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ON A PROBLEM OF KAC CONCERNING ANISOTROPIC LACUNARY SUMS

LORENZ FRUEHWIRTH AND MANUEL HAUKE

ABSTRACT. Given alacunary sequence (ny) ren, arbitrary positive weights (cy) r.en that satisfy a Lindeberg-
Feller condition, and a function f : T — R whose Fourier coefficients fk decay at rate e
central limit theorems for }_ <y ¢ f(nrx), provided (nj) ey satisfies a Diophantine condition that is
necessary in general. This addresses a question raised by M. Kac [Ann. of Math., 1946].

we prove

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Lacunary sums are classical objects at the crossroads of number theory, dynamical systems, and the
asymptotic theory of weakly dependent random variables. In this setup, one considers an integer
sequence (ny) ey satisfying the Hadamard-gap condition
) liminf 2L > ¢ > 1,

k—oo N
and for a sufficiently regular function f: T = R/Z — R with mean 0, we set

Sn(x):= ) f(ngx), NeN,xeT.

ksN
For over a century, mathematicians have been interested in the limiting behavior of these sums as
N — oo. Early works trace back to Borel [10] who studied sums } ;<n f k), generated by certain
indicator functions f, in order to understand normal number properties, and to Weyl [23], who was
interested in the uniform distribution properties of sequences of the form (n;x)ren. Researchers
soon recognized profound connections to other fields and started to investigate lacunary sums as an
independent topic. In 1924, Kolmogorov proved in his article [17] that

Z ay cos(2mnyx)

ksN
converges for almost all x € T if one assumes square summability of the coefficients (ay)en. A few
years passed before researchers succeeded in establishing the first results on the scale of the central
limit theorem. In his groundbreaking work [15], Kac proved in 1946 that for any mean 0 function
f: T — Rwhose Fourier coefficients decay sufficiently fast, we have

L Y fefo 5 v 0,0%
k<N

for some suitable o > 0. Naively one would expect the variance o to equal [} f(x)? dx which would
be in accordance with true independent behaviour; however it turned out that the resulting (asymp-
totic) variance is given by

azzff(x)zdx+22ff(2kx)f(x)dx.
T k=1YT

This deviation from the i.i.d. random case arises from an intriguing correlation structure, which, as
later discovered, is inherent to certain dynamical systems. In the same article as well as in his later
work [16], Kac also studied super-lacunary sequences, i.e. where

2

. Mg
lim =00
k—oo nj
In this case, a central limit theorem was established which perfectly aligns with the classical one for
a sequence of independently, uniformly distributed random variables in [0, 1), where the asymptotic
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variance is given by [ f(x)*dx. In the spirit of Kolmogorov, Kac was even able to deal with aniso-
tropic lacunary sums of the form

Y. crf(ngx),

k=N
where the sequence (cy)ken satisfies a Lindeberg-Feller-type condition, i.e. he assumed

N—
3) maxcg<oo and ). ¢ — oo.

keN k<N
In his seminal article [15], following a communication with Paul Erdés, Kac expressed his desire to
obtain central limit theorems for

2 k<N Ckf (ngx)
|| Zren ik f (i) |,”

where (ny)en is an arbitrary lacunary sequence only satisfying Hadamard’s condition (I). It soon
became clear that this goal was not attainable in full generality, even when the generating function
f: T — Rwas restricted to being a trigonometric polynomial. The famous example of Erdés and For-
tet (see [16} p.646]) demonstrates that choosing f(x) = cos(27x) +cos(4nx) and ny := 2k _1 results in
alacunary sum Sy =Y x<n f (nxx) that satisfies a non-degenerate distributional limit theorem, with
the asymptotic distribution being non-Gaussian. However, Salem and Zygmund [21] proved a central
limit theorem for ) ;< cx cos(ngx), where (ng) ey is arbitrary and the weights (cx)xen are assumed
to only satisfy the minimal condition (3). These examples illustrate that the asymptotic behavior of
Sn = Sn(f, (nx)ken) is determined not only by the function f but also by the number-theoretic prop-
erties of the sequence (1) xen, as well as by a subtle interplay between these two entities. For a more
comprehensive discussion on the foundations of lacunary sums and their connections to various
topics in modern mathematics, we refer the interested reader to the excellent recent survey article
[51.

4

Over the years mathematicians tried to establish central limit theorems of the type in () from various
directions. The g-adic lacunary sequences n; = g*, where g € N> play a special role since one can
relate lacunary sums of the form ¥ yen, f(g*x) to the theory of dynamical systems via interpreting g x
as a k-fold composition of the g-adic shift-operator 5, : T — T defined by x — gx. In recent years, it
was shown in [9] that 7 0...09, can be replaced by a composition of potentially different operators
F 109 ?0..., and additionally the function f can be replaced by a sequence of functions fi, f>,...
under some reasonably mild additional conditions: There, a central limit theorem is established for
random variables of the form
Y k<N [k (Tko...0T71(x))
| Zkn fe(Tio .o T ()|,

In particular, the findings in [9] imply a central limit theorem for sequences of the form
Y=y ckf (")
|[Zken e f @ 0],

xeT, NEeN.

as it was claimed] for g =2 in [15, p.49].

For quite some time, the picture for arbitrary lacunary sequences (7ny) ren remained much less clear,
as it was necessary to identify requirements on (nj) ren to prevent anomalies like those arising in the
Erd6s-Fortet example. In his famous article, Gaposhkin [12] was able to show that, if for any fixed
choice of a, b, c € N, there are only finitely many solutions (in k and ¢) to

(5) any—bny =c,
then Sy = Y r<n f(nix) satisfies a central limit theorem with asymptotic variance [ f?(x)dx, where

f can be taken from a reasonably large class of functions. It took about 40 years until Aistleitner and

1Formally, Kac only states that such a central limit theorem can be obtained without significant changes to the argu-
ments in his article, but does not provide a proof for that claim.
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Berkes were able to reduce Gaposhkin’s requirements (in the anisotropic case) to a minimal level. In
their remarkable article [4], they demonstrated that under the conditions

6) sup#{k,l<N:jnr—j'ng=ct+#{k, 0 <N, k#0:jn—jns=0}=04(N), 1<j,j'<sdeN,

ceN

and

>CVN,

2

@) Y flngx)

k<N

for some C > 0, we have
stNf(nkx) w,

VNIIfll2

whenever f: T — Ris an arbitrary mean-zero function of bounded variation. In [4} Theorem 1.3], the
authors also showed that the condition (€) is minimal in order to guarantee the existence of a central
limit theorem. Diophantine conditions as the one in (6) were also heavily investigated on the scale
of the law of the iterated logarithm, see e.g. [2}[6]. In particular, we highlight the article [22] by Weiss
who considered anisotropic lacunary trigonometric sums. In [Il, similar results were obtained for a
more general class of generating functions f making progress in a question raised by Philipp in his
famous article [19].

In recent years the study of lacunary sums has been extended even further to the scale of moderate
and large deviations revealing an unexpected asymptotic behavior not visible on the scales of the
central limit theorem and the law of the iterated logarithm (see [7, (11} [20]).

A(0,1),

Returning to the question of the existence of central limit theorems, we remark that in case of an-
isotropic sums Sy = Y i<y Ck f (R X), progress appears to have been much slower and more limited,
unless a particular structure such as n; = g* is assumed. The existing isolated results primarily ad-
dress the special cases where f(x) = cos(2mx) (see [21]) or f(x) = sign(cos(2mx)). The latter is related
to the famous Walsh system for which central limit theorems are obtained in, e.g., [18].

The objective of this article is to establish central limit theorems for a broad class of anisotropic
lacunary sums under suitable Diophantine conditions. In the article [13], central limit theorems
were proven for } r<ncrnf(nrx), where (i, n)k<n is a triangular scheme of weights satisfying an
analogous condition to @) and f can be taken from a very large class of functions. However, the
sequence (ny)xen eeds to satisfy restrictive Diophantine conditions.

Our main results (Theorems [Iland [2) represent significant progress on the original question posed
by Kac in [15], as the Diophantine condition we impose in @) can be viewed as minimal (see the
discussion in Remark[T.2).

1.1. Main Results. Before presenting our main results, we will introduce and discuss the assump-
tions required to establish Theorem[Iand Theorem[2l

Assumption 1. Let f: T — R be an L, (T)-function with

ff(x) dx=0, ffz(x) dx=:0%€ (0,00).
T T

Writing f(x) = ‘]?‘;1 [ajcos(2mjx) + bjsin(27 jx)|, we shall assume that there are absolute constants
M>0andp > % such that

M .
|aj|+|bj|5j—p, jEeN.

Remark 1.1. The assumption of f : T — R having a finite second moment is necessary in order to
establish a central limit theorem. The requirement for its Fourier coefficients to decay at a certain rate
is the same as in [15] and represents a slight improvement over [4], since, in particular, every function of
bounded variation satisfies the above. Moreover, any Hélder-continuous function with exponent p > %
has Fourier-coefficients tending to 0 at speed O (j~°).
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Our methods are not restricted to a fixed sequence of weights (cy)xen, but also accommodate more
general triangular schemes (¢, n)k<n, With N € N. The following assumption represents the natural
generalization to the Lindeberg-type condition from [15] for triangular arrays of weights.

Assumption 2. The array of weights (ci,N) k<N,Nen Shall satisfy

8) supsupciy <1, h(N):= Z ci’N — 00 as N — oo.

NeNksN ksN
The results in the works [2}/4}[6] suggest that it is necessary to limit the number of solutions to certain
Diophantine equations in order to obtain a central limit theorem. The following assumption not only
imposes a limit on the number of Diophantine solutions to equations

ang—bny =c,

but also captures the subtle interplay between the weights (ck ) and the given lacunary sequence
(nx)ken. Heuristically speaking, if there are not too many inhomogeneous (i.e. ¢ # 0) solutions to
the equation above (and some additional lower bound on the variance exists), then the clt holds
with a non-degenerate variance. We remark that this bound on the inhomogeneous solutions is
not satisfied in the Erdds-Fortet example and can be seen as the reason that the clt fails in this in-
stance. If additionally the number of solutions to the homogeneous equation (i.e. where ¢ = 0) is not
too large, then we expect the clt to hold with asymptotic variance fol f?(x)dx. We remark that this
phenomenon was accurately described in [3] on the scale of the law of the iterated logarithm. The
bounds on the number of solutions in the homogeneous and inhomogeneous cases assumed in this
article are as follows:

Assumption 3. For any fixed d € N, let us assume that the array of weights (cx, ) k<N, N € N and the
sequence (Ny) ren SAtisfy

LN, d):=sup ), Y ckNCeNLijn—jn=c1 = 0(h(N)),
>0 ,/<N1<j,j'sd

and

=6V h(N)

2

€) Y cionf(nex)

k<N

for some absolute§ > 0.

Assumption 4. For any d €N fixed, we assume

L*(N,d):=LIN,d+ Y Y cenceNLijnejn=0 = 0(h(N).
1<k, (<N1<j,j'=d
k#¢

With these assumptions at hand, we present the main results of our article.
Theorem 1. Let (ny)xen be a lacunary sequence, let (ci n)k<n be a triangular array of non-negative
reals, and let f : T — R be such that Assumptions[l[2 and[3 are satisfied. Then we have
Y k=N kNS (ngX)
[|Zken e N f (0],

Theorem 2. Let (ny)xen be a lacunary sequence, let (ci n)k<n be a triangular array of non-negative
reals, and let f : T — R be such that Assumptions[l} [2 and[4 are satisfied. Then we have

<NC niex

Y k=N kNS (ngX) s o).
1 f1l2v h(N)

Remark 1.2. o Since Assumptionldimposed in Theorem[lland Theorem|2 is equivalent to

Ck,N
max ———— — (),

k<N /ZZSN C?,N

our main results can be viewed as central limit theorems under a Lindeberg-Feller condition.

This is clearly a necessary requirement to obtain a clt.
4
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o Even without Assumptions(3ord, it follows directly from Lemmal2 A that||Sn|l. < || fll2v h(N).
On the other hand, under Assumption|3, we have

0< 1Snll2 «
VRINIIfIl2

where the positivity is guaranteed by (9). We emphasize that analogous assumptions to (9
were also employed to obtain central limit theorems in 4,12} 13} [15].

e Both the conditions with Diophantine solutions to (B) for c = 0 as well as for ¢ > 0 are in general
necessary to deduce that |Syll2 = | fllVR(N)(1+0(1)): In the q-adic isotropic setting, we obtain
many Diophantine solutions for ¢ = 0 which implies |Syll2 = o(q)vVh(N)(1+0(1)) witho(q) #
| fll2 in general. If some ¢ > 0 has so many Diophantine solutions that Assumption(3 fails, [4,
Theorem 1.3] implies that

Y=n f(nix)
IXk<n f(nex)ll2
does, in general, not converge to a normal distribution.

o The sharpness of the Diophantine condition in Assumption[3 in the isotropic case (i.e. where
ck,Ny =1 forallk < N and for all N € N) shows that our Assumptionsi3 resp.[d can in general not
be omitted. Naturally, the question arises whether a counterexample to a clt can be constructed
forany triangular scheme of weights. Specifically, given a sequence (cx,N) k<N,NeN Satisfying As-
sumptionld, are there f and (ny) xen Satisfying Assumption[lland the Hadamard gap condition
such that}_ r<n ¢k n f (nix) fails to satisfy a clt, regardless of the choice of normalization? How-
ever, such general example cannot be constructed for obvious reasons: considering the sequence
(c1,¢,..)=(,0,1,0,0,1,0,0,0,1,...), then independent of the choice of (ny) xen, the associated
lacunary sum Sy satisfies

Sn= Y flAgx),

k<log(N)
where (7ix)ken 1S a super-lacunary sequence (see also Corollary[I4). For the latter, the As-
sumption[3 is satisfied (even with the number of Diophantine solutions L(N,d) being uni-
formly bounded in N). Such lacunary sums always satisfy the clt with asymptotic variance
[ f(x)?dx.

Corollary 1.3. In the isotropic case ck,n := 1 for all N € N and k < N, we recover [4, Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.2]. In this setting, Assumption[3 coincides with the requirement in [4, Theorem 1.1], while
Assumptionld ensures that the conclusions of [4, Theorem 1.2] hold.

Corollary 1.4. One of the few instances where a clt is known to hold for anisotropic lacunary sums is
demonstrated in [16]. There, any super-lacunary sequence (ny)ren generates a lacunary sum Sy for
which the clt with asymptotic variance [} f(x)? dx is satisfied. Theoremdirectly implies the findings
in [16] since any super-lacunary sequence (n) xen Satisfies

L*(N,d)=04(1), deN.

1.2. Notation. In this article we deal with random variables Sy, N € N which are defined on the
probability space (T, %(T), 1), where 28 denotes the Borel-o-algebra, T is the univariate torus and 1
denotes the normalized Haar-measure on T. Depending on the context we sometimes also use the
notation P = A and we write E[S ] for the expected value

E[Sy] :f SN(x)d/l(x):f Sn(x)dx.
T T

e . . P .
We denote convergence in distribution by = and convergence in probability by —. When dealing
with a deterministic sequence we will just write — to indicate convergence. For a random variable
Sy on (T,%(T), A) we write

1/2
1Sl = (fTSi,(x)dx) .

and [|Sylloo = sup 47 ISy (x)]. The collection of random variables X on (T, 28(T), A1) with || X||, < oo is
denoted by L, (T). Let & < %(T) be another o-algebra, then we denote the conditional expectation
5



of a random variable X with respect to & by E[X|&]. We denote the standard normal distribution
function as @, i.e., we have

1 t <2 d
D(2) = —f e 2 dx.
\/27‘[ —00

For sequences (ay) nyen and (by) yeny We write
any =0(by) or ayn< by,

if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that |ay| < cby for all but finitely many N € N. If limy_o Z—x =0,
we write ay = o(by), and if ay = O(by) and by = O(ay), we write ay = by. Let A € Z be a finite set,
then we denote the number of elements in A by #A.

1.3. Acknowledgments. LF is partially supported by the DFG project Limit theorems for the volume
of random projections of ¢ , -balls (project number 516672205). A significant part of this work was car-
ried out during visits of LF at NTNU Trondheim respectively MH at the University of Passau. We thank
both universities for their support and hospitality. We would also like to thank Christoph Aistleitner
and Joscha Prochno for various helpful comments on an earlier version of this manuscript.

2. PROOFS

2.1. Heuristic ideas and novelties of the proof. The main challenge is obtaining a central limit the-
orem for lacunary sums Sy = Sy(f) when f is a trigonometric polynomial of fixed degree d. The
coarse strategy to achieve this is similar to the approach in [4] where a filtered probability space and
a martingale, which approximates Sy reasonably well, are constructed. Since central limit theor-
ems for such adapted processes are well understood (see Proposition 2.I)), this allows us to obtain
a central limit theorem for Sy being generated by a trigonometric polynomial of finite degree. The
transition to arbitrary functions with Fourier decay as in Assumption [I] then follows from standard
arguments.
In order to achieve the clt for trigonometric polynomials, one partitions the set of integers [1, N] into
two types of blocks. On the one hand, there are long blocks A; (of polynomial length in N) that should
contain the majority of the "mass" (in terms of the weights ci). On the other hand, between A; and
A1 for each i, there are short "buffer blocks" A’ (of logarithmic length) ensuring that elements of
distinct long blocks behave almost independently. This allows us to establish a clt on the long blocks
which implies a clt on the entire lacunary sum, provided the contribution from the A’, is negligible.
The latter is from the technical point of view one of the key obstructions to move from the isotropic
case of [4] to the anisotropic case considered here. A crucial part of the arguments used in [4] is that
in the isotropic case, the "mass" of each block A; is proportional to its number of elements, i.e.

Y 1=) a=2 ¢

k=N k=N k=N
which is implicitly used at many positions of the proof, and most importantly in the above-mentioned
buffer block construction. In the general anisotropic case, a direct copy of this approach is doomed
to fail: A buffer block needs to contain (at least) about log N many elements, but this does not tell us
anything about the mass ) A, ci in comparison to ) <y ci: For arbitrary coefficients cy, it might
be that a positive proportion of }_ ;< ci is contained in even one single buffer block, and the whole
construction breaks down. To address this issue, we partition the ¢ into different sets according to
their size, ensuring that all ¢; within a given set do not differ significantly from one another. More
specifically, we focus on the case where ¢, = N~? for some fixed f > %. Under this assumption, it is
ensured that the mass of any buffer block is negligible when compared to the entire sum (which now
has polynomially growing "mass" Y y<n ci). With the aid of additional refined estimates, which are
required to change between the 1-norm and the 2-norm of the sequence (cy) i<y in the subsequent
proofs, we establish a clt for the case where the weights ¢ are of similar size. This result is proved in
Section[Z.3]
Having a central limit theorem settled for those cx with ¢, = N ~B a central limit theorem for weights
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cr with N~12 < ¢, < N7P can then be obtained immediately by renormalizing with N~#. This gives
us a marginal central limit theorem for

(10) Y ckf(nx), Y e f(mix) |,
keA keB

where A contains the indices with c; = N7 and B the ones with N™"/2 < ¢; < N7, The remaining
challenge lies in proving that the vector above is asymptotically uncorrelated, and thus independent.
By a straight-forward pigeonhole argument, there exists a parameter § ~ 1/4 such that }_ ., . n-s ci is
negligibly small. Removing those k from the above sums does not destroy the marginal central limit
theorems, but ensures a gap between the sizes of the coefficients, i.e. % — O atacertain speed.
This suffices to show that the components of (I0) are asymptotically uncorrelated. The required
argument is given in the proof of Lemmal[Z.I0lin Section[Z.4]

2.2. Prerequisites. We establish the central limit theorem in Proposition [2.3] using methods from
(discrete) martingale theory. This will need some preparation which is done in the upcoming sub-
sections. For the moment, we will just state our main auxiliary result below.

Proposition 2.1. (Theorem 1 in [14] for6 =1)
Let (Xpp) peny With Xpp = Z?’il Y; be a martingale adapted to a filtration (%) pen SUch that all Y;

have finite fourth moments. We set Vs := Zf.‘il E [Yl.zlgi_l] and define the sequence (Spp) pen Via Sy :=
Y M E[Y?]. Then

1/5
Yi+..+Y, Y E[YA +E[(Viy - sm)?
sup|P | =M < 4| —@(n)| « | ==L ] 2[ ] ,
reR VSM Su

where the implicit constant is absolute and ® denotes the standard normal distribution function.

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.2 in [4]). Let f: T — R satisfy Assumption[ll Then for any a,b € T we have

1 1
f meMS—fVWMMSHW&-
(a,b] Ay A

2.3. An anisotropic clt for trigonometric polynomials under weight restrictions. In this section,
we focus on the case where f = p is an even trigonometric polynomial of fixed degree d € N. Later
we will approximate f € L,(T) by suitably chosen trigonometric polynomials. The following propos-
ition establishes a clt under the assumption that our weights cy, n are roughly of the same size on a
logarithmic scale.

Proposition 2.3. Let (ny)xen be a lacunary sequence satisfying the Hadamard-gap condition for some
qg>1, let p(x) = 27:1 ajcos(2mjx) be a mean 0 even trigonometric polynomial of degree d and let
(Ck,N)k=<N,NeN Satisfy Assumption[2

Additionally, let § = % + 0 for some0 <6 < %, and assume that NP < ckn<1forallk<N. Then we
have the following:

(i) If Assumptionl3is satisfied (with p = f in (), then
2 k<N Ck,NP(NjX)
|| Zk<n cknp(nex)||,
(ii) If Assumption[dis satisfied, then
2 k<N Ck,NP(NgX) L 40,
VR(V)Ipll2

The proof of Proposition[2Z.3lis the first key ingredient in order to establish Theorem[2Jand will take up
several pages. In the following, we will always deal with an array of weights (cx, n) k<N, Nen Satistying
Assumption[Zland we additionally assume

L ¥ (0,1).

NP<cy<1, Vks<N.
7



In order to keep the notational burden low, we will omit in the following the additional index N,
writing ci instead. Further, we will omit the dependence of implied constants arising on the fixed
polynomial p or the variable g from the Hadamard condition. We start with the construction of
a filtration and an adapted process, with the notation defined below being frequently used in the
subsequent auxiliary results.

Construction of the filtration and an adapted process. As sketched in Section[2.T] given a large integer
N €N, we partition the interval [1, N] < N using a finite sequence of blocks A1, A}, Ay, ..., where the A;
are “dense”, i.e. their union contains most of the elements of [1, N] while the A’ act as “buffer blocks”
making sure that for k € A;,¢ € Aj,i # j, the random variables f(nyx), f(n,x) behave sufficiently
“independently”. In order to obtain the desired construction, we proceed algorithmically. Let A(N) =
stNci and fix0 <y <1/2. For i = 1, we take A; = 0 and B such that

Y cie RN, h(N)Y +1].
AlikSBl

This is possible since Y j<n ci = h(N) — oo and c¢; < 1. We then set A; := [A;, B1]. Next, we choose
Al =[A],B]lwith A| := B, +1, B} = A} + [Klogq(h(N))] where K > 0 is a fixed but large constant. Now
we proceed inductively, assuming that we have constructed

! ! ! !/
AerlrAl)Blr-“rAi—l)Bi—l)Ai_erl'_1~

We choose A; := B;_l +1 and B; such that ¥’ 4,<x<p, ci € [h(\N)Y, h(N)Y + 1], and set A; := [A;, B;].
Further, we define A’i = [A;.,B:.] where A’i :=B; +1, B; = A’l. + [Klogq(h(N))]. We do this until one
of these blocks exceeds N (for formal reasons, we set ¢y := 1, k > N), which happens at some point
M = M(N) e Nwhile carrying out the described construction. At this point, our algorithm terminates
and we have obtained the following covering:

M
[1,Nl<JAjuA),
i=1
or, in other words, N < max{A’ }.
Having this construction set up, we highlight the following important properties: Foralli =1,..., M,
we have

e8) Y cE=h(NMT+01), Y. cf<xlogh(N), M=M(N)= M)y,

keA; keA! h(N)Y

Based on our lacunary sequence (ny)en, we will construct a filtration (&;);cy and a sequence of
adapted random variables () ke, which will approximate (p(nxx)) ke, With

d
p(x) = Z aj cos(2mjx)
j=1

sufficiently well.

Lemma 2.4. Given (A;);<p as in Subsection[2.3 For k € A;, we define m(k) := [log, nj + glog2 h(N)].
Further, we set

-l

Then for every k € A;, there exists ¢ : T — R such that:

v v+1
om(k) ’ om(k)

):v:O,...,Zm(k)—l}), aswellas F;:=9p,.

(i) @i (x) isconstanton I, i := [ﬁ,gm—%)foranyv:o,...,zm(k) -1

(@) lpr— p(nr)llco < e
(iid) Eli|Fi1] =0.



Proof. We define @y := E[p(ng-)|%]. For any x, x' € I, g, ,, the Lipschitz continuity of p implies

i-17
1

|p(niex) — p(ngx)| < Mk .

2m(k) h(N)K/Z

This shows properties (i) and (ii) for the approximations ¢y. For x € I, i, we set

1
Pr(x):=Qr(x)—— | Pr(D)dt.
IV,k Iv,k

Then (i) holds for ¢ without further work, and by construction we have E [(pklgﬁ_l] = 0, which
settles (i7i). In order to prove (ii), we observe

1
ok — p(ni)lloo < max pr(n)dt|+ ————
P — PNk )llco v=0,...2MmB;i 1) _] |Iv,k| Lo Pk h(mK/Z
1
< max (npt)dt|+ ————
v=0,..,2mBi- -1 |1 gl f]v‘kp k h(N)K/2
2m(B;-1) 1
< +
N h(N)K/Z
< 1
h(N)K/Z’
where we used Lemma[2.2]in the second to last line and the definition of A’_, in the last step. O

Next, we use those quantities (¢i)ren,; to construct a suitable martingale. Let 1 < i < M = M(N) and
define

(12)
M
Vi)=Y crpr(0), Ti0)= Y ckplnex), Ti(x0)= )Y ckpngx), Va(x)=Y EYAF;_1], xeT.
kGAi kEA,‘ kEA’l i=1

By construction, (Y;);en is adapted to (&;)en, and since E[Y;|Z;_1] = 0, the process (Y;);en is @ mar-
tingale difference sequence. This means the sequence X, = Z?i , Yi for M € N is a martingale which
puts us in the position to verify the other assumptions of Proposition [2.1]

Further, let

2 M
(13) wi =f ( > Ckp(nkx)) dx, sy= (Z Wi)
T i=1

kEAi

1/2

Note that the functions ¢ as well as the filtration (%;);en (and therefore also Y;, Vi) depend on the
value of K chosen in Lemma [24] In various estimates below, we will assume implicitly that K is
sufficiently large. We remark that the finally chosen value of K is absolute and could be determined
explicitly. With this in mind, we can prove the following estimate:

Lemma2.5. Foranyl <i< M and for any C >0, we can find a K > 0 such that for Y; = Y;(K) we have
22
1T =Y lloo < e
Proof. We write

IT7 - Yi2||oo=sup(( > (Ck(P(nkx)—(Pk(x)))) ( Y Ck(p(nkx)+(l)k(X))))

xeT kEAi ICEA,'

<#A; Y. crsuplp(ngx) — @i ()]
keA; xeT

#AF N? 1
< < < .
h(N)K/Z h(N)K/Z h(N)C
Here we used (ii) of Lemmal[Z4 (for a sufficiently large K > 0) together with h(N) = N 1-2p, O

The following lemma will be the key ingredient in order to apply Proposition[Z.1]
9



Lemma 2.6. Let (Vi) pen and (spr) men be defined as in and (I13). Then we have
(14) Vi = s34115 = o(R(N)?),
where the implied constant only depends on p.

Proof. Using Lemmal[Z.5lwe obtain

M
Vir = siullo = | L EVELF 0] = sy
i=1 2
M
M
(15) <Y ETHF i) - 55| +—
= , h)
M ) M
=Y BT - wi| F ]| +——.
i:Zl[, il ,112 i

Since (I1) ensures % = o(h(N)), it remains to examine T' 12 — w; more closely. For any i, we observe

2
d
2 .
TF ) -wi=|) ck) aj cos(Zn]nkx)) - w;
kEA,‘ j=1
< Dy crcrajajcos2u(jng— j' ng)x)
k<k'en;1<j,j'sd

0<|jne—j' ny|<h(N) Xng,_,

+ ZZ ckck/ajaj/cos(Zn(jnk—j’nk,)x)
k<k'en;1<j,j'sd
R(N) K ng, | <ljmg—j'ngl<na,

+ Yy ckcrajaj cosu(jn — j' ng)x)
k<k'en;1<j,j'=d
na; <|jne=j'ngl

=:U;(x)+ W;(x) + R; (x).

This means, for the quantity in (I5), we get

+
2

+
2

M
Y ElU;| Fi]
i=1

M M
16)  [Va-siyl, = S EWIF ]| + || Y EIRIF ]
i=1 i=1

+—.
) h(N)

Starting with the estimate for R;, we see that there are at most 2d?|A;|?> many such terms and thus we
get by Lemmal[2.2]
2m(B;-1) 1
< —,

na,; N
where the last estimate follows from our choice of K in the definition of m(B;_;) (recall the definition
of m(k) in Lemma [24). Using the triangle inequality and the monotonicity of the p-norms, this
implies

17) IE[Ri| F i-11lloo < 4d%|A;1?

M
< N
2

Next, we examine |, E[U;] % ;_1]|,. Since each U; is a sum of cosines with frequencies ranging
from 1 to h(N) Knpg

M
Y EIRi|F 1]
i=1

we can write

i-1’

L) X np, ||
Ui (x) = Y cuicos@mux)
u=1
where
= , . , . .
Cui = Z Ckcka]aj]l[Jnk—]’nk/:u]-
jj'=d
k,k’EAi
10



Thus, expressing

M Lh(N) X np,_, |
Z U;(x) = Z d, cos(2mux)
i=1 u=1

where d, = Z?’i | Cu,i» We can apply Parseval’s identity to derive

M 2 N ®ng, || Lh(\N) X np, ||
Yuil|l = )Y dismaxid,l Y. ldul
i=1 2 u=1 v>0 u=1

In the following, we first establish an estimate for max,~¢|d,| and then for the sum over all |d,|.
Indeed, we get

ldy| < de]a' Z Ckck]l[]nlC j'np=vl
Bi's k,k'sN

/
<2lipll; > Y ki lijn-jng=v)
j=dk k=N

= o(h(N)),

where we have used the elementary estimate |aja;/| < 2||p||§ and the Diophantine condition from
Assumption Bl (that is also included in Assumption[4) in the last step. From that we infer

(18) max|d,| = o(h(N)).
v>0

Next, we get (using h(N) Kn B, , < na,, which holds by the very definition of A; and B;_;)

Lh(N) X ng,_, | M RN X ng,_,]
Y ldy |<Z Z |Cu,il
u=1
<

Z Z lajaj| > CkCr
i=1 S k,kIGAl'
Ijnk—j’nk: |Sn,qi

Z Z CkCp'.
S k<k'eA;
ljne=j' nyl<na,

i Mg

Observe that if k < k’ then j'ng — jng = ng — dng = ngqg® =% — dny. Thus, for k' = k+log,(2d), we
have |j'np — jnil = 2dny — dny. > ny,. Therefore it follows that
19) > CkCr < ) > CkCp << Y. Ch.

k<k'eA; keA; k=k'sk+log,(2d) keA;
Ijnk—j’nk/lsnAi

Thus,
Lh(N) X ng,_ | M RN X np, ] M
Y ldu |<Z Z lcuil =2dllplleo Y. Y, i << h(N).
u=1 i=1keA;

Combining the estimate above Wlth (II8]) now yields

M 2 1N ®ng, ] Lh(N) X ng,_ |
YUl = Y dismaddy Y} ldul = 0a(h(N)).
i=1 | u=1 u=1
As abyproduct of the previous argument, it follows thatforany i = 1,..., M,wehave ). _ |cu,,~| <

h(N). In order to estimate for | X}, E[U;| F;-1] ||§, we observe that the fluctuations of Ui over an ar-
bitrary atom of & ;_; are bounded from above by

L(N) ¥ ng,_, ) ng LhN) X np, )
. —m(B;-1) i-1_o—m(Bi-1) .
MZ_:I |cu,il [2mu2 V|« h(N)K2 ! > [Cu,il

u=1
11



< np;_,
h(N)K—lzm(B,-,l)
1

< —,
N

where the estimate in the last line uses the definition of m(B;_;) together with the choice of K. This
means we have established

M

Y E[Ui| Fil
i=1

(20) <

2

M
2. Ui
i=1

1
2 +~ = 0a(h(N)).

Next, we estimate || X E[W;| % ;_1]],. We note that

2
<2E
2

M
Y EW;| F 1]
i=1

Y [E[M/i|gi—l][E[MIi’|gi’—l]]-
1<i,i'sM

The diagonal terms where i = i’ are equal to
M

Y EIW; | Fio1)?].
i=1

E

. na;
Since W;(x) = Zu:Lh(N)*KnB. 41

Jensen’s inequality for the conditional expectation, reveals that

¢y cos(2rux), an analogous calculation as in (I9), combined with

M M
E|Y EIW;Zi1)?| < Y IIW;li3
i=1 i=1
M 2
2
<< C
21) ;(kEZAi k)
M 2
<h(N)Y)Y > ¢
iilkEAi
< h(N)372,

where we have used (II) in the second to last line. So we are left to treat the case where i < i’. Since
E[W;| & i_1] is &#;_1-measurable, we get

|E[EIW;| F i1l EIWi | F o | F i ]| = [EIWG F i EIWp | F 2]
< | Willoo [E[W;/| F 1]

< ( > ci) |E[Wir| Fi-1]l

kEA,‘

<V h(N)|E[Wy| ZF ;1]l.

Again, the second to last inequality utilizes an analogous argument as in whereas the last estim-

ate uses (I1I). Let Wi/ (x) = cycos(2mux) and recall that

nAi’
Z14:L11(N)"<r131_,7lj+1

n
Ay

> leul < Y. i < VR(N).

u=lh(N)Xng, 1+1 keAy

By Lemmal2.2lfor f(x) = cos(2mx) together with the estimate above, we obtain
12



nAi’
IE[Wir| F i1l < Y |y lu~t2mBi)
u= Lh(menBi,_1J+l

2m(B;-1)
s——) |c
h(N)Kng, 4 eul
(22) om(Bi-1)
K ———%—h(V)
h(N) nBi’—l
< h(N)K+1 nBifl
np,_,
< !
h(N)X”
In the second-to-last step, we applied the definition of m(B;_;) and completed our estimate using
i’ > i, which implies % < ¢~ "™ which goes faster to zero than any polynomial power in h(N)
can grow. !
Combining (21I) and we obtain
M 2
Y EWIFial| <E| ) EWilFial?|+2E| Y EIWIF i) EWy| F i
i=1 2 1<=i=M 1=<i<i'sM
1

< h(N)®? + —_
lsigsM h(N)K

< h(N)¥'?,

where we used (I1), y < 1/2 and that K > 0 is sufficiently large. This finishes our analysis of the terms
WM,
Aggregating the previous estimate on the W; and (20), for the expression in (I6), we finally end up
with

IVas = 53115 = 0(R(N)?) + R(N)*2,

which proves the claim.

The following lemma is used several times in the sequel.

Lemma 2.7. Letl < j,j <d, then we have

2
sup Z ckCrLijng—jnp=c < Z Cy-
ceN k,k'en; keA;

Proof. For fixed 1 < j,j' < d, c € N and for fixed 1 < k < N, there is at most one k' such that jn; —
j'np = c and clearly this k' is distinct for different k. Thus this defines an injection k' = k'(c, j, j')
from A; = Ai(c, j,j) :=1keA;:Fk' € A;: jng— j'np = c} to A;. We obtain

Y ke Lijn-jing=c1= Y, CkCi(k) Lijne—jrng g =c

k,k’GAl‘ kGAi )
SE(Ci”m)) <1
2
<) c
kGAi
Since the estimate is uniform in ¢ € N, the claim follows. O

Proposition2.Ilrequires a bound on Z?/:I E [Yi4 |. This is accomplished in the following axillary result.
We mention that similar estimates have been obtained in [I] and [8, Lemma 2.2] under slightly more
restrictive assumptions.

13



Proposition 2.8. Let (Y;);=1,. m De the sequence of random variables constructed at the beginning of
Sectionl2.3\ Then there exists € > 0 such that

M
Y EIY] < h(N)*7%,
i=1

where the implied constant only depends on p.

Proof. Since
E[V;] = E[Y; - T{1+EIT}],

we can use Lemma/[2.5]to obtain

4 4 2 2 2 2
ELY; = T 1< 1Y = Tlloo (1T lloo + 1Y lloo) << NC
We remind ourselves that C > 0 can be chosen sufficiently large and by (I1), we have h(N) = N 1-2p
This means the term in the previous display is negligibly small. So we are left to provide an upper
bound for [E[Tlf‘]. We recall that

T;(x)= ) ckp(ngx),
kEAi

where p(ngx) = Z?Zl ajcos(2m jngx). This means if we take the 4-th power of T; and we use trigo-
nometric identities such as cos(a + ) = % (cos(a —pB) +cos(a+ ,B)), we end up with a large sum over
cosines with respective frequencies of the form +jng, +... £ jang,, where 1 < j, < d and ky € A;.
Since we are only interested in E [Tlf‘], solely those frequencies +jing, £...+ jyng, remain which are
0. This observation reveals

4
EIT/1< ), ChChChkChi ). 15,0505 Tsfing + fong = jsng,  jang, =00
ky,ko, ks, ks€A; 1<j1,j2,j3,ja<d

< Z |aj1 aj,aj,aj, | Z Cly Chke, Chke3 Cky 1 (& j1 7y & Joa Py £ jaTkg % jang, =01
15j1,j2,j3,j4$d k15k25k35k4€Ai
An expression of the form + jiny, + jang, £ jang, £ jang, can only then be 0, if at least one sign in
front of the j; is positive; without loss of generality let it be the sign in front of j,. Thus we get 0 =
Jank, £ ing, £ j2ng, + jsng, = ng, —3dng,. This implies ny, = 77 and thus by the Hadamard-gap
condition we have k3 = kg — [logq (3d)]. Furthermore, for fixed (ks, k4), for every k,, there exists at
most one kj such that the equation + jing, + jong, + jang, + jang, = 0 is satisfied, and such a k; is
distinct for different k,. This allows us to construct an injection k, — ki g, k, (k2) which further implies

Z Ck1ckzcksck4]l[ij1nk1ijznkzijsnk3ij4nk4:0]S Z Cky Z Chks Z Chy Chr g 1, (K2)
k1$k2$k35k4€Ai k4€Ai k4—[10gq(3d)JSk3Sk4 szkg

«Yea Y aYd

k'4€Ai k4—|—10gq(3d)JSk35k4 szAi

2

<4 ( > ci)
kEAi

= h(N)%.

Summing over M and using M = h(N)!~7 (see (II)), we obtain
M
Y ELY] < MR(N)?Y < h(N)'*7.
i=1

Since y < 1, this finishes the proof. O

We have now gathered all auxiliary results in order to finally prove Proposition[Z.3]
14



Proof of Proposition[2.3. We provide a complete proof of Proposition 2.3 under Assumption Bl The
corresponding claim under Assumption [l follows mutatis mutandis. Let N € N be given and choose
M = M(N) such that N € Apyu A;V[. Using the quantities from (I2), we may write

N M M M N
Yoapx) =) Yi+ ) (Ti-Y)+ ) T'— Y cikp(ngx),
k=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 k=N+1

where N = maxA’,. We shall now establish two properties. On the one hand, we show that under
Assumption[3] the 2-norms of the quantities

N

Z (T; = Y3), Z T;, and ) cpp(ngx)

k=N+1

are all of order o(||Snll2). On the other hand, we identify an asymptotically precise formula for sy; as
N — oo, which will imply in particular that sy; and [|Syl|» are asymptotically equivalent.
Starting with the latter, we note that for fixed d € N, i, i’ € N sufficiently large and k € A;, k'€ A, i # 7',
we have forall 1 < j, j’ < d that jni— j'np # 0. Hence, for sufficiently large N e Nand fixed 1< j, j' <
d, we obtain

Z Z Cka'ﬂ[jnk—j'nk,zoF Z CkCr W jne—j'np=0)
i=1kk'e kk'e U A;
1<isM
Z Ckck’ﬂ[jnk—j’nkr:O]_ Z chck’ﬂ[jnk—j’nkr:O]
kk'sN keUrciem A K'#k

+ )Y ek M jing=0l-
keAnn, k>N k'Zk

Since ¢, <1 and for fixed j, j/, k, there is at most one k' satisfying jn; — j'ny = 0, we obtain
Y ekl Vjm—jnp=01+ Y. Y ke Vjng—jnp=01 << Y, AL +]ApM]
keUrzizm N, K'#k keAp, k>N k'#k 1<i=M
= O(MlogN + h(N)") = o(h(N)),

where we have used (IT) and the property that each buffer block A’ has at most logarithmic length.
Thus, under Assumption[3] we have

2
sh, = Z (chp(nkx)) dx

keA
M a:ai
J Jﬂ

=Z Z CiCy' Z T [jne—j'nu=0]

i=1k,keA; jj'=d

23) =)

M
5 Z Y kN jne—jrn =0 + 0(R(N)
i=1k,k'eN;

2
Z ckp(nkx)) dx+o(h(N))
k<N

Il
5= I

2

(I+o(1)).
2

Y ckp(nx)
k<N

where we used the estimate (@) from AssumptionBlin the last line. This shows that sy; and ||Syll, are
asymptotically equivalent as N — oo. Next, we note that

1/2

<| X | <h=o(VAm).

2 keApUA),

N
Y. ckp(ngx)
k=N+1

15



We get using Parseval’s identity (recall that p(x) = Z | @j COS(27 jnx))

Z > ckp(nkx)

i=1keA,

d
<>
j=1

2

M

ajl||Y. > crcos@mjng)

i=1ken,

(% > Ck)

=1keA

=o(vV h(N)).

Lastly, using Lemmal[Z2.4] (ii), we obtain

2

_Tl

M
Z Z cellp(ni) =i O],
i=1keA,

N

= e
= o(v/h(N)).
Using the previous estimates on sj; together with Lemmal[2.6land Proposition[2.8] we have
Y E[YA] +E[(Vir — sm)?]

2
Sm

—0, asM — oo.

By Proposition2.Tlthis implies
Yi+...+Y]
AT MY 40,1), as M — oo
VSMm

Taking all the previous estimates together, we have shown that under Assumption[3]

Yr<NCkPp(ngx) ™My ‘ SM

[[Zeenvexpenl],  sm ||Zrencrpnex)|,
where ry is a quantity with ||ry|l. — 0. By 23), we have

+ N,

SMm 1
[|Zken ckp(nen)]|,
which completes the proof of (i) by virtue of Slutsky’s Theorem. (]

Corollary 2.9. Let the same assumptions as in Proposition[2.3 hold and let A < [1, N1 be a set such that
we have ...

() ... Assumption[3 and

(24) liming 1 Zkea kP10 2
N—oo [[Xk<n kP (nx)ll2

Then

1 w
cpp(ngx) — AN(0,1),
||Zk5N Ckp(nkx)Hz kez}éi epRk

(ii) ... Assumption[d and

Y keaCy
(25) liminf =&
N—oo } j<NCj

> 0.

Then we have
1
Y crp(ngx) = A (0,1).

||P||2\/ZkEAC keA

16



Proof. By restricting to k € A, we take a subsequence of n; which thus in particular satisfies the
Hadamard gap condition. By (24) and (23), the respective Assumptions [3] and [4] also hold in this
restricted setup. Therefore, an application of Proposition 2.3 proves the claim. U

2.4. The clt in the general case. In this section, we stepwise extend the central limit theorem from
Proposition 2.3] to the more general settings of our main results, Theorems [Iland 2l We begin by
removing the (asymptotic) lower bound on cg.

Lemma 2.10. Let p(x) = Z?: 1€0s(27 j x) be a mean zero even trigonometric polynomial and, for N €
N, let (cx)x<n be a scheme of weights satisfying Assumptionld Then we have the following:

(i) If Assumptionl3is satisfied (with f = p), then
2 k=N Ckp(nix)
||[Zksn cxpnx)|],
(ii) If Assumption[dis satisfied, then
k=N CkP(kX) w

V(NI pll2

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that ¢, = N~'/? for all k: This holds since we get by

Lemmal[2.7] )
| = vl <ol ¥ <ol

k<N k<N
ckSN'”z ckSN'”z

and thus after dividing by the diverging quantity v h(NN), this term converges to 0 in probability. We
define

2 H(0,1).

N(0,1).

C= {k <N:NVi9d<¢ < N—“‘*}
where 6 < 1/12. Further, we define L = L(N) = [y/log N] and partition C into C = U;;(l) Cy where
Cpi= {ke C:N"V4=0U+DIL (o o N‘“‘*“V’L}, ¢=0,.. L-1.

Since, trivially )" jcc ci < h(N), by the pigeonhole principle there is some ¢ € {0,..., L — 1} such that
2 _ h(N)
y <Y
L
keCy,
Now let By, = By, (N) = i +6[T° and define
A= {ksN:N‘”2 <t sN‘f%‘?}, B= {ksN:ck > N‘f%}.

We can now write

N
Z ckp(ngx) = Z crp(ngx) + Z crp(nix) + Z ckp(ngx)
k=1 keA keB keCy,

= Sy +S¥X)+ Y ceplngx).

keCy,
By Lemmal[2.7} we have
“ kZC cep () ||§ < ||p||§|| 1«;[0 Ci“i < ”p'@# — o(h(N)).

This shows that under AssumptionBlwe have the following limit in probability:

. XkeCy CkP(X)
lim =0.
N—o0 ||stNCkp(nkx)”2

Similarly, under Assumption[dwe obtain

Y kecy, CkP(MicX) ~

lim
N—co ||pll2v h(N)
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Thus, we are left to analyze the asymptotic stochastic behavior of S]’:‘, and Sf, as N — oo.
In the following, we provide a proof under Assumption [4 The claim under Assumption Bl can be
shown under minimal changes. We introduce the following quantities

on=lplz /Y 2 oR=lplz /Y 2 on=y/(ch?+0E)2
keA keB

SN d . . .
—=N__ does not converge to the normal distribution as N — oo. Then there
1Pl 8

exists a sequence (Ni)xen and some ¢ € R such that

Let us assume that

SN,
I1pll2v/ h(Nk)

A
where ® denotes the standard normal distribution function. Let A := Z—x which satisfies0 <Ay <1.

lim P
k—o0

<t

# (1),

Then there exists a subsequence (N,)sen S (Ni)ken and some A € [0,1] such that /lNk[ — 1. We
distinguish the following cases:

Case 1: 1 = 0. In that case, we have aﬁk lo Ni, — 1 and using Lemma.7lshows
4
A
= N, — U.
O N, K I‘L\l]k[
Consequently, this leads to
sB sB
N, N,
=(1-0(1) 7 -
O-Nki Nkl
By Corollary[2.9, we now have
A B
SN’W _ SN’W

Ni, w
= +—5—(1-0(1) —A(0,1),
ONg, TN, O-Nkl,

where we have employed Slutsky’s theorem. This contradicts our assumption of

NY
lim P | —————— <7| #®(1).
k=co | Ipll2v/h(Ng)

_ OnA
Case 2: 1 = 1. Analogously to before, we get UNk" — 1 and thus
ke
A
SN, w SNk[

lim lim T
{—oc0 O'Nk[ {—oo g

Ni,
provided the latter exists. Let ci € A, then ¢ := N4¢y satisfies N~1/4 < &, < 1. We have

A N,
N, 1 ke

1 3
o Y cpmex) = ——=3 &pnx).
INe,  1Ipll2y/Ereacy k=1 1pll2/Zkea i k=1

The right-hand side above converges to a standard normal distributed random variable by Corollary
a contradiction.
Case 3: 0 < A < 1. Then there exists p > 0 such that for all sufficiently large ¢ € N, we have

A B
ON, ON,
>p, >p.
O'Nk[ O'Nk[

N,

By rescaling the ¢ in A as in Case 2 and applying Corollary[2.9] we thus have

N SN,
—L L N (0,D), L~ (0, 1).
o o

Ni Ni

4 4
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In general, it is not clear that the sum of both random variables above converges to a sum of normal
distributed random variables. In order to ensure such a limit, we need to show that S If\‘lk and Sﬁk are
4 4

asymptotically uncorrelated (this is the whole point in the construction of C to separate A and B).

Let 1< j,j’ < d and recall that, by lacunarity, nij — ny j' = 0 is only possible if |k — k| < log,(d) < d.
This implies

A B
EIS,, Sni, )= 2 @@ D ek limg-ngj=0
N N TEY keAk'eB

< X oajap ) cw )k
J,j'=d k'eB keA
k—K|=d

[}
<d Z ajaj/Nkl o1 Z Ci'-
jj'=d k'eB

Since all ¢y € B satisfy ¢y = Nkl,‘ﬁl’o , we have

2
Y ot = (N, Pe) 1Bl = IBI < _- Y &
k'eB (Nkl,_'B"O) k'eB

Therefore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

Y cw= [IBI- Y 2 <N Y ¢} < N, Po-h(Ng,).
k'eB k'eB k'eB

Consequently, we obtain

A B -8/L -8/L 2
26) E|Sh, Sk, | =d .Zdajajrh(Nkl,)Nkl, <a h(Nk) Nk, ' = 00}, ).
bi's
. A B 2 2 P .
Since o N, O N, = p°o Ny, this implies
A QB
- E[sd, s, ]
27) lim —F = 0.
{—oo o'Nk[ o'Nk[

This shows that S;:‘,k and Sﬁk are asymptotically uncorrelated, and thus we get
4 4

Ny _ i}
YW 40, + (1 =) =.4(0,1).
O'Nk[

This contradicts our assumption and thus proves the claim in Lemmal[2.10l (ii). O

Having the central limit theorem settled for lacunary sums generated by an even trigonometric poly-
nomial, we can now move on and prove Theorem 2l

Proof of Theorem[2 Let us start with the case, where f(x) is a general mean 0 trigonometric polyno-
mial, i.e.

d p .
fx) =3 lajcos@mjx)+bjsin@ujx)| =}, ajcos2mjx)+ ) bjsin@mjx) = fi(x)+ fo(x),
j=1 b= &
and hence
2 3 1 2)
Sn =Y ckfilmex)+ Y crfolnex) =: Sy + ST
k=1 k=1

The summands S;f,), i = 1,2 are uncorrelated and hence on the scale of the central limit theorem, we
can look at each SX,) separately. By Lemma[Z.10] it immediately follows that 85\1,) satisfies a clt, when
divided by its standard deviation. The clt for 85\2,) can be obtained under insignificant changes and

thus Sn

—=N__ gatisfies a clt.
1 fll2vR(N)
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Now let us consider a general f € L»(T) satisfying Assumption[Il By renormalizing, we can assume
without loss of generality that we can write

fx)=) [ajcos@mjx)+bjsinmjx)]
i=1
w1thmax{|a]| Ib |}< - forall j eN.

Let p(x) = j:l [a; cos(2n]x) +bjsin2njx)] and r(x) = Z"O del [ajcos(2mjx)+bjsin(2mjx)]| and let
us define

N N
N= ckp(mgx)+ Y ckr(ngx)

k=1 k=1
_.gp
=:Sy+Sn-
We write S}, = Szrv,e + Szrv,o where
o0 o0
She= 2 ¢k 2. lajcos@mjx)], Sy,= > c Y [bjsin@mjx)].
ksN  j=d+1 k=N  j=d+1

Clearly, by orthogonality, [|S}ll2 = IS}, ,ll2 + IS}, ,Il2; We will only provide an estimate for [ S}, I, the
estimate for || S}, _ll2 works completely analogously.

We observe that

r 2
Sy ellz = Z CiCy! Z ajajlijn,—jn=0)
1<k,k'sN

jj'>d
= ckZa +2 Z CiCk! Z ajajlijn-jn,=o
1sksN j>d 1<sk<k'sN jj>d
1
2
<Y M+ Y ekew 3 aj ) ajlijn-jng=0)
j>alJ 1<k<k'sN j>d  j'>d

where the last estimate employs |a;| < j~P for some p > l Note that jnyg — j'ng =0 and thus j' =

] e < <j qk k' This means we obtain (with the formal deﬁmtlon of ¢, = 0 for k > N) that

X ckew ) aj Y aplijme—jmu=0< ) Ckck’z_r)]_ﬁqk ‘

1<sk<k'sN j>d j'>d 1<sk<k'sN ]>d

= Z Z Ck Z Ckreq®

j>d PPN =

= Z Z q° Z CkClk+e

j>d JPPisn T 1<keN

=Y - Sy dt Y o

j>d JPPisn T 1N

<q h(N) Z
]>d

For any given & > 0, we can choose d € N sufficiently large such that }_ ;4 ]%p < € showing that
ISY13 < eh(IN).

We now define
=V hNIIfll2.
Then by construction, we have

(1-eab <ol <+e)0?,
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for any given € > 0, provided the degree d € N of p is sufficiently large. We now get (using the ele-
mentary estimate P[AN B] = P[A] — P[B°])

SN S]p\l 4 | ;‘V| 4
Pl—=t|=P —th—¢E—P-—72VE
On LON Y
P r
Vv
>P S—]}’zt—{‘/E - ][SN]
o, ol ve
1 P
> P —:EL—zt—VE——i
(1+e) ok, 8

where, in the last step, we used that V[S}] < €07, and o, = || fll2vh(N). If we take the liminf as
N — oo on both sides, by Lemma[2.T0lwe thus obtain

S t— e
liminfP |2 > ¢ 21—<I>( \/—)—\/E,
N—o0 o l1+¢

N

where ® denotes the standard normal distribution function. Now we can take the limit as e — 0 to
get

Sy,
o

liminf P
N—oo

>1-P(1).

N
The converse, i.e.,

limsupP
N—o0

S—I}IEL‘ <1-9(1)

o

N
works analogously. In total, we have shown that

S
—]}’ X 40,1), as N — oo.

On

Proof of Theorem[ll The proof follows analogously to the one of Theorem[2 U
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