely, Weber [34] shows
that,

E | max | ge”| | < Cmin{(nlog(n + 1E(&[2)", nElo| }

< C(nlog(n + 1)E(|&[*)) ", (14)

where C' is a universal positive constant. Hence, using Markov inequality, we can deduce that,
P (0max(Ca) = Con'/2 (logm)) - < P (||Willac = Con'/? (log ) )

C (E [&2)})1/2 (nlogn)1/2
- Cont/?logn
= 7(10g n)1/2’ (15)

where C7 depends on the distribution of &.

For a random symmetric circulant, we establish results equivalent to Theorems Observed
that if ;Y™ is a random symmetric circulant matrix, half of its entries in the first row are i.i.d.
First, we established the corresponding Salem—Zygmund inequality for a trigonometric random
polynomial where the coefficients of the terms 2/ and 2"~/ are equal.

Theorem 4.3 (Salem-Zygmund type II). Suppose & has zero mean, finite positive variance, and
its m.g.f. exists in an open interval around zero. Let W™ (x) := Z?:_ol fjeij“” for x € T with
& =&nj € E forj=1,...,|n/2] +an, an = —1 if n is even and a, = 0 if n is odd. If
W loo := maxger [Wa" (2)|. Then,

P (W3 oo = C (nlogm)”?) < 3,
n
where Cy, C1 depend on the distribution of &.

We denote the eigenvalues of ;Y™ by \¥™ for k = 0,...,n—1. From Theorem [4.3|it is observed
that,

c
sym| - 1/2 < sym > 1/2 < ~1
P (k:g%_l IA™| > G (nlogn) > <P (W oo > Co (nlogn)'?) < . (16)

Thus, omax (Ch/™) is at most Cy (nlog n)1/2 with probability 1 — O (n™2).

Remark 4.4. If the random entries of a symmetric circulant matriz are Gaussian, Adhikari and
. max C’Vslym

Saha [2] show that limsup,,_, . %\/Tgn) < Cy almost surely for some constant Cy. Actually, they

mention that this result holds for sub—Gaussian r.v. But, using our result from random polynomials

and Borel-Cantelli Lemma, the same result holds for random variables with m.g.f. Moreover, we

have,
Wsym
lim sup Hni”oo < Cp

n— 00 Vvn lOg n
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almost surely.

From relationships in we give an estimation the condition number of a random rectangular
Toeplitz matrix. In the case a rectangular matrix A € R™*"  its condition number is defined as
[10, Corollary 1.27]:

W) = 75 (17)

where ¥ = {B € R™*" : rank(B) < min {n, m}}. Additionally, if m > n, we have min|; |[Az|| =
on(A) (see [10, Proposition 1.15]). Thus, we have the following result.

Tn

B,

e Suppose T, is a non—symmetric random Toeplitz, and & has zero mean and finite positive
variance. If the m.g.f. of & exists in an open interval and &y satisfies Condition . Then,
for any e >0 and p € (0,1/4), we have for all large n,

Theorem 4.5. Let A, := [ ], we have:

P (n (An) < %npﬂm (log n)1/2) >1-04 ((52 te)n 2+ n—1/2+0(1)) ’

where Co, C1 depend on the distribution of &.

e Suppose T, is a symmetric random Toeplitz, and & has zero mean and finite positive vari-
ance. If the m.g.f. of & exists in an open interval and &y satisfies Condition . Then,
for any € > 0, we have for all large n,

P <;<; (An) < %nlm (log n)1/2> >1-0C <8n_0‘1 + n—77/300+o(1)) ’
where Cy, C1 depend on the distribution of &g.

5. PROOF OF THE SALEM—ZYGMUND INEQUALITIES

The strategy to prove Theorem is essentially given in [4], see the proof of Theorem 1.2 therein.
Here, we give the outline of the proof, but since the proof of Theorem follows similar ideas, we
include details of our arguments in Appendix [A]

The existence of m.g.f. of & around zero implies that for any x € T,
E |:€th($):| < 6622,5271/27

for some fixed positive constant o which depends on the distribution of &. It is possible to show
that there exists an interval I C T such that Wy, (z)| > [|W, ||« for € I and the length of I is
8

=. Then

3n ’

1 1
E [exp <2t||WnHoo>] < %E {/ (etW"(x) + e_tW"(x)> ,u(dx)] < %exp (3a%t°n/2) .
I
Finally, we use Chernoff bounding technique to obtain an upper bound for ||W,|~ with high
probability. Let b,, be a positive real number for n € N. Then,
IP)(HWnHoo > bn) =P (etHWHHOO > etbn) < eitbnE |:€tHWn”°o} .

In Appendix [A] we show how to select adequate ¢ and b, such that,
Ch

P <”WnHoo > Co (nlogn)l/2> < n2
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.8

Before starting, we need to introduce little notations. The floor of a real number z, denoted by
|x], is the greatest integer n such that n < x. For k,l € Z, the greatest common divisor of k and
[ is denoted by ged (k,1). Recall that || - |2 is the Euclidean norm in R™. The determinant of a
square matrix is denoted by det(-). Let f,, g, be two real sequences, we write f, = o(g,) if for
every a > 0 there exists ng € N such that for all n > ng we have |f,| < a|gn|.

The target is to find a nice upper bound of the Lévy concentration of nPoi, (C,). Recall that the

eigenvalues of a circulant matrix are A\, = G, (eizm/’“), k=0,...,n—1, where G,(z) = 27:& &2
and &, ...,&,—1 are i.i.d. r.v. in . If 25 := ¥/n, we have,
n—1
P (omin(Ca) < n ™) = B (nomin(Ca) <€) < 3 P (|G (7)< <)
k=0
n—1 A

< L(nPGr(1),e) + L (n"Gp(—1),e) + L (n’G,y, (e2™%) ). (18)

khomy2

Note that in the expression (18), n?G,,(e*27%*) is a sum of r.v. with (deterministic) real or complex
coefficients for all k =0,...,n — 1. To estimate the Lévy concentration for each of these sums, we
use the least common denominator, which is defined as follows.

Definition 6.1. Let L be any fized positive number. The least common denominator (LCD) of a
matriz V. € R"™™ is defined as,

o
D(V) = D(V,L) := inf {Heug >0:0eR™ dist (V10,2") < L\/log+ (”VL”Q> } ;
where dist(v, Z") := min {[jv — z||2 : 2 € Z"} and log, (v) = max{log(x),0}.

Note that if v € R™, the definition of LCD for v reduces to,
_ . s n [[6v]l2
D(v) = D(v,L) =inf ¢ 0 > 0 : dist(fv, Z") < Ly/log, 7 .

The notion of LCD used here was introduced by Rudelson and Vershynin [29] in the study of
the eigenvectors of random matrices with all independent random entries. For a given matrix V,
we denote by ||V|oc the maximum Euclidean norm of the columns of V. Rudelson and Vershynin
establish a simple lower bound for LCD of V' in terms of |V||s (see Proposition 7.4 in [29]).

Proposition 6.2 (Simple lower bound for LCD). For every matriz V and L > 0, one has

1
D(V,L) > .
VD) 2 v

Moreover, they show how to relate the Lévy concentration function with the LCD (see Theorem
7.5 in [29]).

Theorem 6.3 (Small Ball Probability Inequality). If V' is an m x n matriz and X € R™ is a
random vector with i.i.d. entries which satisfy condition . Then for every L > \/m/q we have,

L m m
L(VX,ey/m) < © /\/ﬁ)l/Q <5+ m) , €>0.
(det (VVT)) D(V)
The constant C' depends on the distribution of the entries of X, and D(V') is the LCD of V.

A special case of Theorem is when m = 1. In this case, VT X represents a sum of r.v.
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Corollary 6.4 (Small ball probabilities for sums). Let & be i.i.d. copies of  satisfying condition
(H). Leta= (a1,...,an) € R™. Then for every L > (1/q)'/2, we have,

- CL 1
L aglg, € | < <€+ ) e>0.
(,; al> \" " D@, L)
The constant C' depends on the distribution of £, and D(a, L) is the LCD of a.

Now, we can proceed to give an upper bound of £ (nPGn (eiz’“k) ,6). Actually, this is shown by
Barrera and Manrique in [4], see Theorem 1.6. But for the sake of clarity, we decided to include
here the important parts of the used strategy.

To apply Theorem we distinguish two cases given by the expression , when nfG, (e?27o*)
has real or complex coefficients.

Lemma 6.5 (Real coefficients). Under the hypothesis of Theorem we have for any € > 0,
€ 1
LOPGL(1.2) + L Go(-1).2) < Cr (o + s ).
where C1 depends on the distribution of &.
Proof. Note nGy(1) = n” Z?:_ol ;. Write a = (1,...,1)T € R™. By Proposition we have the
LCD of a is such that D(a) > sn~". Let L > (1/¢)'/? a fixed number. By Corollary we have,
CL

€ 1
ﬁ(ann(1)7€) < W (€+ 2np) S Cl <7]W + W) s

where C1 depends on the distribution of &.
For n’G,(—-1) = n” Z;.Zol(—l)%j, the proof is similar, but taking a = (1,-1,...,(—=1)") €

R™. O
For our second case with complex coefficients, we define the 2 x n matrix Vi, k=0,...,n—1, as
|1 cos(2mx) ... cos((n—1)2mzy)
Vi = [ 0 sin(2mzg) ... sin((n—1)27xg) |’ (19)
where zj, = % Let X := [, ... ,fn_l]T € R™. Then,
T
n—1 n—1
ViX = ZEj cos (j27m:k),Z£j sin (j2rrg)| € R?,
j=0 j=0
which implies
||VkX”2 _ Zgjezﬂﬂ-xk — ‘Gn (612773%)‘ . (2())
§=0
On the other hand, we have for all k,
n—1 2 (s 1 —n—1 . .
'~ cos? (j2mx s> P osin (2 j27x 2
3 g sin (2 j2mxy) 3000 sin? (j2mxy)

Before continuing, we need to introduce two auxiliary lemmas, which can be found in [4], but for
the sake of clarity, we include their proofs in Appendix [Bl The first lemma gives an upper bound
for the number of positive integers [ such that ged (I,n) > « for some fixed positive a € R. The
second lemma gives a lower bound for the distance between a vector whose entries are cosine values
to the grid Z".
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Lemma 6.6. Let y, M € [1,00) be fized numbers. The cardinality of the set
{ke 1, M]NN: ged (k, M) > y}

. -1 . . »
s at most HIJMHCUOgIOg M)™" " where C' is a universal positive constant.

Lemma 6.7. Fiz 0 € [0,27) and positive m € Z. Let V be a vector in R™ whose entries are
Vj =rcos (j2rnx —0) for j =0,...,m — 1 with positive integer r > 2 and x = 1/m. Then,
1 1
dist (V,Z™) > — - ——
St VLZT) 2 8
whenever ﬁ >6

2rx) — -

Lemma 6.8 (Complex coefficients). Under the hypothesis of Theorem we have for all large n,

n—1 2
127X € !
N L(nPG () Je) §C<nzp+n1/2—o<1>>’
k202

where C' depends on the distribution of &.

Proof. Recalling that xj = % We need to distinguish two cases for ged(k,n). First, we assume

ged(k,n) > n'/2. Then by Lemma the number of integers k that satisfies this condition is at
most nt/2t°(1)  Note that if Vj, is the matrix defined by , then by Proposition the LCD of
Vj, satisfies D(nV}) > %n*p. Thus, using the expressions and , by Theoremwe have,

N-1

C?L2

— 127X o 2
kzo L (an (e 2 k) 75) < pl/2te() o TT3 (e + 4n®)
a: k#0,n/2, g?:d(k,n) > pl/2
g2 1
< G <n1/2+2p—0(1) + n1/2—o(1)> ’ (22)

where in the last inequality we use the fact (a + b)? < 2a? + 2b% and C} is a positive constant
depending on the distribution of &.

Now, we assume gcd(n, k) < n'/2. Let Vi be the matrix defined by and © = */n. Let
0 = r[cos(f),sin(A)]" € R?, where r > 0 and 8 € [0, 2x]. For fixed r, 6, we have,

V'O = r[cos (=0) , cos (2mz — 0) ,...,cos (2m (n — 1)z — 0)]” . (23)

Note that ||[©]s = r, [|[ViIO]2 < ry/n, and V;I'O can have duplicate entries. Now, we need to
estimate the LCD of V. Since ged(n, k) < n'/2, we can apply Lemma ton = m > pl/2

and k' = ﬁn,k)' To see this, we observe that ged(n’, k') =1 and n’ < n. Then for any 6,
, K , p . 1 . /
exp(i|2mj— —0)):j=0,....,n =1y =<exp|i(2mj— —0)]:5=0,....,n —1¢. (24)
n n
From the above observation, we can assume that x = 1/n’ and we obtain a lower bound of

dist (n”VkTG, Z”) by only considering the vector

1 , 1 T
r |cos (—0), cos 277;—0 ,...,COS 271(71—1)?—9 .
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Taking into account the expressions , , and the previous comments. If nr < 1"21;, by
Lemma and the definition of LCD we have,

1 nl/2-1 ) T n nPV,IO|o n
@.nglst(npvk @,Z ) <L 10g+ZSLM7

which is a contradiction for all large n if we assume L is fixed. Thus, the LCD of nPVkT should
satisfy,

n1/27p

487

D (ank) >

for all large n.
Notice that here we assume that r is a positive integer. Actually, by Proposition [6.2] we can
assume that r > 1/2. If r > 2, we can use |r| instead r to apply Lemma In fact, in the proof

of Lemma [6.7] in Appendix the used arguments can be applied to r with the small difference
that the condition m > r changes to m + 1 > r, since the sum in expression we can
replace r by |r| and observing |r| > r — 1. To handle 2 > r > 1/2, we notice from expression

that we can apply Lemma [6.7| using |n”r], which is an integer bigger than 2 for all sufficiently
large n, whenever it satisfies % > |nPr]|, but this holds since % > % > nfr with 2 > r > 1/2

and p € (0,1/4). Hence, if 2 > r > 1/2, dist (nV,'©,Z") > Cn'/? for some positive constant C.
Then, by Theorem (recall Vj, € R?*™) and expression , we have,

N-1 2
P C2 L2 487
kz_%) E(an (62 k),E) < n- 5155 <€+n1/2_p>

a: k#0,n/2, ged(kn) < nl/2
2
€ 1
< (O <n2p + n> ) (25)

where the positive constant C; depends on the distribution of &;. Thus, from and we
have for all large n,

nil E(an (e’iZﬂ'CEk) 5) < C 52 n 1 +C i_i_l
€S M\ iRree—e) T pi2—o(D) \n2 " n

k=0
k#0,n/2

g2 1
< G (n2p + n1/2—0(1)> )

where the positive constant C3 depends on the distribution of &g. O

Proof Theorem By expression and Lemmas [6.5( and for any ¢ > 0 and p € (0,1/4)
we have for all large n,

P (omin (Cn) < en?) < C <€ n 1> Lo <52 N 1)

np+1/2 nl/2 n2e nl/2—o(1)

g2 +e 1
Co ( n2p + n1/20(1)> ’

where the positive constant Cy depends on the distribution of &j.

IN

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.9|

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem Again, we use LCD to give a nice upper bound
of the probability of the event {mink ‘)\Zym‘ < 5n‘0'51}. To do this, we need to observe a useful
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property of the Lévy concentration of the sum of independent r.v. Its proof is immediate from
Definition 2.6

Proposition 7.1. Let ¢ > 0. If X, Y € R are independent random variables then
L(X+Y,e)<min(L(X,e),L(Y,e)).
From Proposition and expressions and @, we observe for any large n that,

[n/2]
P <0§l~?§1ifrlz/2j |Ak| < gn—0.51) < P (’)\0’ < 877,_0'51) + ]; P(’)\k‘ < 871_0'51)
[n/2]
< L(n%Sp,e) + Y L (" Sppse), (26)
k=1

where,

[n/2]-1 [n/2]—
-3 6 S 3 s]cos(J)
j=1

Let v € RI"/2=1 with entries vj := cos (2£5) for j = 1,...,[n/2] — 1. From Corollary
we observe that if the LCD of v is sufficiently large then £ ( 0. 515n ko € ) will be small. Hence, our
problem is reduced to the analysis of the arithmetic structure of v. For this, we establish the next
lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let n,k be fized positive integers with ged(n,k) =1 and n > k. Let v be the vector
in RUV2I=1 whose entries are v; = cos (2nkjx) for j =1,...,|n/2| — 1 with x := 1/n. Then for all
large n,

1

17287z’

dist <T"U VAR 1)

>r>1.

1
whenever o =T 2>

Proof. Here i is the imaginary unit. Fix k with ged(k,n) = 1. Note that cos (2nkjz) is the real
part of exp (i2rkjz) for all j. The set of points of the form exp (i27kjz) for j = 0,...,n — 1 can
be seen as the vertices of a regular polygon P inscribed in the unit circle. The vector v considers
at most half of the vertices of this regular polygon of n sides. By the pigeonhole principle, there
exists a quadrant @) of the plane where there are at least [7/2]/4 vertices of P which are entries of
v. Note that [7/2]/a > n/9 for all n > 18. In the following, we fix the quadrant @) obtained by the
pigeonhole principle. Note that the difference between the arguments of adjacent vertices of P in
() which are entries of v is at most 3 - 27z for all n > 18.

Let J := [—1,1]NQ. Note that .J is a close interval, which can be [—1,0] or [0, 1]. Let [y, y+9-27z]
be a closed interval in J. Let A be the arc on the unit circle in the quadrant ) such that its
projection in the horizontal axis is [y, y + 9 - 27x]. If the length of A is [, then the number of values
cos (2mjkx) which are in (y,y + 9 - 27x) are at least,

l 2>9'27TSU

-2=1
3. 2mx — 327z ’

since | > 9 - 27x.

Let I :={j € {1 o |n/2] — 1} : cos (2mjkz) € J}. Note that |I| > /9 for n > 18. Fix a positive
number r < § = Let K" be the set of integer s with |s| < r and [£, #t1] C J. Thus, |[K"| > [r].
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We take an s € K". For each j € I there exists at least one value,

1
cos (2mjkx) € (f +9(a — 1)(27z), 4 9a(27ra;)) C {S, s ] ,
r r roor
for all positive integer a < m.
Let I C I such that cos (2mjkx) € [f, SJ;—l] for all j € I7. We define,
1
dj := min{‘cos (2mjkx) — f cos (2mjkz) st } :
r
Let L be the biggest integer that satisfies (9-27x) L < 5, i.e., L = Lmj Observe that,
1 1
L> ——-1> = h 1> 367 2nx.
=209 21z 2 <27° 9. 2m:) WHEREVER & = Shr 2me
Then,
L L(L+1)
pu— d > pu— pu— . —_—
Z]_Z (3- 27 62mZA 6 2ma
JeIy A=1 A=1
> 3.2rzL?
1 1 > 1

> 3-2 . | =2
= m(z 2r~9-27ra;) 4 49227 2mx

Now, we take the sum of all o} with s € K",
1 1
's
>r] — ———.
Z o5 = 1] 432 r?. 27z
sEKT
By the previous analysis, the distance from v to Z1n/21=1 ig at least,

L oty b o] 11 1
432 2 27rx) 432 r  27x — 864 2wz’

362m~27’>1 O

Remark 7.3. The condition ged(n, k) = 1 in Lemma can be dropped. If ged(n,k) = m
recalling the expression , we use it with n’ =n/m and k' = k/m. Also, in the proof of Lemma
the parameter r is not necessarily an integer number.

Now, as v € RU2I=1 has entries v; = cos(27rk ) for all j, we have \/n/s < |lv|| < /n/2.
Using Lemma we can estimate the LCD of v. Assume that 6§ < 7% with x = M. It
ged(n, k) < nt by Lemma . Remark E 7.3 and the definition of LCD for v we get,

L s 1 - 0v] 1
——n?¥ < <dt(072LN/J)<L1 1801 p fog (L),
17287 = 17287z — Y = byflogy s Iy flogy | 7n

which is a contradiction for all large n if we assume L is fixed. We can conclude that LCD of v
should satisfy

whenever

1
D(v) > 72—71_712/3. (27)
Thus, by definition of LCD and expression we have,
_ 1 _
D(n%y) > n=051p(y) > ——n n2/3-051 (28)

Here, we used 6 > 1. By Propositionwe can assume # > 1/2. To handle 1 > 6 > 1/2, note that
we need to give a lower bound of D(n%*!v). So, we can apply Lemma to r = n%514, which is
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greater than 1 for all sufficiently large n, whenever 2 72 > n%519, but this holds since 1 > 0 > 1/2.
Hence, if 1 > 6 > 1/2, then dist (91}, ZL"/QJ) > C'n?/3 for some positive constant C.

Using Corollary and expression , we give an upper bound for the second sum of .
Thus,

Ln/2]

S LS ke) = Yoo L™ Suke)+ Y L0 Supe)
k=1

ged(n,k)<nl/3 ged(n,k)>nl/3

E |:7’L11 <E + n2/30‘51>:| + Z £ (TL Sn,kag)

ged(n,k)>nl/3

1
S e IR DRI N R
ged(n,k)>nl/3

By Lemma the second term of the sum has at most 2n%/3T0(0) terms. If n'/3 < ged(k,n) <

n2/3, we have,

1
D(n%51y) > n=051p 1/3-051
(n50) > n 0 Do) >
From Proposition we have D(v) > 1/2. By Lemma . the number of positive integers k such

that ged(k,n) > n?/? is at most 2n'/3+°(1) Then,

Z C (n0.515n,k7 8) — Z C ( 0.515 ) + Z L (n0.515’n7k’ 8)

ged(n,k)>nl/3 n2/3>ged(n,k)>nl/3 ged(n,k)>n2/3
CL
2/3+0(1 0.51
< 2ol [nl'l <5 nl/3— 051>] L (n™ Sy, e)
ged(n,k) >n2/3
€ pl/3+001 CL 0.51
< G <n13/30—o(1) n77/300 o(1 > +2 |:n1 7 (e +2n7%)

€ 1
< G (n13/30—0( 1) n77/300 o(1 +C (n23/30 o(1) + n?7/300—o(1)>

5
= <n13/30—0( n n77/300_0( )> o

Finally, let w = (1,...,1) € R*21=1 Note |[w| = n®° and D(w) > 1/2 (Proposition . By
Corollary we have

0.51 € 1
L (n"1Sy,e) < Cs <nlm + nO5> : (31)

Combining estimates 7, we get for all large n,

1
ym| < —0.51 < €
d <o<1?<112/2j 2| < en ) Co <n0.1 T n77/3000(1)> :

8. CONDITION NUMBER OF A RANDOM CIRCULANT MATRIX

In this section, we give the proof of the first part of Theorem [2.10] The proofs of the second
part of Theorem and Theorem [2.11] are similar and they are omitted.
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Proof of Theorem By Theorem and Theorem for any € > 0 and p € (0,1/4), and
all large n, we have,

P (K (Cn) < %nﬂﬂm (logn)1/2> > P (JmaX(Cn) < Cy(nlog n)l/2 ok (Cn) < 1np>

’ ¥ min €
> 1-P (Umax(cn> > CO (TL log n)1/2> -P (En_p > Umin(cn))

2
> 1_C1_C<a+€+ 1 )

n2 n2e n1/2—o(1)
2
e +e 1
> 1-0Cy < n2p + n1/2—0(1)> ’
for a positive constant Cy depending on the distribution of &j. O

APPENDIX A. SALEM—ZYGMUND INEQUALITIES

Here, we include the details of the proofs of Theorem and Theorem

We introduce two important auxiliary lemmas. The proof of these lemmas can be found in [4],
see Lemma 1.1 and Claim 1 therein. The first lemma is related to a random variable with m.g.f.
that sometimes is called locally sub—Gaussian r.v. The second lemma establishes the existence of a
random interval where the function of W), (z) reaches at least half of its maximum modulus. Since
the second lemma has important aspects of the proof of Theorem we decide to include it here.

Lemma A.1 (Locally sub-Gaussian r.v.). Let £ be a random variable such that its m.g.f. M exists
in an interval around zero. Assume that E[(] =0 and E [{2] = 52> 0. Then there is a § > 0 such
that,

Me(t) < e for any t € (=6,0) and o® > 2.

Lemma A.2. There ezists a random interval I C T (Lebesgue measure) of length % such that
1
Waa)| 2 2 [Wallse  for any z € I

Proof. In fact, let p,(z) := Z?:_ol bje"” be a trigonometric polynomial on T, where b; is real number
forall 7 =0,...,n—1. For x € T, write
2 2

n—1 n—1
gn(@) = |pa(@)* = | Y _bjcos(jz) | + D bjsin(jz)
j=0 j=0

and
2 2

n—1 n—1
hp(x) := Zjbj cos(jx) | + Zjbj sin(jx)
j=0 j=0

Then

1Pl = sup gn(@) = llgnlleo  and [P} |3 = sup hn(2).
zeT zeT

Recall the Bernstein inequality [|p/,||cc < n||Pnlloo (see for instance Theorem 14.1.1, Chapter 14,
page 508 in [26]). For any = € T we have,

|9n(@)] < 4llpallolphlloo < 4nllpallse = 4nllgnlloo- (32)

Since g is continuous there exists xg € T such that g(xo) = ||gn||cc. Moreover, from the Mean Value
Theorem and relation (32)) we get,

l9(x) = 9(z0)| < llgplloo [z — o] < 4nlgnllec [z — ol
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for any @ € T. Take I := [zo — 12, %0 + 75] C T. Notice that the length of I is &. Moreover,

3
l9(z) — g(z0)] < ZHgnHom for any x € I.

Since g(z0) = ||gn|lcc, from the triangle inequality we deduce §||gnlloc < |gn(z)], for any z € I.
Therefore,

1
§Hpn\|oo < |pn(z)|, forany x € I.

Proof of Theorem By Lemma [A ] there exists a ¢ > 0 such that
Me(t) < /2 for any t € (—4,0), where o® > E [¢]] > 0.

At first, we assume W, (x) = Z?;& ;e is real. Later, we take the imaginary part, but the
analysis will be the same. Note that,

n—1 n—1 n—1
ea212n/2 — H €a2t2/2 > H E |:6t§j COS(j.’E):| —E H etﬁj cos(jz) —F [eth(x)]
7=0 7=0 7=0

for every t € (—9,9).
From Lemma|A.2| there exists a random interval I C T of length <, such that W,,(z) > ||[Wy s
or —Wp(x) > ||Wpl|ls on I. Denote by p the normalized Lebesgue measure on T. Note that,

1 1 1 1 W W
—t||W = —t||W < - tWn(z) —tWhn(z) .
o <2t” "”OO) (1) /zeXp <2t|| ”|°°> s M(I)/qr<e e >d$

Then, for every t € (—9,9) we have,

1 8
E [eXp <2tHWnHoo>:| < ?nE {/l (etw"(x) + e_tW"(x)> ,u(dx)]

8n Wilz) | —tWn(z)
< n n
< 3E[/T(e +e ),u(dx)
< 1on exp (3a2t2n/2) .

3

From the previous expression we obtain,

2 1 1
E [exp {; <HVVn||OO — 3a’tn — Zlog (gnl)> H < 7

. 2 . . . log(En-ch)
for all [ > 0 and every t € (—4,0). Taking l,, = cn® with ¢ = 3/16, the inequality |—2——=

3
a?n

< 6

a?n

16 1/2 1
P |[Whlleo =5 (aznlog <3n . ln>> < T for all large n.

As €Y% = cos(jx) + isin(jz), for all large n we have,

(o2
(it ()

log(ﬁn-cnz) 1/2
holds for all large n. Let ¢, = <3> . Thus,

IN
|

and

IN
|
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From the above, for some suitable positive constants Cy, Cy depending on the distribution of &,
we have that,
C
P <||T/Vn||oo > Co(n logn)1/2> < n—;, for all large n.
O

The proof of Theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem but we need to handle the
condition &§; = &, ;.

Proof of Theorem Note that Lemma holds for W,;Y™. The arguments are the same
as in the proof of Theorem n 4.1) up to the analysis of m.g.f. of W;,Y""(x), where it is necessary to
observe the following. We take the real part of WY (x) = Z;:& e, Assume that n is even,
the other case is similar. Then,

n/2—1 n/2—1
e3a2t2n/2 > €a2t2/2 H €2a2t2 > E |:€t£0:| H E [exp (tfj cos(jx) + tn—; cos((n — j)x))]
Jj=1 Jj=1
n—1
- T et&) H etgj cos(jz) _ Re( ST ))} ,
Jj=1

for every 2t € (—9,9). The next arguments are the same as in the proof of Theorem {4.1| with the
only difference of taking 2t € (—4,d). Then for some suitable positive constants Cj, C’l depending
on the distribution of £ we have,

Cq
n2’

P (HWiymHOO > Co (nlogn) /2 ) < for all large n.

APPENDIX B. ARITHMETICS PROPERTIES

B.1. Proof of Lemma Denote by T the Euler totient function. Observe that,

M
M
1< T —|.
> =y ()
k: ged(k, M) >y d=ly]
1<k<M M
Recall that T (s) < s—+/s for all s € N. Moreover, if d(s) denotes the number of divisors of s, then

by Theorem 13.12 in [3], there exists a positive constant C' such that d(s) < sClloglog(s)™" | Hence

R (M _ M) 2Cloglog(M) " L 5 14coglog )
: gl E M) >y L] Ly) ~ v
0<k<M

B.2. Proof of Lemma We define the following sequence
P={exp(i(j2rx —0)):j=0,...,m—1},

where 7 is the imaginary unit. Note that P is a set of points on the unit circle which can be seen
as vertices of a regular polygon with m sides inscribed in the unit circle. Since the arguments of
the points of the form exp (i (j2mx — 6)) are separated exactly by a distance 2wz, the number of

points exp (i (j27x — #)) which are in an arc of length [ on the unit circle is at least % - 2.
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Let [y, y + 3(2mx)] be a subinterval of [—1,1] and we consider the arc A on the unit circle whose

projection on the horizontal axis is [y, y + 3(27x)]. If the length of the arc Ais [, then the number
3(27x)

of values cos (j2mz — ) which are still in (y,y + 3(27x)) is at least ﬁ —2> =~ —2=1since
[ >3(2mz).
Let s € [—(r — 1), (r — 1)] N Z. Note that there exists at least one value
1
cos (j2mz — ) € (S—%3(k-—])(2wx),8—%3k(2wx)>CZ[S,S+_:
r r r’oor

for all positive integers k < m

Now, we consider all the values cos (j2rz — 6) € [£, 5t1] and define

r

dj = min{’cos (j2mx — 0) — 2 ,
,

cos (j2mx — 0) — S+1’}.

Let L be the biggest integer which satisfies (3-27z) L < %, or equivalently, L = [WJ
Therefore, the sum of d; for all cos (j2rz — 0) € [£, 2t1] is at least
L L 72
. — > =
Z_: 2\ (3 - 2mx) 6 (27) ; A > 6(2m2) 5

> 3(2me) (1 1 )2 1 1

)|z ==,
= 2 (2r)(3-2mx) 12 (2r)% (272)
where the following inequality was used:

S S
~ 2r(3-2mx) 2 2r(3-2mx)’
s

which holds if 2r(21m) > 6. Let o5 be the sum of d; for each interval [
Since r > 2, we have,

— 1 1 1 1
L ey (i (2’ <2m>> =21 (@) (2ma)’ (33)

From the previous analysis, the distance between the vector V € R" whose entries are V, =
rcos (j2mx — @) for 5 =0,...,m — 1 with z = 1/m to Z™ is at least

il}, s=—(r=1),...,(r=1).

T

o1y 11
"\12 @) (@) T 18 212

verifying that > 6 is fulfilled. O

2r (2 )
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