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SALEM-ZYGMUND INEQUALITY FOR LOCALLY SUB-GAUSSIAN RANDOM
VARIABLES, RANDOM TRIGONOMETRIC POLYNOMIALS, AND RANDOM
CIRCULANT MATRICES

GERARDO BARRERA AND PAULO MANRIQUE

ABSTRACT. In this manuscript we give an extension of the classic Salem—Zygmund inequality for locally
sub-Gaussian random variables. As an application, the concentration of the roots of a Kac polynomial
is studied, which is the main contribution of this manuscript. More precisely, we assume the existence
of the moment generating function for the iid random coefficients for the Kac polynomial and prove
that there exists an annulus of width

O(n~*(logn)™/*77), v >1/2

around the unit circle that does not contain roots with high probability. As an another application, we
show that the smallest singular value of a random circulant matrix is at least n™*, p € (0,1/4) with
probability 1 — O(n~2").

1. INTRODUCTION

A classical problem in Harmonic Analysis is the quantification of the magnitude of the modulus
for a trigonometric polynomial on the unit circle. Erdés [10] studied the trigonometric polynomial
Th(x) = Z?;& aje® x € [0,2n], for choices of signs +1 for all o, and estimated how large |T),(z)|
for = € [0,27) can be. Salem and Zygmund [30] proved that almost all choices of signs satisfy
(1) ¢1 (nlogn)”? < H[IaX | T, (z)] < ¢z (nlogn)”?  for some positive constants ¢; and cs.

ze|0,27

Inequalities of type (II) are known as Salem—Zygmund inequality. There are different versions of
Salem-Zygmund inequality that appear in many areas of modern analysis, see [§]. In a probabilistic
context, the common version of Salem—Zygmund inequality is usually established when the coefficients
aiq,...,apn_1 of T, are iid sub-Gaussian random variables, see Chapter 6 in [I4]. In the present manu-
script, we give an extension of Salem—Zygmund inequality for locally sub-Gaussian random coefficients.
This extension allows us to study the localization of the roots of a random Kac polynomial and the
probability for the singularity of a random circulant matriz.

1.1. Roots of random trigonometric polynomials. The study of the roots of a polynomial is an
old topic in Mathematics. There are formulas to compute the roots for polynomials of degree 2, degree
3 (Tartaglia—Cardano’s formula), degree 4 (Ferrari’s formula), but due to Galois’ work, for a generic
polynomial of degree 5 or more it is not possible to find explicit formulas for computing its roots in
terms of radicals.

For a random polynomial, Bloch and Polya [3] considered a random polynomial with iid Rademacher
random variables (uniform distribution on {—1, 1}) and proved that the expected number of real zeros
are O(nl/Q). In a series of papers between 1938 and 1939, Littlewood and Offord gave a better bound
for the number of real roots of a random polynomial with iid random coefficients for the cases of
Rademacher, Uniform[—1,1], and standard Gaussian [2I]. Kac [13] established his famous integral
formula for the density of the number of real roots of a random polynomial with iid coefficients with
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standard Gaussian distribution. Those were the first steps in the study of roots of random functions,
which nowadays is a relevant part of modern Probability and Analysis. For further details, see [9] and
the references therein.

The localization of the roots of a polynomial is in general a hard problem. However, there are
relevant results in the theory of random polynomials [2]. For instance, for iid non-degenerate random
coefficients with finite logarithm moment, the roots cluster asymptotically near the unit circle and
the arguments of the roots are asymptotically uniform distributed. More precisely, Ibragimov and
Zaporozhets [12] showed that for a Kac polynomial

n—1
(2) Gn(z) = Zgjzj for z € C,
7=0

with (real or complex) iid non-degenerate coefficients satisfying E (log(1 + [£9])) < oo, its roots are
concentrated around the unit circle as n — oo, almost surely. Moreover, they proved that the condition
E (log(1 + |£0])) < oo is necessary and sufficient for the roots of G,, to be asymptotically near the unit
circle.

For iid standard Gaussian random coefficients of G, most of the roots are concentrated in an
annulus of width 1/n centered in the unit circle. However, the nearest root to the unit circle is at
least a distance O(n~2), for further details see [23]. Larry and Vanderbei [20] conjectured that the
last statement holds not only for standard Gaussian coefficients but also for Rademacher coefficients.
This conjecture was proved by Konyagin and Schlag [19]. Our Theorem establishes that most of
the roots of G, are near to the unit circle in a distance at least O(n~2 (logn)~/?77) for v > 1/2 with
probability 1 — O((log n)~7+1/2). Konyagin and Schlag [19] showed that if G}, has iid Rademacher or
standard Gaussian random coefficients, then for all € > 0 and large n the following expression

min |G(2)] > en™?
2€C:||z]—1|<en—2

holds with probability at least 1 — C, for some positive constant C. Karapetyan [I5], [16] studied the
sub-Gaussian case, but up to our knowledge, his proof is not complete. Even so, using our extension
of Salem—Zygmund inequality and the notion of least common denominator, which was developed to
study the singularity of the random matrices [28], we show that for fixed ¢ > 1,

min |G (2)] > tn=*(logn) ™7,
2€C : ||z|-1|<tn—2(log n)_1/2—’Y

with probability at least 1 — O((logn)~7t1/2). The techniques using in the present paper are not
the same using in Konyagin and Schlag [19]. The main result of Konyagin and Schlag only holds for
Rademacher and Gaussian iid random coefficients. They did a refined analysis of the characteristic
function and applying the so-called circle method. This approach is not straightforward to apply for
more general random coefficients, even sub-Gaussian or with finite moment generating function (mgf
for short).

The novelty of this manuscript is the use of the notion of least common denominator for cover more
general random coefficients. This approach works for quite general random coefficients. However, the
authors still working for relaxing the assumption of the existence of a mgf. The main obstacle for
relaxing this assumption arises in the control of the maximum modulus over the unit circle of the
random polynomial under the assumption of the existence of some p—moment. We emphasize that
the proof is not a direct consequence of [29] since good estimates of the least common denominator
typically are difficult to obtain. We remark that this result and the main result in [19], up to our
knowledge, are not direct consequences of the so-called concentration inequalities.
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1.2. Random circulant matrices. Recall, an nxn complex circulant matrix, denoted by circ(co, ..., ¢p—-1),
has the form ) .
co €1 - Cp—2 Cp-1
Ch—1 Co -+ Cp—3 Cp-2
circ(eg, ... ep1) == : P : : ,
C9 c3 - Co Cc1
! C2 r Cp—1 Co |
where cg,...,c,—1 € C. For &,...,&,—1 being random variables, we say that

Cp, = circ(&o,y - - &n—1)

is an n X n random circulant matrix. The circulant matrices are a very common object in different
areas of mathematics [I1], [I7, 26]. In particular, circulant matrices play a crucial role in the study of
large-dimensional Toeplitz matrices [5, B1]. In the theory of the random matrices, the singularity is
one aspect that has been intensively studied during recent years [4 27, 28]. In the case of the random
circulant matrices have Rademacher entries, Meckes [22] proved that the probability of a random
circulant matrix is singular tends to zero when its dimension is growing.

As a consequence of our concentration result of the roots for Kac polynomials, for a random circulant
matrix with iid zero-mean entries and finite mfg, it follows that for all fixed ¢ > 1 and v > 1/2, the
smallest singular value s, (C,,) of C,, satisfies

$n(Cn) > tn™V/2 (logn) ™7

with probability 1 — O ((log n)_7+1/ 2). However, under weaker assumptions (see below the condition

(H)), for p € (0,1/4) we also show
sp(Cp) >n""

with probability 1 — O (n_2p).

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2] we state the main results and their conse-
quences. In Section Blwe give the proof of a Salem—Zygmund inequality for random variables with mgf.
In Section [ with the help of Salem—Zygmund inequality and the notion of least common denominator
we prove Theorem about the location of the roots of a Kac polynomial. Finally, in Section [B] we
prove Theorem about that the smallest singular value of a random circulant is relatively large with
high probability.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Salem—Zygmund inequality. Recall that a real-valued random variable ¢ is said to be sub-
Gaussian if its mgf is bounded by the mgf of a Gaussian random variable, i.e., there is b > 0 such
that

E(e%) < & for any t € R.

When this condition is satisfied for a particular value of b > 0, we say that & is b-sub-Gaussian or sub-
Gaussian with parameter b. In particular, it is straigforward to show that the mean of a sub-Gaussian
random variable is necessarily equal to zero. For more details see [6] and the references therein.

According to [6], a random variable ¢ is called locally sub-Gaussian when its mgf M, exists in an
open interval around zero. Due to this, it is possible to find constants o« > 0, 6 € (0,00] and v € R
such that

Me(t) < etz o any t € (—9,9).

If the mean of ¢ is zero and its variance o2 is finite and positive then we can take v = 0 and o? > o2
for some & > 0 as the next lemma states.

Lemma 2.1 (Locally sub-Gaussian r.v.). Let £ be a random variable such that its mgf M exists in an
interval around zero. Assume that E () =0 and E (52) =02 > 0. Then there is a positive constant &
such that

a?t? 2 2
Me(t) < e for anyt € (—6,8) and o* > o>
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The preceding lemma is not suprising, see for instance Remark 2.7.9 in [34]. Since its proof is
simple, we give it here for completeness of the presentation.
Proof. Assume that M(t) is well-defined for any t € (—d1,61), for some d; > 0. Then M¢(t) has

derivatives of all orders at t = 0. Define g(t) := ea2t2/2, for t € R. Then ¢g(0) = 1, ¢’(0) = 0 and
g"(0) = . Let h(t) := g(t)—Mg(t), for all t € (—61,01). Since h is continuous and h”(0) = a®>—0? > 0,
then there exists 0 < & < d; such that h”(t) > 0, for every ¢t € (—0,0). Therefore, the function h is
convex in the interval (—d,d). As h’'(0) = 0 then 0 is a local minimum of h. Therefore, it follows that
h(t) > h(0) = 0, for every t € (=9, ). Thus, the result follows. O

The classic Salem—Zygmund inequality is usually established for iid sub-Gaussian random variables.
But thanks to Lemma 2] we are able to extend it to iid locally sub-Gaussian random variables as it
is stated in Theorem Even though, Theorem 2.2] is interesting on its own, we stress that it is also
crucial for our approach using in the proof of the main result Theorem

Before presenting Theorem [2.2] we introduce some useful notations. For simplicity, we keep the
same notation between the Euclidean norm and the modulus for the complex numbers. Denote by T
the unit circle R/(27Z). For any bounded function f : T — C, the infinite norm of f is defined as

s =sup|f(x)|, and 2 means “equal in distribution”.
T
xre

Theorem 2.2 (Salem—Zygmund inequality for locally sub-Gaussian random variables). Let & be a
random variable with zero mean and finite positive variance. Assume that the mgf M¢ of  exists in an

open interval around zero. Let {& : k > 0} be a sequence of iid random variables with & 2 & for every
k>0. Let ¢:[0,1] = R is a non-zero continuous function. Consider W, (x) = 2?2—01 6(i/n)e 9 for
any x € T. Then, for all large n

P(IWall > Colllogm) 3 100/ )" <

=0
where Cy and C7 are positive constants that only depend on the mgf of & and the function ¢.

Actually, under the assumption of finite second moment, a version of a Salem—Zygmund type
inequality can be obtained in terms of the expected value of the infinite norm of a random trigonometric
polynomial, for more details see [33]. Theorem provides an upper bound of how large the infinite
norm of a random trigonometric polynomial is in probability. Moreover, Theorem gives a better
bound than Corollary 2 in [33] as we see below.

Let {&, : k > 0} be a sequence of iid random variables such that E () = 0 and E (&) = 0% > 0.
By Corollary 2 in [33] we have

n—1
® | max S e | < Cmin {(ntogtn - DB - il

< C(nlog(n + 1))E(|§0|2))1/2,

where C' is a universal positive constant. By the Markov inequality we obtain

n—1 B "
P| max Z §;e"*| > Co (nlog n)1/2 < C(nlog(n + 1))E(1|§0| ) .
z€T =0 Co (nlogn) /2

Note that the upper bound asymptotically equals a positive constant. On the other hand, under the
assumptions of Theorem we deduce

n—1
y o))
P T < O 1 1/2 >1 - ==
max ;0 gt < Co(nlogn) ™ | 21—

for all large n, where Cy and C; are positive constants that only depend on the mgf of &.
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2.2. Kac polynomials. For using the concept of least common denominator we introduce the fol-
lowing condition. We say that a random variable &, satisfies the condition (HI) if

(H) supP{|{p—u| <1} <1—¢q and P{|§|> M} <¢q/2 forsome M >0 and ¢ € (0,1).
ueR

The notion of concentration function was introduced by P. Lévy in the context of the study of dis-
tributions of sums of random variables. For &y being not degenerate, zero mean with mgf, one can
deduce that condition ([H)) is valid for some M > 0 and ¢ € (0,1). We refer to [32].

The main result of this manuscript is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let & be a random variable with zero mean and finite positive variance. Assume that
the mgf Mg of & exists in an open interval around zero. Let {&, : k > 0} be a sequence of iid random

variables with & 2 & for every k > 0. Let

M, = { min |Gn(2)] < tn_l/Q(logn)_V} .

2€C : ||z -1|<tn~2(logn)~ /2"
Then for any fized t > 1,
P(M,) = O ((logn)7+1/2),
where v > 1/2 and the implicit constant in the O-notation depends on t and the mgf of €.

Remark 2.4. Observe that all bounded random variables satisfy (H) in Theorem[Z3 (with a suitable
scaling). In particular, the Rademacher distribution which corresponds to the uniform distribution on
{=1,1} and the uniform distribution on the interval [—1,1] satisfy (HI).

2.3. Random circulant matrices. It is well-known that any circulant matrix can be diagonalized in
C using a Fourier basis. Indeed, let w,, := exp (227”), i?=—1,and F,, = ﬁ(w#)onggn,l. The matrix
F,, is called the Fourier matriz of order n. Note that Fj, is a unitary matrix. By a straightforward
computation it follows

circ(co, . . ., n—1) = Fridiag (G (1), Gp(wy), ... ,Gn (W) Fy,

n

where GG, is the polynomial given by G,,(z) := Z;é cx2*. Hence, the eigenvalues of circ(cy, .. ., ¢y_1)
are G, (1), Gp(wn), ..., Gp(wP™1), or equivalently
= orkj
k .
(3) Gn(wn):zocjexp<z - > forany k=0,...,n—1.
J:

Expressions like (B)) appear naturally in the study of Fourier transform of periodic functions. For a
complete understanding of circulant matrices, we recommend the monograph [7].

In the sequel, we consider an n x n random circulant matrix Cy,, i.e., C,, := circ(&p, ..., &,—1), where
£o,...,&n—1 are independent random variables. The smallest singular value of the random circulant
matrix C, is given by
(4) sn(Cn) ngnglgil‘ n(wp)|

We remark that in general the smallest singular value is not equal to the smallest eigenvalue modulus.
Since C, is a normal matrix, its singular values are the modulus of its eigenvalues. Thus, the following
corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem

Corollary 2.5. Let & be a random variable with zero mean and finite positive variance. Assume that
the mgf Me of & exists in an open interval around zero. Let {&, : k > 0} be a sequence of iid random

variables with & 2 ¢ for every k > 0. Let C,, := circ(&p,...,&{n—1) be an nxn random circulant matrix
and let s,(Cyp) be the smallest singular value of Cp,. Then, for all fired t > 1 and v > 1/2 we have
(5) P (sn(Cn) < tn~ Y2 (log n)_“/> =0 ((log n)_%u/?) :

It is possible to weaken the assumptions of Corollary Using similar reasoning as in the proof
of Theorem we obtain the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.6. Let £ be a non-degenerate random variable which satisfies (H). Let {& : k > 0} be a

sequence of iid random variables with & 2 ¢ for every k > 0. Let Cy, := circ(&o,...,&n—1) be ann X n
random circulant matriz. Then, for each p € (0,1/4) we have

P (sn(Cp) <n7P) = O(n=%).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.21 SALEM—ZYGMUND INEQUALITY FOR LOCALLY SUB-GAUSSIAN
RANDOM VARIABLES

Firstly, we provide the proof of the following claim which is an important fact that we use in the
proof of Theorem
Claim 1: There exists a random interval I C T of length 1/p, with p,, = 37/s such that

1
Wy ()] > §||I/Vn||OO for any x € I.

Proof. Let p,(z) := Z;':ol bje*, x € T be a trigonometric polynomial on T, where by, ..., b,_; are
real numbers. For x € T write
2 2

n—1 n—1
(6) gu() = pu(@)P = | S bycosiz) | + | S bysin(j)
7=0 7=0

and
2 2
n—1 n—1
hp(x) := Zjbj cos(jx) | + Zjbj sin(jx)
§=0 §=0
Then
(7) Ipnll2e = sup gn(2) = [lgnllee  and  |[py,|1%, = sup hn(z).
xeT zeT

Recall the Bernstein inequality ||p][lcc < nl|pnllec (see for instance Theorem 14.1.1, Chapter 14,

page 508 in [25]). For any = € T we have

(8) |9n(@)] < dllpalloollphlloo < 4nllpall5e = 4nllgnlloo-

Since g is continuous, there exists x¢p € T such that g(zp) = ||gn|lcc- Moreover, by the Mean Value
Theorem and relation (&) we obtain

l9(2) = g(z0)| < llgplloo [z — xo| < 4nlgnlloc |2 — 0|

for any z € T. Take I := [vg — 12,20 + 7o) C T. Notice that the length of I is . The preceding
inequality yields

3
lg(x) — g(x0)| < ZHgnHoo for any = € I.

Since g(xo) = ||gn |00, the triangle inequality yields (1/4)||gn|loo < |gn(z)| for any = € I. The preceding
inequality with the help of relation (@) and relation (7)) implies

1
§Hanoo < |pn(x)| for any x € I.

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem [2.2. By Lemma [2.T] there exists a § > 0 such that
Me(t) < /2 for any t € (=6,6), where a® > ¢% > 0.

For each j € {0,...,n — 1}, define f;(z) = ¢(i/n)e¥®, z € T. Let r, = Z;»Zol |p(i/n)|?. At first,
we suppose that the f; are real (we consider only the real part or the imaginary part) and we write
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S = |[|[Whllso- Since || fjlloo < [|@]loc =: K for every j =0,...,n — 1, we obtain

n—1 n—1 n—1
/2 _ H o2 181130/2 > H o I @172 > H E <et§jfj(z))
=0 =0 =0

n—1

=E H eSili®) | = <etW"(m)> for any t € (—9/K,9/K).

By Claim 1, there exists a random interval I C T of length 1/p, with p,, = 8n/3 such that W,,(x) > Sn/2
or =W, (x) > S»/2 on I. Denote by p the normalized Lebesgue measure on T. Observe that

1 1
wsnfy _ L[ s, o 1 / Wale) 4 o~tWa(@))
e e X e & xZ.
,u(I)I/ — u(l) / < >

Then, for every ¢t € (—9/k,9/K) we have
E (etSn/2> < puE </ <eth(m) _{_efth(:v)) ,u(dx))
1
< an (/ <eth($) _i_e*th(m)) ﬂ(dl’)) < 2pnea2t2rn/2_
T
The preceding inequality yields
t ) 2 1
E ( exp 3 Sy — a“try, — i log (2pn0) < 7 for any [ > 0 and ¢ € (—9/K,9/K),
which implies

for any [ >0 and t € (—9/K,9/K).

~| =

2
P (Sn > otr, + n log (Qpnl)> <

Note that lim ™= = fol |¢(x)|?dz > 0. By taking I, = cn? where ¢ is a positive constant, we have
n—o0

log(2pnln)
2

Q“Tp Q“T'n

1/2
< 0%/k? for all large n. By choosing t, = <log(22¢l")> we obtain

1
P <Sn >3 (azrn log (Qpnln))1/2) ST for all large n.
Since f; = Re(f;) +4Im(f;), we get for all large n
n—1 2
2 2 1
P | [Re(Wn)lloo >3 | a® D [Re(f;)l% log (2onln) | | <
=0 "
and
1/2
n—1 1
P | [[Tm(Wo)[loo >3 { oY [[Tm(f;)[|3 log (20nln) <o
j=0 "

Finally, since p, = %", the choose of [,, = % yields

32
P <HWnHOO > 6av/3 (1, log n)1/2> < 3.2 for all large n.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.3] LOCALIZATION OF THE ROOTS FOR KAC POLYNOMIALS

The proof is based on the small ball probability of linear combinations of iid random variables
introduced by Rudelson and Vershynin in [29]. Throughout the proof, || - ||2 denotes the Euclidean
norm, |- | denotes the complex norm and det(-) the determinant function that acts on the squared
matrices. We consider the module 7 of a real number y, ymod 7, which is defined as the set of
numbers x such that z — y = kx for some k € Z.

Definition 4.1 (Least common denominator (lcd for short)). Let L be any positive number and let V
be any deterministic matriz of dimension 2 x n. The least common denominator (lcd) of V' is defined
as

o . 2 gist (V79 70 V702
D(V):=inf<[|f]]2 > 0:6 € R?, dist (V'6,Z") < Ly/log,. — )
where dist(v,Z") denotes the distance between the vector v € R"™ and the set Z", and log, :=
max{log,0}.

For more details of the concept of led see Section 7 of [29]. Observe that D (aV') = (1/ja]) D(V) for
any a # 0. Indeed, from the definition of D (aV) we have that D (aV) < ||0||2 for any § € R? such

that
dist ((aV)70,2") < L\/log+ (M) _ L\/10g+ (HVT(LaH)\b)_

Therefore, from the definition of D(V) we deduce D(V) < |[af|l2 = |al||f||2. Since a # 0, then
(Y1a)D(V) < ||0]]2- Again, from the definition of D(aV') we deduce that (1/ja|)D(V) < D(aV'). On
the other hand, from the definition of D(V) we have that D (V) < ||0||2 for any 6 € R? such that

dist (V70,2") < L\/log+ (HV?H2> - L\/10g+ (W)

Therefore, from the definition of D(aV') we deduce D(aV') < ||9/a||2 = l19ll2/|a]. Consequently, |a|D(aV) <
|0]l2. Again, from the definition of D(V') we deduce that |a|D(aV') < D(V'). Putting all these pieces
together we obtain the next useful lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For all a # 0, the led of any matriz V € R**" satisfies D(V) = |a|D(aV).

Let X be a random vector of dimension n x 1 whose entries are iid satisfying (H). Assume
det(VVT) > 0. For any a > 0 and ¢ > 1, by Theorem 7.5 (Section 7 in [29]) we have

p{meﬂg%?}zp{wvxmgxﬁ@<: L G+_1é_>,

= 2a2(det(VVT))/2 D(aV)

where L > /2/q with ¢ given in (H])), D(aV') is the least common denominator of aV, and the constant
C only depends on M, q. Recall the well-known inequality (z + y)? < 222 + 2y? for any =,y € R. By
Lemma 2] it follows that D(aV') = (1/a)D(V) for all a > 0. Therefore,

02L2 QC2L2
PlllaVX|e < Vol < t?
{la W—f}—&@WWﬂW T 2@ (VYT A(D(aV))?
C2]2 9 20212

(9)

S 2V E T @V (D))

In order to obtain a meaningful upper bound for the left-hand side of the preceding inequality, it is
needed to do a refined analysis of the following quantities: a lower bound for det(VVT) and a lower
bound for D(V'). Implicitly, in the definition of the D(V') we also need to estimate ||[V7||z for some
adequate 0 € R2.
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4.1. Small ball probability analysis. The following analysis explains the reason of introducing the
concept of the least common denominator, which is a crucial part along the proof of Theorem
Recall

n—1
Gn(z) = Z§jzj for z € C.
j=0

For G,,, we associate a random trigonometric polynomial
n—1
Wh(z) = Z §e’t  forx e,
§=0

where T denotes the unit circle R/(27Z). Assume n > 2 and v > 1/2. Let N = |n2 (logn)”/**7| and
To = /N for a € {0,1,2,...,N — 1}. Let t > 1 be fixed and let Cy > 0 be the suitable positive
constant being given in Theorem Define the following event

=4 [ Whllee < Con™2 (1 /2 Gn(2)| < n*?
G o= { Wil < Con® Qg ), max - (Gu()] < 0%}

where W/ denotes the derivative of W,, on T. For short, we also denote by P (A, B) the probability
P (AN B) for any two events A and B. Recall

2eC: ||z\—1\§tn*2(logn)7l/27“’

M, = { min |G (2)] < tn~"?(log n)'y} .

By the Boole-Bonferroni inequality we obtain

P (M) <P (My, Ga) + P ([Whlloo = Con®? (logn)*)

P ( max |G (2)] > n3/2>
2€C : ||z|-1|<2tn—2
(10) =P (Mpn,Gn) + 11 + L.

Our goal is to show that every probability on the right side of the above expression is decreasing to
zero when n tends to infinity.
Using the Berstein inequality (Theorem 14.1.1 in [25]) and Theorem for ¢ =1, for all large n
we have o
P (IWhllo = Con®* (1ogm)”*) < B ([[Wallso = Co(nlogn)”?) < 5.
n
On the other hand, using the Markov inequality we obtain

n—

1 J
P ( max |G (2)] > n3/2> <P g 131 <1 + 2—2) > n?/?
n

2€C : ||z|—-1|<2tn—2

=0
S 20\ _ PE(&)n _ E (%)
< m® | el (10 2) ) < S =
=0
where the last inequality follows from the following fact: for any j € {0,...,n?} we have
26\ 2w\,
1+ — ] =< 1+ — <e”.
n n
Therefore,
(11) L+1,=0 (n_1/2> ,

where the implicit constant depends on the distribution of &y and ¢. We stress that the rate of the
convergence in ([l can be improved, however, the contributed term in the right-hand side of ([I0)) is
P (My, Gn).

In the sequel, we analyze the strategy to prove that P(M,,G,) is small. First, we construct a
set of closed balls that covers {z € C : ||z| — 1] < tn~2}. For each closed ball, we reduce the event
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7

{M,,, G} to a “simple event” using Taylor’s Theorem. Finally, we use the concept of led to show that
the probability of each “simple event” is sufficiently small.

The strategy is to consider a set of balls centered at a point on the unit circle with a suitable
radius. We distinguish two kind of balls. The special balls centered in 1 + 0i and —1 + 0i, where
the radius r is large, r = 2tn~'2/19 and the balls centered in points z with argument satisfying
n~ /10 < arg(z) mod 7| < m —n~ Y10 with small radius, r = 2tn~>

Recall that for any = € R, |z]| denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to x. Let N :=
|n? (logn)l/ﬂvj and z, := § for a = 0,1,...,N — 1. For a € C and s > 0, denote by B (a,s) the
closed ball with center a and radius s, i.e., B(a,s) = {# € C: |z —a| < s}. Denote by S! the unit
circle. Let

A (S17tn72 (logn)_1/2—7> — {Z c C . ‘ ‘Z‘ o 1’ S tn72 (1Ogn)—1/2—'\/} )
Note that

A(Sl,tn*Q (logn) /2~ 7) {zE.A 110 < Jarg(z2)] <7T—’I’L711/10}

Oz € As Jarg(d)] <0 or  Jarg(s) - a] <)
Let ¢t > 1 and observe that

{z e A:|arg(z)| <n M1 or  Jarg(z) — | < n_ll/lo}
cB <—1 +0i, 2tn—11/10) UB <1 +0i, Qtn—”/m) .

The preceding inclusion yields that any z € A with small argument belongs in the balls centered at
1+ 0i and —1 + 0i with radius 2tn=/10. On the other hand, for z € A with large argument we have

{z e A:n W10 <arg(z)| <7 — n_n/lo}

N—-1

C U B <ei2”a, 2tn =2 (log n)_1/2_7> .

a=1
a:n /102750, mod 7|<r—n—11/10

We define [N — 1] :=[1,N — 1] NN and

Ji(n,N) = {aG[N—l]:gcd(a,N)ZnHl/lO logn)~ }
Jo(n, N) i={a € [N = 1] : /1 (log n) 7 > ged (@, N) = (log ) /* 7},

J3(n, N) = {a €[N —-1]: n(logn)l/%w > ged (a, N) > n%1° (log n)1/2+w} ’
where ged(a, N) denote the greatest common divisor between o and N. Observe that for any o €

J3(n, N) we have

1
n (logn)

< < pl1/10
a7 = ged (o, N) —
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The preceding inequalities yield that the irreducible fraction of z, is as small as a multiple of n=11/10.

Therefore,

N-1
2 —2 —1/2—
U B (el e 9tn~2 (logn) ™" 7)
a=1
a:n /10272, mod w|<m—n~11/10

- U B <ei2”“, 2tn 2 (log n)71/277>
a€cJi(n,N)

U U B <ei2”“, 2tn =2 (log n)71/277>
acJa(n,N)

U U B <ei2”$a, 2tn =2 (log n)_l/Q_“/> .
acJsz(n,N)

We emphasize that if a € Jy(n, N) U Ja(n, N) U J3(n, N), then we have

n~ 10 <1272, mod 7| < 7w — /10,

Consequently,
P{Mpn,Gn} < P4 Gy, min 1G(2)] < tn™'% (logn)™7

2€B(140i,2tn~11/10)

(12) +P <Gy, min |G (2)] < tn~Y2 (logn) ™7
2€B(—140i,2tn—11/10)
+ > P{GuBal+ Y. P{G,Ba} + > P{G.Ba},
acJi(n,N) a€cJa(n,N) a€cJz(n,N)
where
B, = min G (2)| < tn™Y2 (logn) ™"

zEB(eiQT””OL ,22tn—2(log n)71/2fw>

4.1.1. Small ball analysis at the points 1 4 02z and —1 4 0¢. On the two points 1 £ 0¢ we have
the largest two closed balls, which are considered in our set of balls. This is remarkable since the

number of real roots of a Kac polynomial for some common random variables is at least O(log%g%)

with high probability [24]. This means that the real roots of a Kac Polynomial are moving slowly to
the unit circle.
On the one hand, let z € B (1 + 01, Qtn*“/m). By Taylor’s Theorem we obtain
|Gn(2) = Gu(1)] < |2 = 1][G,(1)] + [Ra(2)]
where Ry(z) is the error of the Taylor approximation of order 2. On the event G,, we have

(me1f1/10)2

—_— max
1—o0(1) 2€C : ||z|—1]|<2tn—2

A2n—2-1/573/2  g42,—1/2-1/5

- 1-o(1)  1-o(1) "’

[Ra(2)] < |G (2)]

where o(1) = 2tn 17110 Assuming that G, holds, the preceding inequality yields
A42p—1/2-1/5
S 1-o(1)
4425~ 1/2-1/5
S 1-o(1)

442p—1/2-1/5

Gn(z) — Gu(1)] < 2tn™ 17110 |G1 (1)] + o))

< 2tn VW oo +

< 2C4tnY/21/10 (log n)1/2 n
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Hence,

P gn; min |Gn(Z)| S tn*1/2 (lOg ’I’L)ify
2€B(140i,2tn~11/10))

<P <\Gn(1)\ < 205tn!/271/10 (log n)1/2> ’

where 2Cy = 2Cot +4t% + 1. Since G,,(1) = Z?:_ol §;, Corollary 7.6 in [29] implies for L > /1/q (with
q given in (H])) that

CsL 1
]P’{\Gn(l)] < 2Cytn!/?71/10 (1ogn)1/2} < ﬁ <2C'2t+ W) :

where Cj is a positive constant and D(a) is the led of the vector
a= (n"/2"Y1 (logn)/%H) "1 (1,...,1) e R™
By Proposition 7.4 in [29] we have D(a) > 3n!/271/10 (log n)1/2. Therefore,
P (]Gn(l)\ < 205tn!/2=1/10 (log n)1/2>

(13) < CsL(logn)'/? <202t—|— 2 ) < (2CQt+2)L(1Ogn)1/2.

n1/10 n1/2_1/10(10gn)1/2 — nl/10

On the other hand, let z € B (—1 + 0i,2tn_11/10). Assuming that G,, holds, Taylor’s Theorem
implies

At2p—1/2-1/5

(Gn(2) = Gul(=1)| £ |2+ 1[G, (=1)] + | Ra(z)] < 20V OW oo + =

< (2Cot + 4t%) n'/2=110 (1og n)1/2 .
Thus,

P{ Gn, min |G (2)] < tn' /% (logn)™?
2EB(—1+0i,2tn~11/10)

<P (|Gn(—1)| < 205tn1/271/10 (1og n)1/2> .
Since Gp(—1) = Z;:ol (=1)? &;, by Corollary 7.6 in [29] for L > /1/q (with ¢ given in (H)) we obtain

_ Cs3L 1
P (|Gn(—1)] < 2C5tn"/271/10 (logn)'/?) < >+ (202t+ —)
( ) bl D(b)

where C'5 is a positive constant and D(b) is the led of the vector
b = (n*/27110 (logn)'/?)~! (1,=1,..., (=" ) e R™
By Proposition 7.4 in [29], we have D(b) > %nl/z_l/lo (log n)1/2. Therefore,
P <|Gn(—1)| < 205tn!/2-1/10 (log n)1/2)

C3L(logn)'/? 2 (2C5t42) L(logn)/?
(14) = an 205t + n1/2—1/10(10gn)1/2 = ) nl/10 ’

Combining (I3) and (I4) we obtain

P <Qn, min G (2)] < tn~"? (log n)_7>
zEB(

140i,2tn~1/10)

$B(G  min [Gu(2)] <t (logn) 7 | =0 (n7/10).
2EB(—1+0i,2tn~"1/10)
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4.1.2. Small ball analysis at e*?™®=, In this part, we are focusing mainly on the complex roots of

a Kac polynomial. We remark that the complex roots are more dispersed than the real roots, but
they are approaching faster than the real roots to the unit circle. However, the complex roots do not
approach extremely fast.

Let z € B(e?™« 2tn~2 (log n)_l/ 277) and assume that G, holds. By Taylor’s Theorem we obtain

‘Gn(z) ~ G, (6i27rxa)‘ < ‘z— ei27raﬂa‘ {G/n (ei27r$a){ + |R2(z)|,

where Rs(z) is the error of the Taylor approximation of order 2, and it satisfies

(2tni2) ? 420 5/2
R < N G < T . &
’ 2(2)’ —1—2tn—2 zeC: ||Iz]"/|1%)1(\<tn’2 ‘ n(Z)’ ~ 1—2tn=?
Then
' 4420, —5/2
2 o -2 —1/2— !
|Gn(2) — Gy (77| < 2tn™2 (logn) /277 Wi || + T 912
A2 —5/2
<920 in—1/2 (1 - ="
> CO n ( 0g ’I’L) + 1—92%n—2
Hence,

P(Gn,Ba) <P (‘Gn (e’?”a)‘ < 2C4tn~2 (log n)7),

where 2Cy = 2Cy + 4t + 1. For proving that P (G,,B,) tends to zero as n — oo, we rewrite the
sum G, (e”?™=) as the product of a matrix by a vector. This simple rewriting allows us to apply led
techniques for matrices. To be precise, we define the 2 X n matrix V,, as follows

|1 cos(2mxy) ... cos((n—1)2mx,)
Va '_[0 sin (2rxy) ... sin((n —1)27x,)

and X := [&,....&n1]” € R™. Notice that

T
n—1 n—1
VX = Zgj cos (j27rxa),zgj sin (j27z,) € RQ,
j=0 J=0
which implies
n—1
|VaX|l2 = Z,Sjemm — |Gn (ez2ﬂma)| )
§j=0

Let © = r[cos(0),sin(0)]" € R2, where r > 0 and 6 € [0, 2x]. For fixed r,6, we have
VIO = rcos (—0),cos (2maq —0) ... cos (2(n—1) s —0)]" .
Note that ||[V.I'O|]z < ry/n. On the other hand, we have
n—1 27/ . 1 n—1 . .
T cos” (92mx, Sy asin (2 92wz,
det (VQVJ) = det 2.0 (j2rza) 3 ZJ_Ol (2-j2mza)
I sin (21 j2mw,) S0 sin? (j2ma)

Now, we are in the setting of inequality (). Recall that x, satisfies

p—11/10 p—11/10

< 2724 mod 7| < 7 —

In the following we distinguish three cases for x,,.
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4.1.3. Case 1. o € Ji(n, N). Assume that ged (a, N) > n'™1/19 (logn) ™. Recall that N = |n2 (logn)/**7].
Then we have

1/2
N n? (log n) /24y _ nl—l/lo (log n)1/2+2'y )
ged (@, N) = pl+1/10 (log )

Note that 27z, satisfies n~! < |22, mod 7| < 7 — n~! for all large n. By Lemma 3.2 part 1 in [19],
there exist positive constants c5, C5 such that

(15) csn? < det (VaVaT) < Csn?.
Before continue with our arguments, we estimate the number of indexes a where the condition
ged (a, N) > n' /10 (log n) ™ holds. The following lemma provides such estimate.
Lemma 4.3. The number of indices o such that
p1+1/10

ged (o, N) (ogn)?

v

18 at most

1/242v40(1)

n171/10+0(1) (log n) )

By Proposition 7.4 in [29], the lcd of V,, satisfies D (V,,) > 1/2. Thus, by inequalities (@) and (I3)),
and Lemma [4.3] we obtain

S 0 ) < )
acJi(n,N)

< opl=1/10+o(1) (log n)1/2+27+o(1) <

202L2 (2tC4)2 202[/2
(esn2)"/? (n1/2 (log )2 L (egn2)t/?
_ 40212 (2tC4)2 (log n)1/2+°(1) . 4C212 (log n)1/2+2'y+o(1)

Cé/2n1+1/10*0(1) icé/in/IOfo(l)

(log ’I’L) 1/2+2’y+0(1)

nY/10—o(1) ’

where Cs = 4051/2CZL2 <(2tC'4)2 + 4).

< Cs

4.1.4. Case 2. o € Jo(n,N). Assume that

n' /19 (logn) ™ > ged (a, N) > n (logn)Y/?+7 .

Since N = |n?2 (logn)"?*7|, we have
N
(16) nz m > !0 (log n)1/2+2w/ —o(1),

where o(1) = n~1=%/10 (logn)?. We observe that 27z, is such that

n~ ! < |27z mod w| < 7 —nL.

By Lemma 3.2 part 1 in [19] there exist positive constants cs, Cs such that
esn? < det (VaVaT) < COsn?.

Also, we observe that x, = § = ]O\‘[—l/ where o = o' ged (o, N) and N = N’ged (o, N). Note that
ged (of, N') = 1. Since N’ < n, for any 6 we have

/ 1
{exp<i<j27r%—0>> :j:O,...,N'—l}:{exp<i<j27rﬁ—6>> :j:O,...,N’—l}.

The above observation allows us to assume that z, = 1/N’. To apply inequality (@) we need to
estimate the lcd. The following lemma shows an arithmetic property of the values cos (j27z, — ) for
j=0,...,N" which becomes crucial for estimating the lcd.
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Lemma 4.4. Fized 6 € [0,27) and positive m € Z. Let V be a vector in R™ which entries are
Vj =rcos (j2rnx —0) for j =0,...,m — 1 with positive integer r > 2 and x = 1/m. Then

1 1
whenever ——— > 6.

dist (V,Z™) > — - ——
stV 27) 2 35 o o (212) =

Since it is needed to analyze
VIO = rcos (—0) ,cos (2mxq —0), ..., cos (2(n— 1) mas — 0)]

in the definition of the least common denominator, we can assume without loss of generality that r is
a positive integer. In fact, by Proposition 7.4 in [29], we can take r > 1/2. For the case 2 > r > 1/2, we
can replicate the ideas in the proof of Lemma [£.4] to obtain that dist (VO{T O, Z") > Cn!~110 for some
positive constant C. If r > 2, we can use |r] instead of r in Lemma 4]

Ifr< m, by Lemma [4.4] and expression ([I6l), we would obtain

1 1-1/10 1/242y 1 1 Ta on
<
YRR (logn) —o(l) < B 2no. dist (V,; ©,2")

rnl/2 n3/2
< Ly/log, <L log <L 10g+L,

which is a contradiction since L > 1/2/q is fixed. Thus, we should have r > m which implies that
led of V,, satisfies

1 1
D(V) 12 27T 1 1/10(10gn)1/2+2'y_0(1).

By inequality (@) we obtain

S ([ )] <200 o)

a€EJa(n,N)

n? (log n) /2 20217 (2tC1)°
(c5n2)'/? (n'/2 (logn)”) 2

+n? (log n)l/Qﬂ 2L 2
(e5n2)"” (g5 - 2 - 01110 (log m)/*727 — 0 (1))
_20°L° (2tCy)? 202172
(log n)'yfl/z Cé/2 (% ] %)271171/5 (log n)1/2+3w (1-o (1))2'
< L
~ (logn)?~ Y’

where C7 = 2C2L? <(2t02) + ¢y 1/2>.

4.1.5. Case 3. a € J3(n, N). Assume that n (logn)/*™ > ged (o, N) > n91° (logn)Y/?*7. Since that
N = |n2 (logn)***7], then

N
11/10 >n— ol
" ~ ged (o, N) >n —o(l),

where o(1) = n(loTl)l/Qﬂ' Note that 27z, satisfies

n 110 <1272, mod 7| < (n—o(1))"!
or
T —(n—0(1))"! < |2r2s mod 7| < 7 —n 110,
By Lemma 3.2 part 2 in [19], there exist positive constants cs, Cs such that

C5n2_1/5 < det (VaVaT) < Cyn?.
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On the other hand, the number of indexes o which satisfy the condition over ged (o, N) is at most

11 12y 11
4N<n—0(1) n1+1/10>§4n(logn) 1—o(1) nt/to)"

In order to use the inequality (@), we need to analyze the least common denominator of V,, for this
case. In particular, we need to obtain a suitable lower bound for the distance between VI © and Z".

We use similar ideas using in the proof of Lemma [£.4]
Aszq = § = ]O\‘[—l/ with ged (o/, N') =1 and N’ > n — 1, then all the points in

{exp (i (j27xe —0)) : j=0,...,n— 1} are different.

Let r be a positive integer and we consider the set of intervals of the form [%, mT‘H] for all m €
[—r,r] N Z. Let I, and J, be the corresponding arcs on the unit circle whose projection on the
horizontal axis is the interval [%, mTH] . If r < n, by the pigeon-hole principle we have that there exists
at least one Ips (or Jyy) for some M € [—r,r]NZ, which contain at least 7/2r points exp (i (j27z, — 0))

in it. For each cos (j2mz, — 0) € [2, 2] it is defined

r’or

M M+1
dj:min{ cos(j27r:va—9)——', cos (j2mxy —0) — + ‘}
r r
Note among the values d; at most two can be equal and
in {[i27@ — k2mza|} > 27—
oo min - {li2mra Tial} 2 275,
Observe that for each 0 < A < L, with L = min { | — 3], L% -3 }, there exists at least one

d; such that d; > (2\ + 1) 2r+. So, the sum of all d; is at least

L 2

1 L
> @a+1) oMy > 2
A=0

and taking < |n'/4] it follows that

L? 1 ni/t—o (1) i 1 1/4—1/20 2
2N = 2T T 167 = T28x (n N 0(1)> '

Now, let v be a vector in R"™ whose entries are v; = cos (j2mxq — 6) for each j = 0,...,n — 1. If

a positive integer 7 < [n!/%], by the previous discussion it follows that the vector rv = (rvj)i<j<n
satisfies

2
. ny > 1/4-1/20 _
dist(rv,Z™) > T98n <n 0(1)) .

Thus, if 7 < [n'/*] and taking a fixed L > 1/2/q, by the definition of led we would deduce that

1 1/4—1/20 2 : T n || [oc CH?
- — < 3 ‘/ < L = =
128 <’I’L (6] (1)) dist ( o @, Z ) L 10g

1/2 / 3/4
<L log+TnL <L log+nT,
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which implies that the led of V, should satisfy D (V,,) > n'/4. By @), we obtain

Z P <|Gn (e”m)| < 2tCyn =2 (log n)77>

17

acJ3(n,N)
272 2
< 4n (log n)1/2+«/ ( : - 1110> 2Cle i) 2
1—-0(1) nl/ (csn2=1/5) / (n'/2 (logn)")
272
1/2+~ 2C°L
+ 4n (logn) <1—o 1/10> <( n2-1/5 1/2( 1/4)2>
. 11 2C2L2 (2tCy)? 20212 (logn)'/*t
" \1l-o0(1) nt/10 et/ 2p1=1/10 (Jog )1~ 1/2 cl/2p1/2-1/10

1 (logn)"/**7
<y <1 — 0(1)> nY2—1/10

where Cg = 80g1/202L2 <(2tC4)2 + 1).
Combining Case 1, Case 2 and Case 3 we obtain

(17) Z P (Gn,Ba) <(10g n)~ V‘H/z) , where v > 1/2.

aEA

Hence, inequality (I2]) with the help of ([[3]), (I4) and ([IT) yields
P(M,)=0 ((log n)_“/“/z) , where v > 1/2.

The preceding estimate, inequality (I0) and relation (III) imply Theorem

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.6l ON THE LOWER BOUND FOR THE SMALLEST SINGULAR VALUE FOR

RANDOM CIRCULANT MATRICES

Let p € (0,1/4) be fixed. We define zj, = ¥/n, k =0,...,n — 1. Note that

n—1
P (Sn(cn) < nfp) < ZP (‘Gn ( 127rmk)| <n )
k=0
<P (|Ga (1)) <077) + P (|Gn (-1) < n7)
n—1
. P (|G, (¢2724)| < n)

In the sequel, we prove that the right-hand side of the preceding inequality is O (n*2p

the following three cases.
Case 1. The same reasoning using in Section L] yields

P(|Gn(1)] <n?) +P(|Gy(-1)| <n ) =0 <n—1/2) .

) . We consider
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Case 2. gcd (k,n) > n'/2. By similar reasoning using in the first case of the proof of Theorem 23]
Section E.1.3], we deduce

-1

nz P (|G (e?™)| <nP) < n1/2+0(1) 20217 20212
' - B 1/2 1 1/2

o) cs' 'l geln

k:ged(k,n) > nt/2
20?2 4C? L2 Cy
- cé/2n1/2+2p—0(1) cé/2n1/2—o(1) = pl/2—o(1)’

where Cg = 405?1/202L2.
Case 3. ged (k,n) < n'/2. By similar reasoning using in the second case of the proof of Theorem 23]
Section . T.4], we obtain

n—1 2712 212
S B(G () <n ) < | e
k= C5/ nit2e 05/ n (2-61~27rn1/2)

0
k: ged(k,n) < nl/?
20212 1152720212 - Cho

= "1)2 1/2 = op0
CS/an 05/ n?r

n

where Cyg = ¢ /2C2L2 (2 4 115272).
The combination of all the preceding cases yields P (s,(Cn) < n™?) = O (n=%) for any p € (0,1/4).

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF LEMMA [£.3] AND LEMMA [4.4]

Proof of Lemma[-3 Write m := n'*1/19 (logn)™". Let T be the Euler totient function. Then we

have
N
N
1< T(— .
> s yr(y)
a:ged(a,N) >m d=|m|
0<a <N dIN

Notice that T (s) < s — /s for all s € N. Moreover, if d(s) is the number of divisors of s, it is
well-known (see Theorem 13.12 in [I]) that there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that

d(s) < SC(loglog(s))f1 )

Hence,
R NN ) ytogtosV )T o L nicoglog Ny
" S\l "\ ) = Tm
a:ged(a,N) >m
0<a<N
< 2n171/10+0(1) (log n)1/2+2fy+0(1) ’
where o(1) = C (loglog (N)) ™. O

Proof of Lemma [{.4] We define the following sequence
P={exp(i(j2nx —6)):j=0,...,m—1},

where 7 is the imaginary unit. Note that P is a set of points on the unit circle which can be seen as
vertices of a regular polygon with m sides inscribed in the unit circle. Since the arguments of points
exp (i (j2mx — 6)) are separated exactly by a distance 2wz, the number of points exp (i (j27x — 6))
which are in any arc on the unit circle is at least ﬁ — 2, where [ is the length of the arc.

Let [y,y + 3(27z)] be a subinterval of [—1,1] and consider the arc A on the unit circle whose

projection on the horizontal axis is [y,y + 3(27x)]. If the length of the arc A is [, then the number
3(2wx)
2mx

of values cos (j2mz — 0) which are still in (y,y + 3(27z)) is at least 5 — 2 > — 2 =1 since

[ >3(2nx).
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Let s € [—(r —1),(r — 1)] N Z. Note that there exists at least one value

cos (j2mx —0) € (; +3(k-1) (27Tx),§+3k (271-95)) c [f s+ 1}

T T
sil]

for all positive integers k < 3 L ok In the sequel, we consider all the values cos (j2rz — ) € [;, -

r(2m
and define

d; = min{

Let L be the biggest integer which satisfies (3 - 2mz) L < %, or equivalently, L = Lmj Therefore,
the sum of d; for all cos (j2rz — 0) € [£, 5] is at least

)

1
cos(j27rx—9)—s+ ‘}

cos (j2rx — 0) — s
r r

L L 72
2 -2 =6(2 > 6(2 —
; A(3-2mz) =6/ mc));)\_ﬁ( Tz ;

which holds if Wlm) > 6. Let o, be the sum of d; for each interval [£, 5] s = —(r—1),...,(r—1).

As r > 2, then

= 1 1 1 1
2 oz (-2 (ﬁ (2r)? (m)) =21 (@) (2na)

s=—(r—1)
By the previous analysis, we have that the distance between the vector V € R™ whose entries are
Vj =rcos(j2mx —0) for j =0,...,m — 1 with z = 1/m to Z™ is at least

1 1 1 1
r - - —_— . -
12 (2r) (27x) 48 2mx’
1

verifying that expression %27 > 6 is fulfilled. U
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