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CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR LATTICE POINT COUNTING ON
TESSELLATED DOMAINS

SOURAV DAS

ABSTRACT. Following the approach of Bjérklund and Gorodnik, we have considered the dis-
crepancy function for lattice point counting on domains that can be nicely tessellated by the
action of a diagonal semigroup. We have shown that suitably normalized discrepancy functions
for lattice point counting on certain tessellated domains satisfy a non-degenerate central limit
theorem. Furthermore, we have also addressed the same problem for affine and congruence
lattice point counting, proving analogous non-degenerate central limit theorems for them. The
main ingredients of the proofs are the method of cumulants and quantitative multiple mixing
estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the central problems in the geometry of numbers is the lattice point counting problem
in certain domains of the Euclidean space. Minkowski’s first theorem is one of the fundamental
results in the geometry of numbers, which says that a centrally symmetric convex set C' of R¥ with
vol(C) > 2F contains a non-zero integer point. This theorem can be extended for a general lattice
gZF* for some g € GLy(R). Before proceeding further, let us set a few notations. The space of all
unimodular lattices of R¥ is denoted by X}, which is naturally identified with SLy(R)/SLx(Z),
which supports a natural SLg(R)-invariant measure py coming from the Haar measure on SLg(R)
such that ug(Xy) = 1. Throughout this article, given a finite set B, we denote the number of
elements of B by |B|. In 1945, Siegel ([20]) proved a probabilistic result of the first of its kind in
the geometry of numbers. Suppose that €2 is a measurable subset of R*, not containing zero. Then
Siegel’s mean value theorem ([20]) states that if we choose an unimodular lattice A at random,
on average A contains vol(€2) many points of Q. Along the same lines, Roger ([17]) gives formulas
for higher moments for the counting function |A N Q. To date, Siegel’s mean value theorem and
Roger’s formulas have applications in numerous number theoretic and ergodic problems, such
as lattice point counting, Oppenheim-type problems related to quadratic forms, effective ergodic
theorems, and more.

There has been extensive study to understand the behavior of the error term |A N Q| — vol(Q)
of lattice point counting problems for a varying, sufficiently nice family of domains. Let {Qr} be
an increasing family of finite volume Borel subsets of R¥ such that vol(27) — oo as T — oco. In
[18], Schmidt prove that for pj almost every unimodular lattice A,

IANQr| = vol(Qg) + O (vol(QT)1/2 1og2(vol(QT))) . (1.1)

Note that Schmidt’s result was much more general than this; for simplicity, we are considering it
in this form. The key ingredient in proving (1.1) is Roger’s second moment formula (in particular
the discrepancy bound). One must note that we can view Schmidt’s result as an analog of the
Law of Large Numbers. This motivates the question of whether other probabilistic limit laws,
such as the central limit theorem, the law of iterated logarithm, etc., also hold for the above
kind of lattice point counting problems. In the paper [9], Bjorklund and Gorodinik studied the
discrepancy functions given by

DT(A) = ‘A N QT| - VOI(QT).
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and affirmatively answered the above question by proving that suitably normalized discrepancy
functions satisfy a non-degenerate central limit theorem for domains defined by products of linear
forms. Our current project is devoted to proving certain central limit theorems for discrepancy
functions of unimodular lattices, affine unimodular lattices, and congruence unimodular lattices
for domains, which can be nicely tessellated by means of the action of a diagonal subgroup. The
domains we have considered appear naturally in lattice point counting problems and Diophantine
approximations, and have applications in spiraling of Diophantine approximates (see [2, 5, 7] and
Remark 1.4). It is worth mentioning a few recent works in this context. Recently K. Holm proved a
central limit theorem for symplectic lattice point counting in [16]. Using the method of cumulants
and quantitative multiple mixing estimate, Bjorklund and Gorodnik ([7]) proved a central limit
theorem for Diophantine approximations. Prior to this, the results of this paper for unweighted
cases were proved by Dolgopyat, Fayad, and Vinogradov in [10], although their approach was
completely different from [7]. In a very recent paper [1], Aggarwal and Ghosh extended the
results of [7] for inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation and Diophantine approximation with
congruence conditions.

1.1. The space of affine unimodular lattices. We denote the space of affine unimodular
lattices of R* by Xk,a-

Xpo 2 SLi(R) x R*/SLi(Z) x Z*.
SLi(R) x R¥ acts naturally on X}, ,, which is given by
((9,v),A) — gA +v, for (g,v) € SLy(R) x R¥ and A € Xk.a-

Note that Xy, supports a natural SLi(R) x R¥-invariant probability measure jy, o, coming from
the left-invariant Haar measure on SLj(R) x R¥.

Let Gy = SLi(R) and Gy, = SLi(R) x R*. Then Gy, can be identified as a subgroup of G 1
in view of the map h : G o — G1 defined by

(g,V) = |:g ‘1,:| for (g,V) € Gk,a-

Clearly h induces an injective map h: Xk, = Xg41. Furthermore there is surjection 7 : G, = G},
given by
w(g,v) =g forall (g,v) € Gyq.

7 also induces a surjection 7 : Xy , — X. It is easy to observe that 7 is measure preserving.

1.2. The space of congruence lattices. Let (v,N) € Z* x N be such that ged(v,N) = 1.
Denote the space of all affine unimodular lattices of R* of the form g(Z* + ~) by Xk We can
identify X}, . with the homogeneous space SLi(R)/I'y v via

v
g(Zk + N) = gPV,Nv

where I'y y = {g € SLi(Z) : gv = v (mod N)}. Since I'y y is a lattice in SLi(R), there exists
a SLy(R)-invariant measure py . on Xy . coming from the Haar measure on SLi(R) such that
Mk,c(lec) =1.

1.3. Main results. First, we note that (1.1) is also true for almost every affine and congruence
unimodular lattices of R¥. The proof of these results follows the same streamline as of [18, Theorem
1] just replace the use of discrepancy bounds for unimodular lattices with the analogous bounds
for the affine and congruence unimodular lattices. In this article, we are interested in studying
the discrepancy functions on Xy, X, o, and Xy, . for the domains of the following type.

Let ¢1,...,¢m € Ry and uq,...,u,, € Ry be such that u; + -+ 4+ u,, = n. Now for T" > 0, we
consider the domains of the form

Qr ={(x,y) e R" xR": 1 < |ly|| < T, |zllly]

Y fori=1,...,m}, (1.2)
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where x = (21,...,Zm), || - || be a norm on R™ and | - | is the usual absolute value on R. Let

Ne(0,02) \/7/ e?v

denotes the normal distribution with mean 0 and variance o2, ((z) = 3.
Riemann zeta function and

2m ™ ™
wnz/ / / 5(91,...,9n_1) d91...d9n_1, (13)
0 0 0

where r"~1S(0y,...,0,_1)drdf; ...d0,_ 1 is the spherical volume element on R".

oo

R denotes the

Theorem 1.1. Let Qp be as in (1.2) and m +n > 5. Then 3 a o, > 0 such that
|A n QTl — VOI(QT)
VOI(QT)1/2

Theorem 1.2. Let Qr be as in (1.2) and m +n > 5. Then
[AN Q7| — vol(Qr)
vol(Q)1/2
Theorem 1.3. Let Qr be as in (1.2) and m+n > 5. Then 3 a 0. > 0 such that
|A N Qp| — vol(Qr)

Hman {A € Xopan : < §} — Ne(0, 02) as T — oo,

where

Hm4n,a {A S Xm+n,a : < f} — NE(O, 1) as T — oo. (14)

MHmtn,c {A € Xern,c : < 5} — Ng(o, Uz) as T — oo,

vol(Qr)1/2

where

2 2 S0 —1

e = (n(m+mn) N(m+n) S;C:ngl Nsg + s)mtn |7
Cn={s€Z:0<s<N and ged(s,N) =1},
and
(n(x) = Z sTE.
51> 1
ged(sy, N) = 1

Remark 1.4.

(1) With minor modifications, we can easily prove versions of Theorem 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 for
domains of the form Qf.. Here, for T,b > 0 and a Borel measurable subset A C S™~!, we
define Q7. as

r={ ) ermxR:

Note that domains of this form naturally appear in problems of Diophantine approxima-
tion. More specifically, these domains are closely related to the spiraling of approxima-
tions. For more details see the interesting paper by Athreya, Ghosh, and Tseng [5]. This
theme was further explored over number fields by Alam and Ghosh in [2]. It is worth
mentioning that the study of spiraling of Diophantine approximants in [5] is related to
counting lattice points in the domains of the form /.. The crucial thing is to notice that
the domains €/, admit an approximate tessellation by means of an action by a diagonal
element of SL,,11(R) (and for T = 2™ M € N, Q/, possesses an exact tessellation). Thus,
one can apply the methods of this article to easily derive analogous central limit theorems
for domains .. This can be viewed as a central limit theorem for spiraling.

(2) We give a detailed proof of Theorem 1.2. For the proof of Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 we omit
some details, as they are analogous to the proof of Theorem 1.2. We indicate the necessary
changes required in the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and 1.3.

eEA1L |yl <T, ||x||m|y|<bfori:1,...,m}.
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1.4. Outline of the proof of the above Theorems. To prove the above theorems, we closely
follow the strategy of Bjorklund and Gorodnik ([7]). We provide a brief outline of the proof for
Theorem 1.2, noting that the proofs of the other two theorems follow a similar strategy. By an
easy reduction, we can show that it is enough to prove Theorem 1.2 for T' of the form 2™, with
M e N. If T = 2M_ Q7 can be nicely tessellated by means of the action of a diagonal subgroup
of SLy1n(R). To handle the case of T = 2 we use the method of cumulants and a powerful
theorem of Fréchet and Shohat (Theorem 2.8), which gives a criterion under which a sequence
of bounded measurable functions on a probability space converge in distribution to the normal
distribution. However, we cannot directly apply Theorem 2.8 to the functions

|A N QT‘ — VOI(QT)

A
— vol(Q7)1/2

, where T'= 2 with M € N,

because these functions are typically unbounded. To address this issue, we exploit the tessellation
property of our domain to observe that, for T = 2™ the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 can be
reformulated (see Theorem 2.6) in terms of SL, 4, (R) x R™*"-translates of the Siegel transform
x of the indicator function x of 5. Furthermore, we can approximate x by a family of smooth
and bounded C2° functions on the space of affine unimodular lattices of R™*". We show that
it is sufficient to prove the central limit theorem for SL,, 1, (R) x R™*"-translates of the smooth
approximation to x (see Proposition 2.17). We then verify the CLT criteria of Fréchet and Shohat
for these bounded functions. This amounts to showing that the variance is finite and that the
cumulant of order r (r > 3) for these functions tends to 0 as M — oo. In the computation of
cumulants, the main tools are the quantitative multiple mixing estimate of [6, Theorem 1.1] and
a combinatorial tool developed by Bjorklund and Gorodnik in [8, Proposition 6.2 | to analyze the
cumulants.

Aknowledgement: The author is grateful to his advisor, Prof. Arijit Ganguly, for helpful
discussions and continuous encouragement. Part of this work was done when the author was
visiting the University of Ziirich to attend the Ziirich Dynamics School and the Ziirich dynamics
conference in June 2023. The author thanks the University of Ziirich for their generous hospitality.
Thanks are also due to Prof. Micheal Bjorklund and Prof. Alexander Gorodnik for helpful
discussions during the Ziirich dynamics conference.

2. PROOF OF THE CLT FOR AFFINE UNIMODULAR LATTICES

To begin with, we show that it is enough to prove Theorem 1.2 for the case 7' = 2M with
M e N.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that Theorem 1.2 holds true for T of the form 2™ with M € N. Then
Theorem 1.2 holds true in its full generality.

Proof. First, let us compute the volume of Q7. Let dx and dy be the usual Lebesgue measure on
R™ and R"™ respectively.

i = [ [ iy
Q
: RS W _cm
llyl™1 Tyl @m
/ (/ / dml...dxm>dy
1§”Y“§T — —_Sm

cl
lly ™1 [y [[*m

2m61 .. Cm
w<yier Iyl

Now we change the Cartesian coordinates y = (y1, .. ., y,) of R™ to spherical coordinates (r,01,...,0,_1).
Let r"~1S(6y,...,0,_1)drdf; ...df, 1 be the spherical volume element on R"™ and

27 T ™
wn:/ / / 5(91,.‘.,0”‘,1) d01.‘.d0n,1.
0 0 0




CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR LATTICE POINT COUNTING ON TESSELLATED DOMAINS 5
Then in view of the above coordinate change, we have
1
vol(Qr) = 2m01...cmwn/ —nr’“1 dr
1 T‘

= 2M¢y...cpwylogT.

Given any real parameter T' > 0 there exists M = M (T) € Z>( such that % < oM < T < oM+1,
Now for any affine lattice A € X, 4, we have

|A N QTl — VOI(QT) . |A N Qng — VOI(Q2IM) n |A N (QT \ QQM)‘ _ VO](QT \ 921\4)
VOI(QT)1/2 o VOI(QT)l/2 VOI(QT)1/2 VOI(QT):L/2
= arXr+Yr—Zr,
where
o ((YOUSm) 1/2 o AN Q| —vOl(Qoar) o [AN Q0 \ Qow)] [, vol(Qr \ Qpu)
7 Uvol(Qr) e vol(Qa )12 T T ol 2 T T T vol(Qg) 12

By assumption X7 converges in distribution to N(0,0?%) as T — co. Hence in order to show (1.4),
it is enough to show that apr — 1, Y - 0 and Zp — 0 as T — cc.

1/2
Note that ar = (%) and also we have

T
3 < oM <
— logT —log2 < Mlog2 <logT

log 2 1/2
== (| 1- <1
( logT> <ar s

= ar — 1lasT — oo.

logT —log2™ log log 4
(log 7)1/~ ™" (logT)1/2 = ™" (log T)'/2

where 7, » is a constant depending upon m and n.
Since vol(Qr \ Qan) < log2 for all T, we must have Y7 — 0. Hence we are done.

Zr = Ymn —0as T — oo,

O

Siegel transform is one the main tools in the study of lattice point counting problems. Through-
out this section we denote the set of all affine unimodular lattices on R™*" by X,, p, denotes the
mMeasure [y 1n,q defined in the last section, and [ := m+n. Let f : R! — R be a Borel measurable
function with compact support. The Siegel transform of f is f : Xo — R defined by

f(A) = Z f(A) for A e X,.

AEA\{0}

Let us record the analog of Siegel’s mean value theorem and Roger’s second order moment formula
for affine lattices. We refer to [4], [11], and [14] for the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. For f € L*(RY) N L%(RY), we have the following:

/fWWMF f(x) dx
Xaq R!

2
A2
FA) dua(A) = ( f(x) dx> + | f(x)? dx,
Xa R! R!
where dx is the usual Lebesque measure on R!

Siegel transform of bounded functions are typically unbounded and the following function has
a close relationship with the growth of the Siegel transform.
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Definition 2.3. Let A be any lattice of R! and covolume of A is d(A) < co. We define
oq(A) :==sup {d(VNA)"": VN Ais alattice in V}, (2.5)
v

where the supremum is taken over all non-zero subspaces V of R!.

An immediate consequence of Mahler’s compactness criterion shows that «; is a proper map on
X;. We define o 4 : X4 — R by
ara(A) = arg1 (h(A)) = ai(7 (M), (2.6)

where a; is given by (2.5) and h, 7 are defined in Subsection 1.1. A routine verification shows
that the above definition indeed makes sense. Let us recall the following propositions, which will
be useful later.

Proposition 2.4. [1, Proposition 3.14] Let g : Rl — R be a bounded function with compact
support. Then

|§](A)‘ <<Supp(g) ||g||00 : alﬁa(A) VA € Xa»

where § denotes the Siegel transform of g on the space of all affine unimodular lattices of RL.

Proposition 2.5. [1, Proposition 3.17] Let oy, be the function defined on X, by (2.5). Then
apq € LP(X,) for1 <p <l and

pa({are > L) <, L7P Vp<lL.

Now we reformulate our problem using the Siegel transform. Let xq, denotes the indicator
function of Qp. For T = 2™ and A € X,, we have

AN Qoum| = )ZQzM (A) and  vol(Qqum) = / )A(QZM (A) dug(A)

a

Note that our domain Q,n can be tessellated by the action of a diagonal element of SL;(R). Let
co = diag(2“*,...,2u= 271 271

and
¢ = (diag(2®,...,2%= 271 .. 271)0) € SL;(R) x R™.
Then
M-1
QQZ\/I = |_| Co kQQ
k=0
Hence
M-1
|ANQan| = Ko, (cFA)
k=0
and
M-1 M-—1
vol(Qanr) = / D Rau(FA) dua(A) = D vol(y) = M - vol ()
Xa k=0 k=0

From now on we will denote xq, by x. From the above discussion, it is clear that the following
Theorem is equivalent to Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 2.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2,

Y M k=0

where n = vol()/? and N(0,1?) denotes the normal distribution with mean 0 and variance n>.

M-1
1
Hy = — (Z xyoc — M- VOI(QQ)) — N(0,7°) in distribution as M — oo, (2.7)

We prove Theorem 2.6 using the CLT criteria of Fréchet and Shohat. Let us first recall the
notion of a cumulant.
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Definition 2.7. Let (Y, v) be a probability space. For 1, ...,%, € L>®(Y), their joint cumulant
of order r is defined by

Cum[r](%,---,wr)=Z(—1)‘?"1(|T|—1)!H/Y1‘[wi dv,

P Ie? i€l

where P is the set of all partition of the set {1,...,r}.

For a partition Q of {1,...,r}, the conditional joint cumulant of v1,...,¢,. € L>®(Y) with
respect to Q is defined as

Cum[r](wla e 7¢7’|Q) = Z(_l)lry‘_l (|T| - ]-)' H H A/ H '(/JZ dv.

P 1€ Je0”Y ielng
For ¢ € L>(Y"), we define
Cump () := Cumpy (2, . .., ¥).

Note that Cumy,) is multi linear in the functions ¢1,...,1,. We now state the CLT criteria of
Fréchet and Shohat from [13].

Theorem 2.8. Let (Y, v) be a probability space and {¥ s} be a sequence of real-valued measurable
bounded functions on'Y satisfying

/\I/Mduzo and o*:= lim U3, < oo
Y

M—oo [y

and
lim Cump(Ya) =0 forall r> 3.

M—o0

Then for every £ € R
v({Un < €}) = Ne(0,0%) as M — .

Proposition 2.9. Let ¢1,...,¢%, € L=(Y,u) and Q be any partition of {1,...,r} with |Q| > 2.
Then we have

Cum[r](wl, . ,wr|Q) =0.

Before proceeding further, we recall the notion of operator norm on G, := SL;(R) x R! and
the Sobolev norms on the space C°(X,). G, is a connected semisimple Lie group with trivial
centre. G, carries a right-invariant Riemannian metric which decends to the quotient G,/T,
where ', := SL;(Z) x Z'. Let pg, be the right-invariant distance function on G, induced by the
right-invariant Riemannian metric and px_ be the corresponding distance function on G, /T',.

Definition 2.10. Let ||-|| be the norm on the Lie algebra g = Lie(G,) coming from the Riemannian
metric on G,. We define the submultiplicative operator norm || - ||op, on G4 by

Igllop := max{[| Ad(¢)Y]| : Y € g, [Y[| =1} Vg€ Ga.

In other words, the operator norm of g is just the operator norm of the adjoint map Ad(g) :
g — g. Now we record the following lemma which will be useful later. The proof of the following
lemma can be found in [6, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.11.
(i) For all g € G, 3 constants ¢y > 1 and ¢y > 0 such that

¢t log llgllep — 2 < pa, (9. €) < c1log |gllop + c2,

where e is the identity element of G.
(ii) Let ¢ = (diag(2%,...,2un 271 .. 271),0) € G,. Then 3 X\ > 1 such that for any q € N,

llellop = AT
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Every Z € Lie(G,) gives rise to a first order differential operator Dz on C°(X,) defined by
L b(exp(iZ)2) — U)

t—0 t

Dz(¥)(x) :=

If {Z1,...,Z.} be a fix ordered basis of Lie(G,), then every element of the universal enveloping
algebra U(Lie(G,)) of Lie(G,) can be written as a linear combination of monomials Z7"* ... Z""
in the basis elements. Hence we extend the differential operator to U(Lie(G,)) by defining it for
monomials Y = Z[" ... Z' as

Vi € CF(Xa).

— ni Ny
Dy = DY ... DY

The degree of Dy is defined as deg(Y') :=nq + - - - + n,.. Now we define a family of Sobolev norms
on C°(X,).

Definition 2.12. Let d € N and ¢ € C°(X,). We define the following
[¥]lca = max{|| Dy ¢l : Y € U(Lie(G,)) is a monomial, deg(Y) < d},

Sk(¥) 1= max{[[¢[|oc, Il }-
Lemma 2.13. The family of Sobolev norms on C°(X,) satisfies the following properties.
(1) For any ¢ € C*(X,) and g € G,
Skt o g) <k llgllh,Sk(®).
(2) For any ¢n,12 € C°(X,),
Sk(h1vp2) i Sk (Y1) Sk (¢2).

Proof. The proof of these properties of Sobolev norms is very standard. Hence we leave the details
to interested readers. O

Next, we recall the quantitative exponential mixing of all orders for Lie groups from [6], which
will be very instrumental in the computation of cumulants later. The following is a particular case
of [6, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 2.14. For all integer v > 2 and all sufficiently large q, there exists 6 = §(r,q) > 0 such
that for all ¥q,..., ¢, € C*(X,) and g1,...,9r € G4

/ (Y1og1)...(¢Yrogyr) dua—lj(/xai/h‘ d%)

X(l

Lg €M1 P60 (9005 G (1) ... Sy ().

To apply Theorem 2.14 in the computation of cumulants, we need to approximate x by smooth
functions. For that first we approximate x (following [7, Section 6])by a family of non-negative
smooth functions f. € C2°(R™*") such that supp f. C (Q2)e, and

X< fe <1 feller <78 lx = fell <&y lIx = fell2 < Ve, (2.8)

where (£22). is an e-neighbourhood of the set 5.
For simplicity from now on by a we denote the function a,; on X, defined by (2.6).

Lemma 2.15. For every b > 0, there is a family of smooth functions {np} € C*(X,) such that,
for every L > 0

0<n,<1l,mr=1lon{a< b_lL}7 nL =0 on{a>bL}, |nL|cr < 1.

Proof. The proof of this Lemma is analogous to [7, Lemma 4.11]. O

The truncated Siegel transform of a bounded function f : R™™" — R with compact support is
defined as

FO i fony.
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Lemma 2.16. If f € C(X,), then the truncated Siegel transform fX) € C°(X,) and also we
have

#9]. <ssowir) L7
Hf(L) HC’C <<supp(f) L||f||Ck7
|£ = 7P|, <apprp L7Iflee ¥p<mtn-—1,
£ 79, Conppnrn L2l ¥p<mtn -1
(L
s (1) et

where fe is given by (2.8).
Proof. The proof of the first four inequalities follows from [7, Lemma 4.12]. For the last inequality,

consider
sc(i7) = ma{ A7 A

Lsupp(f)  max{L|[ fe[oos Ll fellon }
< max{L, Le "}, using (2.8)

= e FL.

O

Now we are going to approximate ¥ by means of truncated Siegel transforms of f., where f.
are given by (2.8). Next we approximate Hys by H](VE[’L) such that ||Hp — H](Q’L)Hl — 0. Then

Hj; and HZ(\Z’L) converge to the same limit in distribution. Due to the approximation, we get
two sequences (M) and L(M) which depends on M. At the end we give explicit choices of these
sequences.

Proposition 2.17. Define

M-—1
1 2 (L) )
HY ==Y £ oM dug |
M kzof fe " dn

Xa

~ (L “
where fE( ) fenn € C2(X,) are smooth approzimations to x. Then to prove Theorem 2.6 it is
enough to show that
HI(VEI’L) — N(0,7%) in distribution as M — oo,
where 1 = vol(Qy)"/2.
Proof. First note that to prove this proposition it is enough to show that
IHSY — Hylly =0 as M — .

M—-1

S (RY =)ok - M/Xa (77 %) dﬂa)

k=0
1

L
IHEY — Hylly =

b
VM

M—

1

1 A (D) kH ‘A(L) .
< — . — M fe " —
T R TR
= 2VM fE(L)—)Z‘l, by using G,-invariance of

~7 (7 (L) ;.
S 2 M(‘fs_fs H1+‘f6_xl)

< VML Ly,
by using (2.8), Lemma 2.16, the fact that fo < 1 and the family {supp f:}. is uniformly bounded.
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To get our desired result we choose the parameters € and L as functions of M such that as
M — oo,

e=o(M~'?) and M =o(L'7?). (2.14)

O

Lemma 2.18. HH](VE[’L) — Hpll2 = 0 as M — oo.

Proof. By computations analogous to the proof of Proposition 2.17, we get

, ;L)
G = e < Vo1 (£ =5+ [ £ - %]))
. 3 » (L) P
< V(|| - £ H+‘fa =2 -]
1
1/2
< VIE (L0 (1 ) 0 )
1/2
< <L (=912 4 (24 VE%) +L_(l_2)—|—5)

< VM (L*(H”)/2 tet+ve+ L7 4 a) :

where in the third line we have used Roger’s second moment formula, Lemma 2.16 and (2.8).
Beyond that repeated use of Lemma 2.16 and (2.8) gives us the above inequality.
Given the above inequality if we choose the parameters € and L such that

e=o(M™Y) and M =o(L'™®), (2.15)

then ||Hy,™ — Humll2 — 0 as M — oo. Note that (2.15) imply (2.14). Hence We choose the
parameters € and L satisfying (2.15) at the end of this section after considering all other things. O

(e,L)

In view of the Proposition (2.17), Theorem 2.6 (hence Theorem 1.2) is equivalent to showing
.. (e,L)
central limit theorem for H,, ™.

Theorem 2.19. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2,
HI(\fI’L) — N(0,7%) in distribution as M — oo,
where 1 = vol(29)1/2.

To prove Theorem 2.19 we use the CLT criteria of Fréchet and Shohat. By using Theorem 2.8,
we immediately get Theorem 2.19 if we can prove that for some choice of parameters € and L

2 i (s,L) |2
= a1 2.1
o= lim [[Hy 3 < oo (2.16)
! (HGM) =0 forallr >3, 21
i Cumpy (Hy, 0 forallr>3 (2.17)
Computation of variance: First note that in view of the triangle inequality we have
| Harlle = 1 Har = Hyg ™ llo < 1H3 ll2 < | Harllo + [ Har = Hyg e,

where H); is given by (2.7). Hence in order to show (2.16) it is enough to show that

lim ||Hp|)3 < o0 (2.18)
M —o0
and .
1Ha = HGP |2 — 0. (2.19)

Also if we can show (2.18) and (2.19), we get the expression of variance as
2 : (e,L))12 ; 2
= lim ||H = lim ||H .
o?= tim [HGVI3= i [y

Recall that

%

M—

._.

1 1
Hy = — (X o c® —vol(Qy))
M= Vi k=0

Dk,
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ok
where ¢ = x o c® — vol(y).

M—-1

3= / b bhr ia = Z / Dhs ka0 e
k k2 =0 kl,kg 0

M—-1

— 37 2 M k) [ oudo dua
ik 0 Xa
>, k

= > XBM< | |)/ PrPo dfta,

k=—oc0

where By :={k € Z : |[k] < M — 1}. Now by using the dominated convergence theorem, we get
that that

LRSS / P dita
k=—o0

Roger’s second order moment formula gives

/ rpo dita = X (X ock) dug — vol(Qy)?
Xa

</ (X + %o c®)? dug — 2/ X2 dpg — 2V01(92)2>
X

a

<< x+Xoc))2+/Rl(x+xock)2 _2<(/RLX)2+/RZX2>_2V01(92)2>

= (xock) dx
]Rl

= vol(QNeFQy).

Hence
o0

. 2 _ —k _
Jim | Hy |3 = k; vol(€ N ¢™*Qy) = vol() < oo,

since vol(Q2 N ¢7#€y) = 0 for all nonzero integer k.

Computation of cumulants:
First, let us write

( ) 1 M—-1
HE = — ,
M /—M kZ:O ¢k

where vy = . o ¢k — o () and gy (1) = / 7 .
Xa
By the multilinearity of cum,; we get that
M—1

(L)) _ 1
cumy] (H]\j )7 W zk: 0cum RIS (2.22)
Lyeeeskp=

Now we want to decompose the sum of (2.22) into sub-sums according to our convenience following
[8, Proposition 6.2 ] and [7, Eq. (3.8)].

Proposition 2.20. Let r € N with r > 3. Let 0 < a < 8 and a partition Q of {1,...,7} be given,
and k = (ky,..., k) € R,. We define

A(Oz) = {k S R:_ : ‘kz — k’]| <« V’L,j}

and

= — < —
Ag(a, B) {k €ERY : mag?}%xﬂk kj|} < a and J1611911}¢J1€r}1;ré]{|k ki|} > ﬁ}
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Then, given 0 = ag < b1 < a1 =B+7)f1 <P <+ < Br < ap—1=347r)8-1 < B, we have

r—1
Ry =AB)U | U Aclay,Bi41)

J=019Q[>2

Intersecting with {0,1,..., M — 1}", we get that

r—1
{0,1,....M-1} =@, MU | J | Qalay.841,M) |,

Jj=012]|>2
where
Qfr, M) = {0,1,..., M — 1" 1 A(B,),
and

QQ(aj7/8j+laM) = {07 1a . '7M - 1}T n AQ(ajaﬁj-i-l)'

To estimate the cumulant (2.22), the strategy involves separately estimating the sums over
Q(By, M) and Qo(cj,Bj+1,M). After accounting for all other factors, the sequences {a;} and
{B;} are chosen at the final step.

Case: 1 Summing over (5., M).
Suppose the index k = (k1, ..., k) runs over Q(S,, M). Then

|k; — kj| < B, for all 4, j.

Given this, we have
196, M)| < MBI~
We claim that

1 NGO
e > oy (G, - )| < MIT257 1| 7.5 (2.23)
(kl’“'va)eQ(ﬂmM) >
where (r —[)* = max{0,r — {}.
To prove (2.23), it is enough to show that
(=Dt
/ ‘wlﬁ W, dﬂa <r fs( ) (2.24)
Xa

First, consider the case r < [. In this case we apply the generalized Holder inequality to the [
functions ¥, , ..., Yk, ,1,...,1 to get

/X Wk b | dpta < [0l - 0 (2.25)

Now for any k

W (L A (L

lel < [ £"7]] +ma (£7) 1 by using Go-invariance of pa
< Nau,alli + || fell1, by Proposition 2.4
< levalle + 1fe = xll + lxll

< leralli + €+ vol(€22)
By (2.25) and (2.26), we get

/ |wk1"'wkr| d;ua <1
Xa
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This shows that (2.24) holds if <. Next we consider the case when r > [. In this case

/ [Vky Uk, ks V| At < |k, -~-¢kz||oo/ Uk« Yk, | dpta
X Xa

g @
S A I T T
o0
et || 7 (D) =t . .
< 2 fe , using above estimate for ||¢]|;
oo
N AT
< 6( )
oo

Therefore (2.24) holds and hence we get our desired result.

Case: 2 Summing over Qqo(qj, Sj+1, M) with |Q| > 2.
Suppose that Q = {Jy,...,Jq} with d > 2. Given an arbitrary subset I of {1,...,r} first we want
to show that

d
/X [1vn dna~ H)/X 1T ¢x dua. (2.26)

aiel aqelnJy

If I C J; (hence I N J; is empty for all indices ¢ except one) for some ¢t = 1,...,d, then it is easy
to observe that equality holds in (2.26). In other cases, we will show that equality in (2.26) holds
with an error term.

If I =1L U---UI,, where each I; is nonempty and I; € {INJ : J € Q} fort = 1,...,s. Let

(L < (L (L
g= £ (fs( )), £ = £ and ky, := max{k; : i € I;}. Then

[ T dne

ki
[ oo

el a el
S
- / II{ITgoc™ | dua
Xa j=1 \ieI,
s
= / H H go ik | o dF dpg
Xa j=1 \ieI,
s
= [ T 3 T focs Jocs du,
Xa j=1 \K;CI; i€L\K;
s
= [ Y Cu@Ee LIt ) o g,
Xo K,CI; 5=1,..., j=1 \i€L;\K;
s
= Z (—tta (f))z‘Ll ‘Kdl/ H H foci =k | ok dg
K;Clj,5=1,..., Xa j=1 \icl,\K;
Let fx, := HZ—GIJ,\K], fockih for j =1,...,s. Then from above we have
s
/ 1T ¢ dpa = > (tta () Zi= \Kdl/ 1 £x, o™ dpa. (2.27)
Xa jer K;CI; j=1,....s Xa j=1

We want to use the quantitative estimate for higher order correlations, i.e., Theorem 2.14 to
compute the above integral. Before that let us compute a few other things. Using Lemma 2.13,
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we get

H Se(fk,) = f[ Sq H fo i
j=1

iGIj\K]‘

S

< H H Sy (focki_kfj)

j=1 \€l;\K;

< ﬁsq(f)\fj\Kjl H
j=1

iel\K;

(Cfl)kzj —ki||?

op

< H Sq(f)uj\Kjl ||071Hq|1j\Kj‘aj , since k[j — kl S Qg Vi € Ij \KJ
Jj=1

op

< Sy(f) e
Hence

[ Sa(fx,) < Sq(£)7e?™, where 7 = log||c™"||op > 0. (2.28)
j=1
Using (2.27), (2.28) and Theorem 2.14, we get

/X [ve dua= > (—pa(£)>i= 15l H/xaf& dptq + Oy (E') (2.29)

aiel K;CI;j=1,...,s

where

E = 675 min;£; pG, (c""u ’Cklj ) H Sq (fKJ) < 676 min;—; pG, (l’cklj —kr; ) Sq (f)reqra_ﬂ' (230)

j=1

S

First note that for any i # j, |k:1j — k1;| > Bj+1. Suppose that k;, — k7, > 0. Then using Lemma
2.11, we get 0 < D1 <1, Dy > 0 such that

e, (Lcklj *k]i) Z Dl 10g ||Ck1j7k1i

op — D2 > D1j11log A — Ds. (2.31)
Let ¢’ = dD; log A. Combining (2.30) and (2.31) we get that

E' < =B, (£)etreim = ¢=(6'Binimarain) g (f)r
Now if we let E = e~ (9"Fit1-ara37) G (£)" then from (2.29) we get

[ Mowdn = ¥ <f>>231'“'jf_[1/xa £, dpia + Ogr(F)

aiel K;CI;,5=1,...,s

= H Z (—Ha (f))‘Kjl/X ij dpta + Oy (E)

j=1K;CI; a

= 1_[1/)( H (gock"') dig + Oy (E)

@ iel;
- T/ T i 08
j=1"%a jer,

Hence finally for any k = (k1,..., k) € Qa(ay, Bj4+1, M) with |Q| > 2, we have

d
/X ]‘_['l/}k1 dlffa = H/X H @/Jkl d/ia + Oq,r(E)a
t=0

aqel aqgelnd,
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where £ = e’(‘slﬁj“’qmﬂ)Sq(f)T. Now summing the above estimate over all partitions P of
{1,...,7} and denoting an element of P by I, we get

cump,) (Viy s - - Pk, ) = cump) (Viy s - PYr, [2) + O (E)
Now by using Proposition 2.9, we get

leump) (Vry s - r, )| Lgr B

Final estimate on the cumulants:
Combining all the estimates, we get

cumg,] (H](\Z’L)) < Ml_T/2ﬁ:_1L(T_Z)+ + e T L" M"/? max {e_(‘slﬁf“_qmﬂ)} (2.33)
J

Now we choose the parameters «; and 3; such that the right hand side of (2.33) goes to zero as
M — oco. We do this by choosing a single parameter 7 > 0. We define the parameters inductively
by
fir=n and B4 =max{n+ (3+7)8;,n+ (8") " r(3+r)gr}
forj=1,...,r—1.
The above choice of 841 fulfills the requirement, i.e., o; = (3 +7)8; < 41 of Proposition 2.20.
Also we have
8 Bjr1 —qrra; > 6'n > 0.
By induction, it easily follows that /3, <, 1. Hence from (2.33) we get
cumy,g (HJ(\/.S[’L)> < ]\41—7"/2777~—1L(T—I)Jr N L
Further we want to choose parameters € and L such that
M2 1Lt g (2.34)
and
eI LTM™2e 0 5 0 (2.35)
as M — oo.
We take the parameter n = C,. log M for some constant C, > 0.
If r — 1 <0, then Lr=U" = 0. Hence in this case (2.34) follows by our choice of the parameter 7
as above, since >3, 1 —r/2 < —1/2 and 5"~ = o(M'/?).
Now assume that r — [ > 0. Then if we choose the parameter L = M? for some real number d (we
will make the choice of d later), (2.34) holds provided 1 —r/2 +d(r —1) > 0. Hence d must satisfy
r—2
2(r—1)°
We also want (2.15) to hold and this forces d(I — 3) > 1. Therefore we can find the suitable choice
of d if and only if % < 2(%_2”, i.e., (I —5) 4+ 6 > 0. This holds since by assumption [ > 5.
Finally, the only things remaining to choose are C,. and . Choose e = N~2. Then (2.35) holds
if (2¢ +d +1/2) — 6'C, < 0 and this holds if C,. > (2¢ + d + 1/2). Hence for such a choice of
Cr, € and L, (2.34) and (2.35) holds. This completes the proof of (2.17) for r > 3. Now as an
immediate application of Theorem 2.8, Theorem 2.19 follows.

d <

3. PROOF OF THE CLT FOR CONGRUENCE UNIMODULAR LATTICES

Throughout this section, we will denote the set of all congruence unimodular lattices on R! by
X,, where { = m +n. Let g : R* = R be a Borel measurable function with compact support. The
Siegel transform of g is § : X, — R defined by

g(A) = Z g(A) for A e X..
AeA\{0}

Now let us record the analogs of Siegel’s transform and Roger’s second moment formula for con-
gruence lattice from [15]. The proof of the same can also be found in [3].
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Proposition 3.1. [15, Theorem 3.2]. Let g : Rl — R be a bounded Borel measurable function

with compact support. Then
[ o) due(d) = [ g ax
X, R!

Lﬁ“fﬁdm:(éﬂﬁwa{%mg+m 3 L (513)g(s2%) dx.

sp>1 g262\{0}
ged(s1, N) =1 sg = s1( mod N)

where (n is defined in Theorem 1.3.

By arguments similar to the previous section it is easy to see that Theorem 1.3 is equivalent to
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.3,

M—1
1
Ry = — Z (Xoch — M -vol(Q)) = N(0,7%02) in distribution as M — oo, (3.1)
VM D

1/2

where o is given by Theorem 1.3, n = vol(Q2)*/? and X is the Siegel transform of xq, on Xe.

Again as we have seen in the case of affine unimodular lattices, here also Theorem 3.2 is
equivalent to proving the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.3,

Rﬁ(}’“: (Z A(L)OC fM/ (L )d‘u>~>N(0770)ZTL distribution as M — oo,

o? is given by Theorem 1.3 and

where g}( ) = Jgenr € C°(X.) are smooth approzimations to X, o

n = vol(Qy)/2.

Again we use the CLT criteria of Fréchet and Shohat to prove Theorem 3.3. Proving Theorem
3.3 amounts to show that for some choice of parameters € and L

2. 1 (e,L) 2
o’ = th})o 1Ry, |5 < o0 (3.2)
(EsL)) — >
]V}ligo Cump, (RM 0 for all » > 3. (3.3)

The computation of cumulant (i.e., Equation (3.3)) is analogous to the affine case (with appro-
priate modifications) discussed in detail in the previous section. Hence we omit the details here.
Rather we do the computation of variance for the congruence case.

Computation of variance:
First note that given the triangle inequality, we have

IRaello = 1 Rar = Ry ll2 < IR 1o < [ Baslla + 1 Bar = BY; "l
where Ry is given by (3.1). Hence in order to show (3.2) it is enough to show that

lim ||Rall3 < o0 (3.4)
M — o0
and
IRy — RG™|2 = 0. (3.5)

Also if we can show (3.4) and (3.5), we get the expression of variance as
2 . (e,L) 12 .
g e R [ Vet IRall3

Recall that
= M—

(X o cf —vol(Qy))
M k=0

'_l

Ry = Ok,

k=0

%\H
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where ¢p, = Y o cf — vol(Q2).

IRl3 = Z / Dy s dpte = Z / Sks ka0 dic

k?l ko=0 k?l ko=0
e
- = Z<M—lkl>/x Budo di
+k=0 c
- k
= > XBM< | >/ Prdo diic,
k=—o0

where By :={k € Z: |k| < M — 1}. Again using the dominated convergence theorem, we get

lim |Ruli= 3 / drdo dite.
M —o0

k=—o0

Now Roger’s second order moment formula gives

/ koo dite = / (X o k) due — vol(92)?
Xe X.

X
/ (X + X ock)? duc—2/ X2 duc—2v01(92)2>
Xe X

/Rl(XwLXocg) dx)22 (/Rlxdx>22vol((22)2>

TR S (o)t xod)sx)

s1 >1 s € Z\ {0}
ged(s1, N) =1 so = s1( mod N)

—  2x(s1x)x(s2x)) dx

1
= ) Z Z / (x 0 cB)(s1%)x(52x) dx

s> 1 o2 €7\ {0}
ged(sy, N) =1 sg = s1( mod N)

Hence

hm IRml3 = nmn) Z Z Z /RZ(XOCIS)(81X>X(82X) dx

s1 > 1 sp >1
ged(sy, N) =1 sg = s1( mod N)

WZ o L2

1 sop >1
)y=1 sg = s1( mod N)

X © c§> (s1x)x(s2x) dx.

k=—o0

Now let

Q={(x,y) e R" xR": |z4||ly

Yi< e fori=1,...,m}.



18

SOURAV DAS

Then by changing the coordinates to spherical coordinates, we get

Z Xoc’é) (s1%)x(82%x) dx

where w, is given by (1.3).

Let Cn ={s€Z:0<s< N and ged(s,N) =

vol (51_19 N 52_192)

m

/1/52SIYISQ/82 };[1 (

m
2Mey .. CpmWn

max{sy, so}mt"

/ xa(s1x)x(s2%x) dx
Rl

QCi

/2/52 1
1/82 "

k) (s1x)x(s2%x) dx = 2™ (log 2) max{s1, 82} " "¢y ... CrWn,

max{sy, sy }lHui|y

1}. In view of (3.9), we finally get that

u.>dy

2m+1(log 2)ey . .. cpw
- ST VIS DR R
o = max{sy, sa}
CN(m+n) s1>1 s2 > 1
ged(sy, N) = sg = s1( mod N)
2m+(log 2)ey . . . cpwn
= Z Z max{Ns; +s,Nsy+s} ™"
CN(m + TL) s€Cpn s1,82>1
2m+(log 2)ey . .. cpwn
= Z Z(Nsl +s5)™Mm " 42 Z (Nsg +s)~m "
CN(m + n) s€eCn \s1>1 1<s1<s2
2m+1(log 2)ey . . . cpwn s9—1
= CN m+ n +2 Z Z m+n
CN(m+TL) seCn 52>1 NSZ +8
- 2”L+1(10g 2)61 o CpWy Z Z SS9 — 1
B (nv(m+n) (n(m+n) (Nsg + s)mtn
seCn s22>1

4. PROOF OF THE CLT FOR UNIMODULAR LATTICES

As mentioned earlier we denote the set of all unimodular lattices of R by X;, where [ = m +n.
Let h: R! — R be a Borel measurable function with compact support. The Siegel transform of h
is h : X; — R defined by

lattices from [20, 17].

Proposition 4.1. Let h: R — R be a bounded Riemann integrable function with compact support

Y AW

for A € Xj.

AeA\{0}
We recall Siegel’s integral formula and Roger’s second moment formula for the space of unimodular

and F : R x R' = R be a non-negative measurable function. Then

/X ) dia(8) = /R () dz

and

X Z1 dep(Zl)

S I _ -2 B N -1 = = =
> Flogm) dtoz) = 0 [ Pl s)asidaec)” | (PED)+FE

where ¢ denotes the Riemann’s (-function, P(Z!') denotes the the set of all primitive integral vectors
in Z' and dZ denotes the Lebesque measure on R!

—2)) dzZ,
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Again by arguments similar to Section 2, it is easy to see that Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to the
following theorem.
Theorem 4.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1,

Gl .= <Z he 7 ock — ; }ZE(L) dﬂl) — N(0,n%02) in distribution as M — oo,
1

o2 is given by Theorem 1.1 and

~ (L R
where hE( ) hen € CX (X)) are smooth approximations to X, og

n = vol(Q)/2.

By the CLT criteria of Fréchet and Shohat, proving Theorem 4.2 amounts to show that for
some choice of parameters ¢ and L

2 : (e,L))2
c°:= lim ||G < o0
Ml || M ||2

. L
Jim Cumgy (G57) =0 forall r > 3, (4.1)

The computation of cumulant (i.e., Equation (4.1)) is analogous to the affine case (with appro-
priate modifications) discussed in detail in Section 2. Hence we skip the details here. Rather we
do the computation of the variance.

Computation of variance: By an easy reduction we have that

2 _ . (D)2 _ 3 2
7= NG = i Gz < oo

where

M—-1
—— Y ¢ and ¢ =Y och —vol(y).

k=0
(‘/)(L X (Xocp) du - VOI(Q2)2) :

Now by applying Roger’s second order moment formula to the function

Fy(z1,22) := Z x(si1chzi)x(s273), (71,732) € R' x R,

Also arguments similar to Section 2 give us

oo

2 : 2
= lim |H = E dp; = E
o im ||Hal3 2 /l GrPo duy

k=—o0

s1,82€N
we get
[ sGedydn = Y Flodigm) dulez)
X1 7,72€P(Z)
= vol()? +¢()~! Z (/ x(51¢EZ)x (522) dz—l—/ x(51¢8Z)x(—527) di’)
s1,52€N R R
= vol()? +2¢()~! Z (/ X(s51¢47)x(522) dz),
Sl,SzeN R
since

C()=2 /Rl N Fi(21,2%) dzy dzz = ((1)72 Vol( > vol (81292>

51,82€N
1
ol
1

= (()2vol(2)* >

1
o
51,82€N 2

= vol(f)2
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Therefore, we have

o = 2<<Z>1ki S ([ reictana iz)

=—00 81,82€N

= 27! E E xock | (s12) x(s22) dZ
R!
k=—o0

51,82€N

= 2"H(() " (log2)er ... cown Y, max{sy, sz}, by using (3.9)
s1,52€N

= 2P (log2)er . onwn [ D st 2 DY syt
s=1

1<s1<gq

= () (log2)er e | D +2 Y

s2221
= 2" (log 2)er . .. cuwn(2((1 — 1) — ((1)

= 2m+l(log2)e Cpw 72«[71) —
= 2 (1g2)1...nn( 0 1).
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