
ASYMPTOTIC NORMALITY OF CENTROIDS OF RANDOM
POLYGONS

THORSTEN NEUSCHEL†

Abstract. We explore the asymptotic behavior of the centroids of random polygons
constructed from regular polygons with vertices on the unit circle by extending the rays
so that their lengths form a random permutation of the first n integers. Surprisingly,
this question has connections to diverse mathematical contexts, including random matrix
theory and discrete Fourier transforms. Through rigorous analysis, we establish that the
sequence of the suitably rescaled centroids converges to a circularly-symmetric complex
normal distribution with variance 1

12 . This result is a manifestation of central limit
behavior in a setting involving sums of heavily dependent random variables.

1. Introduction and Statement of Results

For a positive integer n ∈ N, let us consider the regular polygon with vertices on the
unit circle at the roots of unity ζn, ζ

2
n, . . . , ζ

n
n , where ζn = e2πi/n. We extend each of the

rays [0, ζn], [0, ζ
2
n], . . . , [0, ζ

n
n ] by fixing the point at the origin and assigning a random

permutation of the lengths 1, . . . , n to the segments. We obtain a polygon in the complex
plane with random vertices

σ(1)ζn, σ(2)ζ
2
n, . . . , σ(n)ζ

n
n ,

where σ is a random permutation from the symmetric group Sn, acting on the numbers
1, 2, . . . , n.

In the following, for every n ∈ N, we choose σ = σn to be a uniformly distributed
Sn-valued random variable, defined on the probability space (Ω,A,P). The polygon’s
centroid Cn is given by

Cn = Cn(σ) =
1

n

n∑
k=1

σ(k)e2πik/n, n ≥ 1.

Hence, (Cn)n is a sequence of discrete complex-valued random variables, and each Cn is
the sum of stochastically dependent random variables. It is straightforward to check that
the variables Cn are centered in expectation

E[Cn] =

∫
Sn

Cn(σ)dσ =
1

n

n∑
k=1

1

n!

(∑
σ∈Sn

σ(k)

)
ζkn =

n+ 1

2n

n∑
k=1

ζkn = 0,

however, it seems very difficult to describe their distribution precisely for finite values of
n. This is a reason why asymptotic analysis is so central in probability theory, it provides
clear and often powerful insights into the behavior of random processes, especially when
finite-level details are complex or unwieldy. Investigating the probabilistic properties of
the quantities (Cn)n, such as their distribution or distance from the expected position
(the origin), is also motivated by the fact that this problem naturally appears in other
areas under different guises. For instance, let us consider mass points m1,m2, . . . ,mn

with mk = k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, and distribute them over the unit circle at the roots of unity
1
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Figure 1. A poly-
gon with vertices de-
termined by a permu-
tation of lengths and
roots of unity on the
unit circle (n = 5).
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Figure 2. A poly-
gon with vertices de-
termined by a permu-
tation of lengths and
roots of unity on the
unit circle (n = 6).

in the following way: given a permutation σ ∈ Sn, we place the mass mσ(k) at the point

e2πik/n for each k = 1, . . . , n. The center of mass or barycenter then is given by

Bn =
2

n(n+ 1)

n∑
k=1

σ(k)e2πik/n =
2

n+ 1
Cn,

where the normalization for the Bn comes from the fact that we have
n∑

k=1

σ(k) =
n(n+ 1)

2
.

It is a natural question to ask about the location of the center of mass for a generic
permutation σ. We can also express Cn in terms of unitary random matrices by

Cn =
1

n

(
ζn, ζ

2
n, . . . , ζ

n
n

)
Pn(σ)


1
2
...
n

 ,

where Pn(σ) is the random permutation matrix
[
δσ(j),k

]n
j,k=1

, and σ is drawn uniformly

from the symmetric group Sn. From this perspective, asking about the asymptotic behav-
ior of Cn becomes a question from high-dimensional random matrix theory. Alternatively,
it is noteworthy, without going into any details, that the centroids Cn can also be inter-
preted in terms of the discrete Fourier transform of the random sequence σ(1), . . . , σ(n),
and it is certainly an interesting question how Fourier transforms with random input
behave. A further historical origin of the interest in the behavior of Cn, depending on
the permutation σ, stems from a problem proposed for the International Mathematical
Olympiad in Paris in the year 1983, the story of which is described in [4]: it turns out
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that the equation

Cn =
1

n

n∑
k=1

σ(k)e2πik/n = 0 (1)

has a solution σ ∈ Sn if and only if n has two distinct prime factors. For a recent
generalisation of this result we refer to [1]. In this light, it is a natural question to ask
what can be said about the location of Cn for a generic permutation σ, and how close is
it to being a solution of equation (1). It is the goal of the present work to answer these
questions rigorously for large values of n in the elementary setting for Cn, while bearing
in mind that there are many valid ways to develop and generalise these questions further
in the aforementioned areas. The main result here is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Xn = 1√
n
ℜ[Cn] and Yn = 1√

n
ℑ[Cn] for n ∈ N. Then the distribution

of (Xn, Yn)
T converges weakly, as n → ∞, to a two-dimensional Gaussian distribution

with mean µ = (0, 0)T and covariance matrix

Γ =

(
1
24

0
0 1

24

)
.

In particular, the sequence of rescaled centroids (Zn)n with Zn = 1√
n
Cn converges weakly,

as n → ∞, to a circularly-symmetric central complex normal distribution with variance
1
12
, see Figure 3.

Remark 1.2. (1) The statement of Theorem 1.1 can be interpreted as a central limit
theorem for the specific type of sums of (heavily) dependent random variables
considered here.

(2) From the perspective of universality as studied in probability and random matrix
theory, the statement confirms and reinforces the universal nature of the normal
distribution by adding a further example to the list of sums of random variables
that behave asymptotically normal.

From Theorem 1.1, the following corollary immediately follows.

Corollary 1.3. The distance from the rescaled centroid Zn to the origin is asymptotically,
for large n, distributed according to the Rayleigh distribution. More precisely, the distri-
bution of |Zn| converges weakly, as n → ∞, to the Rayleigh distribution with parameter
σ2 = 1

24
with density, see Figure 4,

fRay(x) =
x

σ2
e−

x2

2σ2 = 24xe−12x2

, x ≥ 0.

2. Proofs

In this section we will give the proof of Theorem 1.1. We focus on the real parts
Xn = 1√

n
ℜ[Cn], because the analysis of the imaginary parts Yn works analogously and

requires only minor modifications. Expanding the characteristic function of Xn in the
usual manner, we obtain

φXn(t) = E
[
eitXn

]
=

∫
Sn

∞∑
m=0

im

m!
tmXm

n dσ =
∞∑

m=0

im

m!
tm
∫
Sn

Xm
n dσ,

with the m-th moment of Xn given by∫
Sn

Xm
n dσ =

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

(
n∑

j=1

σ(j)

n3/2
cos

(
2πj

n

))m

.
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Figure 3. Density of the limiting distribution of the rescaled centroids on
the complex plane.
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24

Figure 4. Density of the limiting distribution of the distance of the
rescaled centroids from the origin.

By Levy’s continuity theorem, e.g. see Theorem 26.3 in [2], the statement of Theorem
1.1 regarding Xn is equivalent to the convergence

lim
n→∞

φXn(t) = e−
1
48

t2 , t ∈ R, (2)

which means that the characteristic function of Xn converges to the characteristic func-
tion of a normal distribution with mean zero and variance σ2 = 1/24. As any normal
distribution is uniquely determined by its moments, it is sufficient for (2) to prove the
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convergence of the moments, see e.g., Theorem 30.2 [2]. That constitutes the core of this
work and is established in Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.1. For m ∈ N we have

lim
n→∞

∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

(2m)!

m!

1

(48)m
(3)

and

lim
n→∞

∫
Sn

X2m−1
n dσ = 0. (4)

We will prove Lemma 2.1 below. The analogous result also holds true for the imaginary
parts Yn. Moreover, we can easily find that the real and imaginary parts are uncorrelated
for n > 1:

Cov (Xn, Yn) = E [XnYn] =
1

n
E

[(
1

n

n∑
j=1

σ(j) cos

(
2πj

n

))(
1

n

n∑
k=1

σ(k) sin

(
2πk

n

))]

=
1

n3

n∑
j,k=1

1

n!

(∑
σ∈S

σ(j)σ(k)

)
cos

(
2πj

n

)
cos

(
2πk

n

)
(5)

An elementary computation shows
n∑

j=1

cos

(
2πj

n

)
=

n∑
k=1

sin

(
2πk

n

)
=

n∑
j=1

cos

(
2πj

n

)
sin

(
2πj

n

)
= 0,

as well as
1

n!

∑
σ∈S

σ(j)σ(k) = anδj,k + bn(1− δj,k),

where δj,k is Kronecker’s delta and the expressions an, bn are given by

an =
(n+ 1)(2n+ 1)

6
and bn =

1

n(n− 1)

(
n2(n+ 1)2

4
− n(n+ 1)(2n+ 1)

6

)
.

Using this in (5) gives

Cov (Xn, Yn) =
an
n3

n∑
j=1

cos

(
2πj

n

)
sin

(
2πj

n

)
+

bn
n3

∑
j ̸=k

cos

(
2πj

n

)
sin

(
2πk

n

)

=
bn
n3

(
n∑

j=1

cos

(
2πj

n

) n∑
k=1

sin

(
2πk

n

)
−

n∑
j=1

cos

(
2πj

n

)
sin

(
2πj

n

))
= 0.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. We start with the even moments in (3), and wherever we need an
additional lemma, we will treat it along the way. In the following we always consider
n ≥ 2m. We have

∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

(
n∑

j=1

σ(j)

n3/2
cos

(
2πj

n

))2m

=
1

n3m

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

∑
α1,...,αn≥0

α1+...+αn=2m

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αn!
σ(1)α1 · · ·σ(n)αn cos

(
2π

n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πn

n

)αn

,

5



where we use the multinomial theorem to expand the sum
(∑n

j=1
σ(j)

n3/2 cos
(
2πj
n

))2m
. As

the summation of the the inner sum is over the set of all tuples (α1, . . . , αn) of integers
α1, . . . , αn ≥ 0 with α1 + . . . + αn = 2m, we can partition this set into the sets of all
tuples with exactly j positive integers for j = 1, . . . , 2m, occuring at the places 1 ≤ i1 <
i2 < . . . < ij ≤ n. This yields∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n3m

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

2m∑
j=1

∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n∑

α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!
σ(i1)

α1 · · ·σ(ij)αj cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

=
1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!

∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

σ(i1)
α1 · · ·σ(ij)αj .

Let us rewrite the innermost sum for given α1, . . . , αj ∈ {1, . . . , 2m} with α1+ . . .+αj =
2m and 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < ij ≤ n in the following way

1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

σ(i1)
α1 · · · σ(ij)αj =

1

n!

∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

∑
σ∈Sn

σ(i1)=k1,...,σ(ij)=kj

σ(i1)
α1 · · ·σ(ij)αj

=
1

n!

∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

∑
σ∈Sn

σ(i1)=k1,...,σ(ij)=kj

1

=
(n− j)!

n!

∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j ,

where the summation over k1 ̸= . . . ̸= kj with k1, . . . , kj ∈ {1, . . . , n} means summation
over the set of all tuples (k1, . . . , kj) ∈ {1, . . . , n}j with pairwise distinct entries. In
particular, it follows that the expression 1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

σ(i1)
α1 · · ·σ(ij)αj is independent of the

concrete choice of indices 1 ≤ i1 < . . . < ij ≤ n. Hence, we obtain

∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

(n− j)!

n!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!

( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

)

∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

.

In order to proceed, for each fixed j = 1, . . . , 2m, we introduce an equivalence relation Rj

on the set of tuples (α1, . . . , αj) with α1, . . . , αj ∈ {1, . . . , 2m} and α1 + . . . + αj = 2m:
we write (α1, . . . , αj) ∼ (β1, . . . , βj) if there is a permutation µ ∈ Sj such that

(α1, . . . , αj) = (βµ(1), . . . , βµ(j)).
6



Moreover, for each equivalence class we choose one of its contained tuples (α1, . . . , αj),
and, as usual, we denote this equivalence class by [(α1, . . . , αj)]. This gives

∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

(n− j)!

n!

∑
[(α1,...,αj)]∈Rj

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

(2m)!

β1! · · · βj!( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kβ1

1 · · · kβj

j

) ∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

.

We observe for (α1, . . . , αj) ∼ (β1, . . . , βj)

(2m)!

β1! · · · βj!
=

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!
and

∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kβ1

1 · · · kβj

j =
∑

k1 ̸=... ̸=kj
k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j ,

so these quantities only depend on the equivalence class of the tuples, which yields

∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

(n− j)!

n!

∑
[(α1,...,αj)]∈Rj

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!

( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

)
(6)

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

. (7)

The reason for the introduction of the equivalence classes Rj above is that the expression

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

is invariant under permutations of the indices 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < ij ≤ n, so we have

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

∑
1≤i1<...<ij≤n

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

=
∑

1≤i1<...<ij≤n

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

=
1

j!

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

=
1

j!

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

.

7



Subsituting this into (7) gives us∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

(n− j)!

n!

∑
[(α1,...,αj)]∈Rj

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!

( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

)

1

j!

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

=
1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

1

j!

(n− j)!

n!

∑
[(α1,...,αj)]∈Rj

∑
(β1,...,βj)∼(α1,...,αj)

(2m)!

β1! · · · βj!( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kβ1

1 · · · kβj

j

)( ∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)β1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)βj

)

=
1

n3m

2m∑
j=1

1

j!

(n− j)!

n!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

α1! · · ·αj!

( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

)

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

. (8)

Before proceeding with the proof, we need to deal with the asymptotic behavior of the
multiple power sums appearing in (8).

Lemma 2.2. For fixed integers j ≥ 1, α1, . . . , αj ≥ 1, we have∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j =
nα1+...+αj+j

(α1 + 1) · · · (αj + 1)

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
, n → ∞,

where the constant implied by the O-term can be chosen to be independent of n, but it
depends on j and α1, . . . , αj.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The case j = 1, α1 = α ≥ 1 is a consequence of the well-know
Faulhaber’s formula [3]

n∑
k=1

kα =
nα+1

α + 1

(
1 +

α∑
k=1

(
α + 1

k

)
Bk

nk

)
=

nα+1

α + 1

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
,

as n → ∞, where Bk are the Bernoulli numbers with the convention B1 =
1
2
. From this

we immediately obtain for j ≥ 1

∑
k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j =

j∏
ν=1

n∑
k=1

kαν =

j∏
ν=1

nαν+1

αν + 1

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))

=
nα1+...+αj+j

(α1 + 1) · · · (αj + 1)

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
, n → ∞. (9)

8



Moreover, we observe∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j −
∑

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

∣∣∣∣∣ =∑
I

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j ,

where the summation is carried out over the set

I =
{
(k1, . . . , kj) ∈ {1, . . . , n}j | ∃i1 < i2 with ki1 = ki2

}
.

We can estimate the latter sum by∑
I

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j ≤
∑

1≤i1<i2≤j

∑
k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

ki1=ki2

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

=
∑

1≤i1<i2≤j

(
n∑

ki1=1

k
αi1

+αii
ii

)
j∏

ν=1
ν ̸=i1,i2

(
n∑

kν=1

kαν
ν

)
.

From the case j = 1 we know
n∑

ki1=1

k
αi1

+αi2
ii

=
nαi1

+αi2
+1

αi1 + αi2 + 1

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
and

n∑
kν=1

kαν
ν =

nαν+1

αν + 1

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
,

as n → ∞, which amounts to∑
I

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j = O
(
nα1+···+αj+j−1

)
, (10)

as n → ∞. Combining (9) and (10) gives∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j =
nα1+...+αj+j

(α1 + 1) · · · (αj + 1)

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
+O

(
nα1+···+αj+j−1

)

=
nα1+...+αj+j

(α1 + 1) · · · (αj + 1)

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
, as n → ∞.

□

Applying Lemma 2.2 to expression (8) leads to∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

2m∑
j=1

1

j!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

(α1 + 1)! · · · (αj + 1)!

(n− j)! nj

n!

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))

1

nm

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

, n → ∞. (11)

We let the expression
(
1 +O

(
1
n

))
absorb the fraction (n−j)! nj

n!
, and use the trivial bound∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=ij
i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ nj

9



in order to conclude that, for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,m− 1}, the whole expression

1

j!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

(α1 + 1)! · · · (αj + 1)!

(n− j)! nj

n!

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))

1

nm

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

is of order O
(
1
n

)
, as n → ∞. Hence, in (11) we only have to deal with summands indexed

by j ∈ {m, . . . , 2m}, which means∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

2m∑
j=m

1

j!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m}
α1+...+αj=2m

(2m)!

(α1 + 1)! · · · (αj + 1)!

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))

1

nm

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

+O
(
1

n

)
, (12)

as n → ∞. Next we turn to the multiple cosine sums.

Lemma 2.3. Let us consider fixed integers m ∈ N, m ≤ j ≤ 2m, and let us define Aj as
the set of all tuples (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ {1, . . . , 2m}j that solve the equation α1+ . . .+αj = 2m,
with the property that exactly 2m − j of the αν take the value 2, and the remaining
2(j − m) of the αν take the value 1. Accordingly, let us denote by Ac

j the set of tuples

(α1, . . . , αj) ∈ {1, . . . , 2m}j that solve the equation α1 + . . . + αj = 2m, which are not
contained in Aj. Then for (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ Aj we have

1

nm

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

= (−1)j−m (2(j −m))!

2j(j −m)!

(
1 +O

(
1

n

))
,

and for (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ Ac
j we have

1

nm

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

= O
(
1

n

)
, as n → ∞.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. We first note that the number, say ν, of entries in a tuple (α1, . . . , αj) ∈
{1, . . . , 2m}j that solves α1 + . . . + αj = 2m is at least 2(j − m). This follows directly
from

2m = α1 + . . .+ αj ≥ ν + 2(j − ν).

Hence, the set Aj consists of all solutions of the equation α1+ . . .+αj = 2m that contain
the minimal number of unit entries, meaning exactly 2(j −m) many. Moreover, we note
that we have for integers ℓ, n ∈ N

n∑
ν=1

cos

(
2πν

n

)ℓ

=

{
n
2ℓ

(
ℓ

ℓ/2

)
if ℓ is even,

0 if ℓ is odd.
(13)

Let us initially focus on the case j = m, in which the set Aj only consists of the tuple
(α1, . . . , αm) = (2, . . . , 2). Using similar arguments to those used in the proof of Lemma

10



2.2, and then using (13), we see that for this tuple

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=im

i1,...,im∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πim
n

)2

=
∑

i1,...,im∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πim
n

)2

+O
(
nm−1

)
=

(
n∑

ν=1

cos

(
2πν

n

)2
)m

+O
(
nm−1

)
=
(n
2

)m
+O

(
nm−1

)
, as n → ∞. (14)

If, on the other hand, we consider a tuple (α1, . . . , αm) ∈ Ac
m, then there is at least one

entry equal to one. Without loss of generality, we may assume that αm = 1. Then, using
(13), we have

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=im

i1,...,im∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πim
n

)αm=1

(15)

=
∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=im−1

i1,...,im−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πim−1

n

)αm−1 ∑
im∈{1,...,n}

im /∈{i1,...,im−1}

cos

(
2πim
n

)

= −
∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=im−1

i1,...,im−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πim−1

n

)αm−1 ∑
im∈{i1,...,im−1}

cos

(
2πim
n

)

= −
m−1∑
ν=1

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=im−1

i1,...,im−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πiν
n

)αν+1

· · · cos
(
2πim−1

n

)αm−1

,

and each of the latter sums is of order O (nm−1), as n → ∞, which proves the statement
of the lemma in the case j = m.

Next we deal with the casem < j ≤ 2m. Let us first consider a tuple (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ Ac
j,

so the tuple consists of at least 2(j−m) + 1 many entries taking the value one. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that αj = 1. Then, by the same reasoning as in (15),
we have

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj=1

= −
j−1∑
ν=1

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πiν
n

)αν+1

· · · cos
(
2πij−1

n

)αj−1

,

11



where the number of entries equal to one in the tuple of exponents of the cosine terms in
each of the sums

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πiν
n

)αν+1

· · · cos
(
2πij−1

n

)αj−1

, ν = 1, . . . , j − 1,

is reduced at least by one and at most by two, compared to the inital tuple (α1, . . . , αj).
We can repeat this procedure of reduction j −m times, and in this process the number
of entries equal to one in the tuples of exponents of the resulting sums are reduced by at
most 2(j −m). Hence, each of the produced sums is of the form (15), which means it is
of order O (nm−1). This shows that for (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ Ac

j

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

= O
(
nm−1

)
, as n → ∞.

Finally, let us consider a tuple (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ Aj, so the tuple consists of exactly 2(j−m)
many entries taking the value one, and the remaining 2m− j entries take the value two.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that α1 = . . . = α2m−j = 2 and α2m−j+1 =
. . . = αj = 1. Then, again using (13), we have

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πi2m−j

n

)2

cos

(
2πi2m−j+1

n

)
· · · cos

(
2πij
n

)

= −
2m−j∑
ν=1

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πiν
n

)3
(

2m−j∏
ℓ=1
ℓ̸=ν

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

)2
)(

j−1∏
ℓ=2m−j+1

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

))

−
j−1∑

ν=2m−j+1

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

(
2m−j∏
ℓ=1

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

)2
)
cos

(
2πiν
n

)2
(

j−1∏
ℓ=2m−j+1

ℓ̸=ν

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

))
.

We observe that, regarding in the first sum, each multiple sum indexed by ν = 1, . . . , 2m−
j

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πiν
n

)3
(

2m−j∏
ℓ=1
ℓ ̸=ν

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

)2
)(

j−1∏
ℓ=2m−j+1

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

))

is of dimension j − 1, and among the exponents of the cosine terms, we find exactly
2j − 2m − 1 of them being equal to one. Hence, as before by using (13), we can reduce
such a sum in j − 1−m steps to an m-dimensional sum of the form (15), meaning that
each of these sums is of order O (nm−1). Moreover, we note that the sums indexed by

12



ν = 2m− j + 1, . . . , j − 1 are actually independent of the index ν. This gives∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πi2m−j

n

)2

cos

(
2πi2m−j+1

n

)
· · · cos

(
2πij
n

)

= −(2(j −m)− 1)
∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

(
2m−j+1∏

ℓ=1

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

)2
)(

j−1∏
ℓ=2m−j+1

cos

(
2πiℓ
n

))

+O
(
nm−1

)
, as n → ∞.

We can repeat this process with the latter sum, and after j −m steps we arrive at∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πi2m−j

n

)2

cos

(
2πi2m−j+1

n

)
· · · cos

(
2πij
n

)

= (−1)j−m

j−m∏
ν=1

(2ν − 1)
∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=im
i1,...,im∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)2

· · · cos
(
2πim
n

)2

+O
(
nm−1

)

= (−1)j−m (2(j −m))!

(j −m)!2j
nm +O

(
nm−1

)
,

as n → ∞, where we used (14) in the last step. □

We now can return to the proof of Lemma 2.1. Applying Lemma 2.3 to (12) yields∫
Sn

X2m
n dσ =

2m∑
j=m

(−1)j−m

j!

(2(j −m))!(2m)!

2j(j −m)!

∑
(α1,...,αj)∈Aj

1

(α1 + 1)! · · · (αj + 1)!
(16)

+O
(
1

n

)
, n → ∞.

Using the definition of the sets Aj in Lemma 2.3, we can evaluate the inner sum in (16)
explicitly ∑

(α1,...,αj)∈Aj

1

(α1 + 1)! · · · (αj + 1)!
=

1

(2!)2(j−m)

1

(3!)2m−j

(
j

2(j −m)

)

=
1

2j32m−j

j!

(2(j −m))!(2m− j)!
.

Substituting this into (16), some cancellation and shifting the summation index then
leads to ∫

Sn

X2m
n dσ =

(2m)!

4mm!

m∑
j=0

(
m

j

)(
−1

4

)j (
1

3

)m−j

+O
(
1

n

)
=

(2m)!

m!

(
1

48

)m

+O
(
1

n

)
, as n → ∞.
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This proves the statement (3) of Lemma 2.1 for even moments. In order to verify (4), we
observe for n ≥ 2m that the analogue of the representation (8) for odd moments is∫

Sn

X2m−1
n dσ =

1

n3m−3/2

2m−1∑
j=1

1

j!

(n− j)!

n!

∑
α1,...,αj∈{1,...,2m−1}
α1+...+αj=2m−1

(2m− 1)!

α1! · · ·αj!( ∑
k1 ̸=... ̸=kj

k1,...,kj∈{1,...,n}

kα1
1 · · · kαj

j

) ∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij

i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

.

We are going to show inductively for every j = 1, . . . , 2m − 1 the following claim: for
every tuple (α1, . . . , αj) ∈ {1, . . . , 2m− 1}j satisfying α1 + . . .+ αj = 2m− 1 we have∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=ij
i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

= 0. (17)

The case j = 1 follows directly from (13). Let us assume the claim holds true for j − 1
for some j > 1. As at least one of the α1, . . . , αj must be odd, without loss of generality,
we can assume that αj is odd. Then, using (13), we have∑

i1 ̸=... ̸=ij
i1,...,ij∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πij
n

)αj

= −
j−1∑
ν=1

∑
i1 ̸=... ̸=ij−1

i1,...,ij−1∈{1,...,n}

cos

(
2πi1
n

)α1

· · · cos
(
2πiν
n

)αν+αj

· · · cos
(
2πij−1

n

)αj−1

,

and each of the sums vanishes due to the induction hypothesis. This proves the claim
(17), thus statement (4), and thereby completes the proof of Lemma 2.1.

□
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