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ABSTRACT

We study the asymptotics of the expected Wasserstein distance between the empirical measure of
a Determinantal Point Process and the background volume form. The main DPP studied is the
harmonic ensemble, where we get the optimal rate of convergence for homogeneous manifolds of
dimension d > 3, and for two-point homogeneous manifolds. We also discuss some variations of
this process on the torus.
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1 Introduction

Determinantal Point Processes (abbreviated DPPs) are a type of random point process that have gained interest due to
its applications in physics, its frequent appearance in random matrix theory, and its ability to get uniformly distributed
points. Unlike other ways of getting random points, like choosing them from identically independently distributed
random variables, DPPs have a built-in repulsion between points. Due to this, they are used to model fermionic
particle systems, where the particles have all the same charge and therefor are influenced by repulsive forces. Other
notable DPPs are constructed by taking eigenvalues or singular values of matrices (under some assumptions), like the
Gaussian Unitary Ensemble.

This gives a motivation to check whether for a DPP the empirical measure % Zﬁ[:l 0., approximates the background
measure. When it is the case, we can also try to quantify this equidistribution. There are several ways of doing it,
being perhaps the most common ones through the discrepancy and the Wasserstein distance. In this paper we focus on
the latter, being worth commenting that we will work with W5, while many of the previous literature studied W;.

A DPP has its joint intensities given by the determinant of a positive semi-definite kernel, being the point process fully
determined by a suitable choice of the kernel. A type that is specially common is when this is the reproducing kernel
of some vector space of functions. The harmonic ensemble is constructed this way, by taking as vector space the
eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator with eigenvalue up to a certain threshold. The study of this ensemble
has been a motivation for this paper.

The key scheme for the proofs are based in the paper [1], where the harmonic and spherical ensemble in S? and
a variation of the harmonic in T? were studied. The idea is to use a “smoothing inequality”, a Berry-Esseen type
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inequality for the Wasserstein distance W5 (see [2] and Section 4.1 for the details). We rewrite the application of this
inequality for a general manifold and general point process. The main contributions of this paper are:

* We get an optimal result for finite dimensional projection kernels with constant first intensity in dimension
d > 3. This applies to the spherical ensemble, the jittered sampling, and the harmonic ensemble in homo-
geneous manifolds. We present weaker results for lower dimensions and the harmonic ensemble in general
compact manifolds.

» We apply a different approach to the harmonic ensemble in two-point homogeneous manifolds, where we can
get the optimal result for dimension d > 2. It uses that the kernel is explicit, so we can bound precisely the
variance of smooth linear statistics.

» We discuss variations of the Harmonic Ensemble in the torus T2, proving also an optimal rate of convergence.
For higher dimensions, the previous results can be directly applied.

2 Background

We will assume during this paper that M is a compact connected Riemannian manifold without boundary. We denote
by d its real dimension. The normalized volume form is Vol. When integrating with respect to it we will abbreviate
d Vol(z) to just dz, unless it could be confused with some other standard measure.

The Laplacian A = — divV has a decomposition in eigenvalues 0 = Ag < A1 < A2 < --- and eigenfunctions
{&m}or_, that form an orthonormal base of L?(M).

A special class of compact manifolds we will work with are the homogeneous manifolds, that is, manifolds such that
for any x, y € M there exists an isometry g : M — M € C°° (M) with g(z) = y.

A two point homogeneous manifold is a Riemannian manifold such that for any two pairs of points xg, 27 € M and
Yo, y1 € M with d(zo,21) = d(yo, y1) there exists an isometry g with g(z;) = y;.

The complete list of compact connected two-point homogeneous manifolds is known [3]:

* The sphere S¢
* The projective spaces RP", CP", HP" and QP?.
Integrating over projective spaces is very similar to integrating overs spheres, and [4] realizes a parallel study of

them by choosing some adequate constants. What we will require to use is the fact that for an integrable function
F :FP" — R of the form F(z) = f(d(z, o)) we have

ks 1 )
/ F(z)dz = /2 f(r) (—sindlrcosd‘mF_lr) dr
FP™ 0 ™

where dim F means the dimension of F as a real vector space and d the dimension of the manifold d = ndim F. The
constant vy depends on the projective space we are integrating over, so that its volume is 1.

2.1 Determinantal Point Processes

A Point Process on M is a random variable that outputs subsets of M without accumulation points. A Determinantal
Point Process (or DPP) is a point process whose joint intensities pj, : M* — [0, 00) are given by pg (21, xa,...,2%) =
det (K'(2,2;)),<; j< for some kernel K : Ml x Ml — C and a background measure that we have fixed as Vol.

Note that for any kernel K, we are not guaranteed the existence of a DPP with it as kernel. There are conditions to
impose just to get the functions py to be non-negative, which is needed to get valid probability distributions. Besides
the necessary basic assumptions, Macchi-Soshnikov theorem answers this question.

We assume that the kernel is locally square integrable on M2, so we can consider the operator

K: L*(M) — L*(M)
frs K@) = [ KGa) i@y

We are particularly interested in the case when K is a projection operator over some vector space V' C L?(M). These
are called projection DPP, or finite dimensional projection DPP, given that the dimension of V' is finite. If { fn}ﬁ[:1 is
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an orthonormal base of V', we can write the kernel as
N —
K(z,y) =Y fol@)fa(y).
n=1

It is a fact well known that the joint intensities of a point process satisfy that for f a measurable function and
Z1,...,Tr € M points given by the DPP

E Z f(a:l,...,xk):/f(:cl,...,:zrk) dpr(z1, ..., TK).
x1,...,T) distinct

The expression we are computing the expected value is called a statistic of the process. A specially interesting case
are linear statistics, this is, the random variable ij:l fxyn).

For finite projection kernels, we can compute the variance of a linear statistic like

Var (Z f<xn>) =5 [ /1@ = FPIK (o) dody. n

For a more detailed explanation of Determinantal Point Processes, we recommend [5].

The main DPP we focus our attention in this paper is the Harmonic ensemble. In a compact manifold M, if we write
the eigenvalues of A without repetition Ay < A\; < A2 < ... we define the kernel of the harmonic ensemble as

KL(xay) = Z Spm(‘r)(pm(y)
Am<Ap

for L € N. This is, we are projecting over the vector space formed by the eigenfunctions with eigenvalue A < AL

We assume this has N points, this is, N = # {/\m < A L}. A useful point-wise bound for this kernel is Hormander
result [6]:

N
KL(xay)S 1 :
1+ Nad(x,y)

Another interesting DPP is the spherical ensemble. Here, in the Riemann sphere S?, we are projecting over the space
of polynomials of degree less than n. We usually prefer to look it in C =2 S?\{p}. For this, consider the standard
stereographic projection f : S?\{p} — C. Then the kernel can be seen to be

(1+ s@) )"
Kn(:v,y) =C n o
I+ [f@)*) A+ [fW)*)>

for an appropriate constant C'.

Generalizing this ensemble to higher dimension in a useful way is not a trivial fact. In [7] the authors showed there
is a reasonable generalization to even-dimensional spheres that has constant first intensity. Another process related to
it is the projective ensemble, constructed in an analogous way but in the complex projective spaces. See [8] for the
details.

The Jittered Sampling consists in partitioning the manifold M in N equal area parts, and choosing at random one point

in each piece. This turns out to be a DPP with finite dimensional kernel: for a partition {An}f:]:1 with Vol(4,) = +

its kernel has the form

N
K(,y) =Ny Xa, @Xa,®)
n=1

2.2 Wasserstein distance

The Wasserstein distance of two probabilities measures i and v is defined as

P

Wy (p,v) = (N}Ig%ﬂ/d(w’y)p dﬂ(%y)) ,
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where the infimum is taken over all probabilities 7 on M x M with p as one marginal and v as the other. For p > 1
this is a distance in the space of probabilities with finite p-order moment.

The key property of this metric is that if we have a sequence of probabilities iy, then uy — p if and only if
W, (1w, ) — 0. This gives a way of quantifying the speed of convergence for some sequences of probabilities
measures. Of course, there are other interesting approaches to quantify this, like the discrepancy. A standard reference
for this topic is [9].

It is worth commenting that when we have {x,,}_, points in a d—dimensional manifold, there is a classical lower
bound for the Wasserstein distance between its empirical measure and the volume. It requires using that the Wasser-
stein distances are increasing: W1 < W, for p > 1, and then we can use the Kantorovich duality to get

L% <%Zaxn,w> > / d(y, {zn}) dy

Consider now around each point a ball of radius § > 0. Note that is volume is Vol B(z, ) ~ §¢. Outside these balls,
the distance function can be bounded by d(y, {z,}) > 4. This gives us the bound

< o T — Vo x — Neo?
W, (NZ(SM,V 1) 2/{d(y7{wn}})25d(y,{ n}) dy > 8(1 — Vol ({d(y, {x,,}) <4})) > 6 (1 — Nes?)

Finally, we make 6% = ﬁ, to get

2.3 Sobolev seminorms

For functions in L?(M) and 0 < s < 1 we define the fractional Sobolev spaces as

HM) = {f € L) : [f], < oo}, R e e

Beside the definition, we will use that for this seminorm is known for eigenfunctions [wm]ﬁ ~ AJ,, see [10] for the
computations. We also require the following proposition. This is an adaptation of [11, Lemma 4.2] done in [12,
Proposition 2.14], where we highlight that the assumption on the injectivity radius is not necessary for complete
manifolds.

Proposition ([12, Proposition 2.14]). Let M be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with diameter dy.
Assume there is a constant cyy < dyy /2 such that Vol(B(xz, 1)) 2 r¢ forr < cy. Let K : Ml x M — R be a symmetric
kernel such that

d
/ |K (z,y)|dy < Ar—2, Vo e M,Vr € <O, —M) ,
B(a,2r)\ B(z,r) 2
for some A > 0 and some s € (0, 1). Then there exists a constant C' = C(d, s) such that for any g € H*(M)

// l9() — 9(y)PK (2, y)dedy < CAg2.
d(z,y)<2cm

3 Main results

Theorem 1. Given {xn}ﬁlzl given by a finite dimensional projection DPP
al N
En(wy) =D fo (@) F ()
m=1
with {fvjnv}Zd orthonormal in L*(M) and K n(x,2) = N constant, then

. . 1 _1
e For dimension d > 3, EW, (N Z 6%,\701) <N i

4
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1
e For dimension d = 2, EWs (N Z 5%,\/01) < /log NN~z

It is immediate that this theorem applies to the Spherical ensemble and the jittered sampling. It also work in the
generalizations of the spherical ensemble discussed before.

Corollary 2. The harmonic ensemble on a compact connected homogeneous manifold satisfies the hypothesis of the
previous theorem.

Moreover, when we don’t assume that the manifold is homogeneous, we can still give some convergence.
Theorem 3. For a compact connected manifold, the harmonic ensemble satisfies

. . 1 _2
e For dimension d > 3, EW, (N Z 5%,\/01) <N =

1
* For dimension d = 2, EW» (N Z 6%,\/01) < +/log NN~3.

Finally, the next theorem follows a different approach and proves the optimal rate of convergence for some families of
manifolds.

Theorem 4. For a two point homogeneous manifold M with dimension d > 2, the harmonic ensemble satisfies
1 1
EW, <N 25%,%1) <N

We would like to comment on the fact that i.i.d. points attain the optimal rate for dimensions d > 3 but for d = 2 they

instead satisfy
1 1
EW, (N > 5%,\101) ~ /logNN~=.

This means that the improvement due to the repulsion of a DPP is visible when d = 2. In section 5 we will check that
the same happens when the manifold is a (not necessarily flat) torus.

4 Proofs

4.1 Smoothing inequality

The main tool to obtain the results is the smoothing inequality, a Berry-Esseen type inequality for the Wasserstein
distance W5. This was proved in [2, Theorem 5].

For points in {z,,} C M and any ¢ > 0 we have the inequality

Al N 1 X et ) ?
Wo (Z N(s%,w) < (d-t+K(M)ﬁ) 2= 5—
m=1

n=1 m

N
Z Pm(Tn)

where the constant K (M) depends only on the manifold, being actually 0 in many common cases. In any case, we are
interested in looking into the asymptotics when ¢ — 0, so we can disregard this term of t3 at the cost of (possibly)
worsening the constant of the term ¢. When the points come from some random process, we can pass to the expected
value using the triangular inequality for the L? norm:

N 2\ \ 3%

Z ‘Pm(xn)

n=1

e~

N ) ) m
EW, <Z%5%,Vol> S\/E(TZQ)S(d't—i-K(M)t%)é_FQ %Z : tE
m=1 m

n=1

2

Remark: Note that here we have a key strength of this method, as from the point process we now only require a

2
estimate on E (’Zﬁ[_l Om(zn) ), and from this we can independently get a bound for the Wasserstein distance.

This is precisely what we have done to produce the main results of this theorem, bound the relevant expression in each
case and then substituting the bound in the smoothing inequality

We can summarize this technique in the following lemma.
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Lemma 5. Let {:vn}gzl C M be from some point process. Assume we have the following estimates
2

d
Om(Tn) S Na/\fna b+ B > 1.
Then
N
1 1 2—a

N
1 Viog N
If instead we have b + % =1, we have EW, (Z N(Szn,\/ol) < ](\)[i .

n=1

Proof. Let’s focus on the b + % > 1 case first. To prove it, we use that

>t ()
m=1
for A = b — 1. To compute the series we define the following function and bound it using Weyl’s law:
F(x)={{m €N : Ay <a}| = CaVua? + 0T ) S t.

Then the series can be bound as
o0

Z ef)‘mt/\é :/ et A / F ot A) dx _/ F( )(tetzxA 7txAIA71) dx
0 0 0

m=1
L =/ F(x)te " 2dr < t/ et aATE dy —/ vt~ (Ar8)yArs gy — ¢~ (A+)p <A+ g + 1)
0 0 0

I, = /F(:v)e_m A=l gy <~ (A+g)/ e_yyA_H% < t_(A+%)l" (A—i— g)
0
We can put this in (2) to get
N 1
1 1 d 1 a\\ 2
il < 43 a—2 —(b—l-i-f) _ —a\ 3 a—2+o¢(b—1+7)
EW: <Z Ném"’VOl> S (N t ’ ) t=N—o (N7%)2 + (N ’ )

n=1

=

and, optimizing the exponent in terms of o we get the exponent y = 221);451'

For the case when b + % = 1 we have to be a little more precise, as the Gamma integrals do not converge. The first
observation is that, because F'(xz) = 0 for 0 < < A\; we can eliminate this part of the integrals and bound them with

0o 0o %
Z e PAm £\l < / F(x)e ™ (ta" ' +2"7%) dz < / z2e ™ (ta" !+ 2"?) da
m=1 A1 A1

= / te 4 ey = / e V(1 +y Hdy <1 —loght <1 —logt
A A

1 1

We can input this in the smoothing inequality, and after substituting t = N ~%, we get the bound

=

<Nz \/logN

N
1 1
e (Z N%MVOI) S+ N (1-logt)! = NF + N*3* (1+alogN)

n=1

O

Remark: The first new observation is that while previous results were bounding the next quantity directly, we can

write it using the variance as
N
= (3 onten)
n=1

N N
Z ©m(Tn) = Var (Z (pm(:cn)> +
n=1 n=1

being this form more useful to bound. A key example is when the first intensity p; (x) = K (z, z) is constant, as then
the second term vanishes we only require a bound in the variance of a smooth linear statistic.

2 2

) 3)
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4.2 Finite Projection kernels

Proof of Theorem 1. Due to the previous remark, it is a direct consequence of the following bound to the variance,
applied to the smoothing inequality lemma.

ar@g(%)) 5 [ 19@) = s Plicn . Paody <2 [[ lo()P |y (o) ey

—2 [ lg(a)* K (w,2)do = 2N|g]3,

O

Proof of Corollary 2. We only need to prove that the harmonic ensemble has first intensity constant under the assump-
tion that the manifold is homogeneous. For this, recall first that if g : Ml — M is an isometry, then it commutes with
the Laplacian (see [13, Section 4.4]). Then, if ¢ € C°°(M) is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian, the function ¢ o g is
also an eigenfunction with the same eigenvalue.

Recall that we can write the eigenvalues without repetitions as 0 = Ao < A1 < Az < ---. Note that for any s there
are finitely eigenfunctions V;, with a base le forj =1,2,...,d; = dim V;. Then the harmonic kernel is just the sum
of the reproducing kernels of V1, Vs, ..., VL.

L d
=3 V(@)Y

1=0 j=1

. . A .
But given an isometry g, we have that {Y] o g}jl: | is another base of V; and then

>V @Y w) = Y (9(@)¥](9w)).

The homogeneous assumption on the manifold guaranties that we can always find g(z) = a for a € M fixed, so
K(z,x) = K(a,a) is constant. Note that the fact that Vol(M) = 1 implies K (z,z) = N. O

Proof of Theorem 3. We need to estimate the two parts in (3). Let’s start with the variance. As we don’t have now that
the first intensity is constant, we can use either Hormander bound or the following consequence of Weyl’s law (see

[14]): Kp(z,x) = N + O(N'~7) < N. We have then

N
<Z‘Pm Tm ) <2/|tpm WKL (x,2)dr < N.

n=1

For the other term,

E (Z Spm(xn)>
E <Z ‘Pm(xn)>

To sum up, we have gotten for dimension d > 2

N
o
n=1

_ ’ / om(2) K1 (2,2) do

< N2—3 / |gom(:v)|2dx — N2>~ 1%,

_ ‘/ om(@) (K1(2,2) — N) da

5| [en@Int-ido

2
SN+ N3 SN
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4.3 2 point homogeneous manifolds

The following result was proved in [12] for the sphere S?. We generalize it for the projective spaces, as we can take
advantage that the kernel can be expressed in terms of Jacobi polynomials when the manifold is two point homoge-
neous.

Theorem 6. Let FP" be a two point homogeneous manifold with dimension d > 2 and f € H=(FP"). Given {x,,}
N points from the harmonic ensemble, we have the following limit is a seminorm equivalent to

1 N
i o Var (;ﬂwn)) = 117113 ~a L1

where ||| f]] |2% is a seminorm equivalent to [f|

ol RO

Proof. In the projective spaces, the harmonic ensemble has an explicit kernel:

d dimF d dimF_ d dimF g
Kaoy) = LT ) (oo, gy)) = P (cos(aaa, )
(535), (%)

where the number of points is N ~ L?. Using the formula (1) for the variance we deduce that the limit we want to
compute is

N
. 1 1
]\}gf})omvaf<§ 9(%)) QLLOO Ld 1 //|9 9P Kr(x,y)? dedy.

n=1

We are going to split the integral in 3 parts, depending on a parameter 0 < ¢ << 1.

For the first part, we can use the global bound due to Hérmander:
Ld Ld—l

<C .
1+ Ld(z,y) = d(z,y)

KL(xuy) S C

This gives us

1 _ 2
e [ ) sk s ] s,
L d(wy)< 57 day<sz  AzY)

2
2d 1//my)< %dmdy%d i @

For the far side, we can use the following result of Szeg6 [15, Theorem 7.32.3] to get
g\ 41 o\ FmFHL e
L <sin 5) (cos §> PL(” 2 1)(cos9)2

To apply this result, we will take the convention § = 2d(x, y) for the rest of the proof. This way we have

Q

<C.

N d dim F _
Ki(,y) = P (cos),
(i)
L
2
Itis easy to check that ——— ~ L?. With these facts we can deduce
ng
1 1
= 90) ~ oK o )dedy < 1 ] () P K (2 ) didy
L 2d(z,y)>m—+F L 2d(z,y)>7—%

dim F

a _
zL/|g(:v)|2/ PL(” 2 1)(0059)2dydx
2d(x,y)>m—

£
L

d dim F 1 .
= L/|g(:v)|2/ L(z’ 2 )(cos 2t)%— sin® 1 (t) cos™F (1) dt dx
2t>m— ¢

™
7" d dimF _ 0 ] 9
~ H9||%2/ LP( 2 1)(cost9)2 sin?~1 <—> cogdimF—1 (—) dt
f=m—% 2 2
T 1 5 L—o0
O=r—g S (5)
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We can now focus on the middle region,

QE,L:{(:c,y)EFP" : §2d(:c7y):9§ﬂ-_%}_

£
L
This other result of Szegd [15, Theorem 8.21.13] allows us to write

N2

L+g\?
()
N —(@+D) g\ ~(dimF—1)

k*0) =7" <sin 5) <cos §>

hi(6) = cos <9 <L+ M) —g(dﬂ)) L o

Kp(z,y)* = k2(0)hi,(0)

4 Lsin6

‘We can define now the seminorm
] 196@) = ) 2o ))? dody = 21013

Because of k(2d(x,y)) > sin(d(x,y)) @t > d(x,y)~ (@1 we have |||g]||2 = [g]2
2
want to use [12, Proposition 2.14], so we have to check that

5 . For the other inequality, we
2

1 dy
k(2d(x,y))*dxdy < — / -
/rgd(m,y)gzr (2d(z,y)” <d(z,y)<Z sin(d(x, y))*+! cos(d(x,y))dmF-1
3

N/% (sint)d= (cost)dimmldt_/ 1 b A 1
- r i : - - r ( 2 - T

(sint)d+1(cost)dimF-1 sint) tan

el

Finally, this proposition gives |||g]||2 < [g]%, proving the equivalence of the seminorms.
2 2

We write now 7 (0) = & + 2az(6) + bL(0)O(1) for

aL(G)—cos<9<2L+d+dﬂ)—g(d—l—l)), bo(0) = —— + — L

2 Lsin® = [2sin?6

Notice that by, (6) L2 pointwise. Because we have the bound by, (6) < % + E% < % we can apply the dominated
convergence theorem to get

lim //|g 2k(6)*b1(0)0(1)dzdy = 0.

L—oo

If we apply the disintigration theorem to the distance d : FP" x FP™ — [0, 5] we get a family of Borel probability
measures {Mt}te[o,g] with supp py € d=%(t) = {d(x,y) = t}, and the push-forward measure v = d.(Vol ® Vol)

with expression dv(t) = =~ sin?~1(t) cos™F=1(¢)dt. Because

[ 19t0) = stw)Pre2da, ) M@_/(%mwt — () P22 dyue(, y) dv(t)

we deduce that the function

P = st @eos™ ) [ o) - g PReo? duntr)

belongs to F'(t) € L*([0, 5], dt) and, after noticing that

ar(9) € {:l:cos <9 <2L+ M%)) , & sin (0 (2L+d+d+mﬂ?)>},

we can use the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma to get

L—oo

ﬂm |mmwmwmwmm—/x L (OF(az (28) di L2 0,
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From this, we can deduce a Corollary, which is actually what we are interested in using.

Corollary 7. For a two-point homogeneous manifold M with dimension d > 2 and all functions f € Hz (M) with
If1152 < Ni[f]2 the harmonic ensemble satisfies
2

N 1
ar (Z f(scn>> SNAfR

Proof. This result is a simplification of the previous result, where we computed the limit. We comment the proof for

the projective spaces following the proof of Theorem 6, being the same in the sphere following now [12, Theorem
2.2].

Fix a small value for ¢, let’s say € = 0.01.

* In the region d(z,y) < 57 the inequalities of (4) work directly.

* In the region m > 2d(x,y) > m — & we use the hypothesis in (5).

* In the middle region, the proof is shorter as we can directly use that |k (0)| < C.

Ld I // (WIPK (z,y) dedy ~ //QEL ()|2k(0)%h(0)2dzdy
//n“ 9()[*k(0)*dzdy S (g3

(]
It is clear we can apply this result to the eigenvalues of the Laplacian, so using this bound in the smoothing inequality
lemma proves Theorem 4.

The key idea of the proof has been to write in an adequate region the kernel as K, (z,y)? = Cy.1-k(d(z,y)) hr(z,y)
with Cy 1, a constant of the appropriate order to get the results, the oscillatory term Ay, bounded independently of L,
and k satisfying

dm
/F(d(gc,y))dy:z/ F(r)k(r)dr.
M 0

This approach does not seem to work for general homogeneous manifolds, as some numerical computations suggest
that this does already not hold on the torus T2.

5 Variations of the Harmonic ensemble on the torus

In the torus T¢ = R%\Z<, the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian are well studied. Indeed, they are f(z) = 25 for
the grid j € Z%. Each has as eigenvalue 472||5|2. For the p—norms, 1 < p < oo, we can consider the DPP with kernel

Kp(z,y)= > i) z,y € T¢
llillp <L

Note that what we have called by the harmonic ensemble is the case p = 2, while [1] called the case p = oo the
harmonic ensemble.

Assume {:cn} _, are given by the “p—Harmonic ensemble”. The number of points [V is the number of lattice integers
in the p—ball of radius L. Then, because the DPP has a projection kernel with K («, ) constant, we can use Theorem

1 to get that
i 1
'EW2< z::””” )”Né

'EWQ( T

2

2 |

for dimension d = 2.

2 |

10
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This already shows an optimal rate of convergence for high dimensions, so we will focus on d = 2. The smooth-
ing inequality lemma and the results for two point homogeneous manifolds suggest that we should aim to prove an
inequality as

N 2

Z eQﬂi(k,zn>

n=1

E < NE k]2, ke 22\ {0}

Indeed, this approach is what [1] used for the case p = oo, where they could use the geometry of the L°° balls to
precisely compute the above value. This can be modified to approximately work in the p = 1 case, but looks too
difficult for a general p.

Following the proof of [1, Lemma 8], for k € Z?\ {0}, we can express this expected value as follows:

:/K@@

= N— //e%ri(k,m—y)K(x,y)dedy = N— Z //eZTri(k-l—l—m,m—y}dxdy

I,mez?
Ullpsllmllp <L

N 2

Z eQwi(k,a%)

n=1

Ep =K e?ﬂi(k,z)

2 )
dx + //627”06"17‘@ (K(x,:c)K(y, y) — K(x,y)Q) dxdy

=N-) 1

1,mez?
[12llps I, <L
m—Il=k

= N — # {lattice points in B), (0,L) N B,(k, L)}
= # {lattice points in B), (0, L) \B,(k, L)}

To prove the desired inequality, we can assume without loss of generality that 0 < ||k, < £. Because we have the
inclusion B,, (0, L) \B,(k, L) C B, (0,L)\B,(0, L — ||k||,), we get the inequality

E, < # {lattice points in By, (0, L) \ B, (0, L — ||k]|)} .
This is going to be much easier to estimate. For example, the case p = 2 is already trivial to prove if we use some

results of the ‘Gauss circle problem’. Call F(r) the number of integer points of Z? inside the closed ball of radius .
Then it is a classical result that

F(r) =nr® + E(r), |E(r)| < 2V 27
Which for our cases implies
E» < F(L) = F(L — ||kll2) = 7L* + E(L) = 7*(L = ||k[|2)* = E(L — [|k]|2)
< 2nL||kls +2v2n(L + L — k) S Llk]l2 ~ N* k]
We could look for similar estimations for other norms and repeat the argument, but for the sake of self-containment
we present an elementary one. Again, we will study the ||-||2 norm case first and then comment on its generalizations.

Consider that there are X integer lattice points in the set By(R,0)\Ba(r,0) with 1 < £ < r < R. Then we could
put a ball of radius % centered at each of the points and the ball would be disjoint. Moreover, they would be contained
in Bo(R+ £,0)\Bz(r — £,0). Comparing the areas we get

1 — 1 — 1 1
XWZSArea (Bg(R—i— 5,0)\32(7‘—5,0)) <2m(R+ 5)-(R—7‘+1) = X<R-(R—r)

~

In our case, we had R = L and R — r = ||k||5. so we still get By < N2 |k

Note that this generalizes naturally to any other norm ||-||. With the natural notation

By (0,7) = {a: eR? : ||z|| < r}

11
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we can consider the DPP with kernel

K((E,y): Z eQﬂ'i(k,w—y}
k<L

Because this norm is equivalent to the Euclidean norm |[|-||2 we still get that the number of points is N} ~ L?, and
we can repeat the same argument adjusting the constants.

Theorem 8. Given a norm in T? and x1, xo, . .., xN drawn from the DPP with kernel
Key)= 3 eritay),
k<L

N
1 1
then we have EW, (N nEZI Oz, s Vol) < N

1
2

Corollary 9. Let T? = R?/T be a general torus with T a lattice. For {xn}ﬁle given by the harmonic ensemble they

satisfy

1 Y 1
E AT XTn 1 S
WQ(N;(SHVO>NN

Proof. Now the eigenfunctions take the parameters not on the grid Z?2 but on the dual lattice I'*, but we can repeat the
argument of the flat torus up to the point

N
E ( Z eQﬂi(k,mn>
n=1

We can reduce this to flat torus case by noticing that this quantity is the number of points in the lattice Z? for the balls
of some norm ||-||. If the dual lattice I'* is generated by the vectors v and w this normis ||(z, y)|| := ||lzv+yw| 2. O

=

) = # { lattice points of I'* in B(0, L)\B(k, L)} , kE eI\ {0}.
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