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ACCUMULATED SPECTROGRAMS FOR HYPERUNIFORM

DETERMINANTAL POINT PROCESSES

MAKOTO KATORI, PIERRE LAZAG, AND TOMOYUKI SHIRAI

Abstract. We define the accumulated spectrogram associated to a locally trace class or-
thogonal projection operator and to a bounded set using the polar decomposition of its
restriction on that set. We prove a convergence theorem for accumulated spectrograms
along an exhaustion. We show that a radial determinantal point process on Rd is always
hyperuniform along the exhaustion formed by the dilations of a bounded open set, and
as a consequence, we obtain that dilations of the corresponding accumulated spectrogram
converge to the indicator function of the considered set, establishing thus a universal phe-
nomenon. Our result is a generalisation of a theorem by Abreu-Gröchenig-Romero in [1]
concerning time-frequency localization operators.

1. Introduction

In [1] the authors associate to time-frequency localization operators and a bounded set
Λ ⊂ R2d a function in L1(R2d), which they call accumulated spectrogram, and prove a con-
vergence theorem for dilations of this function to the indicator function of the set Λ. Our
aim is to generalize this construction together with the convergence theorem to any locally
trace class orthogonal projection giving rise to a hyperuniform determinantal point process
on some space state S equipped with a Radon measure λ.

We construct the equivalent of the accumulated spectrogram associated to an orthogonal
projection and a bounded set Λ ⊂ S using the polar decomposition of that operator resticted
to Λ on the right in Section 1.1 below, see Definition 1.1.

We formulate our main results in Section 1.2. We first state the abstract convergence
theorem for accumulated spectrograms, Theorem 1.2 below. In particular, in the case when
the state space is the euclidean space Rd equipped with the Lebesgue measure and when the
kernel of the orthogonal projection is constant on its diagonal, the dilations along a fixed
bounded set of the accumulated spectrogram converge to the indicator function of that set,
see Corollary 1.3. Since the limit we obtain does not depend on the specific orthogonal
projection, we face here a universality phenomenon.

The assumption of hyperuniformity we need can be expressed analytically, without linking
it with the concept of determinantal point processes, see Remark 2.2. However, it has a simple
and comprehensive probabilistic interpretation once the latter notion has been introduced.
For further background on hyperuniform point processes, see the surveys [25] and [10].

We prove that any radial determinantal point process is hyperuniform along any exhaus-
tion by a dilation of a bounded open set, see Proposition 1.5 below. Consequently, the
assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3 are satisfied in that case, which leads to the
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result stated in Corollary 1.4. We thus recover the main result from [1], where the orthogo-
nal projection is constructed out from time-frequency localization operators, as a particular
example.

Other examples include the Heisenberg family of determinantal point processes (see [16],
[13], [14]), also sometimes called Heisenberg or Weyl-Heisenberg ensembles (see [3], [2]) as
well as higher dimensional generalizations of the sine process, namely the Euclidean family
of determinantal point process ([14]), and is also called Fermi-sphere ensembles in [26], [19],
[25]. We perform explicit computations for the latter at the end of this article by means
of the geometric method we use to prove hyperuniformity for all radial determinantal point
processes. The Euclidean family of determinantal point process also appears as local semi-
classical limits of fermions point fields on compact Riemannian manifolds ([15]) or on Rd for a
wide class of potentials ([6]). Both types, Heisenberg and Euclidean family of determinantal
point processes, appeared in [27] (see also [28] and references therein) where the terminology
is taken from, in the study of asymptotics of zeroes of random polynomials or random waves,
respectively for complex or real Riemannian manifolds.

1.1. Polar decomposition and accumulated spectrogram associated to a locally

trace class orthogonal projection. The material we present here on polar decomposition
is very standard, and can be found for instance in [18], ch. 6. Our presentation is however
quite detailed, to the extent that we will subsequently need elements of the construction.
For the notion and properties of trace class operators, see e.g. [23].

Let S be a locally compact, complete and separable metric space, and let λ be a Radon
measure on S. We consider the separable complex Hilbert space L2(S, λ) with inner product
〈, 〉 being linear in the first variable

〈f, g〉 :=
∫

S

f(x)g(x)dλ(x), f, g ∈ L2(S, λ).

Let Λ ⊂ S be a bounded Borel set and denote by PΛ the restriction operator

PΛ : L2(S, λ) → L2(S, λ)

f 7→ 1Λf,

where 1Λ is the indicator function of Λ. We let I1,loc(S, λ) be the ideal of locally trace class
operators on L2(S, λ), i.e. the ideal of operators K : L2(S, λ) → L2(S, λ) such that for any
bounded set Λ ⊂ S, the operator PΛKPΛ is of trace class. A locally trace class operator K
admits a kernel, i.e. a function K : S × S → C such that for all f ∈ L2(S, λ) and λ-almost
every x ∈ S

Kf(x) =

∫

S

K(x, y)f(y)dλ(y).

Let K ∈ I1,loc(S, λ) be an orthogonal projection onto a closed subspace L of L2(S, λ). Since
L2(S, λ) is separable, we can consider a Borel set S0 ⊂ S verifying λ(S\S0) = 0 and such that
every function f ∈ L is defined everywhere on S0. Such an operator defines a determinantal
point process P, see Section 2 below. For a bounded set Λ ⊂ S, the operator

MΛ = PΛKPΛ(1)
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is of trace class and admits the spectral decomposition

MΛ =

+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j Φ

(Λ)
j ⊗ Φ

(Λ)
j ,(2)

where {µ(Λ)
j }j≥1 ⊂ [0, 1] is the set of eigenvalues of MΛ ordered in the non-increasing order

1 ≥ µ
(Λ)
1 ≥ µ

(Λ)
2 ≥ ... ≥ 0,

and Φ
(Λ)
j ∈ L2(S, λ) is the normalized eigenfunction of MΛ corresponding to the eigenvalue

µ
(Λ)
j . The functions Φ

(Λ)
j form an orthonormal basis of L2(S, λ). The representation (2)

means that, for any f ∈ L2(S, λ), one has the decomposition

MΛf =

+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j 〈f,Φ(Λ)

j 〉Φ(Λ)
j .

Remark 1.1. The representation (2) is essentially unique, in the sense that lack of unique-
ness only arises for eigenvalues of multiplicity greater than one.

Consider now the operator

NΛ = KPΛ.(3)

Its adjoint operator is the operator PΛK so that N ∗
ΛNΛ = MΛ, and we have the polar

decomposition

NΛ = WΛ

√

MΛ,(4)

where WΛ is the operator defined as follows: for g =
√MΛf , we set WΛg = NΛf , and we

set WΛg = 0 for g ∈ ker(MΛ) = ker(NΛ). Since (WΛ)|ran(WΛ) is an isometry and since we

have the orthogonal decomposition L2(S, λ) = ran(M∗
Λ)⊕ker(MΛ), the operator WΛ is well

defined. For j ∈ N, we define

Ψ
(Λ)
j = WΛΦ

(Λ)
j ,(5)

so that we can write the polar decomposition (4) as

NΛ =

+∞
∑

j=1

√

µ
(Λ)
j Φ

(Λ)
j ⊗Ψ

(Λ)
j ,(6)

meaning that

NΛf =
+∞
∑

j=1

√

µ
(Λ)
j 〈f,Φ(Λ)

j 〉Ψ(Λ)
j , f ∈ L2(S, λ).

Observe that by construction, we have for all j ∈ N that

NΛΦ
(Λ)
j =

√

µ
(Λ)
j Ψ

(Λ)
j .(7)

We associate to the operator K and the set Λ ⊂ S a function in L1(S, λ) called the accumu-
lated spectrogram in the following way.
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Definition 1.1. The accumulated spectrogram associated to (K,Λ) is the function ρΛ ∈
L1(S, λ) defined by

ρΛ(x) :=

NΛ
∑

j=1

|Ψ(Λ)
j (x)|2, x ∈ S0,

where NΛ is the upper integer part of the trace of MΛ, i.e. the smallest integer that is larger
than Tr(MΛ).

1.2. Main result. For f ∈ L1(S, λ), we denote by ||f ||1 its L1 norm. We are interested in
accumulated spectrograms along an exhaustion of S.

Definition 1.2. An exhaustion {Λ(n)}n∈N is a family of subsets of S such that

• each Λ(n) is a Borel relatively compact set;
• for all n ∈ N, one has the inclusion Λ(n) ⊂ Λ(n+1);
• the sets Λ(n) cover S: ∪n∈NΛ

(n) = S.

Our main result is the following. We refer to Section 2 below for the notion of hyperuniform
determinantal point processes.

Theorem 1.2. Fix an exhaustion {Λ(n)}n∈N of S and assume that the determinantal point
process associated to K is hyperuniform along this exhaustion. Then one has the convergence
in L1(S, λ)

lim
n→+∞

1

NΛ(n)

||ρΛ(n) −K(·, ·)1Λ(n)||1 = 0.(8)

In the case where the state space S is the euclidean space Rd equipped with the Lebesgue
measure dx and when the kernel K of K is constant on its diagonal, Theorem 1.2 implies that
dilations of the accumulated spectrograms form an approximation of the indicator function
of a relatively compact set in Rd.

Corollary 1.3. Let d ≥ 1 be a positive integer and consider the case (S, λ) = (Rd, dx). Let
Λ ⊂ R

d be a bounded Borel set, let K be the kernel of a locally trace class orthogonal projection
K on L2(Rd, dx) such that the corresponding determinantal point process is hyperuniform
along the exhaustion {RΛ}R>0. Assume that K is constant on the diagonal and normalized,
i.e. that we have K(x, x) = 1 for alomst all x ∈ Rd. We then have the convergence in
L1(Rd, dx):

ρRΛ(R·) L1

−→ 1Λ

as R → +∞.

1.3. The case of radial determinantal point processes on Rd. A particularly inter-
esting case is the one of radial determinantal point processes on R

d coming from orthogonal
projection kernels. We define a radial determinantal point process as a determinantal point
process having a radially symmetric correlation kernel.

Definition 1.3. Let K be a locally trace class orthogonal projection defined on L2(Rd, dx)
with kernel K and let P be the corresponding determinantal point process. We say that the
point process P is radial if there exists a function

ϕ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞)
4



such that for alomst all x, y ∈ Rd, we have

|K(x, y)|2 = ϕ(||x− y||),
where ||x− y|| is the Euclidean distance from x to y in Rd.

In particular, the correlation kernel of a radial determinantal point process is constant on
its diagonal, and we assume that it is normalized such that K(x, x) ≡ 1.

Corollary 1.4. Let P be a radial determinantal point process on Rd coming from a locally
trace class orthogonal projection. Then, for any relatively compact open set Λ ⊂ Rd, we have
the convergence in L1(Rd, dx):

ρRΛ(R·) L1

−→ 1Λ

as R → +∞.

Corollary 1.4 is a direct consequence of Corollary 1.3 and the following Proposition as-
serting that any radial determinantal point process is hyperuniform along any exhaustion of
the form {RΛ}R>0.

Proposition 1.5. Let P be a radial determinantal point process on (Rd, dx) governed by
an orthogonal projection operator. Then P is hyperuniform along any exhaustion {RΛ}R>0,
where Λ ⊂ Rd is a bounded open set with positive Lebesgue measure.

1.4. Organization of the paper. We recall the definition of hyperuniform point processes
in section 2 as well as the notion of determinantal point processes and some of their basic
properties.

In section 3, we prove our main result, Theorem 1.2 together with its Corollary 1.3.
We prove Proposition 1.5 in section 4.
Section 5 is devoted to the description of some examples.

Acknowledgements. M.S. was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP19K03674,
JP21H04432, JP22H05105, and JP23H01077. P.L. was supported by the project ULIS 2023-
09915 from Région Pays de la Loire. T.S. was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers
JP20K20884, JP22H05105 and JP23H01077. T.S. was also supported in part by JSPS KAK-
ENHI Grant Numbers JP20H00119 and JP21H04432.

2. Determinantal point processes

2.1. Hyperuniform point processes. A configuration Ξ on S is a non-negative integers
valued Radon measure on S. The space of configuration, denoted by Conf(S), is again a com-
plete separable metric space, and we equip it with its Borel sigma-algebra. A configuration
Ξ ∈ Conf(S) is said to be simple if one has Ξ({x}) ∈ {0, 1} for any x ∈ S.

Definition 2.1. A point process on S is a probability measure on Conf(S). A point process
is simple if it is supported on simple configurations.

See [5] for a general treatment of point processes. Informally, a point process is said to
be hyperuniform if it has a small number variance. Here and in the sequel, E denotes the
expectation with respect to the point process P and if X ∈ L2(Conf(S),P), var(X) denotes
the variance of the random variable X , i.e.

var(X) = E
[

(X − E[X ])2
]

.
5



Definition 2.2. Let P be a point process on S such that for any relatively compact Borel
set Λ ⊂ S, we have Ξ(Λ) ∈ L2(Conf(S),P). The point process P on S is hyperuniform along
an exhaustion {Λ(n)}n≥1 of S if

lim
n→∞

E[Ξ(Λ(n))] = ∞, lim
n→∞

var(Ξ(Λ(n)))

E[Ξ(Λ(n))]
= 0.

2.2. Determinantal point processes. Let λ be a Radon measure on S. For a simple point
process P on S and for a positive integer n ∈ N, the n-th correlation function with respect
to λ⊗n, denoted by ρn : Sn → C, if it exists, is defined by

(9)

∫

Conf(S)

∗
∑

x1,...,xn∈supp(Ξ)

f(x1, ..., xn)dP(Ξ) =

∫

Sn

f(x1, ..., xn)ρn(x1, ..., xn)dλ(x1)...dλ(xn),

for any measurable compactly supported function f : Sn → C. Here, the sum
∗
∑

is taken
over all pairwise distinct points x1, ..., xn ∈ supp(Ξ).

Definition 2.3. A point process P on S is a determinantal point process on (S, λ) if there
exists a kernel

K : S × S → C.

such that, for any n ∈ N, the n-th correlation function exists and is given by

ρn(x1, ..., xn) = det (K(xi, xj))
n
i,j=1 .

See [4], [24], [21] and [22] for further background on determinantal point processes. A
kernel K defines an integral operator K

K : L2(S, λ) → L2(S, λ)

f 7→
(

x 7→
∫

S

f(y)K(x, y)dλ(y)

)

.

The following Theorem provides sufficient conditions for the kernel of a locally trace class
operator to be the correlation kernel of a determinantal point process.

Theorem 2.1 ([17] [24], [21]). Let K ∈ I1,loc(S, λ) be a hermitian locally trace class operator.
Then, its kernel K serves as the correlation kernel of a determinantal point process if and
only if 0 ≤ K ≤ I. In particular, any locally trace class orthogonal projection onto a closed
subspace L ⊂ L2(S, λ) gives rise to a determinantal point process.

For a determinantal point process P with kernel K being the kernel of the integral operator
K and for a bounded Borel set Λ ⊂ S, we have from Definition 2.3 and formula (9) that

(10) E[Ξ(Λ)] =

∫

Λ

K(x, x)dλ(x) = Tr(MΛ) =
+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j = Tr(NΛ),

where MΛ and NΛ were respectively defined by (1) and (3), and where the numbers µ
(Λ)
j ∈

[0, 1], j = 1, 2, . . . are the non-increasingly ordered eigenvalues of MΛ. The last equality in
(10) follows the fact that the operators MΛ and NΛ have the same non-zero eigenvalues. We
also have

var(Ξ(Λ)) = Tr(MΛ −M2
Λ).(11)
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Remark 2.2. For a determinantal point process given by a locally trace class operator K
and if {Λ(n)}n≥1 is an exhaustion, we then have that P is hyperuniform along this exhaustion
if and only if

lim
n→+∞

Tr(MΛ(n)) = Tr(K) = +∞

and

lim
n→+∞

Tr((MΛ(n))2)

Tr(MΛ(n))
= lim

n→+∞

∑

j(µ
(Λ(n))
j )2

∑

j µ
(Λ(n))
j

= 1.

In the case when K is an orthogonal projection, the reproducing property of its kernel
∫

S

K(x, y)K(y, z)dλ(y) = K(x, z)(12)

implies

var(Ξ(Λ)) =
1

2

∫

S

∫

S

|1Λ(x)− 1Λ(y)||K(x, y)|2dλ(x)dλ(y),(13)

which also leads to another useful expression

(14) var(Ξ(Λ)) =

∫

Λ

∫

S\Λ

|K(x, y)|2dλ(x)dλ(y).

Observe that formula (13) implies a negative correlation property in the following sense: if
Λ,Λ′ ⊂ S are disjoint bounded Borel sets, then we have from the triangular inequality that

var(Ξ(Λ ⊔ Λ′)) ≤ var(Ξ(Λ)) + var(Ξ(Λ′)).(15)

Also observe that from formula (13) or (14) and using the reproducing property (12), we
have the upper bound

var(Ξ(Λ)) ≤ E[Ξ(Λ)].(16)

Inequalities (15) and (16) will be used in the proof of Proposition 1.5.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We state preliminary results, Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below, and prove Theoreom 1.2 in
Section 3.1 assuming these results. Section 3.1 ends with the proof of Corollary 1.3 from
Theorem 1.2. We prove Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 in Section 3.2.

3.1. Preliminary results and proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3.

3.1.1. Preliminary results. Fix a relatively compact set Λ ⊂ S. For x ∈ S0, we define the
function

Kx : y 7→ K(y, x),

and observe that we have

Kf(x) = 〈f,Kx〉(17)

for all f ∈ L2(S, λ), x ∈ S0.
7



We also set

G(x) = K(x, x)1Λ(x)− 〈NΛKx, Kx〉, x ∈ S0.

Observing that

ρΛ(x)−K(x, x)1Λ(x) = ρΛ(x)− 〈NΛKx, Kx〉 −G(x),

we first estimate the left hand side of (8) with

||ρΛ −K(·, ·)1Λ||1 ≤ ||ρΛ − 〈NΛK·, K·〉||1 + ||G||1.(18)

Theorem 1.2 will now follow from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 below, each of them estimating a
term on the right hand side of inequality (18).

Lemma 3.1. For δ ∈ (0, 1), set

Cδ = max

{

1

δ
,

1

1− δ

}

.(19)

Then, for any δ ∈ (0, 1), we have

‖ρΛ − 〈NΛK·, K·〉‖1 ≤ 1 + 2δE[Ξ(Λ)] + 2(1− δ)Cδvar(Ξ(Λ)).(20)

The second Lemma is a simple estimate for the L1 norm of G.

Lemma 3.2. We have
‖G‖1 ≤ 2var(Ξ(Λ)).

3.1.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. We now prove Theorem 1.2, assuming Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix a number δ ∈ (0, 1) and an exhaustion {Λ(n)}n∈N of S such that
the determinantal point process P is hyperuniform along this exhaustion. By the inequality
(18), Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we have that, for all n ∈ N

||ρΛ(n) −K(·, ·)1Λ(n)||1 ≤ 1 + 2δE[Ξ(Λ(n))] + 2{(1− δ)Cδ + 1}var(Ξ(Λ(n))).

Dividing this inequality by NΛ(n) and using the fact that the point process P is hyperuniform
along the exhaustion {Λ(n)}n∈N, we obtain

lim sup
n→+∞

1

NΛ(n)

||ρΛ(n) −K(·, ·)1Λ(n)||1 ≤ 2δ.

Since δ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarly small, the Theorem is proved. �

3.1.3. Proof of Corollary 1.3. For R > 0, we have

||ρRΛ(R·)− 1Λ||1 =
∫

Rd

|ρRΛ(Rx)− 1Λ(x)|dx

=

∫

Rd

|ρRΛ(Rx)− 1RΛ(Rx)|dx.

Performing the change of variable x 7→ Rx leads to

||ρRΛ(R·)− 1Λ||1 =
1

Rd

∫

Rd

|ρRΛ(x)− 1RΛ(x)|dx(21)

=
1

Rd
||ρRΛ − 1RΛ||1.(22)

8



Since Λ is bounded, there exists C > 0 such that

Leb(RΛ) ≤ CRd(23)

for all R > 0. The fact that K(x, x) = 1 for all x ∈ Rd and formula (10) imply that

E[Ξ(RΛ)] = Leb(RΛ).

We thus obtain from (21) and (23) that

||ρRΛ(R·)− 1Λ||1 ≤
C

Leb(RΛ)
||ρRΛ − 1RΛ||1

=
C

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
||ρRΛ − 1RΛ||1.

Since the determinantal point process with kernel K is hyperuniform along the exhaustion
{RΛ}R>0, Theorem 1.2 implies that

C

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
||ρRΛ − 1RΛ||1 → 0

as R → +∞, which concludes the proof.

3.2. Proof of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

3.2.1. Two expressions for 〈NΛKx, Kx〉. We give here two different expressions for the inner
product 〈NΛKx, Kx〉. Proposition 3.3 will be used in the proof of Lemma 3.1, while Lemma
3.2 will be a consequence of Proposition 3.4.

Proposition 3.3. For any x ∈ S0, we have

〈NΛKx, Kx〉 =
+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j

∣

∣

∣
Ψ

(Λ)
j (x)

∣

∣

∣

2

.(24)

Proof. From the polar decomposition (6), we have for all x ∈ S0 that

〈NΛKx, Kx〉 =
+∞
∑

j=1

√

µ
(Λ)
j 〈Kx,Φ

(Λ)
j 〉〈Ψ(Λ)

j , Kx〉.(25)

Let j ∈ N. Since Ψ
(Λ)
j ∈ ran(K), we have for all x ∈ S0 that

〈Ψ(Λ)
j , Kx〉 = Ψ

(Λ)
j (x).(26)

Now from (7), and since PΛΦ
(Λ)
j = Φ

(Λ)
j , we have

KΦ
(Λ)
j =

√

µ
(Λ)
j Ψ

(Λ)
j ,

and thus, we obtain that for all x ∈ S0 that

〈Φ(Λ)
j , Kx〉 =

√

µ
(Λ)
j Ψ

(Λ)
j (x).(27)

Inserting equalities (27) and (26) into formula (25), we obtain equation (24) and the proof
is complete. �
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Proposition 3.4. For all x ∈ S0, we have

〈NΛKx, Kx〉 =
∫

Λ

|K(x, y)|2dλ(y).(28)

Proof. Since the operator K is self-adjoint and since KKx = Kx for all x ∈ S0, we have

〈NΛKx, Kx〉 = 〈KPΛKx, Kx〉 = 〈PΛKx, Kx〉 =
∫

S

1Λ(y)|K(x, y)|2dλ(y),

which is the deisred result. �

3.2.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1. We start with the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.5. We have

(29) ‖ρΛ − 〈NΛK·, K·〉‖1 ≤ NΛ + E[Ξ(Λ)]− 2

NΛ
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j .

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, we have for all x ∈ S0

ρΛ(x)− 〈NΛKx, Kx〉 =
NΛ
∑

j=1

(1− µ
(Λ)
j )|Ψ(Λ)

j (x)|2 −
∑

j>NΛ

µ
(Λ)
j |Ψ(Λ)

j (x)|2,

which implies the inequality

(30) |ρΛ(x)− 〈NΛKx, Kx〉| ≤
NΛ
∑

j=1

(1− µ
(Λ)
j )|Ψ(Λ)

j (x)|2 +
∑

j>NΛ

µ
(Λ)
j |Ψ(Λ)

j (x)|2.

Using the fact that the function Ψ
(Λ)
j has L2 norm 1 for all j ∈ N, integrating over x ∈ S in

(30) gives

‖ρΛ − 〈NΛK·, K·〉‖1 ≤
NΛ
∑

j=1

(1− µ
(Λ)
j ) +

∑

j>NΛ

µ
(Λ)
j

= NΛ − 2

NΛ
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j +

∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j

= NΛ + E[Ξ(Λ)]− 2

NΛ
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j ,

where we used (10) for the last line. The proof is complete. �

For δ ∈ (0, 1), let N δ
Λ be the number of eigenvalues of MΛ greater than 1− δ:

N
(δ)
Λ := #{j ≥ 1 : µ

(Λ)
j > 1− δ}.

Lemma 3.3 in [1] can be rephrased as follows. Recall that the constant Cδ has been defined
in (19).

Proposition 3.6. For δ ∈ (0, 1), one has

|N (δ)
Λ − E[Ξ(Λ)]| ≤ Cδvar(Ξ(Λ)).(31)

10



Proof. We here give a proof for the reader’s convienience though the proof is exactly the
same as that of Lemma 3.3 in [1]. Let Gδ : [0, 1] → [−1, 1] be defined by

Gδ(t) =

{

−t for t ∈ [0, 1− δ],

1− t for t ∈ (1− δ, 1].

It is easy to see that |Gδ(t)| ≤ Cδt(1− t) for all t ∈ [0, 1]. We also have

N
(δ)
Λ − E[Ξ(Λ)] = Tr(1(1−δ,1](MΛ)−MΛ) = TrGδ(MΛ),

and hence

|N (δ)
Λ − E[Ξ(Λ)]| ≤ CδTr(MΛ(I −MΛ)) = var(Ξ(Λ)),

where we used (11) for the latter equality. The proof is complete. �

We can now conclude the proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We first give a minoration of the sum
∑NΛ

j=1 µ
(Λ)
j , using Proposition 3.6.

Since the eigenvalues µ
(Λ)
j are non-negative and non-increasingly ordered, and by definition

of N
(δ)
Λ , one has

(32)

NΛ
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j ≥

min{NΛ,N
(δ)
Λ }

∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j ≥ (1− δ)min{NΛ, N

(δ)
Λ }.

Proposition 3.6 implies

N
(δ)
Λ ≥ E[Ξ(Λ)]− Cδvar(Ξ(Λ)).(33)

On the other hand, the inequality

NΛ ≥ E[Ξ(Λ)]− Cδvar(Ξ(Λ))(34)

easily follows from the definition of NΛ and the positivity of Cδvar(Ξ(Λ)). Inserting inequal-
ities (33) and (34) into inequality (32), we obtain

NΛ
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j ≥ (1− δ){E[Ξ(Λ)]− Cδvar(Ξ(Λ))}.(35)

By Proposition 3.6 and inequality (35), we have

||ρΛ − 〈NΛK·, K·〉||1 ≤ NΛ + E[Ξ(Λ)] + 2(1− δ){Cδvar(Ξ(Λ))− E[Ξ(Λ)]}
= NΛ − E[Ξ(Λ)] + 2δE[Ξ(Λ)] + 2(1− δ)Cδvar(Ξ(Λ))

≤ 1 + 2δE[Ξ(Λ)] + 2(1− δ)Cδvar(Ξ(Λ)),

where we used on the last line the fact that NΛ − E[Ξ(Λ)] ≤ 1, which directly follows from
the definition of NΛ. The proof is complete. �
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3.2.3. Proof of Lemma 3.2. Lemma 3.2 is a consequence of Proposition 3.4

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Using the reproducing property of the kernel K, we first see that for
all x ∈ S0

K(x, x)1Λ(x) = 1Λ(x)

∫

S

|K(x, y)|2dλ(y).

By Proposition 3.4, we now have for all x ∈ S0 that

G(x) = K(x, x)1Λ(x)− 〈NΛKx, Kx〉

= 1Λ(x)

∫

S

|K(x, y)|2dλ(y)−
∫

S

1Λ(y)|K(x, y)|2dλ(y)

=

∫

S

{1Λ(x)− 1Λ(y)}|K(x, y)|2dλ(y),

and thus

|G(x)| ≤
∫

S

|1Λ(x)− 1Λ(y)||K(x, y)|2dλ(y).

Integrating over x ∈ S and using formula (13), we obtain

‖G‖1 ≤
∫

S

∫

S

|1Λ(x)− 1Λ(y)||K(x, y)|2dλ(x)dλ(y) = 2var(Ξ(Λ)),

and the proof is complete. �

4. Proof of Proposition 1.5

4.1. Hyperuniformity along balls and proof of Proposition 1.5. Let d ≥ 1 be an
integer and let P be a radial determinantal point on Rd, in the sense of Definition 1.3. It will
be seen in the proof of Proposition 1.5 below that it is sufficient to establish that the point
process P is hyperuniform along balls with linearly increasing radii. We state this fact in the
following Proposition we prove further in Section 4.2. For x ∈ Rd and r > 0, we denote by
B(x, r) the open ball centered at x and of radius r.

Proposition 4.1. For any κ > 0, the radial determinantal point process P is hyperuniform
along the exhaustion {B(0, Rκ)}R>0.

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Let Λ ⊂ Rd be open and bounded. By the Vitali covering Theorem,
see e.g. [8], there exists a countable family of pairwise disjoint open balls {B(ak, rk)}k≥1 ⊂ Λ
such that

Leb(Λ \ ⊔k≥1B(ak, rk)) = 0.

We thus have for all R > 0 that

var(Ξ(RΛ)) = var(Ξ(⊔k≥1B(Rak, Rrk)).

By the negative correlation property (15), we deduce that

var(Ξ(RΛ)) ≤
∑

k≥1

var (Ξ (B(Rak, Rrk))) =
∑

k≥1

var (Ξ (B(0, Rrk))) ,(36)

12



where we used the translation invariance of the point process P for the last equality. Dividing
both sides of inequality (36) by E[Ξ(Λ)], we obtain

var(Ξ(RΛ))

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
≤
∑

k≥1

var (Ξ (B(0, Rrk)))

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
.(37)

We prove that each term in the sum on the right hand side of (37) goes to 0 as R goes to
infinity. For any k ≥ 1 and any R > 0, we have Leb(B(0, Rrk)) ≤ Leb(RΛ) and thus

var (Ξ (B(0, Rrk)))

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
≤ var (Ξ (B(0, Rrk)))

E[Ξ(B(0, Rrk))]
.(38)

By Proposition 4.1, the right hand side of (38) goes to 0 as R goes to infinity. In order to
apply the dominated convergence Theorem, observe that we have

var (Ξ (B(0, Rrk)))

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
≤ E[Ξ(B(0, Rrk))]

E[Ξ(RΛ)]
=

Leb(B(0, Rrk))

Leb(RΛ)
=

Leb(B(0, rk))

Leb(Λ)
,

and that
∑

k≥1

Leb(B(0, rk))

Leb(Λ)
= 1.

The proof is complete. �

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.1. Proposition 4.1 will be a consequence of a geometric in-
terpretation of the number variance given in terms of volumes of intersections of balls. This
method is adapted from [7, Prop. 1], concerning a family of determinant point processes
in the Poincaré disk invariant under the action of Möbius transformations. We denote by
B(0, R)c the complementary set of the ball B(0, R).

Proposition 4.2. Let P be a radial point process on Rd with correlation kernel K. Let
ϕ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) be the function such that

|K(x, y)|2 = ϕ(||x− y||)
for all x, y ∈ Rd. Then we have for any R > 0 the exact formula

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =

∫

Rd

ϕ(||x||)Leb(B(0, R)c ∩ B(x,R))dx.(39)

Proof. From Formula (14), we have

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =

∫

y∈B(0,R)c

∫

x∈B(0,R)

ϕ(||x− y||)dxdy.

Performing the change of variable x 7→ x+ y, we obtain

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =

∫

y∈B(0,R)c

∫

x∈B(y,R)

ϕ(||x||)dxdy.

By Fubini’s Theorem and since we have

y ∈ R
d \B(0, R), x ∈ B(y, R) ⇔ x ∈ R

d \ {0}, y ∈ B(0.R)c ∩ B(x,R),

13



we obtain

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =

∫

Rd

ϕ(||x||)Leb(B(0, R)c ∩ B(x,R))dx,

and the proof is complete. �

The intersection volume can be explicitly computed. For a positive integer d, we denote
by cd the volume of the unit ball B(0, 1) ⊂ Rd,

cd =
πd/2

Γ(d/2 + 1)
.

Proposition 4.3. For all R > 0 and all x ∈ B(0, 2R), we have

(40) Leb(B(0, R)c ∩B(x,R)) = 2cd−1R
d.

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

(2k + 1)k!

( ||x||
2R

)2k+1

,

where we use the Pochhammer symbol

(α)k = α(α + 1)...(α+ k − 1).

Proof. By symmetry, we can assume that x = r(1, 0, ..., 0)t, where 0 ≤ r < 2R. We obviously
have

Leb(B(0, R)c ∩ B(x,R)) = Leb(B(0, R))− Leb(B(x,R) ∩B(0, R)).

Besides, we have

y ∈ B(0, R) ∩B(x,R) ⇔ x/2− y ∈ B(0, R) ∩B(x,R),

and also

y = (y1, ..., yd)
t ∈ B(0, R), y1 ≥ r/2 ⇒ y ∈ B(x,R).

This implies

(41) Leb(B(0, R) ∩ B(x,R)) = 2Leb(y = (y1, ..., yd)
t ∈ B(0, R), y1 ≥ r/2).

For s ∈ [r/2, R], we denote by Hs the affine hyperplane {y = (y1, ..., yd)
t ∈ Rd, y1 = s}. The

intersection Hs ∩B(0, R) ∩B(x,R) = Hs ∩B(0, R) is a (d− 1)-ball of radius
√
R2 − s2 and

with (d− 1)-Lebesgue measure

π
d−1
2

√
R2 − s2

d−1

Γ
(

d−1
2

+ 1
) = cd−1

√
R2 − s2

d−1
.

We obtain from equation (41) that

Leb(B(0, R) ∩B(x,R)) = 2cd−1

∫ R

r/2

√
R2 − s2

d−1
ds = 2cd−1R

d−1

∫ R

r/2

√

1− (s/R)2
d−1

ds

14



Performing the change of variable u = s/R, we have

Leb(B(0, R) ∩ B(x,R)) = 2cd−1R
d

∫ 1

r/2R

(

1− u2
)

d−1
2 du

= 2cd−1R
d

∫ 1

r/2R

(

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

k!
u2k

)

du

= 2cd−1R
d

{

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

(2k + 1)k!

(

1−
( r

2R

)2k+1
)

}

.

The intervertion sum integral performed on the last line is justified since the series

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

k!

is convergent, either as a finite sum when d is odd, while for even d, one has by Stirling
formula

(

−d−1
2

)

k

k!
=

Γ
(

k − d−1
2

)

Γ
(

−d−1
2

)

Γ(k + 1)
∼

k→+∞

k−(d−1)/2−1

Γ
(

−d−1
2

) .

With r = 0, we obtain in particular the expression

Leb(B(0, R)) = 2cd−1R
d
+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

(2k + 1)k!
,

from which we deduce

Leb(B(0, R)c ∩ B(x,R)) = 2cd−1R
d

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

(2k + 1)k!

( r

2R

)2k+1

,

and the proof is complete. �

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 4.1. For simplicity, we take κ = 1 and
prove that the radial point process P is hyperuniform along the exhaustion {B(0, R)}R>0,
the proof for the exhaustion {B(0, Rκ)}R>0 being similar. We first use Proposition 4.2 and
write, for R > 0

(42)
var(Ξ(B(0, R))

E[Ξ(B(0, R)]
=

1

Leb(B(0, R))

∫

B(0,2R)

ϕ(||x||)Leb(B(0, R)c ∩ B(x,R))dx

+

∫

B(0,2R)c
ϕ(||x||)dx.

By the reproducing property (12), the integral
∫

Rd

ϕ(||x||)dx =

∫

Rd

|K(x, 0)|2dx = K(0, 0) = 1(43)
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is finite, and thus
∫

B(0,2R)c
ϕ(||x||)dx → 0

as R → +∞. Using polar coordinates and Proposition (4.3), we rewrite equation (42) as

var(Ξ(B(0, R)))

E[Ξ(B(0, R)]
= 2dcd−1

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

(2k + 1)k!

1

(2R)2k+1

∫ 2R

0

r2k+1rd−1ϕ(r)dr + o(1).(44)

The constant factor 2dcd−1 above is obtained from the expression for the (d − 1)-Lebesgue
measure of the unit sphere σd−1 given by

σd−1 = dcd.

We now use the following Lemma in order to treat the integrals

1

(2R)2k+1

∫ 2R

0

r2k+1rd−1ϕ(r)dr.

Lemma 4.4. Let g ∈ L1([0,+∞), dr) and let η > 0. Then we have

lim
R→+∞

1

(2R)η

∫ 2R

0

rηg(r)dr = 0.(45)

Proof. We use the fact that bounded compactly supported functions are dense in L1([0,+∞), dr).
Let ε > 0 and let g0 ∈ L1([0,+∞), dr) be bounded and compactly supported such that

∫ +∞

0

|g(r)− g0(r)|dr ≤ ε.(46)

We now write

1

(2R)η

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2R

0

rηg(r)dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

(2R)η

∫ 2R

0

rη|g(r)− g0(r)|dr +
1

(2R)η

∫ 2R

0

rη|g0(r)|dr.(47)

Since the function g0 is bounded and compactly supported, we have

1

(2R)η

∫ 2R

0

rη|g0(r)|dr → 0

as R → +∞. Since

1

(2R)η

∫ 2R

0

rη|g(r)− g0(r)|dr ≤
∫ 2R

0

|g(r)− g0(r)|dr

and recalling inequalities (46) and (47), we obtain

lim sup
R→+∞

1

(2R)η

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2R

0

rηg(r)dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ε,

and the proof is complete. �

We apply Lemma 4.4 to the function g(r) = rd−1ϕ(r), which is integrable by formula (43),
and the exponents η = 2k + 1 to obtain for any k ≥ 0

lim
R→+∞

1

(2R)2k+1

∫ 2R

0

r2k+1rd−1ϕ(r)dr = 0.
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Recalling equation (44), we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.1 by applying the dominated
convergence Theorem.

Remark 4.5. One could ask, given a function ϕ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞), whether there exists a
kernel K on Rd×Rd of an orthogonal projection operator such that |K(x, y)|2 = ϕ(||x−y||).
A necessary condition is obtained from the reproducing property (12) for the kernel K that
implies

∫

Rd

ϕ(||x− y||)dy =

∫

Rd

ϕ(||x||)dx = dcd

∫ +∞

0

rd−1ϕ(r)dr = ϕ(0)1/2.

5. Examples

5.1. Partial isometries.

5.1.1. A general framework. Partial isometries in the context of determinantal point pro-
cesses have been studied in [14]. We consider another locally compact complete and separable
metric space S ′ equiped with a Radon measure λ′.

Definition 5.1. A partial isometry between L2(S, λ) and L2(S ′, λ′) is a linear map

W : L2(S, λ) → L2(S ′, λ′)

such that

||Wf ||L2(S′,λ′) = ||f ||L2(S,λ)

for all f in the orthogonal complement of kerW.

If the linear map W : L2(S, λ) → L2(S ′, λ′) is a locally Hilbert-Schmidt partial isometry,
then the operator K := W∗W on L2(S, λ) is the locally trace class orthogonal projection
onto the closure of the range of W∗, which is the orthogonal complement of the kernel of W.

For a relatively compact subset Λ ⊂ S, we define the self-adjoint operator HΛ = WPΛW∗

and consider its spectral decomposition

HΛ :=
+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j h

(Λ)
j ⊗ h

(Λ)
j .

Recall that the functions Ψ
(Λ)
j together with the accumulated spectrogram ρΛ associated to

(K,Λ) have been defined through the polar decomposition of KPΛ. In such a context, wa
have another interpretation of the accumulated spectrogram.

Proposition 5.1. We have

ρΛ(x) =

NΛ
∑

j=1

|W∗h
(Λ)
j (x)|2.(48)

Proof. We first notice that the spectral decomposition of the trace class hermitian operator
KPΛK can be written as

KPΛK =
+∞
∑

j=1

µ
(Λ)
j Ψ

(Λ)
j ⊗Ψ

(Λ)
j .(49)
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Indeed, the operators KPΛK and NΛ = KPΛ have the same non-zero eigenvalues, and for all
j ∈ N such that µΛ

j 6= 0, we have from (7) that

KPΛKΨ
(Λ)
j =

1
√

µ
(Λ)
j

KPΛK(KPΛ)Φ
(Λ)
j =

1
√

µ
(Λ)
j

KPΛ(PΛKPΛ)Φ
(Λ)
j

=

√

µ
(Λ)
j KPΛΦ

(Λ)
j = µ

(Λ)
j Ψ

(Λ)
j .

The claim now follows from the fact that we have the conjugation

KPΛK = W∗(WPΛW∗)W.(50)

�

5.1.2. Short-time Fourier transform and space-time localization operators. Within the frame-
work described above, in [1], the authors consider the partial isometry W to be the adjoint of
the short-time Fourier transform Vg defined as follows (see also [11] for further background):
for a window function g ∈ L2(Rd, dx) with ||g||2 = 1, the operator Vg : L

2(Rd) → L2(R2d) is
defined by

Vgf(x, ξ) =

∫

Rd

f(t)g(t− x)e−2iπt·ξdt, f ∈ L2(Rd), (x, ξ) ∈ R
2d.

Its adjoint operator is given by

V ∗
g F (t) =

∫

R2d

F (x, ξ)g(t− x)e2iπξ·tdxdξ, F ∈ L2(R2d), t ∈ R
d.

For a bounded set Λ ⊂ R2d, the time-frequency localization operator is then defined by:

HΛ := V ∗
g PΛVg,(51)

and has the spectral decomposition

HΛ =
∑

j≥1

µ
(Λ)
j h

(Λ)
j ⊗ h

(Λ)
j .

The authors in [1] then define the accumulated spectrogram to be the function

ρΛ(x) =

NΛ
∑

j=1

|Vgh
(Λ)
j (x)|2.(52)

From Proposition 5.1 above, we see that the definition 1.1 we use coincides with (52). In
particular, our main results Theorem 1.2 and Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4 are generalizations of
Theorem 1.3 in [1].

5.1.3. The Heisenberg family of determinantal point processes. The state space is now Cd =
R

2d, equipped with the euclidean norm |z|2 = |z1|2+ · · ·+ |zd|2 for z = (z1, . . . , zd) ∈ C
d and

the Lebesgue measure dm(z). Taking g to be the normalized gaussian function

g(x) = 2d/4 exp
(

−π||x||2
)

,
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and writing z = x + iξ, we obtain that the kernel K of the operator K = VgV
∗
g defined in

the preceding section is given by

K(z, w) = eπ(z·w− |z|2

2
− |w|2

2
),

so that

|K(z, w)|2 = e−π|z−w|2.

Up to the change of the measure dm(z) 7→ e−π|z|2dm(z), the kernel K is the reproducing
kernel of the Bargmann-Fock space. We let P be the radial determinantal point process
with kernel K. In the case d = 1, the point process P is nothing but the infinite Ginibre
enemble ([9]). Several generalizations of these point processes have been considered, such as
determinantal point processes corresponding to poly-analytic Fock spaces or higher Landau
levels ([20], [3], [13], [16]), as well as finite versions ([2], [12]), establishing hyperuniformity
along balls. The name Heisenberg is justified from relations with the representation theory
of the Heisenberg group. Note also that [13] and [16] give a full asymptotic expansion for
the number variance of particles inside a ball of large radius.

5.2. The Euclidean family of determinantal point processes associated to Paley-

Wiener spaces. We derscribe here what we call the Euclidean family of determinantal
point processes, according to the terminology of [14], see also [27]. The term Euclidean refers
to the invariance by the group of Euclidean motions of this family of determinantal point
processes, i.e. they are both rotationally invariant and translation invariant. These radial
determinantal point processes were also studied in [19], [26] under the name Fermi-sphere
ensembles. They also appear in the context of semi-classical analysis in [6], [15], see also
[27]. Below, we use the method of the proof of Proposition 4.1 to that example to derive the
first order asymptotics for the number variance of particles inside a ball of large radius.

We now give a proper defintion. We let F be the Fourier transform on L2(Rd, dx)

Ff(ξ) =
1

(2π)d

∫

Rd

f(x)e−iξ·xdx.

The Paley-Wiener space is defined as the subspace of L2(Rd, dx) of functions having their
Fourier transform supported in the unit ball B(0, 1). The projection operator onto the
Paley-Wiener space is the operator F−1PB(0,1)F and its kernel reads

Sd(x, y) =
1

(2π)d

∫

B(0,1)

eiξ·(x−y)dξ =
1

(2π)d/2
Jd/2(||x− y||)
||x− y||d/2 ,

where Jd/2 is the Bessel function of order d/2 of the first kind

Jd/2(x) =
+∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k

k!Γ(1 + d/2 + k)

(x

2

)2k+d/2

.

Remark 5.2. If, instead of considering the unit ball B(0, 1), one considers a set A ⊂ Rd that
is bounded and rotationally symmetric, i.e. if OA = A for any orthogonal transformation
O ∈ O(d), then the operator KA := F−1PAF is a locally trace class orthogonal projection on
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L2(Rd, dx) with kernel

KA(x, y)
1

(2π)d

∫

A

eiξ·(x−y)dξ,

that is also radially symmetric. Thus, the operator KA gives rise to another example of a
radial determinantal point process on Rd.

Definition 5.2. The Euclidean family of determinantal point processes PSd
on Rd, d =

1, 2, . . . , is formed by the radial determinantal point processes on Rd with correlation kernel
Sd.

For d = 1, one recovers the usual Paley-Wiener space and the Dyson’s sine process with
kernel

S1(x, y) =
sin(x− y)

π(x− y)
.

The hyperuniformity of the Euclidean family of determinantal point processes PSd
follows

from the genral Propositions 1.5 and 4.1. Using known asymptotics of the Bessel func-
tions allows to obtain a more precise statement than Proposition 4.1 given by the following
Proposition.

Proposition 5.3. As R → +∞, we have the asymptotics

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =
1

2d−1π3/2Γ
(

d+1
2

)

Γ
(

d
2

) log(R)Rd−1 +O(Rd−1).

Proof. Set

g(r) =
Jd/2(r)

2

r
, r ≥ 0,

so that Equation (42) reads in that particular case

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =
2cd−1σd−1

(2π)d

+∞
∑

k=0

(

−d−1
2

)

k

k!(2k + 1)

Rd

(2R)2k+1

∫ 2R

0

r2k+1g(r)dr(53)

+ cdσd−1R
d

∫ +∞

2R

g(r)dr.

As r → +∞, we have the following asymptotics for the Bessel function

Jd/2(r)
2 ∼

1 + cos
(

2r − (d−1)π
2

)

πr
,

from which we deduce that
∫ 2R

0

rg(r)dr =
1

π
log(R) +O(1),(54)

as well as
∫ 2R

0

r2k+1g(r)dr = O(R2k)(55)

20



uniformly for k ≥ 1, and finally
∫ +∞

2R

g(r)dr = O(R−1).(56)

Inserting the estimates (54), (55) and (56) into Equation (53), we obtain

var(Ξ(B(0, R)) =
cd−1σd−1

2d−1πd+1
Rd−1 log(R) +O(Rd−1).

The constant factor is equal to

cd−1σd−1

2d−1πd+1
=

1

2d−1π3/2Γ
(

d+1
2

)

Γ
(

d
2

) ,

which concludes the proof. �
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