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ON A PROBLEM OF KAC CONCERNING ANISOTROPIC LACUNARY SUMS

LORENZ FRUEHWIRTH AND MANUEL HAUKE

ABSTRACT. Given a lacunary sequence (nk )k∈N, arbitrary positive weights (ck)k∈N that satisfy a Lindeberg-
Feller condition, and a function f : T→ R whose Fourier coefficients f̂k decay at rate 1

k1/2+ε , we prove

central limit theorems for
∑

k≤N ck f (nk x), provided (nk )k∈N satisfies a Diophantine condition that is
necessary in general. This addresses a question raised by M. Kac [Ann. of Math., 1946].

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 (nk )k∈N satisfying the Hadamard-gap condition

(1) liminf
k→∞

nk+1

nk

≥ q > 1,

and for a sufficiently regular function f : T=R/Z→R with mean 0, we set

SN (x) :=
∑

k≤N

f (nk x), N ∈N, x ∈T .

For over a century, mathematicians have been interested in the limiting behavior of these sums as
N → ∞. Early works trace back to Borel [10] who studied sums

∑

k≤N f (2k x), 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 (nk x)k∈N. 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

∑

k≤N

ak cos(2πnk x)

converges for almost all x ∈ T if one assumes square summability of the coefficients (ak )k∈N. 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→R whose Fourier coefficients decay sufficiently fast, we have

1
p

N

∑

k≤N

f (2k x)
w−→N (0,σ2)

for some suitable σ> 0. Naively one would expect the variance σ2 to equal
∫

T
f (x)2 dx which would

be in accordance with true independent behaviour; however it turned out that the resulting (asymp-
totic) variance is given by

σ2 =
∫

T

f (x)2 dx +2
∞∑

k=1

∫

T

f (2k x) f (x)dx.

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) lim
k→∞

nk+1

nk
=∞.

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
∫

T
f (x)2 dx. In the spirit of Kolmogorov, Kac was even able to deal with aniso-

tropic lacunary sums of the form
∑

k≤N

ck f (nk x),

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

(3) max
k∈N

ck <∞ and
∑

k≤N

c2
k

N→∞−→ ∞.

In his seminal article [15], following a communication with Paul Erdős, Kac expressed his desire to
obtain central limit theorems for

(4)

∑

k≤N ck f (nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck f (nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

,

where (nk )k∈N is an arbitrary lacunary sequence only satisfying Hadamard’s condition (1). It soon
became clear that this goal was not attainable in full generality, even when the generating function
f : T→R was restricted to being a trigonometric polynomial. The famous example of Erdős and For-
tet (see [16, p.646]) demonstrates that choosing f (x) = cos(2πx)+cos(4πx) and nk := 2k −1 results in
a lacunary sum SN =

∑

k≤N f (nk x) 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

∑

k≤N ck cos(nk x), where (nk )k∈N is arbitrary and the weights (ck )k∈N are assumed
to only satisfy the minimal condition (3). These examples illustrate that the asymptotic behavior of
SN = SN ( f , (nk )k∈N) is determined not only by the function f but also by the number-theoretic prop-
erties of the sequence (nk )k∈N, 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
[5].

Over the years mathematicians tried to establish central limit theorems of the type in (4) from various
directions. The q-adic lacunary sequences nk = qk , where q ∈N≥2 play a special role since one can
relate lacunary sums of the form

∑

k∈N f (qk x) to the theory of dynamical systems via interpreting qk x

as a k-fold composition of the q-adic shift-operator Tq : T→T defined by x 7→ qx. In recent years, it
was shown in [9] that Tq ◦ . . .◦Tq can be replaced by a composition of potentially different operators
T

1 ◦T
2 ◦ . . ., and additionally the function f can be replaced by a sequence of functions f1, f2, . . .

under some reasonably mild additional conditions: There, a central limit theorem is established for
random variables of the form

∑

k≤N fk (Tk ◦ . . .◦T1(x))
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N fk (Tk ◦ . . .◦T1(x))
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

, x ∈T, N ∈N .

In particular, the findings in [9] imply a central limit theorem for sequences of the form
∑

k≤N ck f (qk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck f (qk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

,

as it was claimed1 for q = 2 in [15, p.49].

For quite some time, the picture for arbitrary lacunary sequences (nk )k∈N remained much less clear,
as it was necessary to identify requirements on (nk )k∈N to prevent anomalies like those arising in the
Erdős-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 ℓ) to

(5) ank −bnℓ = c ,

then SN =
∑

k≤N f (nk x) satisfies a central limit theorem with asymptotic variance
∫

T
f 2(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
c∈N

#
{

k ,ℓ≤ N : j nk − j ′nℓ = c
}

+#
{

k ,ℓ≤ N ,k 6= ℓ : j nk − j ′nℓ = 0
}

= od (N ), 1 ≤ j , j ′ ≤ d ∈N,

and

(7)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k≤N

f (nk x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

≥C
p

N ,

for some C > 0, we have
∑

k≤N f (nk x)
p

N || f ||2
w−→N (0,1),

whenever f :T→R is an arbitrary mean-zero function of bounded variation. In [4, Theorem 1.3], the
authors also showed that the condition (6) 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 [1], 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]).

Returning to the question of the existence of central limit theorems, we remark that in case of an-
isotropic sums SN =

∑

k≤N ck f (nk x), progress appears to have been much slower and more limited,
unless a particular structure such as nk = qk is assumed. The existing isolated results primarily ad-
dress the special cases where f (x) = cos(2πx) (see [21]) or f (x) = sign(cos(2πx)). 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

∑

k≤N ck ,N f (nk x), where (ck ,N )k≤N is a triangular scheme of weights satisfying an
analogous condition to (3) and f can be taken from a very large class of functions. However, the
sequence (nk )k∈N needs to satisfy restrictive Diophantine conditions.
Our main results (Theorems 1 and 2) represent significant progress on the original question posed
by Kac in [15], as the Diophantine condition we impose in (3) can be viewed as minimal (see the
discussion in Remark 1.2).

1.1. Main Results. Before presenting our main results, we will introduce and discuss the assump-
tions required to establish Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

Assumption 1. Let f : T→R be an L2(T)-function with
∫

T

f (x)dx = 0,
∫

T

f 2(x)dx =: σ2 ∈ (0,∞).

Writing f (x) =
∑∞

j=1

[

a j cos(2π j x)+b j sin(2π j x)
]

, we shall assume that there are absolute constants

M > 0 and ρ > 1
2 such that

|a j |+ |b j | ≤
M

jρ
, j ∈N .

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 Hölder-continuous function with exponent ρ > 1
2

has Fourier-coefficients tending to 0 at speed O
(

j−ρ
)

.
3



Our methods are not restricted to a fixed sequence of weights (ck )k∈N, but also accommodate more
general triangular schemes (ck ,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 (ck ,N )k≤N ,N∈N shall satisfy

(8) sup
N∈N

sup
k≤N

ck ,N ≤ 1, h(N ) :=
∑

k≤N

c2
k ,N −→∞ as N →∞.

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

ank −bnℓ = c ,

but also captures the subtle interplay between the weights (ck ,N ) and the given lacunary sequence
(nk )k∈N. Heuristically speaking, if there are not too many inhomogeneous (i.e. c 6= 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 Erdős-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 c = 0) is not
too large, then we expect the clt to hold with asymptotic variance

∫1
0 f 2(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 (ck ,N )k≤N , N ∈N and the

sequence (nk )k∈N satisfy

L(N ,d ) := sup
c>0

∑

k ,ℓ≤N

∑

1≤ j , j ′≤d

ck ,N cℓ,N1[ j nk− j ′nℓ=c] = o(h(N )),

and

(9)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k≤N

ck ,N f (nk x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

≥ δ
√

h(N )

for some absolute δ> 0.

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

L∗(N ,d ) := L(N ,d )+
∑

1≤k ,ℓ≤N
k 6=ℓ

∑

1≤ j , j ′≤d

ck ,N cℓ,N1[ j nk− j ′nℓ=0] = o(h(N )).

With these assumptions at hand, we present the main results of our article.

Theorem 1. Let (nk )k∈N be a lacunary sequence, let (ck ,N )k≤N be a triangular array of non-negative

reals, and let f : T→R be such that Assumptions 1, 2 and 3 are satisfied. Then we have
∑

k≤N ck ,N f (nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck ,N f (nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

w−→N (0,1).

Theorem 2. Let (nk )k∈N be a lacunary sequence, let (ck ,N )k≤N be a triangular array of non-negative

reals, and let f : T→R be such that Assumptions 1, 2 and 4 are satisfied. Then we have
∑

k≤N ck ,N f (nk x)

|| f ||2
p

h(N )

w−→N (0,1).

Remark 1.2. • Since Assumption 2 imposed in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 is equivalent to

max
k≤N

ck ,N
√

∑

ℓ≤N c2
ℓ,N

−→ 0,

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



• Even without Assumptions 3 or 4, it follows directly from Lemma 2.7 that ||SN ||2 ≪|| f ||2
p

h(N ).
On the other hand, under Assumption 3, we have

0 <
||SN ||2p

h(N )|| f ||2
≪ 1,

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].

• Both the conditions with Diophantine solutions to (5) for c = 0 as well as for c > 0 are in general

necessary to deduce that ‖SN‖2 = ‖ f ‖
p

h(N )(1+o(1)): In the q-adic isotropic setting, we obtain

many Diophantine solutions for c = 0 which implies ‖SN‖2 =σ(q)
p

h(N )(1+o(1)) with σ(q) 6=
‖ f ‖2 in general. If some c > 0 has so many Diophantine solutions that Assumption 3 fails, [4,
Theorem 1.3] implies that

∑

k≤N f (nk x)

‖
∑

k≤N f (nk x)‖2

does, in general, not converge to a normal distribution.

• The sharpness of the Diophantine condition in Assumption 3 in the isotropic case (i.e. where

ck ,N = 1 for all k ≤ N and for all N ∈N) shows that our Assumptions 3 resp. 4 can in general not

be omitted. Naturally, the question arises whether a counterexample to a clt can be constructed

for any triangular scheme of weights. Specifically, given a sequence (ck ,N)k≤N ,N∈N satisfying As-

sumption 2, are there f and (nk )k∈N satisfying Assumption 1 and the Hadamard gap condition

such that
∑

k≤N ck ,N f (nk x) 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,c2, . . .) = (1,0,1,0,0,1,0,0,0,1, . . .), then independent of the choice of (nk )k∈N, the associated

lacunary sum SN satisfies

SN ≍
∑

k≤log(N)

f (ñk x),

where (ñk )k∈N is a super-lacunary sequence (see also Corollary 1.4). 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
∫

T
f (x)2 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

Assumption 4 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 (nk )k∈N generates a lacunary sum SN for

which the clt with asymptotic variance
∫

T
f (x)2 dx is satisfied. Theorem 2 directly implies the findings

in [16] since any super-lacunary sequence (nk )k∈N satisfies

L∗(N ,d )=Od (1), d ∈N .

1.2. Notation. In this article we deal with random variables SN , N ∈ N which are defined on the
probability space (T,B(T),λ), where B denotes the Borel-σ-algebra, T is the univariate torus and λ

denotes the normalized Haar-measure on T. Depending on the context we sometimes also use the
notation P=λ and we write E[SN ] for the expected value

E[SN ] =
∫

T

SN (x)dλ(x) =
∫

T

SN (x)d x.

We denote convergence in distribution by
w−→ and convergence in probability by

P−→. When dealing
with a deterministic sequence we will just write −→ to indicate convergence. For a random variable
SN on (T,B(T),λ) we write

||SN ||2 :=
(∫

T

S2
N (x)dx

)1/2

.

and ||SN ||∞ = supx∈T |SN (x)|. The collection of random variables X on (T,B(T),λ) with ||X ||2 <∞ is
denoted by L2(T). Let F ⊆ B(T) be another σ-algebra, then we denote the conditional expectation

5



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

Φ(t )=
1

p
2π

∫t

−∞
e− x2

2 dx.

For sequences (aN )N∈N and (bN )N∈N we write

aN =O(bN ) or aN ≪ bN ,

if there exists a constant c > 0 such that |aN | ≤ cbN for all but finitely many N ∈N. If limN→∞
aN

bN
= 0,

we write aN = o(bN ), and if aN =O(bN ) and bN =O(aN ), we write aN ≍ bN . 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 ℓp -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 SN = SN ( 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 SN reasonably well, are constructed. Since central limit theor-
ems for such adapted processes are well understood (see Proposition 2.1), this allows us to obtain
a central limit theorem for SN being generated by a trigonometric polynomial of finite degree. The
transition to arbitrary functions with Fourier decay as in Assumption 1 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∆i (of polynomial length in N ) that should
contain the majority of the "mass" (in terms of the weights c2

k
). On the other hand, between ∆i and

∆i+1 for each i , there are short "buffer blocks" ∆
′
i

(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 ∆

′
i

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 ∆i is proportional to its number of elements, i.e.

∑

k≤N

1 =
∑

k≤N

ck =
∑

k≤N

c2
k ,

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

∑

k∈∆′
i
c2

k
in comparison to

∑

k≤N c2
k

: For arbitrary coefficients ck , it might

be that a positive proportion of
∑

k≤N c2
k

is contained in even one single buffer block, and the whole
construction breaks down. To address this issue, we partition the ck into different sets according to
their size, ensuring that all ck within a given set do not differ significantly from one another. More
specifically, we focus on the case where ck ≥ N−β for some fixed β > 1

4 . 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"

∑

k≤N c2
k

). With the aid of additional refined estimates, which are
required to change between the 1-norm and the 2-norm of the sequence (ck )k≤N in the subsequent
proofs, we establish a clt for the case where the weights ck are of similar size. This result is proved in
Section 2.3.
Having a central limit theorem settled for those ck with ck ≥ N−β, a central limit theorem for weights

6



ck with N−1/2 ≤ ck ≤ N−β can then be obtained immediately by renormalizing with N−β. This gives
us a marginal central limit theorem for

(10)

(

∑

k∈A

ck f (nk x),
∑

k∈B

ck f (nk x)

)

,

where A contains the indices with ck ≥ N−β and B the ones with N−1/2 ≤ ck ≤ N−β. 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 β ≈ 1/4 such that

∑

ck≈N−β c2
k

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. mink∈A ck

maxk∈B ck
−→ 0 at a certain speed.

This suffices to show that the components of (10) are asymptotically uncorrelated. The required
argument is given in the proof of Lemma 2.10 in Section 2.4.

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] for δ= 1)

Let (XM )M∈N with XM =
∑M

i=1 Yi be a martingale adapted to a filtration (FM )M∈N such that all Yi

have finite fourth moments. We set VM :=
∑M

i=1E
[

Y 2
i
|Fi−1

]

and define the sequence (sM )M∈N via sM :=
∑M

i=1E
[

Y 2
i

]

. Then

sup
t∈R

∣
∣
∣
∣P

[
Y1 + . . .+YMp

sM
≤ t

]

−Φ(t )

∣
∣
∣
∣≪

(∑M
i=1E

[

Y 4
i

]

+E
[

(VM − sM )2
]

s2
M

)1/5

,

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

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.2 in [4]). Let f :T→R satisfy Assumption 1. Then for any a,b ∈T we have
∫

[a,b]
f (λx)dx ≤

1

λ

∫

T

| f (x)|dx ≤
1

λ
‖ f ‖∞.

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 ∈ L2(T) by suitably chosen trigonometric polynomials. The following propos-
ition establishes a clt under the assumption that our weights ck ,N are roughly of the same size on a
logarithmic scale.

Proposition 2.3. Let (nk )k∈N be a lacunary sequence satisfying the Hadamard-gap condition for some

q > 1, let p(x) =
∑d

j=1 a j cos(2π j x) be a mean 0 even trigonometric polynomial of degree d and let

(ck ,N )k≤N ,N∈N satisfy Assumption 2.

Additionally, let β= 1
4 +δ for some 0 < δ≤ 1

12 , and assume that N−β < ck ,N ≤ 1 for all k ≤ N . Then we

have the following:

(i) If Assumption 3 is satisfied (with p = f in (9)), then
∑

k≤N ck ,N p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck ,N p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

w−→N (0,1).

(ii) If Assumption 4 is satisfied, then
∑

k≤N ck ,N p(nk x)
p

h(N )||p||2
w−→N (0,1).

The proof of Proposition 2.3 is the first key ingredient in order to establish Theorem 2 and will take up
several pages. In the following, we will always deal with an array of weights (ck ,N )k≤N ,N∈N satisfying
Assumption 2 and we additionally assume

N−β ≤ ck ,N ≤ 1, ∀k ≤ N .
7



In order to keep the notational burden low, we will omit in the following the additional index N ,
writing ck instead. Further, we will omit the dependence of implied constants arising on the fixed
polynomial p or the variable q 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 2.1, given a large integer
N ∈N, we partition the interval [1, N ]⊆N using a finite sequence of blocks ∆1,∆′

1,∆2, . . ., where the∆i

are “dense”, i.e. their union contains most of the elements of [1, N ] while the ∆
′
i

act as “buffer blocks”
making sure that for k ∈ ∆i ,ℓ ∈ ∆ j , i 6= j , the random variables f (nk x), f (nℓx) behave sufficiently
“independently”. In order to obtain the desired construction, we proceed algorithmically. Let h(N )=
∑

k≤N c2
k

and fix 0 < γ< 1/2. For i = 1, we take A1 = 0 and B1 such that
∑

A1≤k≤B1

c2
k ∈ [h(N )γ,h(N )γ+1].

This is possible since
∑

k≤N c2
k
= h(N ) −→∞ and ck ≤ 1. We then set ∆1 := [A1,B1]. Next, we choose

∆
′
1 = [A′

1,B ′
1] with A′

1 := B1+1, B ′
1 = A′

1+⌈K logq (h(N ))⌉ where K > 0 is a fixed but large constant. Now
we proceed inductively, assuming that we have constructed

A1,B1, A′
1,B ′

1, . . . , Ai−1,Bi−1, A′
i−1,B ′

i−1.

We choose Ai := B ′
i−1 + 1 and Bi such that

∑

Ai≤k≤Bi
c2

k
∈ [h(N )γ,h(N )γ + 1], and set ∆i := [Ai ,Bi ].

Further, we define ∆
′
i

:= [A′
i
,B ′

i
] where A′

i
:= Bi +1, B ′

i
:= A′

i
+⌈K logq (h(N ))⌉. We do this until one

of these blocks exceeds N (for formal reasons, we set ck := 1,k > N ), which happens at some point
M = M (N )∈N while carrying out the described construction. At this point, our algorithm terminates
and we have obtained the following covering:

[1, N ]⊆
M⋃

i=1
∆i ∪∆

′
i ,

or, in other words, N ≤max
{

∆
′
M

}

.
Having this construction set up, we highlight the following important properties: For all i = 1, . . . , M ,
we have

(11)
∑

k∈∆i

c2
k = h(N )γ+O(1),

∑

k∈∆′
i

c2
k ≪K log h(N ), M = M (N )≍

h(N )

h(N )γ
=h(N )1−γ/2.

Based on our lacunary sequence (nk )k∈N, we will construct a filtration (Fi )i∈N and a sequence of
adapted random variables (ϕk )k∈∆i

which will approximate
(

p(nk x)
)

k∈∆i
with

p(x) =
d∑

j=1
a j cos(2π j x)

sufficiently well.

Lemma 2.4. Given (∆i )i≤M as in Subsection 2.3. For k ∈∆i , we define m(k) := ⌈log2 nk + K
2 log2 h(N )⌉.

Further, we set

Gk :=σ

({[
v

2m(k)
,

v +1

2m(k)

)

: v = 0, . . . ,2m(k) −1

})

, as well as F i :=GBi
.

Then for every k ∈∆i , there exists ϕk :T→R such that:

(i) ϕk (x) is constant on Iν,k :=
[

ν
2m(k) , ν+1

2m(k)

)

for any ν= 0, . . . ,2m(k) −1.

(ii) ‖ϕk −p(nk ·)‖∞ ≪ 1
h(N)K /2 .

(iii) E[ϕk |Fi−1] ≡ 0.
8



Proof. We define ϕ̂k := E
[

p(nk ·)|Gk

]

. For any x, x ′ ∈ Iν,Bi−1, the Lipschitz continuity of p implies

∣
∣p(nk x)−p(nk x ′)

∣
∣≪

nk

2m(k)
≪

1

h(N )K /2
.

This shows properties (i ) and (i i ) for the approximations ϕ̂k . For x ∈ Iν,k , we set

ϕk (x) := ϕ̂k (x)−
1

Iν,k

∫

Iν,k

ϕ̂k (t )d t .

Then (i ) holds for ϕk without further work, and by construction we have E
[

ϕk |Fi−1
]

= 0, which
settles (i i i ). In order to prove (i i ), we observe

||ϕk −p(nk ·)||∞ ≪ max
ν=0,...,2m(Bi−1)−1

1

|Iν,k |

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Iν,k

ϕ̂k (t )dt

∣
∣
∣
∣+

1

h(N )K /2

≪ max
ν=0,...,2m(Bi−1)−1

1

|Iν,k |

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Iν,k

p(nk t )dt

∣
∣
∣
∣+

1

h(N )K /2

≪
2m(Bi−1)

nk
+

1

h(N )K /2

≪
1

h(N )K /2
,

where we used Lemma 2.2 in the second to last line and the definition of ∆′
i−1 in the last step. �

Next, we use those quantities (ϕk )k∈∆i
to construct a suitable martingale. Let 1 ≤ i ≤ M = M (N ) and

define
(12)

Yi (x) =
∑

k∈∆i

ckϕk (x), Ti (x)=
∑

k∈∆i

ck p(nk x), T ′
i (x) =

∑

k∈∆′
i

ck p(nk x), VM (x) =
M∑

i=1
E[Y 2

i |F i−1], x ∈T .

By construction, (Yi )i∈N is adapted to (Fi )i∈N, and since E[Yi |Fi−1] = 0, the process (Yi )i∈N is a mar-
tingale difference sequence. This means the sequence XM =

∑M
i=1 Yi for M ∈N is a martingale which

puts us in the position to verify the other assumptions of Proposition 2.1.
Further, let

(13) wi =
∫

T

(

∑

k∈∆i

ck p(nk x)

)2

dx, sM =
(

M∑

i=1
wi

)1/2

.

Note that the functions ϕk as well as the filtration (Fi )i∈N (and therefore also Yi ,VM ) depend on the
value of K chosen in Lemma 2.4. 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:

Lemma 2.5. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ M and for any C > 0, we can find a K > 0 such that for Yi = Yi (K ) we have

‖T 2
i −Y 2

i ‖∞ ≪
1

h(N )C
.

Proof. We write

‖T 2
i −Y 2

i ‖∞ = sup
x∈T

((

∑

k∈∆i

(

ck (p(nk x)−ϕk (x))
)

)(

∑

k∈∆i

ck (p(nk x)+ϕk (x))

))

≪ #∆i

∑

k∈∆i

ck sup
x∈T

|p(nk x)−ϕk (x)|

≪
#∆2

i

h(N )K /2
≤

N 2

h(N )K /2
≤

1

h(N )C
.

Here we used (ii) of Lemma 2.4 (for a sufficiently large K > 0) together with h(N )≥ N 1−2β. �

The following lemma will be the key ingredient in order to apply Proposition 2.1.
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Lemma 2.6. Let (VM )M∈N and (sM )M∈N be defined as in (12) and (13). Then we have

(14) ‖VM − s2
M‖2

2 = o(h(N )2),

where the implied constant only depends on p.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.5 we obtain

∥
∥VM − s2

M

∥
∥

2 =

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Y 2

i |F i−1]− s2
M

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[T 2

i |F i−1]− s2
M

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+
M

h(N )

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[T 2

i −wi |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+
M

h(N )
.

(15)

Since (11) ensures M
h(N) = o(h(N )), it remains to examine T 2

i
−wi more closely. For any i , we observe

T 2
i (x)−wi =

(

∑

k∈∆i

ck

d∑

j=1
a j cos(2π j nk x)

)2

−wi

≪
∑∑

k≤k ′∈∆i ,1≤ j , j ′≤d

0<| j nk− j ′nk′ |<h(N)−K nBi−1

ck ck ′a j a j ′ cos(2π( j nk − j ′nk ′)x)

+
∑∑

k≤k ′∈∆i ,1≤ j , j ′≤d

h(N)−K nBi−1≤| j nk− j ′nk′ |<nAi

ck ck ′a j a j ′ cos(2π( j nk − j ′nk ′)x)

+
∑∑

k≤k ′∈∆i ,1≤ j , j ′≤d
nAi

≤| j nk− j ′nk′ |

ck ck ′a j a j ′ cos(2π( j nk − j ′nk ′)x)

=: Ui (x)+Wi (x)+Ri (x).

This means, for the quantity in (15), we get

∥
∥VM − s2

M

∥
∥

2 ≤

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Ui |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Wi |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Ri |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+
M

h(N )
.(16)

Starting with the estimate for Ri , we see that there are at most 2d 2|∆i |2 many such terms and thus we
get by Lemma 2.2

(17) ‖E [Ri |F i−1]‖∞ ≤ 4d 2|∆i |2
2m(Bi−1)

n Ai

≪
1

N
,

where the last estimate follows from our choice of K in the definition of m(Bi−1) (recall the definition
of m(k) in Lemma 2.4). Using the triangle inequality and the monotonicity of the p-norms, this
implies

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Ri |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≪
M

N
.

Next, we examine
∥
∥
∑M

i=1E[Ui |F i−1]
∥
∥

2. Since each Ui is a sum of cosines with frequencies ranging

from 1 to h(N )−K nBi−1 , we can write

Ui (x)=
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
cu,i cos(2πux)

where

cu,i =
∑

j , j ′≤d
k ,k ′∈∆i

ck c ′k a j a′
j1[ j nk− j ′nk′=u].
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Thus, expressing

M∑

i=1
Ui (x) =

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
du cos(2πux)

where du =
∑M

i=1 cu,i , we can apply Parseval’s identity to derive
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
Ui

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

2

=
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
d 2

u ≤max
v>0

|dv |
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|du |.

In the following, we first establish an estimate for maxv>0 |dv | and then for the sum over all |du |.
Indeed, we get

|dv | ≤
∑

j , j ′≤d

|a j a′
j |

∑

k ,k ′≤N

ck c ′k1[ j nk− j ′nk′=v]

≤ 2||p||22
∑

j , j ′≤d

∑

k ,k ′≤N

ck c ′k1[ j nk− j ′nk′=v]

= o(h(N )),

where we have used the elementary estimate |a j a j ′ | ≤ 2||p||22 and the Diophantine condition from
Assumption 3 (that is also included in Assumption 4) in the last step. From that we infer

(18) max
v>0

|dv | = o(h(N )).

Next, we get (using h(N )−K nBi−1 ≤ n Ai
, which holds by the very definition of Ai and Bi−1)

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|du | ≤

M∑

i=1

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|cu,i |

≤
M∑

i=1

∑

j , j ′≤d

|a j a j ′ |
∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

| j nk− j ′nk′ |≤nAi

ck ck ′

≪
M∑

i=1

∑

j , j ′≤d

∑

k≤k ′∈∆i

| j nk− j ′nk′ |≤nAi

ck ck ′ .

Observe that if k ≤ k ′ then j ′nk ′ − j nk ≥ nk ′ −dnk ≥ nk qk ′−k −dnk . Thus, for k ′ ≥ k + logq (2d ), we
have | j ′nk ′ − j nk | ≥ 2dnk −dnk > n Ai

. Therefore it follows that

(19)
∑

k≤k ′∈∆i

| j nk− j ′nk′ |≤nAi

ck ck ′ ≤
∑

k∈∆i

∑

k≤k ′≤k+logq (2d)

ck ck ′ ≪
∑

k∈∆i

c2
k .

Thus,
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|du | ≤

M∑

i=1

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|cu,i | ≤ 2d ||p||∞

M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆i

c2
k ≪ h(N ).

Combining the estimate above with (18) now yields
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
Ui

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

2

≤
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
d 2

u ≤ max
u

|du |
⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|du | = od (h(N )2).

As a byproduct of the previous argument, it follows that for any i = 1, . . . , M , we have
∑⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋

u=1 |cu,i |≪
h(N ). In order to estimate for

∥
∥
∑M

i=1E [Ui |F i−1]
∥
∥

2
2, we observe that the fluctuations of Ui over an ar-

bitrary atom of F i−1 are bounded from above by

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|cu,i |

∣
∣2πu2−m(Bi−1)

∣
∣≪

nBi−1

h(N )K
2−m(Bi−1)

⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋∑

u=1
|cu,i |
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≪
nBi−1

h(N )K−12m(Bi−1)

≪
1

N
,

where the estimate in the last line uses the definition of m(Bi−1) together with the choice of K . This
means we have established

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E [Ui |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≪

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
Ui

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

+
1

N
= od (h(N )).(20)

Next, we estimate
∥
∥
∑M

i=1E[Wi |F i−1]
∥
∥

2. We note that

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Wi |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

2

≤ 2E

[

∑

1≤i ,i ′≤M

E[Wi |F i−1]E[Wi ′ |F i ′−1]

]

.

The diagonal terms where i = i ′ are equal to

E

[
M∑

i=1
E[Wi |F i−1]2

]

.

Since Wi (x) =
∑nAi

u=⌊h(N)−K nBi−1⌋+1
cu cos(2πux), an analogous calculation as in (19), combined with

Jensen’s inequality for the conditional expectation, reveals that

E

[
M∑

i=1
E[Wi |F i−1]2

]

≤
M∑

i=1
‖Wi‖2

2

≪
M∑

i=1

(

∑

k∈∆i

c2
k

)2

≪ h(N )γ
M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆i

c2
k

≪ h(N )3/2,

(21)

where we have used (11) in the second to last line. So we are left to treat the case where i < i ′. Since
E[Wi |F i−1] is F i−1-measurable, we get

∣
∣E

[

E[Wi |F i−1]E[Wi ′ |F i ′−1]|F i−1
]∣
∣= |E[Wi |F i−1]E[Wi ′ |F i−1]|
≤ ‖Wi‖∞ |E[Wi ′ |F i−1]|

≤
(

∑

k∈∆i

c2
k

)

|E[Wi ′ |F i−1]|

≪
√

h(N ) |E[Wi ′ |F i−1]| .

Again, the second to last inequality utilizes an analogous argument as in (19) whereas the last estim-

ate uses (11). Let Wi ′(x) =
∑nA

i ′

u=⌊h(N)−K nB
i ′−1

⌋+1
cu cos(2πux) and recall that

nA
i ′∑

u=⌊h(N)−K nB
i ′−1

⌋+1

|cu |≪
∑

k∈∆i ′

c2
k ≪

√

h(N ).

By Lemma 2.2 for f (x) = cos(2πx) together with the estimate above, we obtain
12



|E[Wi ′ |F i−1]| ≤
nA

i ′∑

u=⌊h(N)−K nB
i ′−1

⌋+1

|cu |u−12m(Bi−1)

≤
2m(Bi−1)

h(N )−K nBi ′−1

∑

u

|cu |

≪
2m(Bi−1)

h(N )−K nBi ′−1

h(N )

≤h(N )K+1 nBi−1

nBi ′−1

≪
1

h(N )K
.

(22)

In the second-to-last step, we applied the definition of m(Bi−1) and completed our estimate using
i ′ > i , which implies

nBi−1
nB

i ′−1
≤ q−h(N)γ which goes faster to zero than any polynomial power in h(N )

can grow.
Combining (21) and (22) we obtain

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
E[Wi |F i−1]

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

2

≤ E

[

∑

1≤i≤M

E[Wi |F i−1]2

]

+2E

[

∑

1≤i<i ′≤M

E[Wi |F i−1]E[Wi ′ |F i ′−1]

]

≪ h(N )3/2 +
∑

1≤i<i ′≤M

1

h(N )K

≪ h(N )3/2,

where we used (11), γ< 1/2 and that K > 0 is sufficiently large. This finishes our analysis of the terms
(Wi )M

i=1.
Aggregating the previous estimate on the Wi and (20), for the expression in (16), we finally end up
with

‖VM − s2
M‖2

2 = o(h(N )2)+h(N )3/2,

which proves the claim.
�

The following lemma is used several times in the sequel.

Lemma 2.7. Let 1 ≤ j , j ′ ≤ d, then we have

sup
c∈N

∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=c] ≤
∑

k∈∆i

c2
k .

Proof. For fixed 1 ≤ j , j ′ ≤ d , c ∈ N and for fixed 1 ≤ k ≤ N , there is at most one k ′ such that j nk −
j ′nk ′ = c and clearly this k ′ is distinct for different k . Thus this defines an injection k ′ = k ′(c , j , j ′)
from Ai = Ai (c , j , j ′) := {k ∈∆i : ∃k ′ ∈∆i : j nk − j ′nk ′ = c} to ∆i . We obtain

∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=c] =
∑

k∈Ai

ck ck ′(k)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 1
2 (c2

k
+c2

k′(k)
)

1[ j nk− j ′nk′(k)=c]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

≤
∑

k∈∆i

c2
k .

Since the estimate is uniform in c ∈N, the claim follows. �

Proposition 2.1 requires a bound on
∑M

i=1E
[

Y 4
i

]

. This is accomplished in the following axillary result.
We mention that similar estimates have been obtained in [1] and [8, Lemma 2.2] under slightly more
restrictive assumptions.
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Proposition 2.8. Let (Yi )i=1,...,M be the sequence of random variables constructed at the beginning of

Section 2.3. Then there exists ε> 0 such that

M∑

i=1
E[Y 4

i ] ≪ h(N )2−ε,

where the implied constant only depends on p.

Proof. Since

E[Y 4
i ] = E[Y 4

i −T 4
i ]+E[T 4

i ],

we can use Lemma 2.5 to obtain

E[Y 4
i −T 4

i ] ≤ ‖Y 2
i −T 2

i ‖∞
(

‖T 2
i ‖∞+‖Y 2

i ‖∞
)

≪
N

h(N )C
.

We remind ourselves that C > 0 can be chosen sufficiently large and by (11), we have h(N ) ≥ N 1−2β.
This means the term in the previous display is negligibly small. So we are left to provide an upper
bound for E[T 4

i
]. We recall that

Ti (x) =
∑

k∈∆i

ck p(nk x),

where p(nk x) =
∑d

j=1 a j cos(2π j nk x). This means if we take the 4-th power of Ti and we use trigo-

nometric identities such as cos(α+β) = 1
2

(

cos(α−β)+cos(α+β)
)

, we end up with a large sum over
cosines with respective frequencies of the form ± j1nk1 ± . . .± j4nk4 , where 1 ≤ jℓ ≤ d and kℓ ∈ ∆i .
Since we are only interested in E

[

T 4
i

]

, solely those frequencies ± j1nk1 ± . . .± j4nk4 remain which are
0. This observation reveals

E[T 4
i ] ≤

∑

k1,k2,k3,k4∈∆i

ck1 ck2 ck3 ck4

∑

1≤ j1, j2, j3, j4≤d

|a j1 a j2 a j3 a j4 |1[± j1nk1± j2nk2± j3nk3± j4nk4=0]

≪
∑

1≤ j1, j2, j3, j4≤d

|a j1 a j2 a j3 a j4|
∑

k1≤k2≤k3≤k4∈∆i

ck1 ck2 ck3 ck41[± j1nk1± j2nk2± j3nk3± j4nk4=0].

An expression of the form ± j1nk1 ± j2nk2 ± j3nk3 ± j4nk4 can only then be 0, if at least one sign in
front of the ji is positive; without loss of generality let it be the sign in front of j4. Thus we get 0 =
j4nk4 ± j1nk1 ± j2nk2 ± j3nk3 ≥ nk4 − 3dnk3 . This implies nk3 ≥ nk4

3d and thus by the Hadamard-gap
condition we have k3 ≥ k4 −⌈logq (3d )⌉. Furthermore, for fixed (k3,k4), for every k2, there exists at
most one k1 such that the equation ± j1nk1 ± j2nk2 ± j3nk3 ± j4nk4 = 0 is satisfied, and such a k1 is
distinct for different k2. This allows us to construct an injection k2 7→ k1k3,k4

(k2) which further implies

∑

k1≤k2≤k3≤k4∈∆i

ck1ck2 ck3 ck41[± j1nk1± j2nk2± j3nk3± j4nk4=0] ≤
∑

k4∈∆i

ck4

∑

k4−⌈logq (3d)⌋≤k3≤k4

ck3

∑

k2≤k3

ck2 ck1k3,k4 (k2)

≪
∑

k4∈∆i

ck4

∑

k4−⌈logq (3d)⌋≤k3≤k4

ck3

∑

k2∈∆i

c2
k2

≪d

(

∑

k∈∆i

c2
k

)2

= h(N )2γ.

Summing over M and using M ≍ h(N )1−γ (see (11)), we obtain

M∑

i=1
E[Y 4

i ] ≪ Mh(N )2γ≍ h(N )1+γ.

Since γ< 1, this finishes the proof. �

We have now gathered all auxiliary results in order to finally prove Proposition 2.3.
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Proof of Proposition 2.3. We provide a complete proof of Proposition 2.3 under Assumption 3. The
corresponding claim under Assumption 4 follows mutatis mutandis. Let N ∈N be given and choose
M = M (N ) such that N ∈∆M ∪∆

′
M . Using the quantities from (12), we may write

N∑

k=1

ck p(nk x) =
M∑

i=1
Yi +

M∑

i=1
(Ti −Yi )+

M∑

i=1
T ′

i −
N̂∑

k=N+1

ck p(nk x),

where N̂ = max∆′
M . We shall now establish two properties. On the one hand, we show that under

Assumption 3, the 2-norms of the quantities

M∑

i=1
(Ti −Yi ),

M∑

i=1
T ′

i , and
N̂∑

k=N+1

ck p(nk x)

are all of order o(||SN ||2). On the other hand, we identify an asymptotically precise formula for sM as
N −→∞, which will imply in particular that sM and ||SN ||2 are asymptotically equivalent.
Starting with the latter, we note that for fixed d ∈N, i , i ′ ∈N sufficiently large and k ∈∆i ,k ′ ∈∆

′
i
, i 6= i ′,

we have for all 1≤ j , j ′ ≤ d that j nk − j ′nk ′ 6= 0. Hence, for sufficiently large N ∈N and fixed 1≤ j , j ′ ≤
d , we obtain

M∑

i=1

∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] =
∑

k ,k ′∈
⋃

1≤i≤M
∆i

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0]

=
∑

k ,k ′≤N

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] −
∑

k∈
⋃

1≤i≤M ∆
′
i

∑

k ′ 6=k

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0]

+
∑

k∈∆M ,k>N

∑

k ′ 6=k

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0].

Since ck ≤ 1 and for fixed j , j ′,k , there is at most one k ′ satisfying j nk − j ′nk ′ = 0, we obtain
∑

k∈
⋃

1≤i≤M ∆
′
i

∑

k ′ 6=k

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] +
∑

k∈∆M ,k>N

∑

k ′ 6=k

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] ≪
∑

1≤i≤M

|∆′
i |+ |∆M |

=O(M log N +h(N )γ) = o(h(N )),

where we have used (11) and the property that each buffer block ∆
′
i

has at most logarithmic length.
Thus, under Assumption 3, we have

s2
M =

M∑

i=1

∫

T

(

∑

k∈∆i

ck p(nk x)

)2

dx

=
M∑

i=1

∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

ck ck ′
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′

2
1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0]

=
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′

2

M∑

i=1

∑

k ,k ′∈∆i

ck ck ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] +o(h(N ))

=
∫

T

(

∑

k≤N

ck p(nk x)

)2

dx +o(h(N ))

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

k≤N

ck p(nk x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

2

(1+o(1)).

(23)

where we used the estimate (9) from Assumption 3 in the last line. This shows that sM and ||SN ||2 are
asymptotically equivalent as N →∞. Next, we note that

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

N̂∑

k=N+1

ck p(nk x)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≪




∑

k∈∆M∪∆′
M

c2
k





1/2

≪ h(N )γ/2 = o
(√

h(N )
)

.
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We get using Parseval’s identity (recall that p(x) =
∑d

j=1 a j cos(2π j nk x))

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
T ′

i

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆′
i

ck p(nk x)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≤
d∑

j=1
|a j |

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆′
i

ck cos(2π j nk )

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≪





M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆′
i

c2
k





1/2

= o(
√

h(N )).

Lastly, using Lemma 2.4 (ii), we obtain
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

M∑

i=1
Yi −Ti

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

≤
M∑

i=1

∑

k∈∆i

ck

∥
∥p(nk ·)−ϕk (·)

∥
∥

2

≤
N

h(N )C

= o(
√

h(N )).

Using the previous estimates on sM together with Lemma 2.6 and Proposition 2.8, we have
∑M

i=1E
[

Y 4
i

]

+E
[

(VM − sM )2
]

s2
M

−→ 0, as M →∞.

By Proposition 2.1 this implies

Y1 + . . .+YMp
sM

w−→N (0,1), as M →∞.

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

∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

=
∑M

i=1 Yi

sM
·

sM
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

+ rN ,

where rN is a quantity with ||rN ||2 −→ 0. By (23), we have
sM

∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

−→ 1

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, N ] be a set such that

we have . . .

(i) . . . Assumption 3 and

(24) liminf
N→∞

‖
∑

k∈A ck p(nk x)‖2

‖
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)‖2
> 0.

Then
1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

∑

k∈A

ck p(nk x)
w−→N (0,1),

(ii) . . . Assumption 4 and

(25) liminf
N→∞

∑

k∈A c2
k

∑

k≤N c2
k

> 0.

Then we have
1

||p||2
√

∑

k∈A c2
k

∑

k∈A

ck p(nk x)
w−→N (0,1).
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Proof. By restricting to k ∈ A, we take a subsequence of nk which thus in particular satisfies the
Hadamard gap condition. By (24) and (25), the respective Assumptions 3 and 4 also hold in this
restricted setup. Therefore, an application of Proposition 2.3 proves the claim. �

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 1 and 2. We begin by
removing the (asymptotic) lower bound on ck .

Lemma 2.10. Let p(x) =
∑d

j=1 cos(2π j x) be a mean zero even trigonometric polynomial and, for N ∈
N, let (ck )k≤N be a scheme of weights satisfying Assumption 2. Then we have the following:

(i) If Assumption 3 is satisfied (with f = p), then
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
∣
∣
∣
∣
2

w−→N (0,1).

(ii) If Assumption 4 is satisfied, then
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)
p

h(N )||p||2
w−→N (0,1).

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that ck ≥ N−1/2 for all k : This holds since we get by
Lemma 2.7 ∥

∥
∥

∑

k≤N
ck≤N−1/2

ck p(nk x)
∥
∥
∥

2

2
≤

∥
∥p

∥
∥2

2

∑

k≤N
ck≤N−1/2

c2
k ≤

∥
∥p

∥
∥2

2

and thus after dividing by the diverging quantity
p

h(N ), this term converges to 0 in probability. We
define

C =
{

k ≤ N : N−1/4−δ≤ ck ≤ N−1/4
}

where δ< 1/12. Further, we define L = L(N )= ⌊
√

log N⌋ and partition C into C =⋃L−1
ℓ=0 Cℓ where

Cℓ :=
{

k ∈C : N−1/4−δ(ℓ+1)/L < ck ≤ N−1/4−δℓ/L
}

, ℓ= 0, . . . ,L−1.

Since, trivially
∑

k∈C c2
k
≤ h(N ), by the pigeonhole principle there is some ℓ0 ∈ {0, . . . ,L−1} such that

∑

k∈Cℓ0

c2
k ≤

h(N )

L
.

Now let βℓ0 =βℓ0 (N )= 1
4 +δℓ0

L
and define

A =
{

k ≤ N : N−1/2 ≤ ck ≤ N−βℓ0−
δ
L

}

, B =
{

k ≤ N : ck ≥ N−βℓ0

}

.

We can now write
N∑

k=1
ck p(nk x) =

∑

k∈A

ck p(nk x)+
∑

k∈B

ck p(nk x)+
∑

k∈Cℓ0

ck p(nk x)

=: S A
N (x)+SB

N (x)+
∑

k∈Cℓ0

ck p(nk x).

By Lemma 2.7, we have
∥
∥
∥

∑

k∈Cℓ0

ck p(nk x)
∥
∥
∥

2

2
≤ ||p||22

∥
∥
∥

∑

k∈Cℓ0

c2
k

∥
∥
∥

2

2
≤

||p||22h(N )

L
= o(h(N )).

This shows that under Assumption 3 we have the following limit in probability:

lim
N→∞

∑

k∈Cℓ0
ck p(nk x)

‖
∑

k≤N ck p(nk x)‖2
= 0.

Similarly, under Assumption 4 we obtain

lim
N→∞

∑

k∈Cℓ0
ck p(nk x)

||p||2
p

h(N )
= 0.
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Thus, we are left to analyze the asymptotic stochastic behavior of S A
N and SB

N as N →∞.
In the following, we provide a proof under Assumption 4. The claim under Assumption 3 can be
shown under minimal changes. We introduce the following quantities

σA
N = ‖p‖2

√ ∑

k∈A

c2
k

, σB
N = ‖p‖2

√ ∑

k∈B

c2
k

, σN =
√

(σA
N

)2 + (σB
N

)2.

Let us assume that SN

||p||2
p

h(N)
does not converge to the normal distribution as N −→∞. Then there

exists a sequence (Nk )k∈N and some t ∈R such that

lim
k→∞

P

[

SNk

||p||2
√

h(Nk )
≤ t

]

6=Φ(t ),

where Φ denotes the standard normal distribution function. Let λN := σA
N

σN
which satisfies 0 ≤λN ≤ 1.

Then there exists a subsequence (Nkℓ
)ℓ∈N ⊆ (Nk )k∈N and some λ̄ ∈ [0,1] such that λNkℓ

→ λ̄. We
distinguish the following cases:
Case 1: λ̄= 0. In that case, we have σB

Nkℓ

/σNkℓ
−→ 1 and using Lemma 2.7 shows

SN A
kℓ

σNkℓ

=ΛNkℓ

S A
Nkℓ

σA
Nkℓ

P−→ 0.

Consequently, this leads to
SB

Nkℓ

σNkℓ

= (1−o(1))
SB

Nkℓ

σB
Nkℓ

.

By Corollary 2.9, we now have

SNkℓ

σNkℓ

=
S A

Nkℓ

σNkℓ

+
SB

Nkℓ

σB
Nkℓ

(1−o(1))
w−→N (0,1),

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

lim
k→∞

P

[

SNk

||p||2
√

h(Nk )
≤ t

]

6=Φ(t ).

Case 2: λ̄= 1. Analogously to before, we get
σ

N A
kℓ

σNkℓ

→ 1 and thus

lim
ℓ→∞

SNkℓ

σNkℓ

w= lim
ℓ→∞

S A
Nkℓ

σA
Nkℓ

,

provided the latter exists. Let ck ∈ A, then c̃k := N 1/4ck satisfies N−1/4 ≤ c̃k ≤ 1. We have

S A
Nkℓ

σA
Nkℓ

=
1

||p||2
√

∑

k∈A c2
k

Nkℓ∑

k=1
k∈A

ck p(nk x) =
1

||p||2
√

∑

k∈A c̃2
k

Nkℓ∑

k=1
k∈A

c̃k p(nk x).

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

σA
Nkℓ

σNkℓ

> ρ,
σB

Nkℓ

σNkℓ

>ρ.

By rescaling the ck in A as in Case 2 and applying Corollary 2.9, we thus have

SB
Nkℓ

σB
Nkℓ

w−→N (0,1),
S A

Nkℓ

σA
Nkℓ

w−→N (0,1).
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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 A

Nkℓ

and SB
Nkℓ

are

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, nk j −nk ′ j ′ = 0 is only possible if |k −k ′| ≤ logq (d ) ≤ d .
This implies

E[S A
Nkℓ

SB
Nkℓ

] =
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′
∑

k∈A,k ′∈B

ck ck ′1[nk j−nk′ j ′=0]

≤
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′
∑

k ′∈B

ck ′
∑

k∈A
|k−k ′|≤d

ck

≤ d
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′Nkℓ

−βℓ0−
δ
L

∑

k ′∈B

ck ′ .

Since all ck ′ ∈ B satisfy ck ′ ≥ Nkℓ

−βℓ0 , we have
∑

k ′∈B

c2
k ′ ≥

(

Nkℓ

−βℓ0

)2
|B | ⇐⇒ |B | ≤

1
(

Nkℓ

−βℓ0
)2

·
∑

k ′∈B

c2
k ′ .

Therefore, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

∑

k ′∈B

ck ′ ≤
√

|B | ·
∑

k ′∈B

c2
k ′ ≤ Nkℓ

βℓ0
∑

k ′∈B

c2
k ′ ≤ Nkℓ

βℓ0 ·h(Nkℓ
).

Consequently, we obtain

E

[

S A
Nkℓ

SB
Nkℓ

]

≤ d
∑

j , j ′≤d

a j a j ′h(Nkℓ
)Nkℓ

−δ/L ≪d h(Nkℓ
)Nkℓ

−δ/L = o(σ2
Nkℓ

).(26)

Since σA
Nkℓ

σB
Nkℓ

≥ ρ2σ2
Nkℓ

, this implies

(27) lim
ℓ→∞

E

[

S A
Nkℓ

SB
Nkℓ

]

σA
Nkℓ

σB
Nkℓ

= 0.

This shows that S A
Nkℓ

and SB
Nkℓ

are asymptotically uncorrelated, and thus we get

SNkℓ

σNkℓ

w−→N (0, λ̄+ (1− λ̄)) =N (0,1).

This contradicts our assumption and thus proves the claim in Lemma 2.10 (ii). �

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

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

f (x) =
d∑

j=1

[

a j cos(2π j x)+b j sin(2π j x)
]

=
d∑

j=1
a j cos(2π j x)+

d∑

j=1
b j sin(2π j x)= f1(x)+ f2(x),

and hence

SN =
N∑

k=1

ck f1(nk x)+
N∑

k=1

ck f2(nk x) =: S(1)
N

+S(2)
N

.

The summands S(i )
N

, i = 1,2 are uncorrelated and hence on the scale of the central limit theorem, we

can look at each S(i )
N

separately. By Lemma 2.10, it immediately follows that S(1)
N

satisfies a clt, when

divided by its standard deviation. The clt for S(2)
N

can be obtained under insignificant changes and

thus SN

|| f ||2
p

h(N)
satisfies a clt.
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Now let us consider a general f ∈ L2(T) satisfying Assumption 1. By renormalizing, we can assume
without loss of generality that we can write

f (x) =
∞∑

j=1

[

a j cos(2π j x)+b j sin(2π j x)
]

with max{|a j |, |b j |} ≤ 1
j ρ for all j ∈N.

Let p(x)=
∑d

j=1

[

a j cos(2π j x)+b j sin(2π j x)
]

and r (x)=
∑∞

j=d+1

[

a j cos(2π j x)+b j sin(2π j x)
]

and let

us define

SN =
N∑

k=1

ck p(nk x)+
N∑

k=1

ck r (nk x)

=: S
p

N
+Sr

N .

We write Sr
N
= Sr

N ,e +Sr
N ,o where

Sr
N ,e =

∑

k≤N

ck

∞∑

j=d+1

[

a j cos(2π j x)
]

, Sr
N ,o =

∑

k≤N

ck

∞∑

j=d+1

[

b j sin(2π j x)
]

.

Clearly, by orthogonality, ‖Sr
N‖2 = ‖Sr

N ,e‖2+‖Sr
N ,o‖2; We will only provide an estimate for ‖Sr

N ,e‖2, the
estimate for ‖Sr

N ,o‖2 works completely analogously.

We observe that

‖Sr
N ,e‖

2
2 =

∑

1≤k ,k ′≤N

ck ck ′
∑

j , j ′>d

a j a j ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0]

=
∑

1≤k≤N

c2
k

∑

j>d

a2
j +2

∑

1≤k<k ′≤N

ck ck ′
∑

j , j ′>d

a j a j ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0]

≪
∑

j>d

1

j 2ρ
h(N )2 +

∑

1≤k<k ′≤N

ck ck ′
∑

j>d

a j

∑

j ′>d

a j ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0],

where the last estimate employs |a j | ≤ j−ρ for some ρ > 1
2 . Note that j nk − j ′nk ′ = 0 and thus j ′ =

j nk

nk′
< j qk−k ′

. This means we obtain (with the formal definition of ck = 0 for k > N ) that

∑

1≤k<k ′≤N

ck ck ′
∑

j>d

a j

∑

j ′>d

a j ′1[ j nk− j ′nk′=0] ≤
∑

1≤k<k ′≤N

ck ck ′
∑

j>d

1

jρ
1

jρ
qk−k ′

=
∑

j>d

1

j 2ρ

∑

1≤k≤N

ck

∑

e≤N

ck+e qe

=
∑

j>d

1

j 2ρ

∑

e≤N

qe
∑

1≤k≤N

ck ck+e

≤
∑

j>d

1

j 2ρ

∑

e≤N

qe
∑

1≤k≤N

c2
k

≪q h(N )
∑

j>d

1

j 2ρ
.

For any given ε > 0, we can choose d ∈ N sufficiently large such that
∑

j>d
1

j 2ρ ≤ ε showing that

‖Sr
N‖2

2 ≤ εh(N ).

We now define

σ
f

N
:=

√

h(N )|| f ||2.

Then by construction, we have

(1−ε)σ
p

N
≤σ

f

N
≤ (1+ε)σ

p

N
,
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for any given ε > 0, provided the degree d ∈ N of p is sufficiently large. We now get (using the ele-
mentary estimate P[A∩B ] ≥P[A]−P[B c])

P

[

SN

σ
f

N

≥ t

]

≥P

[

S
p

N

σ
f

N

≥ t − 4
p
ε

]

−P

[

|Sr
N
|

σ
f

N

≥ 4
p
ε

]

≥P

[

S
p

N

σ
f

N

≥ t − 4
p
ε

]

−
V

[

Sr
N

]

σ
f

N

p
ε

≥P

[

S
p

N

(1+ε)σ
p

N

≥ t − 4
p
ε

]

−
p
ε

δ
,

where, in the last step, we used that V[Sr
N ] ≤ εσr

N and σ
f

N
= || f ||2

p
h(N ). If we take the liminf as

N −→∞ on both sides, by Lemma 2.10 we thus obtain

liminf
N→∞

P

[

SN

σ
f

N

≥ t

]

≥ 1−Φ

(
t − 4

p
ε

1+ε

)

−
p
ε,

where Φ denotes the standard normal distribution function. Now we can take the limit as ε−→ 0 to
get

liminf
N→∞

P

[

SN

σ
f

N

≥ t

]

≥ 1−Φ(t ).

The converse, i.e.,

limsup
N→∞

P

[

SN

σ
f

N

≥ t

]

≤ 1−Φ(t )

works analogously. In total, we have shown that

SN

σ
f

N

w−→N (0,1), as N →∞.

�

Proof of Theorem 1. The proof follows analogously to the one of Theorem 2. �
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