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ASYMPTOTIC NORMALITY OF DIVISORS OF RANDOM HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS ON

NON-COMPACT COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

AFRIM BOJNIK AND OZAN GÜNYÜZ

ABSTRACT. We prove a central limit theorem for smooth linear statistics related to the zero divisors

of Gaussian i.i.d. centered holomorphic sections of tensor powers of a Hermitian holomorphic line

bundle over a non-compact Hermitian manifold.

1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The statistical aspects connected with zeros of random polynomials and other analytic functions,
under different assumptions related to random coefficients, have been the subject of extensive
research in mathematics and physics. Among the very important objects were particularly poly-
nomials. Many results regarding both Gaussian and non-Gaussian cases and historical advance-
ments of this polynomial theory may be found, for example, in [BL15, BS07, BL05, BD18, ROJ,
SHSM, HN08] (and references therein). For instance, in the reference [BL15], the authors study
the complex random variables that are bounded by distribution functions over the entire complex
plane C. When we move beyond a large disk of radius r, the integral with respect to the two-
dimensional Lebesgue measure has an upper bound, which is a function of r. This situation is
commonly referred to as the tail-end estimate. Before these more recent developments, initial ex-
plorations into the distribution of roots of random algebraic equations in a single real variable were
pioneered by the likes of Polya and Bloch, Littlewood-Offord, Kac, Hammersley, and Erdös-Turan.
For readers who are interested in further study, these early efforts can be found in the articles
[BlP, Kac43, LO43, HAM56, ET50].

Another intriguing aspect to consider is the growing body of physics research focused on the
equidistribution and probabilistic issues concerning the zeros of complex random polynomials. For
initial investigations in this field, sources such as [FH, Hann, NV98] can be referred to.

In their groundbreaking work [SZ99], which served as a pioneering and initial contribution to
the field, Shiffman and Zelditch achieved to prove that the zeros of random sections of the powers
L⊗n of a positive line bundleL over a compact Kähler manifold, tend towards a uniform distribution
as n goes off to infinity with regard to a natural measure that comes from L.

In the broadest context seen so far, various randomness problems emanating from the holomor-
phic sections of line bundles have been examined in different probabilistic settings (including both
Gaussian and non-Gaussian types) as reported in [BCM, BG, CM1, CMM, DLM1, DLM2, Bay16,
Shif, SZ99, SZ08, SZ10].

Our main focus in this article will be the central limit theorem in a general complex geometric
setting.
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1.1. Theorem of Sodin and Tsirelson. Given a sequence {γj}∞j=1 of complex-valued measurable

functions on a measure space (G,σ) such that

(1.1)

∞
∑

j=1

|γj(x)|2 = 1 for any x ∈ G,

following [ST] (and also [SZ10]), a normalized complex Gaussian process is defined to be a complex-
valued random function α(x) on a measure space (G,σ) in the following form

(1.2) α(x) =

∞
∑

j=1

bjγj(x),

where the coefficients bj are i.i.d. centered complex Gaussian random variables with variance one.
The covariance function of α(x) is defined by

(1.3) β(x, y) = E[α(x)α(y)] =

∞
∑

j=1

γj(x)γj(y).

A simple observation gives that |β(x, y)| ≤ 1 and β(x, x) = 1.
Let us take a sequence {αj}∞j=1 of normalized complex Gaussian processes on a finite measure

space (G,σ). Let λ(ρ) ∈ L2(R+, e
−ρ2

2 ρdρ). Suppose φ : G → R is a bounded and measurable
function. We consider the following non-linear functionals (which are also random variables)

(1.4) Zφn(αn) =

∫

G
λ(|αn(x)|)φ(x)dσ(x).

The next theorem (Theorem 2.2 of [ST]) was proved by Sodin and Tsirelson.

Theorem 1.1. For each n = 1, 2, . . ., let βn(r, s) be the covariance functions for the complex Gaussian
processes. Assume that the two conditions below hold for all ν ∈ N:

(i)

lim inf
n→∞

∫

G

∫

G |βn(r, s)|2νφ(r)φ(s)dσ(r)dσ(s)
supr∈G

∫

G |βn(r, s)|dσ(s)
> 0.

(ii)

lim
n→∞

sup
r∈G

∫

G
|βn(r, s)|dσ(s) = 0.

Then the distributions of the random variables

Zφn(αn)− E[Zφn(αn)]
√

Var[Zφn(αn)]

converge weakly to the normal distribution N (0, 1) as n → ∞. If λ is increasing, then it is sufficient
for (i) to hold only for ν = 1.

Their proof relies on the well-known method of moments from probability theory combined with
the so-called diagram technique in order to evaluate the moments of the non-linear functionals and
compare them with the moments of standard Gaussian distribution. This is a classical approach for
proving the central limit theorem for nonlinear functionals of Gaussian fields.

Based on our present knowledge, there are two important generalizations of Theorem 1.1 for
different frameworks. One of them is due to Zelditch and Shiffman in the prequantum line bundle
setting, that is, for random holomorphic sections of an Hermitian line bundle over a compact
Kähler manifold where the first Chern form is equal to the Kähler form multiplied by the imaginary
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unit and a suitable normalization constant. Another one was obtained in [Bay16]. In his paper,
Bayraktar made an extension of Theorem 1.1 to the general random polynomials on C

m within the
weighted pluripotential theory. In both cases, the off-diagonal and near-diagonal asymptotics of
the normalized Bergman kernel which will be discussed below (regarded as covariance functions of
normalized complex Gaussian processes defined above) play a crucial role. In a different direction,
Nazarov and Sodin ([NS]) investigated the asymptotic normality of linear statistics of zeros of
Gaussian entire functions on C in a more general way by considering the measurable bounded test
functions and the clustering property of k-point correlation functions. The authors of the current
paper have recently proved a central limit theorem for smooth linear statistics associated with the
zero divisors of random holomorphic sections in a sequence of positive line bundles over a compact
Kähler manifold, see [BG].

The objective of the current paper is to obtain Theorem 1.1 for the centered Gaussian i.i.d.
holomorphic sections of a positive Hermitian line bundle on a non-compact Hermitian manifold,
which is more general than the results mentioned in the previous paragraph. For this purpose, we
initially present our geometric and probabilistic setup, which largely follows [DLM1], [DLM2] and
[DMS]. As in the aforementioned articles, the asymptotics of the normalized Bergman kernel will
be one of the key apparatuses. As far as we know, [DMS] is the first paper that focuses on the non-
compact (Hermitian) manifolds and in that paper, the authors mostly study the equidistribution
problem concerned with holomorphic sections of Hermitian holomorphic line bundles over these
non-compact manifolds.

1.2. Complex differential geometric setting. We consider a complex connected Hermitian man-
ifold of dimension m denoted by (X,J,Θ). Here, J represents the complex structure, which is a
linear transformation on each tangent space that acts as a multiplication by

√
−1. Θ is the Her-

mitian form which is a (1, 1)-form associated with the induced Riemannian metric gTX on the
Hermitian manifold X, which is compatible with the complex structure J , that is to say,

Θ(u, u′) = gTX(Ju, u′), gTX(Ju, Ju′) = gTX(u, u′) for all u, u′ ∈ TxX.

Let (L, hL) be a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over X, where hL is a smooth metric on L. RL

will denote the Chern curvature form of L and the first Chern form of L is given by

c1(L, h
L) =

√
−1

2π
RL.

Instead of hL, we will use shortly just h. We make the assumption that the Riemannian metric gTX

is complete. We will write the nth tensor power of L as Ln. On Ln, the metric h induces a product
metric, which we write as h⊗n := hn. H0(X,L) is the vector space of all holomorphic sections of L
on X.

The Hermitian form Θ determines a natural volume form dvX of the Riemannian metric gTX

defined by dvX = 1
m!Θ

m. The space of compactly supported smooth sections of L is denoted by

C∞(X,L). We define the following L2-type inner product using the metrics gTX and hL, for any
s, s′ ∈ C∞(X,L),

(1.5) 〈s, s′〉L2(X,L) =

∫

X
〈s(x), s′(x)〉hLdvX(x)

The completion of C∞(X,L) with respect to the inner product (1.5) will be denoted by L2(X,L)
consisting of square integrable smooth sections of L. We take into consideration the space of square
integrable holomorphic sections of L, namely, H0

(2)(X,L) = H0(X,L) ∩ L2(X,L). H0
(2)(X,L) is a

closed subspace of L2(X,L). Indeed, from Corollary 2.4 of [La], we have for any compact set
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U ⊂ X there exists a constant BU > 0 such that

(1.6) sup
x∈U

|s(x)|h ≤ BU‖s‖L2(X,L)

for all s ∈ H0
(2)(X,L), which implies also that H0

(2)(X,L) is closed. As a closed subspace of a

separable Hilbert space, it is a separable Hilbert space as well.
Let Kn : L2(X,Ln) → H0

(2)(X,L
n) be the orthogonal projection onto its closed and separable

subspace H0
(2)(X,L

n). The reproducing kernel of this projection exists due to the relation (1.6)

above. It is called the Bergman kernel, denoted by Kn(x, y), for details see, e.g., [MM1], section

1.4. If dn = dimH0
(2)(X,L

n) (1 ≤ dn ≤ ∞) and {Snj }dnj=1 is an orthonormal basis for H0(X,Ln),

then by using the orthonormal representation of Kn(x, y) with respect to the basis {Snj }dnj=1 and the

reproducing kernel property for the space H0
(2)(X,L

n), we get

Kn(x, y) =

dn
∑

j=1

Snj (x)⊗ Snj (y)
∗ ∈ Lnx ⊗ (Lny )

∗,

where Snj (y)
∗ = 〈 . , Snj (y)〉hn ∈ (Lny )

∗. This series is locally uniformly convergent with its deriva-

tives of all order. We write

(1.7) Kn(x, x) =

dn
∑

j=1

|Snj (x)|2h,

called the Bergman kernel function. We see that dn =
∫

X Kn(x, x)dvX(x)(which can possibly be

infinite). Thus, the Bergman kernel function has the dimensional density for the space H0
(2)(X,L

n).

We also assume that there are positive constants B,C and ǫ such that the following three condi-
tions on (X,J,Θ) and (L, hL),

(a)
√
−1RL ≥ ǫΘ,

(b)
√
−1Rdet ≥ −CΘ,

(c) |∂Θ|gTX ≤ B,

where Rdet is the curvature of the holomorphic connection ∇det on the dual canonical bundle (or

anticanonical bundle)K∗
X = det (T (1,0)(X)).

These three conditions together imply the spectral gap property of Kodaira-Laplace operator,
which gives the asymptotic expansion of Bergman kernel on non-compact setting, for a thorough
examination, see Chapter 6 of [MM1](also [DMS]). Also note, in particular here, that if X is a
Kähler manifold, then the condition (c) is satisfied automatically since ∂Θ = 0.

1.3. Random holomorphic sections and divisors. Let s ∈ H0(X,L)\{0}. We denote by Zs the
set of zeros of s. Zs is a purely 1-codimensional analytic variety of X. The divisor set Div(s) is
defined by

(1.8) Div(s) =
∑

U⊂Zs

ordsUU.

Here U ranges over all irreducible analytic hypersurfaces within Zs. ordsU ∈ N\{0} is the vanishing
order of s on U . Let U ⊂ X be any analytic hypersurface, by the symbol [U ], we mean the current
of integration on U , defined by

ϕ 7→
∫

U
ϕ,
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here ϕ ∈ Dm−1,m−1
0 (X), which represents the space of test forms of type (m − 1,m − 1). In this

paper, we only use real-valued test forms.
The current of integration on [Div(s)] is defined as follows:

(1.9) [Div(s)] =
∑

U⊂Zs

ordsU [U ].

A complex random variable W is said to be standard Gaussian in case W = X +
√
−1Y , where

X and Y are real centered i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with variance 1/2. Let now ξ = {ξj}dnj=1

be a sequence of i.i.d. centered real or complex Gaussian random variables whose probability

distribution law is P. Given an orthonormal basis S = {Sj}dnj=1 of H0
(2)(X,L), we define a random

holomorphic section of L by

(1.10) ψSξ =

dn
∑

j=1

ξjSj.

For any test form ϕ ∈ Dm−1,m−1
0 (X), the random variable 〈[Div(ψSξ ))], ϕ〉 is called smooth linear

statistic. If this random variable is integrable for any test form ϕ, then the map, called the expecta-
tion of [Div(ψSξ ))],

(1.11) ϕ 7→ E[〈[Div(ψSξ )], ϕ〉]
defines a (1, 1)-current on X. The variance is defined as

Var〈[Div(ψSξ )], ϕ〉 = E〈[Div(ψSξ )], ϕ〉2 − (E〈[Div(ψSξ )], ϕ〉)2.(1.12)

Sections as in (1.10), with probability one, are holomorphic and the distribution of these stan-
dard Gaussian random holomorphic sections do not depend on the orthonormal basis chosen, we
refer the reader to [DLM2](Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.3 there) for more comprehensive
information.

The Poincaré-Lelong formula is one indispensable instrument that will be of use in the proof of
our main theorem. Let us state it for a divisor of a holomorphic section s ∈ H0

(2)(X,L
n).

(1.13) [Div(s)] = ddc log |s|2hn + nc1(L, h
L).

Here and throughout ddc =
√
−1
2π ∂∂. By the condition (a) from Subsection 1.2 and the plurisubhar-

monicity of log |s|2hn , we see that [Div(s)] is a positive closed (1, 1)-current. E[[Div(ψSξ )]] is also a

positive (1, 1)-current by Theorem 1.1 in [DLM2].
In [DLM2], the authors show that, almost surely under the standard Gaussian probability mea-

sure, the random holomorphic sections described in (1.10) are not L2-integrable. Furthermore, in
the same study, through geometric quantization, by associating these sections with the eigenval-
ues of a Berezin-Toeplitz operator defined by a sufficiently regular symbol function, they consider
weighted versions of (1.10), which are L2-integrable and form a separable Hilbert subspace of
H0

(2)(X,L
n). In their very recent paper [DLM3], they derive a central limit theorem for zero divi-

sors of these random L2-integrable holomorphic sections on the support of this symbol function.
Additional details can be found in Section 6 of [DLM3].

2. MAIN RESULT

This section contains the formulation and proof of our primary theorem. The important tool
that we will employ, as described in Section 1, will be the near-diagonal and off-diagonal Bergman
kernel asymptotics in the current setting, which is a theorem proven in [DLM1]. To develop our
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approach, we will make use of three essential geometric assumptions (a), (b), and (c) given in
Subsection 1.1.

Initially, the necessary transformations between coordinates will be introduced by utilizing both
geodesic coordinates and Riemannian distance.

Let FL ∈ End(T (1,0)X) be such that x ∈ X and for arbitrary u, u′ ∈ T
(1,0)
x X,

(2.1) RLx (u, u
′) = gTXx (FLu, u′).

Fix x ∈ X and pick an orthonormal basis {pj}mj=1 of (T
(1,0)
x X, gTXx ) such that

(2.2) FLx pj = κj(x)pj .

Here κj(x), j = 1, 2, . . . ,m are the eigenvalues of FL. The first assumption (a) in Subsection 1.1
gives that κj(x) ≥ ǫ for j = 1, 2, . . . ,m. Write now

(2.3) q2j−1 =
1√
2
(pj + pj), q2j =

√
−1√
2

(pj − pj), j = 1, 2, . . . ,m.

These vectors lead to an orthonormal basis of the real tangent space (TxX, g
TX
x ), so given that

w =
∑2m

j=1 cjqj ∈ TxX, one can have the representation

(2.4) w =

m
∑

j=1

1√
2
(c2j−1 +

√
−1c2j)pj +

m
∑

j=1

1√
2
(c2j−1 −

√
−1c2j)pj .

We write z = (z1, z2, . . . , zm) with zj = c2j−1 +
√
−1c2j , j = 1, 2, . . . ,m. The new coordinate z is

referred to as the complex coordinate corresponding to the element w ∈ TxX. From (2.4), we have

(2.5)
∂

∂zj
=

1√
2
pj,

∂

∂z̄j
=

1√
2
p̄j,

so (2.4) takes the following form

w =

m
∑

j=1

(

zj
∂

∂zj
+ z̄j

∂

∂z̄j

)

.

Since X is a complete Hermitian manifold, by the well-known theorem of Hopf-Rinow, X is also
geodesically complete, which means that, for every x ∈ X, the exponential map expx is defined on
the whole tangent space TxX, so take u, u′ ∈ TxX and, determined as above, let z and z′ be the
related complex coordinates of u and u′, respectively. Consider the following weighted distance
function defined in [DLM1]

(2.6) ΨTX
x (u, u′)2 =

m
∑

j=1

κj(x)|zj − z′j|2.

Now we provide the coordinate transformations. For a given ǫ0 > 0, by using the exponential
map, between the small open ball B(x, 2ǫ0) in X with the small open ball B(0, 2ǫ0) in Tx(X), let

y = expx(u
′) and x = expx(0). Let dist(., .) be the Riemannian distance of (X, gTX ). There is some

constant D1 > 0 such that for u, u′ ∈ B(0, 2ǫ0), we get

(2.7) D1dist(expx(u), expx(u
′)) ≥ ΨTX

x (u, u′) ≥ 1

D1
dist(expx(u), expx(u

′)).

Since κj(x) ≥ ǫ, by writing u = 0 ∈ TxX and u′ = u in (2.6), we have

(2.8) ΨTX
x (0, u) ≥ ǫ

1
2 dist(expx(0) = x, expx(u) = y).
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Additionally, when we take into account a compact set K ⊂ X, the positive constants D1 and ǫ0
can be selected in such a way that the above inequalities hold uniformly for all x ∈ K.

The next result obtained in [DLM1] (Theorem 5.1) demonstrates the asymptotic properties of
the normalized Bergman kernel, including both the near-diagonal and off-diagonal behavior. This
result is crucial in establishing the proof of the main theorem. Before this result, let us give the
definition of the normalized Bergman kernel. For any n ∈ N and x, y ∈ X,

(2.9) Γn(x, y) =
|Kn(x, y)|hnx⊗(hny )

∗

Kn(x, x)1/2Kn(y, y)1/2
.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that a relatively compact set V ⊂ X is given. We have the following uniform

estimates for the normalized Bergman kernel for any x, y ∈ V : Fix k ≥ 1 and b0 >
√

16k
ǫ such that for

large enough n (with b0

√

logn
n ≤ 2ǫ0), one has

Γn(x, y) =







(1 + o(1)) exp
(

− n
4Ψ

TX
x (0, u)2

)

, if uniformly for dist(x, expx(u) = y) = |u| ≤ b0

√

logn
n ,

O(n−k), if uniformly for dist(x, expx(u) = y) = |u| ≥ b0

√

logn
n .

Now we are ready to state and prove our main theorem, which was also suggested in Subsection
3.3 of [DLM2]. For the proof, we use the arguments from [SZ10].

Theorem 2.2. Let (L, h) be a positive Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over a non-compact com-
plete Hermitian manifold (X,Θ) of dimension m satisfying the assumptions (a), (b) and (c) given
in Subsection 1.1. Suppose that H0

(2)(X,L
n) is endowed with the standard Gaussian measure. Let

sn ∈ H0
(2)(X,L

n) and φ be a real (m− 1,m − 1)-form on X with C3-coefficients and ddcφ 6≡ 0. Then

the distributions of the random variables

(2.10)
〈[Div(sn)], φ〉 − E[〈[Div(sn)], φ〉]

√

Var[〈[Div(sn)], φ〉]
weakly converges towards the standard (real) Gaussian distribution N (0, 1) as n→ ∞.

Proof. We use the machinery that we gave in the introduction. The normalized Gaussian processes
αn on X will be constructed as follows. Take a measurable section eL of L such that eL : X → L
with |eL(x)|h = 1 for any x ∈ X. Take an orthonormal basis {sjn}dnj=1 of H0

(2)(X,L
n) for each n ∈ N,

where sjn = ϕjnenL and dn ∈ N≥1 ∪ {∞}. Write

(2.11) f jn(x) =
ϕjn(x)

√

Kn(x, x)
, j = 1, 2, . . . , dn.

Observe that |ϕjn| = |sjn|hn and
∑dn

j=1 |f
j
n(x)|2 = 1 by the relation (1.7). Therefore, we can define a

normalized complex Gaussian process on X for each n ∈ N as follows:

(2.12) αn =

dn
∑

j=1

bjf
j
n,

here the coefficients bj are i.i.d. complex Gaussian centered random variables with variance one.

We see that a random holomorphic section sn =
∑dn

j=1 bjs
j
n can be written as

(2.13) sn =

dn
∑

j=1

bjs
j
n =

√

Kn(x, x)αne
n
L,
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where the normalized complex Gaussian process appears. Observe also from (2.13) that

(2.14) |αn(x)| =
|sn(x)|hn
√

Kn(x, x)
.

Now we calculate the covariance functions βn of the complex Gaussian processes αn. Note that,
from the fact that the complex Gaussian random coefficients bj in (2.12) are centered, i.i.d., and
have variance one, it follows

(2.15) Var[bj ] = E[|bj|2] = 1, E[bkb̄l] = 0 if k 6= l.

By the relation (1.3), (2.12) and (2.15), we have

(2.16) βn(x, y) = E[

dn
∑

j=1

bjf
j
n(x)

dn
∑

j=1

bjf
j
n(y)] =

dn
∑

j=1

f jn(x)f
j
n(y).

On the other hand, after some calculations, we get

(2.17) |Kn(x, y)|hnx⊗(h∗y)
n =

√

√

√

√

√

√

dn
∑

j=1

|ϕjn(x)|2|ϕjn(y)|2 +
dn
∑

j=1
j<k

2ℜ(ϕjn(x)ϕjn(y)ϕkn(x)ϕkn(y))

(2.16), (2.17) and (2.11) together give

(2.18) Γn(x, y) = |βn(x, y)|.

Take λ(ρ) = log ρ. Let dvX = 1
m!Θ

m be the volume form on X. Let us fix a real (m − 1,m − 1)

test form φ with C3 coefficients. Then

(2.19) ddcφ =

√
−1

2π
∂∂̄φ = ψdvX ,

The function ψ is a C1 function and by using (2.14) and the Poincaré-Lelong formula (1.13), we
write (1.4) with our setting,

(2.20) Zψn (αn) =

∫

X

(

log |sn|hn − log
√

Kn(x, x)
)

√
−1

2π
∂∂φ(x) = 〈[Div(sn)], φ〉+ ζn,L,

where ζn,L = 〈−nc1(L, h)−ddc log
√

Kn(x, x), φ〉, namely, ζn,L is some constant relying only on the

line bundle L. Thanks to a basic feature of variance, this last expression (2.20) tells us that Zψn (αn)
and 〈[Div(sn)], φ〉 have the same variances.

In the rest of the proof, we will confirm that the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.1 do indeed
hold in our case. In order to apply Theorem 1.1, we take a compact set K ⊂ X with supp(φ) ⊂ K,
which plays the role of G in Theorem 1.1. Since λ(ρ) = log ρ is increasing, we only examine the
case that ν = 1. For both the off-diagonal and near-diagonal asymptotics, we divide the integrals

into two parts: dist(x, y) ≤ b0

√

logn
n and dist(x, y) ≥ b0

√

logn
n , which both integration regions are

in K. We begin with the condition (ii) which is the easier one. Let k and b0 be as in Theorem 2.1.
Then we first readily have

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K

∫

dist(x,y)≥b0
√

log n

n

Γn(x, y)dvX(y) = lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K

∫

dist(x,y)≥b0
√

log n

n

O(n−k)dvX(y) = 0.
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For the integral where dist(x, y) ≤ b0

√

logn
n , due to the relation (2.18), Γn(x, y) ≤ 1. We get

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K

∫

dist(x,y)≤b0
√

log n

n

Γn(x, y)dvX (y) ≤ lim
n→∞

sup
x∈K

∫

dist(x,y)≤b0
√

log n

n

1dvX (y) = 0.

We proceed with the verification of the condition (i). For the integral on the off-diagonal set

where dist(x, y) ≥ b0

√

logn
n , when we pass to the limit as n → ∞, the numerator of the integrand

decays to zero faster than the denominator because the corresponding asymptotics O(n−k) of the
normalized Bergman kernel is of second degree in the numerator.

On the diagonal set where dist(x, y) ≤ b0

√

logn
n , we will introduce an abuse of notation as

done in [SZ10] to facilitate the computations: Since TxX is a complex vector space, we can write
v√
n
= 0 + v√

n
, where 0 ∈ TxX. Now by the exponential map above, we know expx(0) = x, so we

change the origin 0 of TxX to expx(0) = x ∈ X, and so expx(
v√
n
) = x+ v√

n
. Now by Theorem 2.1

and (2.19)

(2.21) lim inf
n→∞

∫

K dvX
∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn (1 + o(1)) exp

(

− n
2Ψ

TX
x (0, v√

n
)2
)

ψ(x)ψ(x + v√
n
)dv

supx∈K
∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn (1 + o(1)) exp

(

− n
4Ψ

TX
x (0, v√

n
)2
)

dv
.

We will bound the integrals in the numerator and the denominator from below by two differ-
ent integrals by invoking the inequality (2.7) between the Riemannian distance on the Hermitian
manifold X and the weighted distance function Ψ on the tangent space TxX. We will use the
left and right parts of the inequality (2.7), respectively. For the numerator, from the inequality
D1dist(expx(u), expx(u

′)) ≥ ΨTX
x (u, u′), we have

(2.22) e−
n
2
ΨTX

x (u,u′)2 ≥ e−
n
2
D2

1dist(expx(u),expx(u
′))2 .

Similarly, the inequality ΨTX
x (u, u′) ≥ 1

D1
dist(expx(u), expx(u

′)) yields that

(2.23) e−
n
4
ΨTX

x (u,u′)2 ≤ e
−n

4
1

D2
1

dist(expx(u),expx(u
′))2

.

Now, writing u = 0 and u′ = v√
n

, the numerator of (2.21) can be bounded from below by (2.22),

∫

K
dvX

∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn

(1 + o(1)) exp
(

− n

2
ΨTX
x (0,

v√
n
)2
)

ψ(x)ψ(x +
v√
n
)dv(2.24)

≥
∫

K
dvX

∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn

(1 + o(1))e
−n

2
D2

1dist(expx(0),expx(
v√
n
))2
ψ(x)ψ(x +

v√
n
)dv

As for the denominator in (2.21), fix x ∈ K so that the supremum is attained. Then, by using
(2.23),

(2.25)
1

∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn (1 + o(1)) exp

(

− n
4Ψ

TX
x (0, v√

n
)2
)

dv
≥ 1

∫

|v|≤b0
√
logn (1 + o(1))e

−n
4

1

D2
1

dist(expx(0),expx(
v√
n
))2

dv

.

Recall that dist(expx(0), expx(v)) = |v|. Therefore, when n→ ∞, since ψ is C1, on the right hand

sides of (2.24) and (2.25), we obtain two Gaussian integrals (on C
m) whose values are ( 2π

D2
1

)m and
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(4πD2
1)
m respectively. Hence, after the cancellations of these two values, the limit in (2.21) has a

lower bound given by
1

2mD4m
1

∫

X
ψ2dvX > 0,

which concludes the proof. �

Acknowledgments. Our thanks are extended to the anonymous reviewer whose recommenda-
tions have significantly enhanced the presentation of our manuscript.
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