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REAL ROOTS OF RANDOM POLYNOMIALS:
ASYMPTOTICS OF THE VARIANCE

YEN Q. DO AND NHAN D. V. NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We compute the precise leading asymptotics of the variance
of the number of real roots for a large class of random polynomials,
where the random coefficients have polynomial growth. Our results ap-
ply to many classical ensembles, including the Kac polynomials, hyper-
bolic polynomials, their derivatives, and any linear combinations of these
polynomials. Prior to this paper, such asymptotics was only established
for the Kac polynomials in the 1970s, with the seminal contribution of
Maslova. The main ingredients of the proof are new asymptotic esti-
mates for the two-point correlation function of the real roots, revealing
geometric structures in the distribution of the real roots of these ran-
dom polynomials. As a corollary, we obtain asymptotic normality for the
real roots for these random polynomials, extending and strengthening a
related result of O. Nguyen and V. Vu.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the real roots of random polynomials,
n
(L.1) Py(x) =) &ejad,
§=0

where ¢;’s are independent real-valued random variables with unit variance,
and c¢;’s are deterministic real-valued coefficients.

Let N,, denote the number of real roots of P,,.

The study of the distribution of N, is a classical topic in probability with
a long history. While leading asymptotics for the expectation of IV, in the
large n limit have been established for many classical ensembles of random
polynomials, analogous results for the variance of INV,, are harder to come by,
especially for random polynomials with non-Gaussian coeflicients, and this
is the main goal of the current paper.

We first include a brief history of the subject before discussing the class
of random polynomials considered in the current work. As reported by
Todhunter in [54, p. 618], as early as 1782, Waring was already interested
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in the distribution of the number of ‘impossible’ (i.e., non-real) roots of a
typical polynomial equation. However, it took roughly 150 years until the
first concrete estimates appeared in the literature, in a joint work by Bloch
and Pdlya [9] in 1932. In their pioneering work [9], the authors investigated
the expected number of real roots of random polynomials with independent
coefficients taking random values in {—1,0, 1} and obtained a crude estimate
of O(y/n). Here and later, we use the usual asymptotic notation X = O(Y)
or X <Y to denote the bound | X| < ¢Y’, where c is independent of Y. Bloch
and Pdlya’s result has inspired many authors to consider estimates for the
(average) number of real roots of random polynomials with independent and
identically distributed (iid) coefficients, which became the primary theme
for most earlier studies, with seminal contributions by Littlewood—Offord
[35-37], Kac [30, 31], and Ibragimov—Maslova [27-29]. In particular, for
random polynomials with iid centered Gaussian coefficients, Kac [30] derived
an exact formula for E[NV,] and showed that

(1.2) E[N,] = %logn + o(logn).

A key ingredient in Kac’s methods is a formula for the mean density of the
number of real roots, also known as the one-point correlation function for
the real roots (see, e.g., [53]). Kac’s formula and its generalization, the Kac-
Rice formula, are now among the most fundamental tools when dealing with
real roots of Gaussian random polynomials. See also [20] for a geometric
interpretation of this formula. Furthermore, random polynomials with iid
coefficients are now commonly referred to as Kac’s random polynomials [53].
The asymptotic formula (1.2) has also been extended to Kac’s polynomials
with non-Gaussian coefficients [21,27,29,31,42,52]. In particular, the error
term in (1.2) has also been improved to O(1) under a very general assump-
tion on the coefficient distribution, see Nguyen—Nguyen—Vu [42]. In fact,
for several interesting classes of coefficient distributions, it can be shown
that E[N,] = Z2logn + C + o(1), where the constant C' may depend on the
coefficient distribution; for details, refer to [17]. For Gaussian polynomials,
a complete asymptotic expansion of E[N,] was derived by Wilkins [56].
During the 1970s, in a series of papers, Maslova [40,41] initiated two new
themes to the subject: the leading asymptotics for the variance Var[N,],

(1.3) Var[N,] [i (1 _ i) + 0(1)] log n,

and the convergence (in distribution) of the standardization of N, to a
standard Gaussian,

N, — E[N,,]
Var[N,]

The convergence in (1.4) is often referred to as the central limit theorem
(CLT), or asymptotic normality, for the real roots of P,. Maslova’s work
has inspired numerous authors to explore similar results for other classes

(1.4) 2 N(0,1).
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of random polynomials and random functions, in both Gaussian and non-
Gaussian settings [1-7, 10, 15, 19, 22, 24, 25, 38, 39, 44, 48, 50]. The current
work is part of these themes.

Now, while earlier studies of the real roots of random polynomials with iid
coefficients were mostly motivated by mathematical curiosity, it turns out
that there is a deeper connection to the theory of random point processes
in statistical physics. In the beautiful exposition [26], the authors examined
random point processes that are invariants with respect to the group of
isometries of the underlying Riemanian surfaces. In two dimensions, this
classification leads to three classical ensembles of random point processes,
corresponding to the isometry groups of the complex plane C, the sphere
St = C U {oc}, and the hyperbolic disk D = {|z| < 1}:

(1) random flat point processes, which are complex roots of the ran-
dom flat (Weyl) series, 772 ﬁﬁjzj, where (§;);>0 are independent
standard complex Gaussian;

(2) random elliptic point processes, which are complex roots of the ran-

dom elliptic polynomials, Z?:o \/ (?)gjzj, where (&;);>0 are inde-

pendent standard complex Gaussian;
(3) random hyperbolic point processes, which are complex roots of the

random hyperbolic series, Z;‘io %szj , where (&;);>0
are independent standard complex Gaussian and L > 0 is a fixed
parameter.

A central theme in the subject is to consider the real analogues of these
random analytic functions when &;’s are real-valued random variables and to
study the distribution of the real roots of their polynomial approximations
(except for the elliptic case when we already have a polynomial). In partic-
ular, Kac’s random polynomials are polynomial approximations of the ran-
dom hyperbolic series for L = 1. Additionally, there are higher-dimensional
generalizations of random elliptic polynomials; see [2,3,32,51].

We now recall the relevant existing results about variance asymptotics and
asymptotic normality for the real roots of the above ensembles of random
polynomials. In the following, the Gaussian setting is the situation when all
random coefficients {; are standard Gaussian. For random flat polynomials,
variance asymptotics and the CLT for the number of real roots have been
established for the Gausian setting in a joint work of V. Vu and the first
author [19]. Concerning random elliptic polynomials in the Gaussian setting,
leading asymptotics for variances were computed by Bleher—Di [8] (see also
[43]) and the CLT was proved by Dalmao [10] (see also [1]). These results
were later generalized to higher dimensions in [2,3]. As far as we know,
the non-Gaussian extensions of [1-3, 8,10, 19] remain open problems. As
mentioned above, variance asymptotics and the CLT for the number of real
roots of random Kac polynomials were proved by Maslova [40,41] for a very
general class of coefficient distributions. For random hyperbolic polynomials
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and derivatives, the CLT was also proved for a very large class of coefficient
distributions in Nguyen—Vu [44]. However, the methods in [44] do not lead
to precise leading asymptotics for the variance, and this is addressed in the
current paper. We also like to point out related results for random functions:
variance asymptotics were considered in [6,15,24,25,38,39] and CLTs were
considered in [1,4,5,16].

1.1. Statement of main results. As discussed above, among the three
classical ensembles of random polynomials, random hyperbolic polynomi-
als remain the ensemble for which the precise leading asymptotics for the
variance of the number of real roots are not known (even for the Gauss-
ian setting), other than the special case of Kac polynomials obtained by
Maslova in the 1970s. The current paper addresses this question. Further-
more, our methods work for a very general class of random polynomials,
which includes not only hyperbolic polynomials but also their derivatives or
any linear combination of these polynomials, and our results also apply to
both Gaussian and non-Gaussian settings.!

We first state our result for random hyperbolic polynomials. To this end,
we fix some notation. Given 7 > —1/2, consider

15)  frlu) = (\/1 " AZ(w) + A, (u) aresin AT(u)> S (u) — 1,
where
W2 u(l —u®™) — (27 + 1)(1 — u)

1 —w? 1 — (27 + Du?™ (1 —u)’

1—u?™ — 27+ 1)(1 — w)u®™ !
(1 — u2r+1)3/2 ’

(1.6) A (u) =

Yr(u) =

and the constant

(1.7) Kr 1= <2T +1 /OO fr(sech? v)dv + ”27—H> l
0

T 2 T

Some basic properties of f; (including integrability) are collected in Lemma
4.1.

Theorem 1.1 (Asymptotics of variances for hyperbolic polynomials). Let
o, ..., &y be real-valued independent random variables with zero mean, unit
variance, and uniform bounded (2 + €) moments, for some e > 0. Let L > 0
and consider the random hyperbolic polynomial

L(L+1)---(L+n-1)

n!

™.

P..1(z) =§0+\/Z§1x+-~+\/

1We note that, other than Maslova’s result from five decades ago, the only non-Gaussian
results for variance asymptotics are for random trigonometric functions, as seen in [6,15].
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For any k > 0, let Ny 1, be the number of real roots of the kth derivative of
P, 1 (so k=0 means P, itself). Then for T =k + %, we have

Var[N, i) = |:2/€7— + 2 (1 — g) + 0(1)} logn.
T T
Remark 1.2. When L = 1, the random hyperbolic polynomial P, ; becomes
a random Kac polynomial, so Theorem 1.1 applies to derivatives of the Kac
polynomials, which are novel even in the Gaussian setting. Note that for
L=1and k=0, we have 7 = 0 and

oo o0
/ fr(sech? v)dv = / (tanh2 v + tanh v sech v arcsin(sech v) — 1) dv
0 0

_T_,
2

thus, it follows from (1.7) that

1 2
Kr = — <1 — > ,
T T
and this recovers Maslova’s result given in (1.3) for the Kac polynomials.

Theorem 1.1 is a special case of the following more general result for ran-
dom polynomials with coefficients having polynomial asymptotics. Below,
we collect the assumptions for this slightly more technical theorem. We as-
sume that there are fixed positive constants Cy, C1, Co, Ny, €, and a fixed
constant 7 > —1/2, such that

(A1) &,...,&, are independent real-valued random variables, with E[¢;] =
0 for j > No, Var[¢;] = 1 for j > 0, and supy<,<, E[|¢;[*7¢] < Co,
and

(A2) each c¢; is real and may depend on both j and n, such that for
Ny < j < n, we have?

(1.8) el = C1j7 (1 + 0;(1)),
and for 0 < j < Ny, we have
|Cj’ S CQ.

Theorem 1.3 (Asymptotics of variances for generalized Kac polynomials).
Assume that the polynomial P, defined by (1.1) satisfies conditions (A1) and
(A2). Then,

Var[N,] = [%T +2 (1 _ i) + 0(1)] log n,

where the implicit constants in the o(1) term depend only on Ny, Cy, Ci,
Cy, €, 7, and the rate of decay of 0j(1) in condition (A2). Furthermore,

2The 0;(1) notation in (1.8) means that this term can be bounded by some o; inde-
pendent of n such that lim;_, . 0; = 0.
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N, satisfies the CLT; that is, the following convergence in distribution to a
normalized Gaussian holds as n — oo:
N,, — E[N,)]

Var[N,,]

The second part of Theorem 1.3 concerning the asymptotic normality of
the real roots of P, is an immediate consequence of the first part regrading
variance asymptotics and the following conditional result of O. Nguyen and
V. Vu in [44] about the CLT for the real roots of generalized Kac polyno-
mials.

2 N(0,1).

Proposition 1.1 ([44, Theorem 1.2]). Assume that &;’s are independent
with zero mean, unit variance, and suplSanE[|£j|2+5} = O(1). Assume
that for some fized positive constants Cy, Cy, C3, and Ny (independent of
n), the following conditions hold:

{clfs|cj|gcaf if No<j<n, and

1.9
( ) C?SCg if 0<j< Np.

Assume also that
(1.10) Var[N,] > logn.
Then N, satisfies the CLT.

We note that in [44], the lower bound (1.10) has been shown for a class
of random polynomials satisfying the following extra condition:

(1‘11) ‘|zj|| —-1=0 (e—(loglogn)lJre) . on— ne—logl/sn <j<n- elog1/5 n
n
This condition was later verified for derivatives of the Kac polynomials and
hyperbolic polynomials, leading to the CLT for the real roots of these poly-
nomials in [44]. Our asymptotic estimates for the variance of the real roots
in these cases strengtk[len} these results, as they provide the details about the
Nn,—E[N,
b e
We also note that the class of random polynomials in Theorem 1.3 and the
class of generalized random Kac polynomials satisfying Nguyen-Vu’s condi-
tion (1.11) are substantially different. For the convenience of the reader, we
include an example in Appendix A that satisfies (1.8) but does not satisfy
Nguyen-Vu’s condition (1.11).

denominator o

Remark 1.4. The assumption 7 > —1/2 is utilized extensively throughout
our proof. It might be intriguing to explore generalized Kac polynomials
within the context where 7 < —1/2. It raises curiosity to investigate whether
the method of this paper can be extended to estimate Var[N,], a pursuit we
leave for further examination. For a recent comprehensive overview of these
polynomials, we refer the reader to the work of Krishnapur, Lundberg, and
Nguyen [33], where asymptotic behaviors of the expected number of real
roots are provided, along with insights into bifurcating limit cycles.
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Remark 1.5. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.3, it was shown
in [18] (see also [14]) that

(1.12) E[N,] = log n + o(logn).

1++v27+1
T

For generalized Kac polynomials satisfying (1.9) (though not necessarily
(1.8)), it was also shown in [18] that E[N,,] grows logarithmically with respect
to n. The asymptotic formula (1.12) in the special cases when &;’s are
Gaussian and ¢; = j7 for some 7 > 0 was previously considered in [11,12,
46,47,49,50]. Note that (1.12) also recovers Maslova’s result in [40, Theorem
2] for the first derivatives of Kac polynomials.

Remark 1.6. Generalized Kac polynomials have also garnered research at-
tention in the mathematical physics community. In particular, Schehr and
Majumdar [49, 50] established a connection between the persistence expo-
nent of the diffusion equation with random initial conditions and the prob-
ability that a certain generalized Kac polynomial has no real root in a given
interval. A more comprehensive treatment was later provided by Dembo and
Mukherjee [13], who derived general criteria for continuity of persistence ex-
ponents for centered Gaussian processes. The authors of [13] then used
these criteria to study the gap probabilities for both real roots of random
polynomials and zero-crossings of solutions to the heat equation initiated by
Gaussian white noise.

Remark 1.7. As a numerical illustration, let us consider the polynomial
P.(z) = Z?zl &;jx?, which can essentially be viewed as the first derivative
of the Kac polynomial. By Theorem 1.3, we have

Var[N,,] = C'logn + o(logn),
where

2 2
C =2+ — (1 — ) ~ 0.575737845.
m

T
Figures 1 and 2 showcase numerical simulations that support this theoretical
result. Additionally, the numerical evidence presented in Figure 3 seems to
bolster the conjecture that Var[V,,] — C'logn converges to a limit as n tends
to infinity, with the limit possibly dependent on the distribution of &;.

1.2. Main ideas of the proof. We now discuss some main ideas of our
proof. To prove Theorem 1.3, our starting point is the universality argument
of O. Nguyen and V. Vu in [44], reducing the proof to the Gaussian case.
However, our consideration of the Gaussian setting differs from O. Nguyen
and V. Vu’s argument. In [44], the authors used a novel swapping argument
to compare the Gaussian version of P, with a classical Kac polynomial (us-
ing the assumption (1.11) and via the reciprocal formulation of P,) and
deduced the lower bound (1.10) from Maslova’s variance estimate for real
roots inside [—1,1]. This elegant approach, however, only involves the real
roots outside of [—1, 1] of P, and the consequential lower bound in [44] for
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The number of real roots of Z;l:l ¢;ja’ with different distributions of ¢;
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FI1GURE 1. Plot of sample variances versus the degree n.

The number of real roots of Z;.l:l &;ja’ with different distributions of ¢;
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FIGURE 2. Sample variances divided by log(n) are approach-
ing C.

the variance is unfortunately not sharp. In our approach, we avoid treating
Maslova’s estimates as black boxes. The main ingredients in our evaluation
of the variance for the Gaussian case are new asymptotic estimates for the
two-point correlation function of the real roots of P, (the Gaussian analog
of P,), as discussed in Section 3. These estimates reveal some underlying
hyperbolic geometry inside the distribution of the real roots of generalized
Kac polynomials (especially under the hypothesis (1.8)): the asymptotics
depend on a certain notion of pseudo-hyperbolic distance between the real
roots. One of the main challenges in the proof is the fact that there are var-
ious instants when one has to find the leading asymptotics for an algebraic
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FIGURE 3. We subtract C'log(n) from the sample variances,
and the curves seem to converge to different values.

sum where the asymptotics of the summands may negate each other, par-
ticularly when the mentioned pseudo-hyperbolic distance is very small. A
separate consideration is often required in such situations, where a geometric
property of this distance (Lemma 3.3) becomes useful in the proof.

We would also like to mention that Maslova’s proof in [40] for the Kac
polynomials relies on very delicate computations for the variance of real
roots inside carefully chosen local intervals. Extending such explicit compu-
tations to the setting of the current paper, where there are no closed-form
formulas for ¢;, appears to be very challenging. However, the estimates for
the correlation functions in the current paper can certainly be utilized to
derive asymptotic estimates for the variances of the number of real roots
inside local intervals, and we include some local estimates in Theorem 2.2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the
universality method from [44] to reduce to the Gaussian case. Estimates
for correlation functions are presented in Section 3, and the proof of the
Gaussian case is presented in Section 4.

1.3. Notational conventions. For any subset I of R, where I may depend
on n, we denote by N,,(I) the number of real roots of P,(x) in I (counted
with multiplicity). In particular, N, = N,(R) is the total number of real
roots. These random variables may take values in {0,1,...,n}.

2. REDUCTION TO THE (GAUSSIAN CASE

We begin by recalling the universality arguments in [44] to reduce Theo-
rem 1.3 to the Gaussian case, and also to localize N,, to the core region Z,,,
defined as follows.
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Here and subsequently, d € (0,1/2) is fixed, d,, := exp(log% n), an = d, !,
by :=n"'d,, and I,, := [1 — a,,1 — b,]. We define
T, =L, U-LUul;tu—17"

where for any given set S, we define —S :={—z:2 € S} and S~ := {27!
z €S}
Let P, (z) stand for the Gaussian analog of P,(z), in other words

Py(x) = &ejal,
k=0

where gj’s are iid standard Gaussian random variables and c;’s satisfy as-
sumption (A2). For S C R, we denote by N, (S) the number of real roots of

P, (x) inside S. The following results were proved in [44, Corollary 2.2 and
Proposition 2.3].

Lemma 2.1 ([44]). There exist positive constants ¢ and X such that for all
sufficiently large n,

| Var[N,,(Z,)] — Var[Nn(Z,)]| < ca) + en™
and

c((log an)* +1og®(nbn)) if by >1/n,

E[N(R\ Z,)] < {c(logan)4 if by <1/n.

With the aid of Lemma 2.1, Theorem 1.3 will be proved once we prove
the following theorem for the Gaussian case.

Theorem 2.2 (Gaussian case). Fiz S, € {—1I,,I,}. Asn — oo, it holds

that
Var[N,(S,)] = (k7 4 o(1)) log n,
Var[N,(S;1)] = [i <1 — 727> —i—o(l)} log n,
and

Var[No(Z,)] = [%T + % <1 - i) + 0(1)] log n,

where k; is given by (1.7) and the implicit constants in the o(1) terms depend
only on the constants Ny, C1, Ca, 7, and the rate of decay of 0j(1) in
condition (A2).

3. ESTIMATES FOR THE CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

The proof of Theorem 2.2 relies on the Kac-Rice formulas for the expec-
tation and variance, which will be recalled below.
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3.1. Kac-Rice formula for the variance of real roots. Let r,(z,y)
denote the normalized correlator of P,, defined as

EP 0P
\/Var )] Var[P, (y)]
Setting kn(z) := Y7o ¢ 227, we see that

(3.1) (a,y) = = (xQ)Zn =

Thanks to the Kac-Rice formulas, the one-point correlation function for the
real roots of P, can be computed by (see e.g., [20])

0%r
1) _ n
pn’ () = axay(:c,x),

and the two-point correlation function for the real roots of ﬁn can be com-
puted by (for a proof, see e.g., [43, Lemma 2.1])

1 . Un(x y)
(2) - — 52 _ “n\HI)
) = 23 (VI Bow) + 8alavy) mcsindu(o,p)) — 2o,
where
(z,y) = Orn (z,x) — (G2 @.y)*\ (rn (y,y) — M
T =N vy Y T T 2(ey) ) \oway Y T T2 ()
and
o) — L (P y) G, y) G (2, y)
MY G ) \Gxdy Y 1—7r3(z,y) '
As is standard, for any interval I C R, we have
(3.2) BN (D) = [ ¥ (@)do
I
and
3:3) Vel = [[ [P ) - o @l 0)] dyds + BT (1),
IxI

3.2. Asymptotics of correlation functions. The estimates for the vari-
ances rely on the formulas (3.2) and (3.3) and asymptotic estimates for the
correlation functions p( ) and pg), which will be established shortly. To this
end, we first investigate the behavior of r,(x,y) for z,y € I,, U (—1,), and
thanks to (3.1), this will be done via estimates for k,(z) for |z| € I2 := {uv :
u,v € I,}. Recall that I,, = [L—ay, 1—by], where a,, = d;;! = exp(—log¥*n)
and b, = d,/n. In what follows, we will assume that n is sufficiently large
and S, € {I,,—1I,}.

By assumption (A2), we can write c? = C%j% (1 + 0j,) for Ng < j <n,
where 0;,, = 0j(1) as j — oc.



12 YEN Q. DO AND NHAN D. V. NGUYEN

Lemma 3.1. Let
0= max oj,n] + a:ﬁ-l/? + ap.
log(logn)<j<n

Then it holds uniformly for x € I2 that

2 T
() = W(l Lo(Y)

and
k(=) = O(r)kn ().

Here, the implicit constants have the same possible dependence mentioned
in Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Clearly, 70 = o(1). By scaling invariance, we may assume C; = 1.
For z € I2, we have

No-1
Z cal + Z JT (L +0jn)T
J=No
No—1 n [log(logn)]
SDITEENIRNCT)) DL RReI G S ar)
J=0 J=1 Jj=1

=: h(x) + (1 4+ O(T))vn(x) + O(tn(z)).
It is clear that h(x) is bounded uniformly on any compact subset of R, and
these bounds are independent of n. For O(t,(z)), we note that
0@ ) _ o)
_ 2741\ _ n _ n 2
[tn(x)| = O ([log(logn)] ) S A A=) zel;.
The estimate for the middle term is based on the asymptotic of vy(z) =
> i1 229, For |z| < 1, vy(z) converges to veo(x) = Li_o,(x) as n — oo,
where Lig(z) is the polylogarithm function defined by

o0

. 2
Lis(2) = i 2| < 1.

j=1
It is well-known that (see [55, p. 149])

Lis(2) =T(1 - s)(—=log2)* '+ > ((s —m) (loij)m’

for |logz| < 2mand s ¢ {1,2,3,...}, where ((s) is the Riemann zeta function.
Thus, uniformly for x € I? (and one could also let = € I}), we have

Li_o,(2) =T(27 + 1)(—logz) 1+ 0(1)

r(2r+1)

= m(l +0(1)),
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where in the second estimate, we implicitly used the fact that 1 — xz =

O(ayn) = O(TY).

n
To estimate Li_o,(—z) for x € I2, we use the first estimate of the last

display and the duplication formula (see [34, §7.12]),
Li o (—2) + Li_g () = 27T Li_o, (2%),
and find that uniformly for z € I2,
Li_or(—2) = O(1).
For |z| € I2, we have

1—|z| > b, =d,/n and \mynﬂ <(1- bn)Q(n-‘rl) _ O(e—2dn),

so
o ) o0
Z jQTa:,j ’n+1 Z]+n+1
Jj=n+1 7=0
oo o0 )
’n-i-lo(z 27"3:‘] n+1 27—2’&"])
Jj=0 J=
1 2T
= |z|""O ( Li_o, (|z]) + (n+ )7
1—|z|
_dn
Thus, uniformly for = € I?l,
oo
: 9 i I(27+1)
vp(z) = Li—gr (7) — Z jTal = m(l +0(r)),
Jj=n+1
and
vn(—z) = 0(1)

Therefore, uniformly for 2 € I2,

2 T
() = W“ L o(9)).

Since
kn(—z) = h(—2) + CF Y 57 (—2) + C Y 5% 0jm(—a),
J=No Jj=No
it follows that
lka(=2)| < O(1) + O(1) + O, () = O(kular), € I2,

where in the last estimate we used a2t = O(7?). This completes the proof
of the lemma. g



14 YEN Q. DO AND NHAN D. V. NGUYEN

The proof can also be applied to kT(f ) (where 7 is replaced by 7+ %z) Note
that the o0, term may change, but it is not hard to see that for i > 1,
|55 = 1) ... (G =i+ 1) = CE (1 + Olony) + O (1/5)).

Since (ay)¢ = O(m) for any positive constant ¢, we then let
@l ‘ 1

Cj7™ B

and obtain the following corollary.

= o(1),

Tn 1= max — =
loglogn

~ log(logn)<j<n

Corollary 3.2. For any 0 < i < 4, it holds uniformly for x € 12 that

_ Cfr(2r+i+1)
- (1 _ $)2r+i+1

k9 ()

n

(14 O0(m))
and
kD (=) = O(ra) R ().

Here, the implicit constants have the same possible dependence mentioned
in Theorem 2.2.

For (z,y) € R x R with 1 — zy # 0, let us introduce the function
2 2 2
y—x (1 —25)(1 - y)
= =1- = .
cimelny) (1—961/) (1 = zy)?

Clearly, 0 < o < 1. It is well-known in complex analysis that

B |z — wl

Q(Z,"UJ) = ’1 _wz‘

defines a metric on the hyperbolic disk D := {z € C: |z| < 1} and is known
as the pseudo-hyperbolic distance on D (see e.g., [23]). A related notion is

|z —yl? _1

A—=]z?)A-y*)  «

which can be naturally extended to R", where it is an isometric invariant

for the conformal ball model B" := {z € R" : ||z|| < 1}, and the classical

Poincaré metric on B™ can also be computed from this invariant (see e.g.,

[45, §4.5]).

We first prove a property of the pseudo-hyperbolic distance that will be

convenient later.

_17

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < ¢ < % be a fized constant. Suppose that for some

x,y € (—1,1) with the same sign, we have

o(z,y) <ec.
Then, for every zi, zo, 23, 24 between x and y, it holds that
1 1+40(o(z,y))

1— Z1%9 1-— Z324
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and the implicit constant may depend on c. Consequently,

o0(z1,22) < o(,y)[1 + O(o(z,y))]-

Proof. Tt is clear that in the conclusion of Lemma 3.3, the second desired es-
timate follows immediately from the first desired estimate and the inequality
|21 — 22| < |z — y|. Below, we prove the first estimate.

Without loss of generality, we may assume |z| < |y|. Since z1, 22, 23, 24
are of the same sign, we have 22 < 2129, 2324 < y2, thus it suffices to show

that ) .
——=(1 .
5 (1+0(e(z,9)) 7—

It follows from the given hypothesis that o = 1 — p?(z,y) > 1 — c?. Conse-
quently,

|z — 9] _ o ewy)
V=1 - ) Vi
Therefore,
0< [ S y? — 22 2|z —y|

Tl-y? 1-22 (1-2?)(1-y?) T (1-2?)(1-y?)
C 20(@y)/VI-c
VA =2H)(1 -y
_ 2o(z, y)/m

= 1—y

i = \/7 < 1, we obtain

-1
s () ot

and the lemma follows. O

In the following, we will establish asymptotic estimates for r,,(z,y) and its
partial derivatives. Under hypothesis (A2), B, is very similar to a hyperbolic
random polynomial. It is well-known that the root distributions of (complex)
Gaussian hyperbolic polynomials are asymptotically invariant with respect
to isometries of the hyperbolic disk D. Thus, it seems natural to expect
that the asymptotic estimates for the correlation functions of P, will involve
isometric invariants, such as the pseudo-hyperbolic distance. The next few
lemmas will demonstrate this heuristic.

Lemma 3.4. It holds uniformly for (z,y) € Sy, x S, that
(3.4) ro(z,y) = a™TV2(1 4 O(7,))
and

(3.5) 1—ri(z,y) = (1 - a® (1 +0(¥m)).
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Proof. Inequality (3.4) follows immediately from (3.1) and Corollary 3.2.
To prove (3.5), we consider two cases depending on whether z and y
are close in the pseudo-hyperbolic distance. Let D := {(z,y) € S, x Sy, :

1y:;2/| > YTp} and D' := (S, x S,) \ D (see Figure 4).

FIGURE 4. D’ is the intersection of the red region with one
of the two blue squares.

First, if (z,y) € D, then 1 —a > /7,,, and so by the mean value theorem,
we have

1—a” ™ > (27 +1)(1 — a) min(a?", 1)
> (27 4 1)/Tpa®™ L
Therefore, we can use (3.4) to obtain
1= 12(2,y) = 1 - a2 (1 4+ 0(r) = (1 - a2 ) (1 + O(y7)),

which implies (3.5).
Now, if (z,y) € D', we have a = 1+ O(y/7,). Therefore, using the mean
value theorem, we obtain

(3.6) 1—a®™ =27+ 1)1 — )1+ O0(Vm))-

Using Lemma 3.3, for any z1, zo between x and y, we have
(3.7)

1 1+0(Ym) 1+4+0(Ym) |21 — 22
= = d - \4/ nj-
1 — 2129 1 — g2 1—gz2 |1 — 2129 O(V/m)
Fix . We then have
Aly)
1 — 2 St —

where A(y) := kn(22)k,(y?) — k2 (xy) for y € S,,. Using (3.7), we find

2 - 2
e )) = (G201 ) 1+ 0.
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Now, A(z) =0, A'(x) =0, and for any z between = and y, we have
A"(2) = 2k (22K, (22) + 422k (22K (22) = 222K (22) ke (12) — 222 (K], (22))2.
Using Corollary 3.2 and (3.7), we obtain

4 T T
A"(z) = Clr% j;g;ﬁi 2 [ 4 a(2r +2)(2 - a?) + O(Y/7)

_ 20;%87_4;;;5(3; +2) 1+ 0.

Since A(z) = A'(z) = 0, by the mean value theorem, there exists some z
between z and y such that A(y) = $A”(z)(y — z)%. Consequently,

Ay (—2)PA)
@) = Ll T )
2
= (27 +1) (13/__;2) (1+0(/m))
y—z\°
—ere ({55 ) w+owm)
which gives (3.5) when combined with (3.6). O

Our next task is to estimate the partial derivatives of r,(x, y). To simplify
the computations and avoid messy algebra, let us introduce the function
Ly (z,y) = log |ry(z,y)|. Note that

orn, B ol, ory, B %
(38) %(l‘ay) - Tn(l‘7y)%($7y)v aiy(x’y) - ’f’n(l’,y) 83/ (xay)v

and

0%ry, 020, oly, oty
B9 gt =ralen) (g + G G ).

The following lemma indicates that one can take the natural log of (3.4)
and then differentiate, and the estimates remain essentially valid.

Lemma 3.5. It holds uniformly for (z,y) € S, x S, that

(3.10) S =T (25w owm)
and
(3.11) 0Ly et (1+0(m))-

920y Y = Ty
Proof. We start with the proof of (3.10). From (3.1), we have

1 1
ln(w,y) = log [kn(zy)| - 7 log fon (%) — 5 o8 kn(y?),
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which leads to

Oln kn(zy)  kn(2®) _ ykp(ay)ka(a?) — k), (2®)ka(2y)
3.12) — =y — = = .
(B12) 5 @Y =V @) ™ k(@) Fon (29 Fon (22)
Utilizing Corollary 3.2, it holds uniformly for (z,y) € S, x S, that

kl(zy) 27+1 K, (z?) 27 +1

Falzy)  1-ag PO and ey =T

We now divide the proof into two cases, similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4.
Let D :={(z,y) € Sp x Sy : |{£ zy]>\/ﬁ}andD’ (Sp x Sp) \ D.

For (x,y) € D, one observes that

(3.13) (L4 O(7a))-

1 — 22 1—xy Yy— 2

= +x < )
ly—z| ly—z| |y—=2 7

thus yielding

n ly — =|
m SN .
ax{l—fﬂz’l—xy} A= 21— ay)

Hence, (3.13) implies
oly, _ ky(2y) ki) 27+1(y—u
%(x’y) 7ykn($y) _wkn(ﬁ) 1 — a2 (1+0(ym)).

We now suppose that (z,y) € D', then « = 1+ O(7,). Using Lemma 3.3,
for all z1, z9 between = and y, we have

11—y

(3.14)
1 1+0(ym) _ 1+ 0(/) |21 — |
= = d ———=0/n)-
1— 2129 1—y? 122 > [T — 2129] (V)
Fix z € S, and express M" = (z,y) as

oy, B B(y)
B By = Ko () o (22)

where B(y) := ykl (xy)k,(2?) — k! (z*)k,(zy), treated as a function of
y € Sp. Then, B(x) =0 and

B'(y) = kn(2®)[K], (xy) + zyki) (xy)] — 2%k}, (2*)K], (xy).

By employing Corollary 3.2 and (3.14), we find that for any z between z
and y,

kn(ﬁ;gc?(m B (12 7_;1)2 (1= 22) + 22(27 +2) — 2227 + 1) + O(y/7)]
_ (127_—;21)2 14 (27 4+ 2)z(z — ) + O(y/Tn)]
21 +1

= m[1+0(ﬁ)}-
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Next, using the mean value theorem and (3.14), we see that for some z
between x and v,

B(y) = B(z) + B'(z)(y — x) = B'(2)(y — x),
thus yielding

Al _ y=2)B'(z) _ @2r+1D(y—=)
%(m,y) - k‘n(a:y)k:n(:vQ) - (1 — x2)2 (1 + O(\/TTL))
— e (52 ) avowvm,

and (3.10) is proved.
To establish (3.11), we utilize Corollary 3.2, leading to

0%, . K(xy) | Ki(wy) K, (zy) |
(3.15) 8x8y(x’ )= T (20) +xykn($y) —x (k:n(a:y)>

27 + 1 (27 +1)(21 4 2) 27 4+ 12
= €T —
1—ay Y (1 —2y)? 1—ay

wo(a5m)

- (f_j;yl) (1+0(m)),

thereby concluding the proof. O

As a consequence of the preceding estimates, we derive an asymptotic

(1)

estimate for py, .

Corollary 3.6. Uniformly for x € S, U (=Sy,), it holds that

(3.16) @) =YL (14 o)),

We remark that a variant of (3.16) is also implicit in [18], with a stronger
bound for the error term (but more stringent assumptions on ¢;).

Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to consider x € S,,. Using r,(z,z) = 1 and
aagx (z,2) = E; (y,y) = 0, we see that

()5 Prn gy = L (2, 7)
Pr 910 - 8x8y
).

Thus, (3.16) follows immediately from (3.11

We now establish asymptotic estimates for p;) Recall that
(3.17)

1 . on\T,
o) = 5 (VI 03(09) + bl ) aresind (o)) —2EW__

- T%(:Z},y)
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where, using (3.8) and (3.9), we write o, and d,, as

(3.18)
on(z,y) = 2 pD () oD ()

(ra(,5) 2 (2, 9))? (ra(r0) 2 ()2
— $ 1_
< (1 (0~ 12(9) P (o >)< 029 2% >>
and
_ralay) [ 9%, Yo (w,y) 52 (2, y)
(3.19) on(z,y) = o (@.1) <8x8y (z,y) + 1= 2(xy) )

To keep the proof from being too long, we separate the estimates into several
lemmas.

Lemma 3.7. Uniformly for (z,y) € S, X Sy, it holds that
27 +1 1+ fr(a)
( )
Sl o

where fr is defined as in (1.5). Furthermore, there exists a positive constant
ag > 0 (independent of n, but possibly dependent on the implicit constants
and rate of convergence in conditions (A1) and (A2)) such that when o < av,
the following holds

(3.20) (1+0( /1)),

a27’ 1
(3.21) P (@, y) = ol (2)p (y) = (1 _O:iz)(:_) y2)

Proof. (i) We begin with (3.20). To establish this, we first derive asymptotic
estimates for o, (z,y) and d,(x,y).
For o, (x,y), we first show that

o 0y, 2
1—r2 & —
(1= o) g ) = () G2 o)
2 1
- (17_;2)2 (1— o = 27+ 1)(1 — a)a® 1) (1+ 00 ¥7)).
Define g(u) = 1 — vt — (27 + 1)(1 — w)u®> ! for u € [0,1]. Tt is evident
that ¢ is non-increasing on [0, 1] and g(1) = 0. Hence, g(a) > 0, implying

1—a®™ > 27 +1)(1 — a)a®

We then consider two cases. First, if §/7,(1 — a?™ 1) < g(a), then (3.22)
follows immediately from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5.

Now, if ¢/7,(1 — o> 1) > g(a), we will show that = and y are close in
the pseudo-hyperbolic distance, namely,

L o).

1=yl

(3.22)




REAL ROOTS OF RANDOM POLYNOMIALS: ASYMPTOTICS OF THE VARIANCE21

To see this, note that on [0,1) the inequality g(u) — ¢/7 (1 — u?>™*1) < 0
implies
27+1

W (1= ) s > (1= /) min(L),

thanks to the mean value theorem. This further implies

u > min (1 — Y10, (1 — %)1/(2T+1)> —1-0(Ym),

thus yielding a = 1 4+ O(/7,) as desired.

Now, since g(1) = ¢’'(1) = 0 and ¢"(t) = (27 +2)(27 + 1)(1 + O(¥™))
for every t € [a, 1], we can apply the mean value theorem to rewrite the
right-hand side (RHS) of (3.22) as

T 2 T
(3.23) Ris = 2 (+1 1_)55(2; Y~ a2a+o0ym)).

Fix x. We can rewrite the left-hand side of (3.22) as
0% ot P 3AA" (@) - B2(y)
— 2 n — n — 2
(1 rn(x7y))axay(xax) <rn(:1c,y) 856 (.73, )) k';’;(xQ)kn(yQ) ’

recalling that A(y) = kn(22)k,(y?) — k2(2y) and B(y) = yk! (zy)k,(2?) —
zk! (2%)ky (zy). Let C(y) :== 2 A(y)A”"(z) — B*(y). We check at once that

C(x) =C'(z) =0,

C"(x) = A" (@) 2B (@) =0,

C/”(l') — %A”(l’)[A”/(x) _ GB//(:L')] — 0’
and for all z between = and y,
W (z) = %A@) (2)A"(z) — 2B(2)B™ (2) — 8B'(2)B"(2) — 6B ()]

Using Lemma 3.3, it follows that for all z1, zo between x and y, we have
(3.24)
1 1+O0(¥7m) 1+0(¥m)
= = , and
1— 2129 1—92 1— 22
Using Corollary 3.2 and (3.24), we obtain

2 - 4
B (22 (47) = ((C;f(;)ji)) 1+ 0(wm).

and for any z between x and y, by arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.4
and Lemma 3.5, we have
Cir(2r + D)I(27 + 2)
B) = (2 ) (1+00ym)

Cir2r+ 1)I(27 +2
- <(1 _+x2))4£+3 u )O( N/7n);

|Z1 — ZQ‘ B

O( /).

1-— 2122’ N
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and for i > 1,
B9(2) = kn(2?) [zk,(fﬂ)(wz):):i + ik (xz)wi_l] — K (2®)kW (22)2" !

n
_CIT@r+ 12T +i+1)
- (1 — 22)4r+i+3
x (21 41+ Dzx! +iz 11— 2% — 2r 4+ Dz + 0 3¢ ™))

_OfT@2r+ )27 +i+1)
- (1 — x2)dr+i+3

(iz" '+ O( /) -

Similarly,
_20{T(27 + 1)I(27 4 2)
- (1 _ x2)47’+4
AW (2) = 16EW (22 kn (z2) (1 4 O(1)) — 2k (22) ke (22)
— 8k (w2)ky, (22) — 6(ky (22))?
_CiT(2r+5)r(21 +1)

A" () (1+O0(N/m)),

(1 — 22)4r+6
8(2r+1) 6(27+2)(27+1)
14— - 19/7) |
. 21 +4 (27 4+ 4)(27 + 3) +O(Vm)
Consequently,
8 2 2
() = 24C7 (t+ DI (27 +2)I* (21 + 1) (1+0(¥m).

(1 — z2)87+10

Remark 3.8. We may arrive at this estimate by formally differentiating the
leading asymptotics of C'(y) (obtained using Corollary 3.2) with respect to
y, and then letting y = z. In general, when p(x,y) is o(1) small, there
might be cancellation inside the differentiated asymptotics. In such cases,
the expression obtained from the formal differentiation may no longer be
the leading asymptotics for the underlying derivative of C'(y). Lemma 3.3
is useful in examining the differentiated asymptotics, effectively allowing us
to set y = x at the cost of error terms of (theoretically) smaller orders.

Now, applying the mean value theorem and (3.24), we find that

c CO(2) 9 (27 4 1)2(r +1
kg(#)(li/z(yQ) - k%(x(?))kn(z?) - (+1_)$(2)2+ L1 - 21+ 00 ym).

which gives (3.22) when combined with (3.23).
From (3.22), it holds uniformly for (z,y) € S, x S,, that
Ay 2 2741
n ’ ) 2 1 1 - .
1— (rn(z y)axézy)) :<1_(T+ )( 204304 )(1_'_0(1@7_”))'
(1_T72L(x7y))8g;82;(x7x) 1—a?rt




REAL ROOTS OF RANDOM POLYNOMIALS: ASYMPTOTICS OF THE VARIANCE23

Likewise,
(ra(z, ) G (2.9)* @r+1)(1—a)a? .
(1- r%(x’y))azay(y y) <1 1— a2+l ) (1+0(/m))-

Combining the above estimates with (3.18), we get

" 9 1)(1 — 2741
(325 - 0 (x’%)1> - <1 - T+1)_(a2£3a > 1+ 0(¥m))-
mpn” (@) pn” ()
For the asymptotics for On, (a;, y), we now show that
(3.26) o 2 1 1 ( 512) 1)1 — )
B T+ s -« 16
=0 (a I )(l—i—O( Tn))-

The argument is similar to the proof of (3.22), so we will only mention the
key steps. We may assume a = 1 4+ O(/7,), otherwise (3.26) will follow
from Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5. With this constraint on «, we have

T — a— 1)2(2r .
) - (R a ot

Now, arguing as before and taking advantage of Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.3,
and Corollary 3.2, it suffices to show

020, , o6, o,
(%ay(%y)(l —r(z,y)) + %(%y)afy

T 2(r — )t
e H)(l(_}l))fy * 1+ o).

(z,9)

Fix x. We then write the left hand side as ) kf((;’%) TR where

E(y) = A(y)a(y) + B(y)b(y),
a(y) := [k, (zy) + ky (zy)aylka(zy) — zylky (zy)]?,
b(y) = ky, (2y)kn(y?) — yky, (v kn (2y).-
One can check that, as a function of y, E(z) = E'(x) = E"(x) = E"(z) = 0.
Indeed, by direct computation,
A(z) = A'(z) = b(z) = B(z) =0,
A"(z) = =20/ (z) = 2B'(x) = 2a(x),
A" (z) = =20 (x) = 6B"(x) = 6d'(x),
from which one can see that F vanishes up to the third derivative at y = .

Furthermore, using Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.2, we can show that, for all
z between x and v,

T 2 T 4 T 4
O e R
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which implies the desired estimate, thanks to an application of the mean
value theorem.

Below, we include some computations in the spirit of Remark 3.8.

For simplicity, let Dy = C2T'(27 + 1)I'(27 + 2). Then

D? 1 1
E(y) = ( 2\27+1 N27+1 4r+2)
21+ 1\ (1 —2?) (1—-19y?) (1 —zy)
" ( 1 (27 + 2)zy (27 + Dy )
(1 _ xy)47+3 (1 _ xy)47'+4 (1 _ xy)47+4
i g - T )
T (1 —ay)?T2(1 — 22)27+1 (1 — 22)27+2(1 — )27 +1

x Yy
x ((1 T (1 — )2 (1 - )22l - xy)27+1>
+ lower order terms

D3 ( 1 1 ) 1
T or 41 (1 — 22)27+1(1 — y2)2r+L (1 — gy)47+2) (1 — gy)d7+4
2
2 —(y—=)
+Di ((1 — zy)dTHA(1 — 22)2742(1 — y2)27+2>

+ lower order terms,

d" ( 1 > _ 2y)k2r+1)... (21 + k)
(1

+ lower order terms,

dy* —y2)2rH1 (1 — y2)2r+h+1
dt 1 CaP2r+1)... (214 k)
dyk (1 _ xy)QT‘H - (1 _ xy)27+k+1 ’
and
D22(r +1)
EW(y) = L 16(27 +1)(2 27 + 4
()= G 1)1 = 2y (1627 + D(2r +3)(2r +4)
+32(21 4+ 1)(27 + 3)(47 +4) + 2427 + 1) (47 + 4)(47 + 5)
+8(27 +1)(2)(47 +5)(47 +6) +2(47 + 5) (47 + 6)(4T + T7)
—4(87+6)(87 +7)(87+9) — 24(27 + 1)(47 + 5)
—96(27 +1)(27 +2) — 48(27 + 1) (27 + 3))
+ lower order terms
—24)D3(t +1
= ( § )xé)(;j—lo) + lower order terms,
as claimed.

On account of (3.19), (3.25), and Lemma 3.4, we conclude that
50 (. y) = o712 a(l—a¥ ) — (27 +1)(1 —a)
1—a?tl — 27+ 1)a? (1 — «)
= Ar(a) (1+0( V),

(1+0(%/))
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where A is defined by (1.6). Let

=V1-—062+darcsind, 6 ¢€[-1,1].

Since A(d) > 1 and |A'(d)| = |arcsind| < 7/2 for all 6 € (—1,1), and
|Ar(a)] <1 forall (z,y) € S, XSy, it follows from the mean value theorem
that

AQn(2,9)) = AMAr (@) + O(|A-(@)O( /7))
(3.27) = AA- () (1 +O( /7))

Substituting (3.5), (3.25), and (3.27) into (3.17), we deduce (3.20) as claimed.

(ii) We now discuss the proof of (3.21). In the computation below, we
will assume a < ag, a sufficiently small positive constant. Using Lemma 3.4
and Lemma 3.5, we have

() B (@ y)? OO (i)
(1= 72 (2, 9) g, 2) (1402 )) =y
Similarly,

=1+0(a*).

(ra(,9) 22 (2,))?
(1= 7r2(z,9) G (v, '
Using (3.18), it follows that
on(w,y) =7 (2)pi) (y)(1 + O(a*™)).

From Lemma 3.5, we also have

920, G (a, )66"( Y)

8x8y< W)+ 1—7r2(x,y)

_ —y)’ 1
_O<(1— zy) > ( 2)(1—y2)1+0(a2T+1)>

:O<u—x2 )

Thus, it follows from (3. 19 that
on(z,y) = O(a™+2).

Recall that A(d) = v/1 — 6240 arcsin d, which satisfies A’(0) = 0 and A”(5) =
O(1) for 6 near 0. Thus, A(d) = 1+ O(6%) near 0. Consequently, using
Lemma 3.4 again, we obtain

(2)

Pn (.%',y) :A 5 T U’Vl(way)
o (@) (y) ( (7y))772p9)(w)p9)(y) 1—12(z,y)

1

= (L+ 0Cal@ N1+ 0™ e

=14+0(a*™).
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This completes the proof of Lemma 3.7. O
Lemma 3.9. Uniformly for (z,y) € S, X Sy, it holds that

B 21+ 1 a2+l

(328) PP (~.y) =l (—2)pl () =~ a5V

Proof. Using (3.1) and Corollary 3.2, we have

_ k’n(—fb”y) _ O(Tn)kn(xay)
\/kn(mQ)kn(yQ) \/kn(ch)kn(y2)

Now, by explicit computation (see also (3.12) and (3.15)),

O Km) | BG)
o Y Y ) 02

= O(1p)rn(z,y) = o(1).

rn(—x,y)

Therefore, using (3.11) and Corollary 3.2, we obtain

2
(ra(—2,9) Gz (—2,y)) ’ 2 (k! (—xy))?
Pho(—z,-2) |~ | Lo (—z,—x) ka(2*)kn(y?)
! (22 2
(5)

+

2 T
gxgz (—ZC, —.Q?)

A=) 212 (2, y) + 02 (~2,9))
1_$y)2 n)Tn\4H n )

= O(r))ra(z,y)* = O(r7)a?™+.

n
Similarly,
(ral(—,) %o (=, )2
(1= r2(—2,)) i (v, v)
Substituting these estimates into (3.18) yields

_ 0(7_2)0[27'—4-1.

Un(_$>y) = 772/)7(11)(_33),07(11) (y) (1 + O(Tg)a2T+1) ’ (:Uay) € Sn X Sn
Similarly, it holds uniformly for (z,y) € S,, x S, that
(3.29) on(—=2, 1) = O()|rn (2, )| = O(7)a™ /2.

While the proof is fairly similar, we include the details because there is
an artificial singular term that appears when we use /,, (instead of r,) to
compute 6, via (3.19). To start, by explicit computation (see also (3.15)),
we have

0%,
0xdy

(—l’,y) =

kn(—zy)  kn(zy) (R (2y) 2
fn(—zy)  Vha(Cay) y(kn<—xy>> ’
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therefore

O(Jky(=zy)| + [k (—zy))))
Fen (22)kn (y?)
n(

=l

+ (=, y)zy (

_ o) @Y ey ((FaE2) ’
= o )(1_$y)2+ n(=5) y<kn(—xy)>
_ O(7arn(z,9)) k%(—:cy) 2
= iy e ()
Similarly,
rl(-a,) 2 () G ()

:"""H’y)( o) ()
ecom{E2)
n xy
Omra(z,y) <1—:L‘y1—m2 1—1:ry1—1y2+1—13:21—1y2>

— —p (—g x k{n(_xy) O(ann@j’y))
= ey y(’fn(—l‘y)) Ta— -y

Thus, from (3.19) and the above estimates, we have

_ ral(=a,y) (0% Yo (—a,y) 52 (—x,y)
5n(_x’y)_Un(—way)<8x8y(_x’y)+ 1 =73 (=z,y) >
1 O(1prn(z,y))

O'n(_'ray) (1 - $2)(1 - y2)
Tn(_x7y)l_ k;L(_xy) 2 _ ;
(i) (-
ra(=2,9)*| [kn(=ay)|’
O(ann<x y)) +O< ’Un(—x}y)’ kn(—wy) )
= O(pra(z,y)) + O(T272 (2, 1))
= O(ann<$,y))-

This completes the proof of (3.29).
Now, note that A(d) = 1 + O(6?) near 0, so it follows that

AOp(—x,y)) =1+ O(T,z)a%"'l.
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But then
oD(=2,) = 5 A(a(—a, ) 22t
n b 7_(_2 n bl 1 — fr%(_x’ y)
= pD(=2)pP(y) (1 +O(rH)a® ),
which yields (3.28) when combined with (3.16). O

Note that the above analysis is directly applicable only to estimating
the variances of the numbers of real roots inside subsets of (—1,1). For
(=00, —1) U (1,00), we will pass to the reciprocal polynomial

"~
Qn(z) = ?Pn(l/ﬁ)a
which converts the roots of P, in (—oo,—1) U (1,00) to the roots of Q,, in
(—1,1). Note that

n

Q) =2 Gy
J=0
is also a Gaussian random polynomial. Let kg, (z) denote the corresponding
variance function,

n

2 n
ko (x) = 3 Tty = T RCLT)
j=0 M n
Recall that I, = [1 — an,1 — b,] where a, = d;' = exp(—1log¥*n) and
by = dn/n. As we will see, for © € I, kg, () converges to -~ as n — oo,
which suggests that @, would behave like a classical Kac polynomial (this
heuristics is well-known, see e.g., [18]).

Let

(3.30) en

= max _
0<j<ny/an | |cnl loglogn

’Cn_j‘ _1‘ 1

we will show the following.

Lemma 3.10. Let pgi and ,082, respectively, denote the 1-point and 2-point

correlation functions for the real roots of Q. Fix S, € {—Ip,I,}. It holds
uniformly for x € S, that

oD (@) = 2 —L (14 0(en)).

71— 22
Uniformly for (x,y) € Sy X Sy,

) I o o 11 CO N
an(.’L’,y) - 7_‘_2 (1—$2)(1—y2) ( + ( en))a
where fy is defined as in (1.5) with T = 0. Furthermore, there is a positive
constant oy > 0 (independent of n, but possibly dependent on the implicit
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constants and rate of convergence in conditions (Al) and (A2)) such that
when a < ay, the following holds

pgi(a:,y) - pgi(x)pgi(y) = (1 — xg)(l — yg) .

Also, uniformly for (z,y) € Sy X Sy,

P (—x,y) — py) (—2)pb) (y) = % = z2;1 -y o(1).

Explicitly, we have

fo(u) = (V1 —u+ Vuarcsin Vu)v/1 —u — 1.
Proof. Write

2 2
C P C .
_ § : n—j..j § : n—j g
an (.CI?) - CQ &€ + CQ Z.
0<j<ny/an " nyan<j<n "

By the assumption (A2),

oy {l—i—on(l) if 0<j<nyan,
2 (0] (n|27|) if nya, <j<n,
where 0,,(1) — 0 as n — oo. For o € I2, it holds that
2T gnVan < 2l ) 2E = O(emVa) = O(ay).
Consequently, by putting

0._
ep, = Imax

0<j<ny/an

|Cn_j| o 1 +an;
(=

we see that uniformly for z € I2,
1 0
Fau(2) = T——(1+ 0(el)
and
k. (—2) = O(1) + O(ep)kq, () = O(ep)kq, ().

For the derivatives of kg, , we will similarly compare them with the corre-
sponding derivatives of the analogue of kg, for the classical Kac polynomials,
obtaining analogues of Lemma 3.1 (more precisely, Corollary 3.2) for kg, .
Note that to account for the derivatives of kg, , one has to add an O(1/j)

term to €Y (where j > loglogn as in the proof of Lemma 3.1). Thus, with
en, defined by (3.30) (which dominates €!), we will have

(3.31) kgi(x):(lj;)lﬂ(l—i—O(en)) and kY (—2) = Olen)k§) (x)

uniformly for x € I3, for j = 0,1,...,4. In other words, e, plays the same
role as 7, in the prior treatment of P, inside (—1,1).
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Let rq, (z,y) denote the normalized correlator of @, ; that is,

V/Var[Qn ()] Var[Qn(y)] kg, (#D)kq, (y?)
It follows from (3.31) that, uniformly for (x,y) € S, X Sy,

(1—a2)(1—y»)]"*

and

rQn (x7 y)

(1+0(en)) = a'2(2,y)(1 + Ofen)),

TQn(_$7 y) = O(en)TQn (‘/I"’ y)
The rest of the proof is entirely similar to the prior treatment for ﬁn, with
7=0and C; = 1. u

N Our next task is to estimate the two-point real correlation function for
P,, between the roots inside (—1, 1) and those outside (—1,1).

Lemma 3.11. Fiz S, € {~1I,,I,} and T,, € {—I;',I;'}. It holds uni-
formly for (z,y) € S, x T), that

(3.32) ro(@,y) = o(e~/?)
and
(333) PP (@y) = pP (@) (y) = P (@)plP (y)ole™™/?),
where pg)(aj) satisfies (3.16) and
1
(3.34) P (y) = — (1+0(en)), v € T

Ty?—1

Proof. 1t is well-known that ,0,(11) (y) = y% pgi (%), which can be demonstrated

through a change of variables (see, e.g., [18]) or explicit computations. Recall
the definition of e,, from (3.30). Applying (3.31) and proceeding as in the
proof of Lemma 3.5, we see that

1 1
M) == 1 T,
p00) = - (14 0(e). yeTs,
which gives (3.34). It also follows that

0%, 1
M(yay) = W(l + O(en)).

Since ky(2?) > 1 for x € S, to show (3.32), it suffices to prove that
(3.35) K @) = o (7200 /(7))

for any bounded integer m > 0. To see this, first note that from the poly-
nomial growth of ¢;, we obtain

k5™ ()| = 0> (|Jay " 4 1)).
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Using ky,(y) = c2y"kq, (1/y) and the asymptotic behavior of kg, given in
(3.31), we see that

2n+2
2 Y

kn(y®) =

For (x,y) € Sp x T, and any bounded constant ¢, we have

(1+0(1)) > n*" |y, y e T,

n°lz|" = O(n°(1 - b,)") = o(e™2™/3),  and similarly |n|n = o(e~24/3).
Consequently,
kq(zm) (zy) B O< nO(l) O(l)‘$|n+1‘y’n+1>
kn(y?) vk Vk

IN
)

0(1)
n o(1 +1
(\yrn+1> #O (el
— 0(672dn/3)7
completing the proof of (3.35), and thus verifying (3.32).

To prove (3.33), we first employ the explicit computation of %L; (see
(3.12)) to estimate

) A <k;<x2>)2
(rn(, ) % (2, ) 2y (k7 (zy)) 2 Fn(22)
9% < |77 e 2 (| T 2 (2, Y) 5y '
aza’;(:c x) axa’;(x x) n(7?)kn (y?) aw@(:{:,m)
Using (3.35), we have
[y () ” —d
L = n Sn X Th.
kn(.%'2>kn(y2) 0(6 )7 (x7 y) 6 X
It follows from Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.2 that
K, (2%))?
2y2 (kn(1'2))
axay (x l’) 6908;1/ (.CL‘ .%')

Together with (3.32), we obtain
()2 ()
(0~ 12 9)) 2 (2 2)

Similarly, we also have

(3.36) =1+o0(e ™), (x,y) € S, xT).

(ra(@, ) G- (2, 9))?
3.37)  1-— %
337 (1—72(2,9) 565 (4. 9)
Substituting (3.36) and (3.37) into (3.18) yields
ol

W)L +o(e™™)), (2,9) € S x Ty

=1+o0(e %), (z,y) €Sy xTh.

O'n(SL‘,y) = 7'(' pn (
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In the same manner, we can show that
5n($, y) = 0(€7dn/2)7 (‘T’y) € Sp X T,

To prove this, we proceed similarly to the proof of (3.29) in Lemma 3.9.
Recall from (3.15) that

Plo (o Kiey) | Kiey) (k(ay)\?
520y ™Y = Tlay) T hen(ey) y< ) ’

therefore,

9L, _ O(lkp(zy)| + [E7 (zy)])
Tn(x7y)axay(xay) - kn($2)kn(y2)

= ol ) = sy

On the other hand, using (3.12) gives

ol, ol,
Tn(xv y)%(x, Z/)afy(ﬂ% y)

(v ok ) (i) vhn )

As we will see, the main term on the right-hand side is 7, (z, y):cy(

ke (zy) ) 2
kn(zy)
In the estimate below, we will use the crude estimate |k, (t?)/kn(t?)| < n for

all ¢ € R. Combining with (3.35), it follows that
l, Cr, k. ?
rala0) G 00) G ) = ey () o),

Since (2, y) = o(e~%/?) and o, (z,y) > 1 (as proved above), using (3.19)
we obtain
1

e = o e (EER) (e 1) o)
1 [(k?;@(xy)>20(’rn(x7y)|3)+O(edn/Q)]

on(z,y) | \kn(zy)
= ofe /%),
which proves the desired claim 8, (x,y) = o(e~9/2).
Together with (3.17), we deduce (3.33) as desired. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

From Lemma 3.11, it follows that the numbers of real roots of ﬁn in
Sp € {~1I,,I,} and in T,, € {—1I;1, I !} are asymptotically independent.
Indeed, on account of (3.33) and (3.16), we have

Cov[N,(Sy), da:/ P (2, ) — p ()M (y ))d
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1 1
ole )/snl—wzdw/n g1
= (e_d"/Q)O(log2 n)

o(1).

This gives
Var[N,(Z,)] = Var[Ny,(—I, U I,)] + Var[N,, (—I; " U L 1] + o(1).

Thus, the proof of Theorem 2.2 now naturally divides into Lemma 4.2 and
Lemma 4.3. Before stating and proving these lemmas, we gather some basic
facts about f; that will be convenient for the proof.

Lemma 4.1. For 7 > —1/2, it holds that sup,cp 1] | fr(u)| < 0o and

fou) = O(u?™1h) as u— 07,
= -14+0(W1—u) as u—1".

Furthermore, given any €' € (0,1/2), fr is real analytic on (¢',1 —¢'). In
particular, the equation fr(u) = 0 has at most finitely many real roots in
(0,1), each of which has a finite vanishing order.

Proof. The estimates near 0 and 1 for f. follow directly from (1.5) and Taylor
expansions. Specifically, for u near 0, one has f,(u) = 272u?"1(1 4 o(1)) if
7 #0, and for 7 = 0, fo(u) = (—3)u*(1 + o(1)). These endpoint estimates
demonstrate that the roots do not accumulate at 0 or 1 (see Figure 5).

0.2

0

-0.2 +

-0.4

-0.6 ¢

-0.8 +

-1 . . . .
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

FIGURE 5. Plots of f; on [0,1] when 7 =1,0,—1.

Recall the definition of A (u) in (1.6). Note that 0 > A-(u) > —1, and
these inequalities are strict for u € (0,1) (see Figure 6). Indeed, by writing

A, =u™t2 Dl\;ﬁf)nm, we will show that Num < 0 while 472 Num -+ Denom >
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FIGURE 6. Plots of A; on [0,1] when 7 = 1,0, —%.

0 for uw € (0,1). Firstly, through examination, we see that Num is strictly
increasing on (0, 1), so Num < Num(1) = 0. Now,

w2 Num + Denom = (1—u?hH + uH‘%)
— (27 + 1)1 — u) (T 4 U2
=: h(u).

If 7 > 0, it can be verified that (1 —u?"*!) — (27 +1)(1 — u)u” is decreasing
for u € (0,1). Hence, (1 —u?>™*1) > (27 + 1)(1 — u)u". Consequently,

h(u) > (27 + 1)(1 — w)(u” +u273 — 7Tz — 2711

=27+ Du(1—u)(1 — V)1 —u™t)
> 0.

If —% < 7 < 0, we will show that h is strictly decreasing on (0,1). One has
3 5
W (u) = (27 +2)(7 + §)UT+% + (27 +2)(27 + D — (37 + §)U3T+%

L (@2r )27 + DU — (27 + D) (r 4+ S

2
and
d o, B 3.1 1
%(u 2 h(u))—(27—|—2)(7+§)(§—7)u + (27 +2)(27+ 1)
Bt ) T @r D)+ )+ T
> Tt [ (2r + 2)(r + g)(é )+ @r42)2r+1)
—(37‘4‘%)(7’4‘5)+(2T+1)(T+%)(T+%)
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Thus, u~2"h(u) is strictly increasing on (0, 1), and so u=27h/(u) < h’(1) = 0
for u € (0,1). Consequently, A’ < 0 and h is strictly decreasing on (0, 1),
which implies h(u) > h(1) = 0. This completes the proof of the claimed
estimates for A,.

By continuity, the above considerations imply max, [/ 1o [Ar(v)| < 1.
Consequently, using the principal branch of log, it is clear from the definition
that f; has analytic continuation to a neighborhood of [¢',1 —¢'] in C, thus
the claimed properties regarding real zeros of f follow. O

Lemma 4.2. It holds that

(4.1) Var[N,,(Sp)] = (ks + o(1))logn, Sp € {—In, In},
and
(4.2) Var[N,,(—I, U L,,)] = (2, + o(1)) log n.

Proof. (i) We start with (4.1). Let ¢/ > 0 be arbitrary. It suffices to show
that for n large enough (depending on &), the following holds

| Var[N,,(Syn)] — k- logn| = O(£' log n).

By (3.2) and (3.16),
E[N,0(S,)] :/ VIR L o)) de = <V27“ —|—0(1)> log .
s, w 1—a? 2
Now, using the change of variables x = tanht and y = tanh s, we see that
dxdy
(1—2?)(1 -y

where

=dtds and a =sech®(s—1t), (t,5)€ Jp X Jn,

7 (% log 2;:”, % log %) if S, =1,,
" (3log 52—, Llog 5%2-) if Sy = —1y,
and it is clear that

1
| o] = §logn — log% n+ o(1).

Recall the constant ag > 0 from Lemma 3.7. Then there is a constant
My > 0 such that sech(t) < ag is equivalent to [t| > M. It follows that

/ / P2 (@,y) — PV (@)D ()| dedy
{Sn ><Sn:a<a0}

=0 ( // sech?™2(s — t)dsdt>
{Jn X Jn:|s—t|>Mo}

—0 ( /J"|(|Jn| — ) sech‘““(v)dv)

My

— 7.0 < /MOO sech4T+2(v)dv) +O0(1).
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We now can refine oy (making it smaller) so that
oo
/ sech™2(v)dv < €,
Mo
and it follows that

(4.3) / / P2 (@, y) — o (@)D (y)|dady = O(E log ).
{Sp X Sn:a<ag}

We now estimate the integral

/ / P2 (@,y) — p0(@) D ()| dady.
{SnXSn:a>ap}

We separate the integration region into

(I) :=A{(x,y) € Sp X Sy : > ap, | fr(a)| < ¥Tn},
(1) = {(#,9) € S0 % 5 0> a0, | f2(0)] > ¥/}

We will use the same change of variable x = tanht and y = tanh s, so that
o = sech?(s — t).

For (I), using Lemma 4.1, it is clear that the set £ = {u € [ap,1] :
|f(u)] < 3/Tn} can be covered by a union of finitely many subintervals of
[0, 1], each with a length of o(1). Let F = {v : sech?(v) € E}. Then it is
clear that F' may be covered by a union of finitely many intervals, each with
a length of o(1). (The implicit constant may depend on «ag). Thus, using
the boundedness of f; and Lemma 3.7, we have

// 102 (@) — PO @)Dy \dxdy<o< // o0 )dmy)

< O(1)dsdt
B //{JnxJn:|s—t|eF} @
= 0(|Jnl)
= o(logn).
For (1), we note that
(1 + fr(@)) (1 + O( /7)) = 1+ fr(a) + O(| fr(a)| /Tn)-

Thus, using Lemma 3.7, the above estimates (for region (I)), and the bound-
edness of f., we obtain

/ / ) = AP ey

/ / oy (@) + 0L IS ) o)1) )y
= o(logn) + //{S Sason) (ff(a) +O( 3\2/77)|fr(Oé)|>p&l)(w)pgl)(y)dxdy.
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Making the change of variables z = tanht and y = tanhs again, from
Lemma 4.1, we know that [ | f-(sech? v)|dv and Ie vl f-(sech? v)|dv both
converge. It follows that

/ / £ (@)D (@)D (y) dady
{SnxSn:a>a0}

2 1
- T+ / / fr(sech?(t — s))dsdt
Jn X Jn:lt—s|<Mo}
2(2 1
- (T;_)/ (‘Jn’ — U)fT(sechQ ’U)dv
d 0
27’ + 1

— </ fr(sech? v)dv + O(e )> logn + o(logn).

A similar computation works for |f;|, giving a contribution of order
O( 3y, logn) = o(logn), and we obtain

/] (62 (@) — oD @)pl!) () ) ey
{SnXSn:a>ap}
= <27—+ 1 / fr(sech? v)dv + O(e )> logn.

Combining these with (4.3) and (3.3), we get
~ 2 1 [ V2 1 1
Var[N,,(S,)] = ( Tt / fr(sech? v)dv + % + O(a')) —logn,
0 s
for any £ > 0, which gives (4.1), recalling the definition of &, in (1.7).
(ii) We now prove (4 2). Using (3. 28) we get
CovlFa(~L) Nl = [[ (o) = oD (0)plD 1) ) dody
In X1y

— 21+ 1 27’+1( ) ) :
— //Inxln 7_[_2 (1 _$2)(1 — y2) (1)d dy

||
= 0(1)/0 (|| = v)(sech? v)?™do

= o(1) logn.
Combining with (4.1) and
Var[N,(—1I,UI,,)] = Var[Ny,(—I,,)] + Var[N,(I,,)] + 2 Cov[Nn(—1.), Nu(1)],
we deduce (4.2) as desired. O

Lemma 4.3. It holds that
- 1 2
Var[N,(T,)] = [ (1 - ) +o(1)} logn, T,¢€ {1, 1"},
m T

and
Var[N,, (=I; ' U I Y)]

I
| —
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Proof. The proof is entirely similar to the proof of Lemma 4.2 presented
above (specialized to the case 7 = 0), making use of Lemma 3.10. O

APPENDIX A. THE ASYMPTOTIC CONDITION (1.8) DOES NOT IMPLY THE
CONCENTRATION CONDITION (1.11)

Consider the sequence ¢; = jT(l + (1;;);), which satisfies (1.8), we will
show that it does not satisfy (1.11).

First, observe that for n — ellogn)*/? >j>n-— ne*(log”)w, we have
i 1 T 1
—=(1+4o0 =1+o .
n’ logn logn
Now, if n — j is odd, then we claim that
(=1)/
‘1 t Togj B ‘ - 1
(=n" - '
L+ logn logn
To see this, consider two cases. First, if n is even, then
1
m <1-— 1 <1-— 1
T = - ’
1+ Togn log j logn
and if n is odd, then
1+ L
T R R S e
1-— Toen log j logn
so the claim is proved. It follows that, for n large,
. (=1
legl — £1+ logj _ 11 _ lefloglogn
len| n™q4 O ~ 2logn 2 ’
logn

so condition (1.11) is not satisfied.
We remark that this example can be modified to show that the asymp-
totic condition (1.8) does not imply conditions similar to (1.11), where one

requires a decay estimate for ‘% — 1‘ (as n — oo) that is stronger than the

uniform decay rate for \1]7: — 1] (over the range of j under consideration).
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