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A Szeg6 limit theorem for a class of Toeplitz operators on the

Bergman space of the unit ball with singular symbols
Daniel Ivan Ramirez Montano

We obtain a Szeg6 limit theorem for a family of Toeplitz operators
defined on the weighted Bergman space of the unit ball B,,. The sym-
bols of these operators are supported on some isotropic or co-isotropic
submanifold I' C B,, and can be seen, in general, as measures that are
singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure on C”.
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1 Introduction

In general, a Szego6 limit theorem is a result that describes the asymptotic
behavior of the spectral measures of an indexed family of operators as the
parameter that indexes the family tends to a limit. This description is often
made in terms of operator traces. Originally, G. Szeg6 delivered expressions
for the limit of determinants of truncations of infinite Toeplitz matrices as
the truncation order tended to infinity ([I3]). These relations were later used
to obtain information on the asymptotic distribution of the eigenvalues of
the said matrices, expressing the limit of their traces through integrals. In
particular, in [4] it is shown that

where \; v are the eigenvalues of the N-th order truncation of the Toeplitz
matrix whose diagonals are the Fourier coefficients of a real valued a €
L>®(SY) and f is a continuous function on [essinf a, esssup a]. Later works
focused on reproducing this result with weaker conditions for a and applying
to different families of functions f (e.g. [14], [16]).

Some of these ideas were generalized in [3]. For a bounded self-adjoint
operator A on a Hilbert space H, we want a measure 4 on R such that

Te(f(4)) = /R £ i, 1)

for any f € C(R). If H has finite dimension, this can be done using the
Riesz-Markov-Kakutani theorem, since the assignation f — Tr(f(A)) results
in a continuous functional on C(R). In fact, p4 is the sum of the Dirac
measures centered on each eigenvalue of A. In general, this cannot be done
when H is not of finite dimension, so an alternative construction is proposed.
Taking an increasing sequence of finite-rank orthogonal projections P, on
H such that P, converges to the identity in H, the correspondent sequence
of measures p, satisfying () for the operator P,A|p, g is constructed.
Therefore, a natural substitute for p4 would be the weak limit of the u,
measures. In this situation a Szegd limit theorem translates to finding a
measure whose integral reproduces the limit of the traces of continuous
images of a sequence of operators. Particular attention has been paid to
this problem when A is replaced by a pseudo-differential operator (see [3],

8], [13]).



Recently in [2] results of this type were obtained considering various
function spaces. In particular, the weighted Bergman space of the disc D and
the weighted Fock space on C are treated. In [I1] the problem was studied
in the context of the Fock space of C™ and considering symbols supported
on some manifold, thus in general being measures that are singular with
respect to the Lebesgue measure. In both of these works, the family of
operators whose limiting behavior is considered is indexed by the parameter
defining the associated weighted space. We will also follow this approach,
obtaining an analogue result to the main one of [II] for the case of the
weighted Bergman space of the unit ball B,,.

1.1 Definitions

For n € N, let B,, := {z € C" : |z| < 1} denote the unit ball in C". For
a > —1, the Bergman space with standard weights A2(B,,) is the Hilbert
space of all holomorphic functions in L?(B,,, dv, ), where
dvg (w) = co(1 — |w*)?dv(w) ,

I'(a+14n)
n!T(a+1)
ized Lebesgue measure on B,,. Moreover, A2(B,) is a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space with the inner product inherited from L?(B,,,dv,) and with
kernel

with ¢, = a normalizing constant and dv standing for the normal-

1
o —
K%(z,w) = (1= (2, w)yniira z,w € By
When o = 0, dug = dv and A%(B,) and K(z,w) are used for AZ(B,)
and K%(z,w), respectively. These are the standard (unweighted) Bergman
spaces. The function K is known as the (weighted) Bergman kernel and it
satisfies the reproducing property

f(Z) = fKa( )>A2(Bn)
= / K%(z,w)f(w) dvg(w) ,

for any f € A%2(B,), z € B,,. This last integral expression makes sense even
for more general classes of functions. In fact, it represents the orthogonal
projection from L?(B,,,dv,) to A%(B,,), also called the Bergman projection.
For a bounded Lebesgue measurable funtion a or a regular Borel measure
i, both on B,,, their Toeplitz operators 7, and 7, are defined by

Taf(2) = [ K%(z,w)a(w)f(w) dva(w) , (2)

By



and

Tuf(@) = ca | Kz w0)f)(1— )" du(w) , (3)
for any f € A%(B,), z € B,,. In each case, a or p is called the symbol of the
respective Toeplitz operator. The operator 7, is a natural generalization of
Ta, which in turn is also defined as being the compression to A?(B,,) of the
multiplying operator M, f = af.

We present the Toeplitz operators we will work with.

Definition 1.1. Let I' C B,, be a Riemannian submanifold of dimension
d, do the Riemannian volume element on I'; and a : I' — C a function such
that a € CZ(I"). We define the Toeplitz operator T,q, by

Toaof(2) = ca /F Ko (s w) f)aw)(1 — [w)® do(w) , (1)
for every f € A2(B,), z € B,,.

Remark 1.2. We would like to recall that I' C B,, being a Rie-
mannian submanifold means that the inclusion ¢ : I' — B,, is
a smooth embedding (an immersion which is also a topological
embedding) and that the Riemannian metric on I is the pullback
of the Riemannian metric on B,, (See for example [9], p.15,132).
The Riemannian metric on B,, will always be taken to be the
one obtained from the Bergman Hermitian metric (see further
below), which makes B,, a model for hyperbolic geometry.

Remark 1.3. e Although not made explicit in the notation,
Twde depends on a. We are interested in the behavior of
Tudo as « tends to infinity.

o If d < 2n, the resulting symbol measure p = ado is singular
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on B,,.

e If d = 2n, I' is an open subset of B, and the measure
do(w) = ”n—T % is a multiple of the invariant measure
on B,. Therefore T, := T,q, is the “classical” Toeplitz

ks a(w)

operator (2]) with symbol T TRy - Explicitly

T = Tn! a(-)(lfHQ)"Jrl .

T



e As a is taken to have compact support, 1,4, is bounded,
compact, and belongs to each Schatten class S,(A2(B,)),
p > 0.

e The condition a € C*(I') can be changed to a € L>(T)
without affecting the definition of T,4,. In fact, it is not
needed for a substantial part of the results. However, it is
included in the definition since it is necessary for the main
theorem.

Prior to stating the Szegé limit theorem we need to introduce some
geometric definitions (see, for example, [6], [7], [10]).

By writing the local holomorphic coordinates as zp = zp+iyp, £ = 1, ..., n,
B,, can be naturally regarded both as a complex manifold of dimension n
and as a smooth manifold of dimension 2n. For any p € B,, the respective

real and complex tangent spaces are given in terms of basic tangent vectors
by

0 0 0 0
T,B,, = span —‘—‘} and T,BS =s an{—‘f‘}
8 P {axz p Oyelp) o\ P P Ozelp" 9Z¢lp) .,

with the relation between the elements of these bases being given by the
Wirtinger derivatives

9 _1/98 .0 o _1(9 ,0
825_2 oxy o, ’ 855_2 oxy o, ’

The Hermitian metric b defined by

1 2
87_ logK(Z, Z)

bik(p) = — RN

Z=p

4,k =1,.,n on TpIB%S for each p € B, is called the Bergman Hermitian
metric and it makes B,, a Hermitian manifold. It induces a Riemannian
metric b on the underlying smooth manifold, thus giving it the structure
of a Riemannian manifold. The metric b is described in terms of b by the

matrix
o (3 . Re bj (p) Im bj (p)
Bp) := (bj’“(p)) - <—Im bj];:(p) Re bj:(p)> '

The endomorphism J defined by

0 0 0 0
J(Z] V=2 J(Z] ) =L
(3:17@ p> Oyelp (81/@ p) Oy lp



is a complex structure on T,B,, that is compatible with b in the sense that
b is invariant under J. This complex structure is in turn induced by the
natural one of R?", (21, .%n, Y1, s Yn) = (—Y1, ., —Yn, 1, .., Tp). We also
consider the symplectic forms defined by

wp(&,v) == lo)p(f, JV)

for £,v € T)B,.
Let V C T,B,, be a subspace and denote by

Vei={EeTBy ¢ wy(&v) =0 YveV} (5)
its symplectic complement.

Definition 1.4. We say that V is isotropic (respectively co-isotropic,
respectively Lagrangian) if V' C V* (respectively V' O V%, respectively
vV =Vv).

Ezample 1.5. From the skew-symmetry of w,, it is straightforward that any
subspace V of dimension one is isotropic. On the other hand, if V' has
codimension one then it is co-isotropic, as in this case V* is isotropic and
so V¥ C (V¥)¥ = V. In addition, the total subspace T,B,, is trivially
co-isotropic.

For I' C B,, a submanifold, let D, : T,I' — T,B,, be the differential
of the inclusion map ¢ : I' — B,, at the point p € I"'. Then DpL(TpF) is a
subspace of T, B,, of dimension d.

Definition 1.6. Let I' C B,, be a submanifold. We say that I' is isotro-
pic (respectively co-isotropic, Lagrangian) if for every p € I', the subspace
DpL(TpI‘) C T,B,, is isotropic (respectively co-isotropic, Lagrangian).

Ezample 1.7. Tt follows from Example that any curve is isotropic and
any hypersurface is co-isotropic. Also, B,, or any open subset of B,, is co-
isotropic.

Our Szego limit theorem will apply to submanifolds that are isotropic
or co-isotropic. In order to include both cases in the same statement, we
introduce the notation

J - d I' isotropic
| 2n—d T co-isotropic



We also normalize T,4, by means of

~ n! d

— —n+3

Todo = 7 o 2
27172

ado - (6)

We will prove in Corollary that HfadaHﬁ(AQ By = O(1) as « tends to
infinity, thus justifying the usage of the term normalization.
1.2 Statement of the main result

We can now state the main result of this paper. It is a Bergman space
analogue of the main result of [I1].

Theorem 1.8. [Szeg6 limit theorem] Let I' C B,, be a isotropic or
co-isotropic submanifold, a € CZ(T) a positive function, and R > 0 such

that sup % < R. If ¢ is a function such that % € C|0, R] for some
er
p >0, then

d
lim <z) > Tr (cp <Tadg)> =
a—o0 \ (¥

where Q. is the operator

when € > 0 (T'(e) is the Gamma function evaluated at €) and the identity
when € = 0.

7 21 (i) w0

We single out the following particular situation. A form of case n = 1
appears as Theorem 1.1 in [2].

Ezample 1.9 (The absolutely continuous case). The case I' = B,, is trivially
co-isotropic and d’ = 0. We thus get

n

b ()6 (5) = 5 [ o ()

In terms of the “classical” operator T, (), we have T, = T, ,,_| 2ynt1 and
Slo)

lim —Tr(p (72)) z/ ¢ (a(w)) %-



The article has the following structure. In the following section, we
describe some aspects of the intrinsic geometry of I'. We obtain a relation
involving the Riemannian metric and the symplectic form in T" that will
be needed later. In Section B we derive an integral representation for the
trace of a composition of multiple Toeplitz operators with symbols sharing
the same support, and then in Section M we make use of the stationary
phase method to study the asymptotic behavior of this integral as a grows
to infinity. The expression we obtain relies on computing the determinant
of a given Hessian matrix, which we leave for Appendix [Bl The proof for
the Szegd limit theorem is delivered in Section [B first for polynomials and
then for a wider family of continuous functions. A key step in the proof
involves bounding the traces for small powers (exponents 0 < p < 1) of
the Toeplitz operators. This is done in Appendix [Al Section [l is reserved
for establishing some corollaries to the main theorem, involving results on
eigenvalue distribution and Schatten norm estimations.

The line of reasoning used here follows that in [I1], with some of the
proofs presented being adaptations to the Bergman setting of the ones
therein. In particular, the proofs in Section Bl and Appendix [B.Il remain
virtually unmodified but are regardless included for the sake of complete-
ness. On the other hand, parts of appendices [A]l and [B.2] generalize their
analogues there.

Throughout the article, we will use the lone capital letter C to represent
an arbitrary constant that may change from line to line. When deemed
appropriate, we will highlight its independence from other variables.

2 The Riemannian metric on I

Let v : B(0,1) — T' be a parametrization. For each p=~(t) e, t =
(t1,...tq) € B(0,1), the tangent space TpI" is spanned by the tangent vectors

a%j‘t’ j=1,..,d. These tangent vectors are defined by

0

f — %[f(’y(tl,...,tj+S,---atd))]

Also recall that for each v € T,I', Dyt (v) is the tangent vector to B,, at
p = t(p) determined by

Dpe (0) (f) =v(for), feC™(By) .

s=0 ’



As a submanifold I' € B, the Riemannian metric g in I' is given by the
pullback of the metric b in B,,. More precisely

gp(u,v) = lo)p (DPL(U)vaL(’U)) )

V u,v € TpI'. We also define a skew-symmetric, nondegenerate bilinear
form by
hp(u,v) = wp(Dpe(w), (Dpe(v)) ) |
Vu,v € T,I
The following lemma relating g, and h, looks rather technical, but will
be key during Section [l

Lemma 2.1. When taking into account the basis { 82 } of TpI,
7j=1

the components of the forms g, and h, satisfy the relations

IR}

9ik(p) +ihjk(p) = Z ber(p) - Ojve(t) - Oke(t) (8)
lr=1
gjk(p) — ihji(p) = Z ber(p) - 05%e(t) - Oyr(t) (9)
,r=1
forj, k=1,..,d.
Proof. For convenience, we will write 81,8 = ai . First we note that
n+4 Ye P

foreach j=1,..,d

8
Dy <a’7j ) Za (Lo)e ax“;’

where (1 0), denotes the /-th component function of o~ : B(0,1) C R% —
B,, € R?™, and 9;(1 07),(t) its partial derivative respect to the j-th variable
valued at t. This is obtained straight from the definitions and using the
chain rule. We may now compute

9ik(p) = by <DPL (a%j‘t) Dyt <0%f‘t>>
0 ‘ 0

_Za LO"}/ 8k(LO’y)()b <(‘)—x£p’8—;yr

)



— Z 0;(L0)e(t)Ok(L o), (t )i)h(’Y(t))

lr=1

= Z [( (to)e(t)Ok(L oY)y ()+5j(bov)n+e(t)5k(bO’Y)n+r(t)>

lr=1

Rebe (4(1)) + (aj@ 0 1)) (1 0 7)1

- aj@ov>n+z<t>ak<bowr(t))Imsz(w(t))} |

In a similar fashion, we get

=t (0w (1) 7 (o (351))

= Z [( (to)e(t)Ok(L o), ()+3j(LO’Y)n+e(t)5k(LO’Y)n+r(t)>

lr=1

by 0(0) + (3500 Dsa(0 00 )0

= 0007 ))0h(e 07 (1) Rebin3(0)]
Using these two relations

n

50(0) + )= Y | (5000000 e + 030 0Dsadh(eo s

lr=1

(et o) + b () ) + (0400 2)seBule ),

- 00000107 ) (iRebn(p) — b))

=Y 00| (8400 )Bule ), + 05007 )sedhle 0 )
lr=1
#1(0)(007)nssdule ), = 3100 )eBu(e 0 )|

n

=Y bul) [aj (o + (o))

lr=1

10



- O ((L o ’Y)T’ - i(L °© ’Y)"+T’):|
=" be(p) - Ove(t) - (L)

from which (@) is also deduced.
Notice that, as we have done when writing the local holomorphic coor-
dinates of B,,, we have used (t0)s 4+ (¢t 0 Y)pte = Ye- O

3 The trace of a multiple composition

The first step towards a proof of Theorem [L8 relies on representing in terms
of an integral the composition of multiple Toeplitz operators with symbols
sharing the same support.

We recall some notions from the classic theory of Berezin symbols and
kernels ([1]). Let A € £L(A2(B,)). The associated kernel K is the function

KX(Z,’LU) = Ak‘w(z) = <Ak7w, kz>Ag(Bn) s

where k, = denotes the normalized reproduc-

I VA Y

\/Ka(z,z) 1=(2)

ing kernel at z. In the case when A belongs to the trace class, then K¢

satisfies

Tr(A) = KQ(z,2z) dva(z) , (10)
B,

and whenever B is another bounded operator we have

Kip(z,w) = : Ki(zy)K5(y, w) dva(y) - (11)

For the special case when A = T,q4, is a Toeplitz operator, Fubini’s
theorem and the reproducing property of the Bergman kernels yield in the
expression

Kg, (20) = cq /F Ko (5, K€ w) a(&)(1 - [ do(6) . (12)

We present a formula for the trace of a composition of m Toeplitz oper-
ators associated with the same manifold I' C B,,.

11



Lemma 3.1. Let m > 2 be a natural number, ay, ..., an, € L>®(I") with
compact support, and S := T, 45 0 0Ty, do- Then

r(S) = 1> \* a;(§;)
h (S) B QFZ J'(Inl;[m) |: (1 - <£j’£j+1>> (1 o <£j’£j+1>)n+1:|
do(&1)---do(§n) - (13)

Proof. By induction on the relation (Il one can prove that

Kg(z’w) - / 0« do Z yl [H Ta do y_] 17y-])] K%amdo'(ym_:bw)
By !

. dva(ym—l) e dva(yl) .

We write yg = 2z and y,, = w. Replacing all K7 B} for their equivalent

form in (I2]), and using Fubini’s theorem together with the reproducing
property of the Bergman kernel, we get

K§(z,w) = cf / H [/K (yj -1, §) K (&5, y5) a; (§)(1 = 1§15 d0(§j)]

]Bml.]l

- dva (Ym—1) - - - dva(y1)

m

[ [T K e )R )| dvaln) - dva(uoa)

Irm ]Bmfl .]:1

T e (1~ )] dofer) - do(en)

m—

/=1
—C /K yOyﬁl £m,ym H L/ £j7y])kf]+1(y]) dva(yj)]

n

T leatet ~ [e)*] dota) -+ dotém)
(=1

~1

v [ KR Enw) [T (Ko &500)]

1

3

= C

Tm J

12



T laete) 2 — &)™) do(e) - do(E) -

(=1

Using the trace formula in (I0),

Tr(S) = A KG(z,2) dvua(z)

:cg"b//Ko‘(z,él “(&m, 2 "i;[ [ 5]’53“}

B, I'™
T lae(€) @ = 1&l?)*] do (&) -+~ do(€m) dva(z)
=1

m—1
C KOC SM7 kfl d'Ua é. 7§ +1

FZ]B{ Fl[ o ]

] €)1 = [&*)*] do (&) - do(m)

/=1

= [ TT [K6 &) a1 = 1677 do(&) -+ dolgn)

«
rm J(modm)

from where the statement follows. O
We rewrite the expression (I3]) in the form

. 3n; 1 <
Tr(S) =c, /exp [za (zLog ng@];l)] (H g], gj+1>)n+l)

rm j=1 j:l
~do (&) - do(&m) , (14)

with the understanding that the subindexes are always taken mod m (i.e.

Em+1 = &1). We also define

q)(£17~~~7£m) = ZLOgH 1 _gj”é‘f]’;l

o g 75 +1>
= ZLog 1 _]|£ J|2 (15)

13



7
n+1

> [Log K(&,€) — Log K(&,&41)] - (16)
j=1

This notation will be useful when using stationary phase method later.

Remark 3.2. Notice that %ﬁjﬂ € (—o00,0] if and only if (§;,&4+1) €
[1,00). However, this does not occur since &;,¢4+1 € By,. It follows from (I5])
that ® is well defined and continuous on I'. Moreover, from (I4]) we find
that all the &; involved in the integration are the ones in the support of a;.
Since each a; has compact support in I', we conclude that there is an open
neighborhood of (—o0,0] such that only values outside this neighborhood
are used to evaluate Log in the expression for ® when computing (I4]).

We describe the behavior of Im(@(gl, oy §m)) with the following result.

Lemma 3.3. Im(®(&,...,&m)) > 0 for any (&1, ... &) € I™ | with equal-
ity if and only if & =& = - =&y

We will make use of the following claim.

Claim 3.4. Let m € N, m > 2. The for any {dy,...,dn} C (0,1),

m

H 1—djdj+1 >1

=1, (17)
1—d2

j=1

where dmy+1 = di. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if di =

Proof. The proof is straightforward when dy = dy = - = d,;,. Suppose
that not all d; are the same and let dy := d,;,. We must show that the
inequality in (7)) is strict. Notice that if k" is such that dyy 1 = dps

then
l—dpady 1—dpdpyr  1—dp1dpia
1—d2, 1—dz, 1-d2,

and so

ﬁ 1—djdjy1 1= dy_1dyi ﬁ 1 —d;dji

2 = 2 2 -
ool I-d_, & 1=
JAkE =1,k

14



The rightmost term is a product of the form of (7)) over the set of
m — 1 elements {dy,...,d,} \ {di}. This shows that we can omit
repeated consecutive elements from the list dy, ..., d,, and still get the
same result. Hence, without loss of generality, we can assume that
di,...,d,, are all different from their neighbors modulo m.

We proceed by induction over m. If m = 2 then

(1 —did2)> (1 — didy)?

- B1-B) (-hdl - -d)P

Now assume the statement holds for m — 1. First, we make an ob-
servation: There exists k € {1,..,m} such that d > dy_1,dk11 or
dp < dg—1,dg+1. To see this, suppose d2 > dy. If d3 < dg, then
k = 2 satisfies the property, and if not, then d; < dy < d3. Similarly
if d4 < d3 we have finished, otherwise di < do < d3 < d4. In the
worst scenario dy < - < d,,, which implies that d,,, > d,,_1,d;. The
reasoning for when ds < d; is analogous.

Let k be such an index and define the quadratic polynomial p(x) =
(r — dg—1)(x — dgy1). Notice that for |z| # 1

(1 —dp12)(1 — dg17)
1— a2

p(m) >0 < >1-— dk—ldk+1 .

The roots of p are dj,_1 and dj11, and so p(x) > 0 for all z > dj_1,dk11
or < dg_1,dky1. In particular p(dy) > 0, therefore

(1 —dp—1di)(1 — dpt1dy)

> 1 —dp1dgyr,

1—d
and
1—dp1dy 1—dpdryr 1 —dp_1dgsa
7 7 2
&, 1-& 1—d_,
Then
ﬁ L= didin 1= dioidin l—m[ 1 —djdj
2 2 7
Ha-e -4, 4 e
J#k—1,k

which by the induction hypothesis is greater than 1 because, as before,
the rightmost term is a product of the form of (IT) over a set of m — 1
elements. O

15



Proof of Lemma[33. For each j = 1,..,m we have

11— (&5, &+ 2 1= (€5, 8+1)] > 1= |&11€411 (18)

which we use for

m(@(§177§m)) = Im ZLogH : _é.]|7£§‘1;-1

o ﬁ 1— (&, &+1)

o LGP
1= 1&11&+]
IH BEEEE

The last product is nonnegative by (IT), thus proving the inequality part.
The if part of the equality characterization is straightforward. On the other
hand, if the equality holds, then by Claim B4 |£1| = - = [&n]. Inequality
(I8)) involves the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, so the equality being attained
implies that §; and ;41 are linearly dependent, and thus §; = ;1. Fi-
nally, if £; = —&;41, then

11— (&, &) =1+ |7 > 1= 1&]1€41]

which contradicts the assumption of equality, hence §; = §;11 and & =
Em- O

4 Asymptotic of the trace of a multiple composi-
tion

This section is devoted to finding the asymptotic behavior of the integral
expression in (I3]) when a tends to infinity. Throughout the section, we will
keep m > 2 and ay, ..., a, € C3(T') fixed and denote S := T, 45 0 - 0 Ty, do-

Consider v: B(0,1) CR? T, t = (t1,..,tq) — () a parametrization
of an open set in I'. Let ¢, 51,..., S;—1, 8¢ = (qu)7 s séq)) denote m variables
in R? and 8 = (s1, ..., s;p—1) € R, We define

(1]

. B(0,e)™ c R ™
= (’Y(t),’}/(t + 31)7 ey ’Y(t + Sm—l)) .

(1]

»
~—

(t7

16



Choosing ¢ small enough = is a parametrization for an open set V C I'™,
which intersects the diagonal of I'"* whenever s =0, i.e., s1 = - = ;1 = 0.
Let x € C§°(V). We wish to compute

m

IX(OZ) = Cg/ (0P (E1ebm) H % 5] X(£177£m)

5]7§]+1>)n+1
do(&r) -+ do(&m) . (19)

asymptotically as o — oo using stationary phase method through the pa-
rametrization =. The stationary phase will be made over s with ¢ fixed,
and then we will integrate over . Regarding ) as a subset of the product
manifold I', its Riemannian metric Gz satisfies det Gz(t,8) = det G(¢) -
det G(t + s1) -~ det G(t + spp—1). Make ¢(t,8) = ® o2 = ®(y(t),y(t +
$1), ., Y(t + $m—1)) so that we have

m

Li(a) _ o (3(t9) aj(y(t + sj-1)) =(t
B(o,[)m y[[l (1= (ot + s5-0), 7t +57)))"" V(B
-det G=(t,8)2 d(t,s)

- / / ¢loe () ﬁ aj(y(t +sj_1))det G(t + sj)%
Jj=1 (1 - <fY(t + Sj_l)7 ’Y(t + S])> )TL+1

B(0,e) |B(0,e)m—1

- x(E(t,8)) ds |dt (20)

(For simplicity of the expression, we have adopted the convention that
sp := 0 =: s,). We claim that ¢(t,-) has a critic point at s = 0. Let
1<g¢g<m-—1and 1< j<d We differentiate ¢(t,-) with respect to sg-q)
using (I6) and that Log K (z,w) is holomorphic in z and antiholomorphic in
w. We obtain

n

_Zas—?ﬁp(tgs) T a4+l 2 82’[ LogK( (t + Sq),’y(t + Sq)) . ajf},z(t + Sq)
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0
+* 5o Log K (y(t + s¢), ¥(t + sq)) - 077e(t + sq)

0
~ Log K (y(t 4 sq), ¥(t 4 $q+1)) - 0j7e(t + s¢)
0 _
= Log K (v(t + sq—1),¥(t + sq)) - 0;7e(t + sq)
(21)
from which it follows that Vgp(¢,0) =0 .
We now use (2I)) to compute the Hessian of p at s =0. Let 1 < ¢ <m —1
and 1 < k < d. Notice that if ¢ ¢ {¢ —1,q,q + 1}, then (2I)) does not
depend on s,(fq ), and therefore ﬁz(q)cp(t,s) = 0. For the remaining three
Sk Sj

no null cases we have

52 i [ a2 ]

—  _5(t,0) = — Log K (v(t), v(£))0:%(t) Oy (t
asg—wasgw“’( ) n+1€,§r=1 | 520w, (v(£),7(1)) 95772 (t) O e ( )_
_& ) En & Log K (v(t),~(t))9; t(‘)_t_
as(q+l)8$(-q)(p( ) ) T+l 02,07, 0g (7( )7'7( )) ]’Yf( ) k%“( )
k j lr=1 L J

0? 1 n 92

— (1, 0) = Log K (y(t),7(t)) 97 (t)0x7r

ZaSIQQ>aS§q>¢( ) n+1é§::1 [ om0, 2os K (1(0:7(1)) 0 ()03
2

0 _
+ 827~8w£ LOg K (V(t)v ’Y(t)) 8]"75“)81(}’7’

Recall that
1 0?

n+ 1020z, 2=7(t)

are the components by of the Bergman Hermitian metric of B,, at ().
Comparing with ([8) and (@) of Lemma 2.1 we get

log K(z, z)

82
—i———=(t,0) = —g(p) +ihk(p) ,
68,(;1 1)835-‘1) ! !
82
—i———p(t,0) = —gr(p) — ihk(p) ,
88,2q+1)8s§-q) ! !

18



82
—i——y9(t,0) = 2g;(p)
PRCPND :

where in accordance with Section [, g;x(p) and hji(p) are the components
at p = 7y(t) of the Rieamannian metric g and the skew-symmetric form h
in I'. If we define the matrices G = (g;x(p)) and H = (h;x(p)), then the
Hessian matrix of ¢ at 8 = 0 can be expressed as a (m — 1) x (m — 1) block
matrix with blocks of size d x d in the form

2G -G —-1iH 0 0
-G+ 1iH 2G -G —1H 0
0 -G +iH 2G 0
—iHessp(t,0) = . . . . .
0 -G +1iH 2G -G —iH
0 0 -G+ 1iH 2G

To express the determinant of the Hessian, make W := G~'H to rewrite

G 0 0 ol  —I—iW 0
0 G 0| |-1+iw 21 0

—iflessp(t,0)= | 11 z z s S
0 .. G 0 0 2f I —iW
0 .. 0 G 0 —IT+iW 2l

(22)

and let O,,_1 be the rightmost matrix of the factorization. We then have
det (—iHessy(t,0)) = (det G)™ ' det Oy .

In Appendix [B] it is shown that det O,,_1 is positive, while so is det G

because G is positive-definite. This implies that det (—iHessp(t,0)) is also

positive and so the application of the stationary phase method is justified.

Apply Theorem 7.7.5 [5] to estimate the integral inside the brackets in (20]),
to obtain

m 1
Jiag(ts) H aj(y(t+sj—1)) det G(t + s)>2 (E(t,S)) ds —

n+1
B(0gym-1 =1 (L= (vt +55-1),7( +55)) ) !

D=

det (%Hessgp(t,O))_ H aﬁy(t))det G(o)2 x(v(#), .., 7(1))

o (- hop)t

. (1 +0 (a_l)) .



Substituting this on (20) we get

(o) O e o) ~E [T GO0 det G
o= / [det<2m'H (t.0)) ]131 (1= h@r

:<2_7T> [ (6w ) 0000

a ] _ 2\ym(n+1)
sty i1 (1= hP)
1
"
4G 140 (o))
(detom_1)5
d(m—1)

_ <2_7T> ’ T X(& - 8) do(£)
= j - D) :
fy(B(/o,g)) j=1 (1—1¢?) (det Op_1)

(1+0(a™)) . (23)

In this last expression, the integration can be changed to be done on all
I" instead of just (B(0,e)) without affecting the outcome. To see this, note
that if £ ¢ v(B(0,¢)) then (&, ...,&) ¢ Z(B(0,)™) =V D suppy.

Let vi,..,v : B(0,1) € R? — T be parametrizations of I’ such that
UL %(B(0,1)) = I'. Without loss of generality, we have taken this as a
finite union since, even if I' is not compact, the integral in which we are
interested is done on the supports of the functions a; which have compact
support. Take € small enough and define

Z¢: B(0,e)™ —»T™

Ze(t,8) = (ve(t), ve(t + $1), s Yot + Sm—1)) ,

so that each Zy(B(0,e)™) is, as described in the previous construction, an
open set in I that intersects the diagonal when s = 0. Then

U= JE(B(0,)™)

/=1

20



is an open neighborhood of the diagonal in I'"™ and {Z, B(0,e)"},; 1,
is an atlas for U. It follows from (I4)) and Lemma B3] that Tr(S) decays
exponentially fast outside i when a grows. Let {x/}¢=1,.. 1 be a partition of
unity subordinated to the aforementioned atlas. Applying what we obtained
in (23]) to each x; and substituting it into (I4]) we get

_.m 1a®(&1,....6m) s aj 6]

T (S) cau/e (H £]7£j+1>)n+1) A7) doEn)
+0 (a7)

= / 0P (€1, Em) H( wi3) xe(&1s - &m)

— (1= (6 &)
Ee(B(0,6)™) J

~do (&) - do(em) + O (@)

=1
dm-1) [, m
m 27 2 X€(£7 75) dO'(é')
=c, | — a; (& :
<a> Z:ll—/ (gl_[l ( )) (1—1¢2 )m () (detOm—1)5
(1+0(a™)
d(m—1)
_ (2T T o (e | 2iexel6n§)  do(€)
= <a> 1/(]1_11 (&) (1= €)™ (det Opr 1)}
(1+0(™)
d(m—1)
_ (2 7w do(§) -
@ <a> I/(Jl_ll (1_‘6’2)n+1 (det@m_l)% (1+O( ))7

(24)

since Y S, x¢=1inT.

In order to obtain an explicit formula from (24]), we would like det O,,—;
to be computable, while it would be ideal for it to be constant for all £ =
v(t) € T'. This does not need to be true in general, but in Appendix [B] we
show that this is the case when I' is isotropic or co-isotropic. Namely, in
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Proposition [B.11] we show that

d
2

_ m I' isotropic
\det Op—1 = { o(d—n)(m—1) ;n—4 . . (25)

m"~2 T co-isotropic

which, rewriting it in terms of d’, leads to

(m—1) d' (m—1) d
(det(’)m_l)_% =272 m 2 (26)
for both I isotropic or co-isotropic. Also, recall that fadg = dj‘! - e udo -

272 2
We conclude this section by presenting a statement that describes the re-
sulting estimation when adding this hypothesis.

Lemma 4.1. [Asymptotics for the trace of a composition] Let I’
be isotropic or co-isotropic and ai, ...,am € C3(T). Then

da
~ ~ 5 1
Tr (Taldcr 00 Tamdo = / H 1 — ’5‘ n+1 dO’(f) <1 +0 <a>> :
Proof. Tt can be verified using Stirling’s formula that
MNa+14+n) o 1
o = = 1 .
: nI'(a+1) n! ( +O<0z>>

By the linearity of the trace, the result will follow from (24) by substituting

the last identity for ¢, and the expression for P (det@m 1)~ 2 given in

(24]). ]

5 Section with the main theorem

In this section, we demonstrate Theorem [[.8l First, we state the result for
monomial functions and then extend it to polynomials by linearity. Next,
we will use a Weierstrass argument to derive the theorem for continuous
functions.

5.1 The Szego limit theorem for polynomials

As a consequence of Lemma [4.1] we obtain the following proposition, which
can be seen as a first form of our Szeg6 limit theorem applying to monomial
functions ¢(t) = ™.

22



Proposition 5.1. Let I' be isotropic or co-isotropic and a € C02(F).

Then
o ()") = 25 [ ()00 (10(2)).
(27)
Proof. Take aj = ... = a,, = a in Lemma @11 O

As a first application, we obtain an estimation of the growth rate of
the operator norm of the Toeplitz operators. This result shows that the
operators defined in (@) are indeed normalizations of the Toeplitz operators
defined in Definition L]

Corollary 5.2. Let I' be isotropic or co-isotropic and a € C3(T'). There
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Hf“‘"‘ ‘L<A3<mn>> <C
for all o > 0.

Proof. Let a = aq + iao with a1 and ao real valued. We can write

~

Todo = ﬁal—i-HaHoo)dcr + if(a2+||aHoo)do - (1+i)ﬁ\a||ooda,
and so

HT\GdUHQ(Ag(Bn)) < |‘T(alJrHalloo)do"C(Ag(mn» + ‘|f(a2+||aHOO)dU||£(A3(]Bn))
+ V2Tt

L(AZ(BR))

where the three operators on the right-hand side have positive symbols.
Therefore, it suffices to prove the proposition for ¢ > 0, which in turn
implies that fado is self-adjoint and positive.

Let a > 0 and £ be a positive integer. Then

HfadUHi(Ai(Bn)) - H(fad")zuﬁwi(%)) sTr ((Tad")z> ) (28)

On the other hand, using the result for the trace of the power of a Toeplitz
operator in Proposition [5.1],

()« S () 0 (0 (2)
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cer (1 — [+t

with the constant C' not depending on « nor ¢. Substitute this into ([28)) and
take ¢-th roots to get

l
- c [SHPL] a

)=

da d
~ a(€) a2l 1\2
HTadoun(Ai(Bn)) =C [22113 (1—|£|2)n+1] E = C<M) » (29)
again with the last constant C not depending on « nor ¢, and where we

1
have used that (%)7 < 1 for all £. This is valid for ¢ any positive integer,
particularly for any ¢ > «. Then

IS8
[S]isH

T . 1\ 2 1
HTadJHL(Ag(Bn)) = Cég{] (OM>2 < C(Oéﬂ) < C.

Here we have used that lim a» = 1. Since the constant C' is independent
a—r00

of a, the statement is proved. O

Remark 5.3. From (29) and the arguments given thereafter we find that if

a > 0, sup % is a bound for both the operator norm of fada and its
el
largest eigenvalue.

We rely on the operator Q. to extend the result in Proposition B.1], first
to encompass polynomials. Recall that Q. is defined by

0:(p)0) = oy [ vt () &

when € > 0 and the identity when & = 0.

Remark 5.4. We summarize some important features of this op-
erator.

e Q. is linear in the first entry.
e For p > 0, Q.(sP)(t) = ;—i. This follows from the change

t’!?L

of variables z = pIn (). In particular Q (s™)(t) = L.
5 Pl

m
This remains valid even for ¢t € C. In this case, the integra-
tion domain is taken to be the open line segment joining 0
and ¢.
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e Equation (27) in Proposition [5.0] can be rewritten as
%
T ((Tu)") = 5 / Qy (s™) (a(€)(1 )~
do(€) (1+O( D) . (30)

We now state the result for the polynomial case.

Proposition 5.5. [Szeg6 limit theorem for polynomials] Let T" be
1sotropic or co-isotropic, a € Cg(F), and P be a polynomial without constant
term. Then

&

" )? a(¢) 1

Tr <P <Tado’ / Qd’ <W> da(é) <1 + 0] <E>> .
Proof. The proof follows from (B0) and the linearity of both the trace and
Qe O

5.2 The Szego limit theorem
We now wish to extend our result to apply to more general continuous

functions. From now on, we will consider a > 0. Fix R > 0 so that

a(€)
ey <

From Remark 5.3l we infer that

U o (Tadcr> C0,R] .

a>0

This is important as gp(fada) is only well defined if ¢ is continuous on the
spectrum of fadg. Because we seek to analyze the asymptotic behavior of
go(f udo) When « grows, we require ¢ to be continuous on the spectrum of
fado for all a.

We define the family of functions for which we will extend the past
results.

Definition 5.6.

C:{@GC[O,R] :dp>0, #GC[OR]} .

25



Remark 5.7. Without loss of generality, we can restrict the def-
inition to consider only p € (0,1).

Proposition 5.8. The family C satisfies:

a) CO{P : P is a polynomial without constant term} .

~

b) ¢ <Tada) is trace class for every ¢ € C.

c) Q:(p)(t) is well defined ¥V e > 0, t € [0,R] and ¢ € C. Moreover, if
p > 0 such that % € C[0, R], then

P

10,8 P

el </

d) For every p € C
/Q%'(so) (%) do(§) < oo
r

Proof. a) is obvious. For b) let \; be the eigenvalues of fadg. Recall that as
a is taken to be positive, so is T, udo- Then for ¢ € C the norm of ¢ (f adg)
in the trace class Sy (A2(B,)) satisfies

o0
Toao ) — by
H(p< ad Sl(Aa(]En)) Z_:‘(p( ])‘
7j=1
o= o) AP
- Z AP il
j=1 "
o(t) | =
< sup |- |17
tefo.R] | 1¥ ; ’
_ || H:f 8
Hsp ropor 11 s, a2 @ay

which is finite because T,q, belongs to the Schatten class S,(A2(By,)). For

¢) we compute
1 ¢ £\ ds
—— In - hiid
I'(e) /0 #1s) (n S> s

26
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#(5)

CIAERICHIN
o R

Finally, for d) we use c) to get

l/gw ) (et ) 4009 < [ s ) (=)
r

L°°[0,R]

do(£)

1 a§) \*
= Hsp L°°[0Rp_2 <1—|§|"+1> do (&)
T
0 o(supp(a)) a©) \
<[5 om e <§‘§113 - |g|n+1> =0
(31)
where o(supp(a)) = fsupp(a) do(§). O

For the proof of the Szegd limit theorem we will use the following two

results. The proof of the first one relies strongly on the hyperbolic geometry
of B,, and is left for Appendix [Al

Lemma 5.9. Let I' C B, be a submanifold and a € C3(T') a posi-
tive function. For p € (0,1)

1s bounded as o — 0.

Lemma 5.10. Let T' be isotropic or co-isotropic, a € C3(I') a
positive function, and P a polynomial without constant term. For

€ (0,1),
£QG>T4@WYP@WNZ
/Q”pp <@_§QH>“@-

27
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Proof. (Proof of Lemma [5.10))
In order to ease the notation, we will write

3 (0) = [ 0w (o) (—U) Y g4,
Q)= [0 (=) 400

and S := fadg. Let € > 0 and {g; }jen be a sequence of polynomials without
constant terms that converges uniformly to the function s” in [0, R]. For
each j € N we have

(g)g Tr[(S)" P (S)] - QO(SPP(s))‘ <
(Qgﬂﬂﬁ—ww»m$ﬂ+(ﬁgn@wwwﬂ—é@m

+ 'QO((QJ — sP)P) ‘ =L +I+1I;. (32)

We first bound I 1- Let P be the polynomial whose coefficients are the ab-
solute values of the coefficients of P. In this way |P(s)| < P(s) for all
s € [0,R] and hence (15 — |P|)(S) is a positive operator, which in turn
implies Tr(|P (9)]) < Tr(]5 (S)). As P is a polynomial without con-
stant term, applying Proposition we can find a constant C' such that

(g)% Tl‘(]3 (S)) < C. We can now get

el
° TN 2
L = <E>2 Te[(S” — g;(S)) P (S)]
d
T 2
< (5) 1P ()5, a2 ey 157 = 95 (| a2 8,0,
T4
_ (a> Tr(IP(S)|)||3p_gj||L°°[o,Rl
d
g
< () BBE) I~ gl < Ol gl - (33)

To estimate I°3 we first notice that

H(gj —psP)P lis

sp

9
L°°[0,R]

S Hg] - SPHLOO[(),R]
L°°[0,R]

28



with || 4 HLOO 0.y Pounded as P has no constant term and p € (0,1). We
then apply inequality (3I]) from d) in Proposition 5.8 to get

: o(supp(a)) a®) \"||(g— )P
I3 § p%/ (2161?1_|£|n+1> H sP

L°°[0,R]

< Cllg - (34)

L*°[0,R] °
Both ([B3]) and (34 are valid for all j € N, and the constants involved in

each of them do not depend on j or a. Since ||g; — s HLoo 0. tends to zero,

we can choose j* € N large enough so that Il < 5 and Ig < 5. Finally, for
this fixed j*, g;+ P is a polynomial without constant term, so by Proposition
0.0l

d
o T 2 o €
b= |(2) g ()P ()] - Qg P)| < 3
for all « large enough, which together with ([32]) proves the claim. O

We now give a proof of the main result of the paper.

Proof of Theorem [L.8 [Szegd limit theorem). Because ¢ € C, ¢(0) = 0 and
we can find p € (0,1) such that % € C|0, R] and % =0at s =0. Let
{p;} jen be a sequence of polynomials without constant terms that converges
uniformly to £ ( ) in [0, R]. This in turn implies that s”p; converges uniformly
to ¢ in [0, R]. We use once more the notation for Q(¢) and S that we defined
in the proof of Lemma [E.10] and follow a similar approach. Let ¢ > 0. For
each 7 € N we have

() 1) - 000 <

&)

[S]isH

Tr(ip(S) — 5”293'(5))‘ + ‘(g)g Tr(57p;(S)) — Q (s"p;)

T '@@ppj_@)‘ 4 ds s (35)
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[S]isH

‘TT <5p(8% - pj)(S)) ‘

d

~ ~—
ol oIy
~— ~—

d ®
< HSpHsl(Ai(Bn))H(S_p_pj)(s) L(AZ (Bn))
a
T 2 ¥ Ld
= (Z)7 Te(s? H—— | = CH__ ' F
(a) r(S7) s P L®0,R] P L%[0,R] (36)

where the last inequality is obtained applying Lemma [5.9
For Ig, we employ inequality (BI]) from d) in Proposition 5.8 to obtain

sPpj — ¢
sp

Is < C

- ellg-

(37)

L°°[0,R] L°°[0,R]

Both (3€) and (B7) hold for any j and are independent of «, so we can
pick j* € N such that Iy < £ and Is < § for all & > 0. Finally, for j*

3
fixed, Lemma [B.10] asserts Is < § for all a large enough. Applying all these
inequalities in (B5]) concludes the proof of the theorem. O

6 Corollaries and follow up results

In this section we present some results that follow as applications of the
Szeg6 limit theorem [[.8 In particular, we obtain results describing the
distribution of the eigenvalues and the Schatten norms of Ty, .

6.1 Distribution of eigenvalues

We begin by stating the equality in Theorem [.8 in an alternate form. Ad-
dressing the definition of Q, the right hand side of (7)) equals

__a® d_q
b ajeynT L) 21 ds
2%/1“(%) /F/() #(s) (hl s(1— |¢)2)ntt s do(§) ,

and interchanging the integrals order by Fubini’s theorem, it can be rewrit-
ten as

max %
1 [EF a-jg2)ntr
— o(s)
25 Jo

F(%)S /{Eer :

a©)
o (o) aoto)] s
(a-lgH)nFI=
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If we define D, (s) to be the function defined by what is inside the brack-
ets in the last expression, then ([7]) can be restated as

lim (z)g Tr (gp (fado)) = i, /Og“gff o ‘5‘(2)%1 ©(8)Dy(s) ds . (38)

a—o00 \ 2%

Notice that by doing this, we are now interpreting the asymptotics given
in the Szegd limit theorem as an integral with respect to a measure D,(s) ds
that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R.

Corollary 6.1. Let I C (O,Izlalgc %] be a closed interval and de-
€

note by Np( ado) the number of eigenvalues of fado i I. Then

lim (—) ./\/] adg =

a—00 \ (v

Proof. Let I; be the indicator function of I, which is continuous on each
spectrum O’(Tado) a > 0. If {)\;};en are the singular values of Tado we
notice that

NiTwo) = > 1= i]lf()\j) = T (I (Toas ) ) -
Gonen el

Let I = [c, d] and consider the two sequences of trapezoidal functions {¢;}en,
{¢;}jen defined by

0 x €10,
jlx—c) :EG(C,C—I—%)
bj(x) = 1 zelets,d=3 |
—j(z —d) :EG(d—%,d)
{ 0 x € [d,00)
0 x € [O,C—%]
jlx—c)+1 xe(c—%,c)
oj(x) = 1 x € [e,d]
—jz—d)+1 z€(dd+1)
0 x € [d—i—%,oo)
These functions satisfy
lim 9;(z) =Iea(z) lim ¢;(z) = I;(x)
Jj—roo j—oo



for all z > 0 and ¢;(z) < Ij(z) < ¢;(x) for all j € N and « > 0. It follows
that

(1/1]( ado)> < Ni(Tugo) < Tr (%( adcr)> ;
and by (38])

~

TG 5
max —— n 1 2
/ser (1-]gi2)ntl ¥;(5)Dy(s) ds < — lim <z> ’ Ni(Tads)
; P

(07

a()
max ———— 5 T

< /ger a-lg)n+ ¢j(s)Dqa(s) ds  (39)
0

for all j € N. Now note that |¢;(z)| < |¢;(z)| < ¢1(x) for all z >0, j € N
a(g)

and fﬁer a-jH=E #1(8)Dy(s) ds < oco. Then by the dominated convergence

theorem
B2 TTeltT B e
tin, [ U eDas) ds = [ ey (@) Dals) ds
J]—00 0 0
and
B2 TTelt T 25 ety
tim [ 05(5)Da(s) ds = / 5. (2) Da(s) ds .
J—00 0 0
both of them being equal to [; Dy(s) ds, which together with (39) concludes
the proof. O

6.2 Schatten norm estimates

Let p > 0. Recall that for A a compact operator in A%(B,,), A is a member
of the Schatten class S,(A2(B,,)) if and only if |A[P is of trace class. This is
equivalent to having the quantity

1
HA‘ ’Sp(Ai(]Bn)) = Tr((A*A)g)P

being finite. For p > 1, |[-[[5) 42 s, is @ norm in S,(A2(B,,)), while when
0 < p < 1itis a quasi-norm satisfying

1A+ BIE a2y 2 (A1, 2 5y T IBIE, iz )

Let a € CS(F). If fadg is a Toeplitz operator, it can be expressed as the
sum of three Toeplitz operators with positive symbols (see the beginning of
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the proof of 5.2). Then, as [|-|| is at least a quasi-norm, we will have by
Lemma [5.9] that

is bounded when o — 0.

Lemma 6.2. Let I be isotropic or co-isotropic and a € CZ(T'). For any
p>0,

oy N a©l \?
Jim (5)7 T (Tiao o) )‘<2p>fz’/r<<1—|£|2>"+l> ao

Proof. For any Toeplitz operator, f;dg = Aadg and so we have for m € N

[SIiS]

= 7))’ ja(&) >

Tr((Tj, Todo)™) = (L(l;))zd / (1 — [€[2)2m(n+D) do () <1 o <é>>

)? |a(€)[” 1
= : —]d 1+0|— .

o o (o ) 470 (140
Make A ;=T adoT do- Using the same arguments as in Corollary and
the discussion at the beginning of Subsection we can find a constant R

such that o(A) C [0, R?] for all a > 0.
By the linearity of Q. we get
2

&.

dim (2) e = g7 [0 (0 ) w0

for any P polynomial without constant term. Let ¢ > 0. We compute

() e - o [ (i) ) < ()
+ ‘(g)gTr(P(A)) - %/FQC;/(P) (%) do

[ 2y =P (=i ) 2o
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1 . . .
+W =:I7 + Ig + Iy
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for any such polynomial. We will consider a P of the form P = P Py
with P; and P» two other polynomials without constant term. By doing this

we have
3 D, D P
|s2 — P| < [s1][sT — Pi(s)| + [Pi(s)||sT — Pa(s)] .

Using this, we estimate f7 by
d d
hg(gy<nmaA%_aumw+(gy

s

= (E)2 Al H34 _P1HL°°[ORZ +< > Tr(Fy (A HS“ _P2HL°°[0,R21’

Tr(P(A) (AT — Pz(A)))‘

and, applying ¢) of Proposition 5.8, Iy by

=t [(a —‘fr%mlfd"@

OWACE

(% = Pl ey + P15~ e 55 = Pl

for all @ > 0. We can now choose P; such that

_ —1
155 Pty < §min { (s Emcat) ", ()% (o) Fare) '}
and P, such that

2% (3)*

L%°[0,R?)

a>0

d 1
((%)7||37%P1HL°°[0,R2] fp<ﬁ§§‘n—+r)%da(ﬁ)> } .

This ensures that j7 < 5 and fg < 5. Finally for these fixed P; and P, we

know from (40]) that we can take « large enough so jg < 5, which together
with (4I]) concludes the proof. O

195 = Pll gy < min{ () Frncn)

The desired result describing the Schatten norms follows as a conse-
quence.

Corollary 6.3. Let I' be isotropic or co-isotropic and a € CZ(T'). For
any p >0,

g 1 9OV yoe)’
O}g&(a) HTadUHSp(Ag(Bn)):<(2p)d2'/r<(1_‘§’2)n+1> da(&)) '
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6.3 An example

We illustrate some of the results given by presenting a concrete example.

For r € (0,1) let T = rS! = {z€C: |z = 7’} If we use the parane-
trization v : (0,1) = I', v(0) =re
this case d = 1 and n = 1, thus d’ = 1 Let a =1 111 F and T, = T14, be
the associated Toeplitz operator. Then

T,f(z) = 2rr(l—r)*"Ya+1) /1 K(z,re*™) f(re?™?) dg
0

for any f € A2(D).

Recall that e, (z) = 6,2 with §,, = %, m € Np, is an

orthonormal basis for A2 (D), and that the Bergman kernel can be expressed
as an hypergeometric series via

MNa+j+2) ;
K z,w) = (1—zw a+2 Z T(a+2) ]! ———(zw)’ .

Using this we compute

Trem(z) Oé + 1 S / Oé +J+ 2) S\F T I T ) i e—2mif | m2mmif g

27 (1—r2) ot Oé + 2) 4!

a+2 j'
F(a+m+2)
— 1 2m
(a+1)r Ta+2) em(2) ,

from where it follows that the eigenvalues of ZA} = ﬁTr are

A — _(1_r2)a_11“(a+m+2) 2m+1
= il S B s

o F(a+1)m! " ' (42)

m € Np.

6.3.1 Operator norm

We seek to analyze the behavior of the operator norm of ZA} by estimating its
largest eigenvalue. For any fixed «, we notice that the sequence of quotients
Am (a+1)r2

Am—1 B m r

35



is monotonically decreasing to r2 < 1. Thus, the largest eigenvalue of f for

this v is A+, where m™ is the largest natural number such that (a;l) +7r2 >
1. This is obtained when m* = L(a + 1)%4 Assume « is such that

(a+1) 1127"2 € N. Then in terms of the Beta function

I'a+m* +2)
I'(a+1)m

2 -1
B<a—|—1 (a+1)1_r2> r2 .

If o grows, so does m* = (a + 1)%, and we can derive that

2
2 *
B<a+1 (a+1)1_T2> ~ ajl(l—rz)aﬂrzm -t

from the known asymptotic formula B (z,y) ~ 27 I B large x

(z+y)
and y, which is in turn an application of Stirling’s formula. Substltutlng

this in the expression for A« in (42]) we get

\ a+1 1 1
O A (R N e

when « grows. This shows that the normalization proposed in (@) and
Corollary [5.2]is optimal in terms of the growth rate of «, while also exhibiting
the sharpness of the bound given in Remark [5.31

£+y

6.3.2 Eigenvalue distribution comparison

Keeping with T, as defined above, given an interval [t1,ts] C (0, ﬁ)

Corollary simplifies to

e
) ] - o

which is also written as an asymptotic equivalence in the form

Moaa®) ~ f_—[\/1 (=rbym) — (w=m) |

(44)
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To test this result, for fixed values of r € (0,1) and ¢; < o < ﬁ, and
distinct values of a, we have numerically counted the number of eigenvalues
of T, in [t1,t5] using @Z). For a pair of selected values, the comparisons
between these numerical outputs and the expected results given by ([43]) and
([#2]) are presented in the next two tables.

o« | Mygaw(Dy) | RHS of @ | FNys (D)
100 4 13.47 2.4814
500 30 30.13 2.378
103 42 42.61 2.3541
5-103 95 95.29 2.3813
10* 134 134.76 2.3750
5-107 301 301.35 2.3859
10° 426 426.17 2.3877

Table 1: Comparison for r = %, t = %, ty = %. The values in the second column
were obtained by counting numerically for how many values of m the eigenvalue A,
as given in ([@2) lies in [12, 23], As expected, the numbers on the rightmost column
seem to be tending to the value of the R.H.S. of (43)), approximately 2.3887 in this

case.

« ./\/'[%7%](71%) R.H.S. Of(@]) \/g./\/'[%%](T%)
100 ) 5.60 0.8862
500 12 12.52 0.9511
103 18 17.71 1.0088
5-103 39 39.61 0.9775
10% 56 56.02 0.9925
5-10% 125 125.28 0.9908
10° 177 177.17 0.9920

Table 2: Comparison for r = %, t = %, to = % The values in the second column

were obtained by counting numerically for how many values of m the eigenvalue \,,
as given in [@2) lies in [£, 2]. As expected, the numbers on the rightmost column
seem to be tending to the value of the R.H.S. of [@3]), approximately 0.9930 in this

case.
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A Proof of Lemma

Throughout this section a will be a positive symbol and 0 < p < 1. Lemma
[5.9]is equivalent to there being some constant C' > 0 such that

d

2

Tr(12,,) < Ca("2)+s (45)

for all a large enough. We will prove this inequality.
Let T,q, be the Berezin symbol of T,4,, namely

fado(z) = <Tadokz'7kz> .

For any Hilbert space H and any positive operator A € L(H), the relation-
ship (APz,r) < (Az,x)P is true for all x unitary in H whenever 0 < p < 1
(Proposition 1.31 [I7]). Combining this with the definition of T}q, yields in

75 (2) < (Taao ()

for all z € B,,. Using the formula for the trace of an operator in terms of its
Berezin symbol, we get

T (Th,) = o [ Ty (2) dr(2)

< cq /n (fadg(z)>p dr(z)

— |Z — |w it alw)ao(w
o | F/<(1 221~ |2>> COTON e

“ 11— (z,w)]? 1= fwf?)r+t
Bn

(46)

where d7(z) = % is the invariant measure on B,,.

Remark A.1. If ¢, denotes the involutive automorphism in B,
that interchanges z with the origin, then
(1= [ = [w)

2
11— (z,w)? '

=1 = |pz(w)]

Moreover |p,(w)| is the pseudo-hyperbolic distance between z
and w, while the hyperbolic distance is §(z,w) = tanh™! |, (w)].
This then implies

(1= P)(1 ~ JuP)
=Gl =
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with equality if and only if 5(z,w) = 0, if and only if z = w (see
[18] Sections 1.2 and 1.5, particularly Lemma 1.2 and Proposition
1.21).

For € > 0 we now define
V={z€B, : Iwel, f(z,w) < e}

a hyperbolic tubular neighborhood of I" in B,,.
Proposition A.2. The neighborhood V satisfies

i [ ] (A BP0y ot |
: /{!( 11— (z,w)? ) a—mmml(”)—o( )

Bn\V

(47)
Proof. Let r(a) > 0 be such that f(w,0) < r(a) for all w € supp(a). There

exists some constant C,.(,) > 0 that only depends on r(a) such that

_ 1—|ul?
1
Cr(a) - 1= ‘UP = Cr(a)

A

for any w,v € B, with S(u,v) < r(a) (Lemma 2.20 in [I8]). Let p < 1 be
such that C,.(4)(1 — p%) < 1/2. It suffices to prove that

p P
Ji = / [*} dr(z) and Jp:= / [*] dr(z)
(Br \V)N{2E€Bn:|z|>p} (B \V)N{2E€Bn:|z[<p}

are both O (a~°°), where * represents what is inside the brackets in (47]).
If z € B,, w € supp(a), the invariance under automorphisms of the
Bergman metric leads to 8(¢,(w), z) = B(w,0) < r(a), and so

—1212)(1 — |wl? _ w)2
(L= [z = |w[®)  _ 1—ps(w)] (1— |2?)

1= (z,w)]? 1—|zf?

IN

Criay (1= [2%) -

Using this we compute

ntlta a(w)do(w oo—(n _
7 < C,(«(;;H p /(1(_ ’)w’2()n3-1 / (1 — |2[2)o=(+D=P) gy ()

{2€Bn:|2|>p}
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< C (Cr(a)(l - p2))ap

1

for all « large enough so that ap — (n+ 1)(1 —p) > 0.
If 2 ¢V then B(z,w) > € for all w € I" and hence

1 —|p.(w)|> = 1—tanh?B(z,w) < 1—tanh?e

which we use to conclude that

Jo < (1—tanh?¢)titor / a(w ’ ’ / dr(z)
w
T {z€Bn:|2|<p}
2 \« 1
< C(1 —tanh®€)® = O<—> .
aOO
O
We take a moment to focus on the case d = 2n, so I' is an open subset

of B,, and T,q, = T,. Considering the result in last statement and using it
together with the first inequality in (46 we can get

Tv (T,,) gca/6 (Er;(z))p dr(z) + O (%) ,

n

where 6 < 1 is so that 6B,, D supp(a). In this case, the exponent of «

in (@5) simplifies to n, which is the growth order of ¢, = O‘77,1(1 + O(a™1)).
~ \P

Therefore, it will suffice to show that | 5B, <T a(z)) d7(z) remains bounded

when « grows. For this we recall that the Berezin transform is a contraction
from L£(A2(B,,)) to L>®(B,,), so

~ P
/ (7)) a2 < |[Talffe, / dr(z)
Bn Bn
S C||T||C(A2(]B; D
Since d = 2n implies T' being co-isotropic and d' = 0, NTall a2 oy =

7r7L

o aH LOAZ (B)) is bounded for all @ > 0 by Corollary (.2l thus proving
the claim for d = 2n.
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Let d < 2n — 1. From Proposition [A:2] and rewriting the integral ex-
pression in (@) we conclude that proving our claim relies on bounding the
integral

P

_ 14p aln(l—|p. (w)2) @(w) do(w) du(z)
Ty(a) :==c, / /e T G o) B0 | (o)

Vv LI

We now give a parametrization for V. By means of using a partition of
unity subordinated to an open cover of the support of a if necessary, we
can assume without loss of generality that the support of a is contained
on the image of a single parametrization v : B(0,1) — I" of I For each
p="(t) €T let {Ei(t),...Eop_q(t)} be an orthonormal basis for the normal
space D¢ (T;,,I‘)l c T,B,, at p, so the ambient tangent space T,B,, splits as
a direct sum

T,B,, = Dyt (TpI') @ span{ E1(t), ..., Ean—aq(t)} .

Also let eXPay(p) - T,B, — B,, denote the exponential map. As the Bergman
ball is geodesically complete, exp, ) has all of T;,B), as its domain. Denote
by B'(0,¢) € R?"~? the ball of radius € centered at the origin. We define

n:B(0,1) x B'(0,¢) CRY x R4 — B,
2n—d
ntx) = expyy | Y. xE;(t)
j=1

By choosing € small enough, we can guarantee that:

i) n(t,x) is in a geodesic ball centered at y(¢) and therefore the Bergman
and radial distances between 7(t,z) and (t) coincide, this is

[

i

ISH
)

ii) The Bergman distance from 7n(¢,x) to I is attained at ~(t), this is
B (v(t),n(t,x)) < B (v(s)n(t,x))

for all v(s) € I'. Moreover t is the only critical point of the func-
tion S (v(-),n(t,z)) in B(0,1), therefore the last inequality is strict
whenever s # t.
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It follows that V = n(B(0,1) x B’(0,¢)) and

p
; ds
To(a) = et ot ((ta),s) _ 0(v(s)) m(s)
r 11— (n(t,x),y(s))P"+D)
BO1)XB(0,¢) |B(0,1)
. n(t,z) dtdz (48)

(1= [m(t, x)[?)t0=p) 7

where m(s)ds = do(w), n(t,z)dtde = dv(z), and we have introduced the
phase function ¥((t,z),s) = —iln (1 — |<,0,7(t7m) (7(3))‘2) The observations
made in ii) and in remark [A] translate to that for each (¢,x) € B(0,1) x
B'(0,€), the function ¥((¢,x),- ) has its only critical point at s = t.
Applying the method of stationary phase (Theorem 7.7.5 in [5]) yields

in
/eiaqz((m),s) a(v(s)) m(s) ds
11— (n(t,x),~(s))[2+D)
B(0,1)
: 1+0 (4
e 11— (n(t, z),~(t))[2+D) det(—iHessW((t, x),t))2

(49)
The continuity of the functions involved and the compactness of the
domain also imply that

a(y(t)) m(t) det(—iHessW((t,z), 1)) 2n(t,z)
11— (n(t, z),»(t))[2+D) (1 — |n(t, z)[2)(+ D)

is uniformly bounded for (¢,z) € B(0,1) x B'(0,¢). Implementing this and
(#9) in the expression for Z,(«) in ([48]) we find that there exists some con-
stant C' > 0 such that for all « large enough

dp
1 27\ 2 .
N < _ zpa\Il((t,:v),t)
" Iy(a) < C < - > /B'(o,e) e dx

= C <2—7T>d2p /B/(QE) (1 — tanh26(’y(t),n(t,az)))pa dz

(07

dp

= C <2—7T> i / (1 — tanh? |z| )pa dz . (50)
«Q B'(0,€)
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We can find some constant C' > 0 such that Cr?*~4=1 < (tanhr)2"—d-!
for all r € (0,€). This can be done because @ tends to 1 as r approaches
0. Integrating in polar coordinates:

/ (1 — tanh? |z| >;na dr = (2n— d)/ r2=d=1(1 — tanh? )P dr
B(0,¢) 0

2n—d [€
< nC' / tanh?" =41 (1 — tanh? r)P2dr
0
d tanh? e
n—4% d o
= 02/0 prt (L=t dp
d
Sy d
< n02 B<n_§7pa> ) (51)

where we have used the change of variables p = tanh?r and B(z,w) is the
Beta function. As a consequence of the Stirling’s formula the Beta function
has the asymptotic approximation

B (n — g,pa> ~T <n — g) (pa)_"Jr%

as @ — oo. Combining this and (5I]) with (50) and the fact that ¢, ~ o
we get

dp

I(a) < Camtp=-nts — Cpr(n=9)+3

which by Proposition [A.2] implies [@H]), concluding the proof of Lemma 5.9

B The determinant of the Hessian

B.1 The determinant as a block matrix

Recall from (22]) that computing the determinant of the Hessian of ¢(t,0)
relies on computing that of O,,_;, which we have defined as the (m —1)d x
(m — 1)d matrix that expressed as a (m — 1) x (m — 1) block matrix with
blocks of size d x d has the form

21 -1 —W 0
—I+W 21 0
Om-1= : : : : ;
0 21 —I —iW
0 —I +W 21
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where W := G~'H.

Let R stand for the ring of d x d complex matrices generated by I and
W. Then O,,—1 can also be regarded as a (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix with
entries in R. As R is commutative, any such matrix possesses a well-defined
determinant in R, which we will denote detg, and that shares all the usual
properties with determinants of square matrices with complex entries. The
relation between this determinant and the usual one det O,,_1 is given in
Theorem 1 in [I2]. From that theorem it follows that

det®,,_; = det <det7g(9m_1> .

Notice that the right-hand side of the equation makes sense since detr O,,—1
is an element of R, and thus a d X d matrix with complex entries. We will
use this fact to compute det O,,_1. This demonstration is the same as the
one in [11].

Proposition B.1. Let ¢ € N. Then
detr O = 21

detr®y =3I — W? |

and
detrOyro = 2IdetrOyi1 — (I + W?)detrO, . (52)

Proof. The first two equalities for detgr O and detr O, are straightforward.
For the one for detr Oy42, expand the determinant along the top row. O

In the following, we seek to obtain a closed form for detr O,. The recur-
sive relation in (52]) can be used to get

detR(’)q+1 . 0 1 detROq

detR(’)q+2 - —([ + Wz) 21 detR(’)qH
B 0 I\? (detr Oy (53)
T\ +W? 2I) \detrOy) °

Suppose W is invertible in R. The eigenvalues in R of (_( I_EwQ) 21}) are
I +:iW, and thus through diagonalization we can write

0 I\ (I I I+iW 0
—(I4+w?) 21) T~ \I+iw I—iWw 0 I—iW
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() )

; I I 1( I+iw—t —w—! ol :
with <I+Z~W I_Z.W> and §<I_ZW,1 -t being inverses in R. We use

this to compute the g-th power of (_( I_EW2) 2II>7 which equals

* *
<(I +W2)((I—iW)1— (I +iW)?) (I +iW)rT — (I — z'W)Q+1> )
and where the entries in the top row are not displayed since they are not

needed for our purposes. Using this to compute the bottom row of (B3]), we
get

2%iWdetrOysn = [(I +W?) ((I — W — (I + W)

[+ W) T — (1= W) detr O

— (I—iw)e [(I F W22 — (I —iW)(3I — W2)]

+ (I + W) { — (I + W22 + (I +iW)(3] — W2)]
= (T iW)1| = (L= iW)?| + (L +aW) (L +iW)?|
= —(I—iW)I" 4+ (I +iW)eHs .

Shift the values of ¢ by making m — 1 = ¢ 4+ 2, and notice that

(I +iW)™ — (I — W)™ = (?) LWyt - Em: <7Z> Mt (—iw)t

=0
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|_77L;1
. m 017720
= 2 —1
w ; <2e+1>( Jwe

which is a polynomial in W. We now state the following.
Proposition B.2. Let m > 2 and W = G™'H. Then
20iWdetrOp—1 = (I +iW)™ — (I —iW)™ |
or equivalently

m
detrOm—1 = Z <2£+1>(—1)ZW” : (54)
=0

Proof. 1t only remains to justify the case in which W is not invertible in R.
By the above arguments, for any invertible matrix, the value of the determi-
nant of the corresponding block matrix will be in terms of the polynomial
expression in (B54]), and hence the same expression will remain valid for W
by continuity and the density of the invertible matrices in Mgxq(C). O

We interpret the geometric meaning of the matrix W. For every p € T’
define the endomorphism K, : Dpe(TpI') — D,e(T,T) by

Kp =1y 0 J|p,u(1,T) » (55)

where II, : T;B;, — Dye(T,I') is the orthogonal projection and J|p ,(1,r) is
the restriction of J to Dpt(T,I").

Proposition B.3. Consider v : B(0,1) — T' a parametrization of T
around p. The matrix W is the matrix representation of the endomorphism

K, with the basis for Dpi(T,T") given by {DPL (i )} d
t j:l,..-,

07,
Proof. The definition of W is equivalent to GW = H, which in turn implies

d
hjx = Zgjfwfk
=1
_ ig <i‘ i\)w
— P 8% t78’w t t

= S (o (l) - 2 (E))
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(2D Ern(2) o

for any 1 < j,k < d. On the other hand we know from the definition that

. 0 0
=t (0w (551) 7o (551,))

This together with (56]) leads to

b <Db<ai ) JDL(@Z‘)‘Ew“D”L(a%L)) -

) . o
for any 1 < j,k < d. Since {DpL (8—%_
get

> } is a basis for Dy (TpI'), we
t Jj=1,...,.d

J Dyt <8% ) ngkDL< ‘) € Dy (T,I)*

and consequently

e (0 (2])) = o (0 (121)

Zwék b L<5W‘ >

for each 1 < k < d, which proves the statement. O

It can be verified from its definition in terms of II, and J that K, is skew-
adjoint with respect to lo)p. This implies that W is skew-adjoint and hence
all its nonzero eigenvalues are pure imaginary and come in conjugate pairs.
Let +iAg, k = 1,...,r stand for said eigenvalues with possible repetitions due
to multiplicity and satisfying

0<)\1§)\2§---§/\r. (57)

Let P,,—1 be the polynomial defined by the right-hand side of (54I), this
is



By the spectral mapping theorem the eigenvalues of P,,_1 (W) are

Po_1(iXg) = ( " )(—1)£(iikk)”

( m >>\%£ _ A" = =)
s 20 +1 2k

each with double the multiplicity as in W, together with the eigenvalue
P,,—1(0) = m with multiplicity d —2r corresponding to the kernel of W. We
present a first statement giving an expression for det O,,_1 in terms of the
eigenvalues of W.

Proposition B.4. Let i\, k = 1,...,7 be the nonzero eigenvalues of
W. Then

T

Vet Ot = m2 " [ (L4 A)™ = (1= A" (58)

2k

Proof.

det Oy = det (detROm_l)

= det P (W)

= 11 A

{X : X eigenvalue of P,,_1(W)}

— md—mﬁ <(1+/\k)m _(1_/\k)m>2 |

Pt 2\

B.2 Some symplectic geometry

In this section we describe the behavior of K, when I' is isotropic or co-
isotropic in order to express the eigenvalues +i\; of W needed to compute
the determinant of O,,_1.

Let (X,w) be a symplectic vector space of dimension 2n, where the
symplectic form is constructed using the formula w(-,-) = g(-,J-) with J a

48



complex structure on X and ¢ an inner product on X compatible with J.
Let V' C X be a subspace of dimension d and denote by V¥ its symplectic
complement as defined in (&) and by V< its orthogonal complement with
respect to g. These sets are also subspaces of X and one can verify directly
from the definitions that

Vi=JWw*) and J(VH)=V¥. (59)

Notice that this will imply dimV* = dimV+ = 2n — d.
According to the definition of K, we define the endomorphism Ky :
V —V by
Ky =y olJly,

where IIyy : X — V is the orthogonal projection and J|y is the restriction
of J to V. We will describe these transformations, obtaining results that we
will then interpret to the particular case of K,. These calculations appear
in [II] with T,I" instead of V.

Proposition B.5.
kerKy =V¥NV .

Proof. Using the relation in (59,

kerKy = ker (HV o J|V)
= J_l(ker Hv) nv
= J'(vHnv
= V¥nVvV.
O

Recall from Definition [[.4] that V' is isotropic if V' C V¥ and co-isotropic
if V2 V¥, The next corollary follows straightforwardly.

Corollary B.6. IfV is isotropic, then Ky is identically zero.

This fully describes the isotropic case. We turn our attention to the
co-isotropic case.

Proposition B.7. If V is co-isotropic, then the image of Ky satisfies

Ky(V)=J(V)nV.
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Proof. Assume £ = Kywv for some v € V. Then Jv = £ 4+ u for some
uweVt = J(V“’). Next we can find some w € V¥ such that v = Jw and
hence { = J(v —w) € J(V), since w € V¥ C V because V is co-isotropic.
For the reverse inclusion, if £ € J(V) NV, then £ = Jov for some v € V,
and therefore £ = Iy ¢ =11, Jv = Kyw. O

Corollary B.8. IfV is co-isotropic then it splits as a direct sum
V=Ky(V)aV. (60)
Proof. By Proposition [B.5l ker Ky, = V¥, and thus
dim (kerKV) =dimV¥ =2n—-d.

On the other hand, by the dimension theorem we have dim (ker KV) =
d —dim Ky (V) Comparing both expressions yields dim Ky, (V) = 2d — 2n.
It follows that

dim V¥ =2n—d and dim Ky (V) =2d—2n,

which together add up to d = dim V. Finally, by the previous proposition
Ky (V) C J(V), and therefore

Ky(V)nVe® C JV)nJ(VE) = 0.

Remark B.9. We have so far shown that

) B 0 V isotropic
dim Ky (V) = { 2(d —n) V co-isotropic

In general, the rank of Ky is always pair regardless of V' being isotropic or
co-isotropic because Ky is skew-adjoint. In order to maintain consistency
with the definition we gave for the eigenvalues of K, in (7)), we will use r
to denote half the rank of Ky .

Keeping up with V' co-isotropic, consider the action of Ky on the split-
ting (BQ) of V: If € € V¥, then J¢ € JV¥ = V1 and hence Ky ¢ = Iy J¢ =
0. Alternatively, if £ € Ky (V) C JV, then J¢ € V, thus in this scenario
Ky¢& =1IyJ¢ = JE. From this we conclude that in the co-isotropic case, Ky
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behaves like J on Ky (V) and like the zero function on V¥. We can therefore
find bases for Ky (V) and V% such that Ky has the matrix representation

0 _ITXT’ 0
(Kv)=| Lx 0 0 |,
0 0 0

where I, is the identity matrix of size r. To obtain the eigenvalues of
Ky, we now compute the zeros of

_)\ITXT’ _—[T’XT 0
det [(Kv) — )\Idxd] = det Irr —M 0
0 0 —AM(a—2r)x (d—2r)

_)\[r r _Ir T
= det( Irxrx —>\Ir><><r> det (_)‘I(d—2r)><(d—2r))

= (A+1)(=n

It follows that the eigenvalues of Ky are 4+i each with multiplicity r and
the zero eigenvalue with multiplicity d — 2r.

We return to the special case of the symplectic space (TpIB%n,wp), with
D,u(TpI') € T,B,, and K, as defined in (G5). The results exposed in this

subsection can be summarized in the next statement.

Proposition B.10. IfT' is isotropic, then K, has no nonzero eigenval-
ues, this is, r = 0. If I' is co-istropic, then the eigenvalues of K, are %1
each with multiplicity 1 = d — n and the zero eigenvalue with multiplicity
2n —d.

We conclude the section with the result we use in Section [] expressing
the value of det O,,,_1.

Proposition B.11. Let I' be isotropic or co-isotropic. Then

v/ det 0,1 = { m

o(d=n)(m=1),n—5 T co-1sotropic

d . .
2 T" isotropic

Proof. In both cases, we conclude by applying (E8) from Proposition [B.4l
By Proposition [B.I0] we know that when I' isotropic r = 0; while when '
co-isotropic » = d —n and i\, = 7 for £k = 1,...,r and thus A\, = 1 for
k=1,..,r.

O
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