EXPONENTIAL CONCENTRATION FOR THE NUMBER OF ROOTS OF RANDOM
TRIGONOMETRIC POLYNOMIALS

HOI H. NGUYEN AND OFER ZEITOUNI

ABSTRACT. We show that the number of real roots of random trigonometric polynomials with i.i.d. co-
efficients, which are either bounded or satisfy the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, satisfies an exponential
concentration of measure.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a random trigonometric polynomial of degree n
1 n
P,(x) = — ag cos(kx) + by sin(kx), 1
(o) = 5 D awcos(ha) + usin(h) (1
where ay, by are i.i.d. copies of a random variable £ of mean zero and variance one. Let N, denote the

number of roots of P,(z) for x € [—m,n]. It is known from a work of Qualls [25] that when ¢ is standard
gaussian then

EN, =2y/(2n + 1)(n +1)/6.

By a delicate method based on the Kac-Rice formula, about ten years ago Granville and Wigman [14] showed

Theorem 1.1. When & is standard gaussian, there exists an explicit constant cg such that
Var(Ny,,) = (cg + 0(2))n.

Furthermore,
N, — EN,,

— N(0,1).

N

This confirms a heuristic by Bogomolny, Bohigas and Leboeuf. More recently, Azais and Leén [3] provided
an alternative approach based on the Wiener chaos decomposition. They showed that Y, (¢) = P,(t/n)
converges in certain strong sense to the stationary gaussian process Y (¢) of covariance r(t) = sin(¢)/t, from
which variance and CLT can be deduced.

These methods do not seem to work for other ensembles of £&. Under a more general assumption, recent
result by O. Nguyen and Vu [23] shows that

Theorem 1.2. Assume that £ has bounded (2 + £9)-moment for a positive constant eq, then there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that
EN, = (2/V3+0(n ))n
and/[]
Var(N,,) = O(n*7°).
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Furthermore, assuming that |¢| has finite moments of all order, under an anti-concentration estimate on ¢
of the form that there exists an r > 0 and a € R for which P(§ € A) > cLeb(A) for all A C B(a,r), a
special case of a recent result by Bally, Caramellino, and Poly [6] regarding the number N, ([0, 7]) of roots
over [0, 7] E|reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3. There exists a constant c’g such that

lim - Var(N, ([0,7])) = ¢} + ~E(¢' - 3).

n—oo n 30

Our goal in this note is rather different from the results above, in that we are interested in the concentration
(deviation) of N,, rather than the asymptotic statistics. In some way, our work is motivated by a result by
Nazarov and Sodin [20] on the concentration of the number of nodal domains of random spherical harmonics,
and by the exponential concentration phenomenon of the number of zeros of stationary gaussian process [4].
See also [I3]. We will show the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let Cy be a given positive constant, and suppose that either || is bounded almost surely
by Coy, or that its law satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality with parameter Cy. Then there exist
constants c,c such that for e > n~° we have that

/.9

P(|N, —EN,| > en) < e “™,

Note that in case £ is Gaussian, Theorembears resemblance to [4]. Note however that it is not immediate
to read Theorem from [4], since there is no direct relation between the length of time interval T in the
latter and n. It is plausible that with some effort, one could modify the proof technique in [4] to cover this
case. Our methods however are completely different and apply in particular to the Bernoulli case.

We also remark that in the Gaussian case, by following [10] our result yields the following equi-distribution
interpretation. Consider the curve (x) on the unit sphere S?"~! defined by our polynomial,

~y(z) = m(cos(x% sin(z), ..., cos(nz), sin(nz)), z € [—m, 7).
For each x, let y(x), be the set (known as “great hypercircles”) of vectors on S?"~! that are orthogonal
to y(z). Let v, be the region (counting multiplicities) swept by ~(x), when z varies in [—7,7]. Then ~,
covers S?"~! uniformly in the sense that the Haar measure of those sphere points that are covered k-times,
where k ¢ [(2/v/3 — &)n, (2/v/3 +¢)n], is at most e=<'¢*" whenever n~¢ < . In another direction, our result
also implies an exponential-type estimate for the persistence probability that P,(x) does not have any root
(over [—m, 7], and hence entirely).

Our overall method is somewhat similar to [20], but the situation for trigonometric functions seems to be
rather different compared to spherical harmonics, for instance we don’t seem to have analogs of [20, Claim
2.2] or [20, Claim 2.4] for trigonometric polynomials. Another different aspect of our work is its universality,
that the concentration phenomenon holds for many other ensembles where we clearly don’t have invariance
property at hands. One of the main ingredients is root repulsion, which has also been recently studied in
various ensembles of random polynomials, see for instance [12, [8, 22] [24] among others.

Finally, we remark that Theorem [[.4] can also be extended to other types of ¢ not necessarily bounded
nor satisfying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality. For instance when [£| has sub-exponential tail, then our
method, taking Cy = n% in Theorem with an appropriate ¢’, yields a sub-exponential concentration of
type P(|N,, — EN,,| > en) = O(e~(*™") for some constant 0 < § < 1. Additionally, by the same argument,
for any C' > 0, if E(|¢€|") < oo for some sufficiently large C’ then P(|N,, — EN,| > en) = O((en)~©) .

2We remark that the authors of [6] work with roots over [0, 7.
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Before concluding this section we record here a corollary from Theorem which will be useful later: for £
as in the theorem, for any € > 0 we have

P(|N,, — EN,| > en/2) = O(s?n"°). (2)

Notation. We will assume n — oo throughout the note. We write X = O(Y), X < Y, or Y > X if
|X| < CY for some absolute constant C. The constant C' may depend on some parameters, in which case
we write e.g. ¥V = O, (X)) f C = C(7r). Wewrite X <Y if X > Y and Y >> X. In what follows, if not
specified otherwise, all of the norms on Euclidean spaces are Lo-norm (i.e. do(.) distance).

2. SOME SUPPORTING LEMMAS

In this section we gather several well-known results regarding trigonometric polynomials. On the determin-
istic side, a useful ingredient is the classical Bernstein’s inequality in Lo (T), where T = [—m, 7]. The proof
is immediate from the orthogonality relations satisfied by the trigonometric base.

Theorem 2.1. Let f(x) = >, _, a cos(kx) + by sin(kz),x € T. Then,

/ (Pa)ds < / e

Another crucial inequality we will be using is the so-called large sieve inequality.

Theorem 2.2. [I5] Theorem 7.7)[19}, (1.1)] Assume that f is as in Theorem|2.1. Then for any —m < x; <
To < -+ < xp < we have

M
N2 2n 461 2
Dols)f < H5 | @y

where § is the minimum of the gaps between x;,x;11 on the torus.

As a corollary, we obtain

Corollary 2.3. Assume that ||f||z,(r) < 7. Then the set of x € T with |f(x)| > X or |f'(z)| > An is

on+8 ! ﬁ
2 A2

contained in the union of 2M intervals of length 20, where M <

Proof. Choose a maximal set of d-separated points z; for which |f(z;)] > A. Then by Theorem we

have MX? < %72. We can apply the same argument for f’ where by Bernstein’s inequality we have
[f'llz < nl[fll2 < n7. .

We next introduce an elementary interpolation result (see for instance [7, Section 1.1, E.7]).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that a trigonometric polynomial P, has at least m zeros (counting multiplicities) in
an interval I of length r. Then

4er
< (ZZLym (m)
max | Py (0)] < (=)™ max |P™ (z)]
as well as
der

p! < m—1 pm) .
max | P, (0)] < (——)™""" max|P™ (z)]

Consequently, if P, has at least m roots on an interval I with length smaller than (1/8¢)m/n, then for any
interval I' of length (1/8e¢)m/n and I C I' we have

1 1
< (Zym(Z\m (m)
max | P (0)] < (5)™ ()™ max |[Py™ (2)] (3)
as well as 1 1
/ < S\ym—1/-\m (m) )
max | Py (0)] < x (5)™ 77 (2)™ max |[P™ («)] (4)
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Proof. Tt suffices to show the estimates for P, because P/ has at least m — 1 roots in I. For P,, by Hermite

interpolation using the roots x; we have that for any 6 € I there exists z € I so that
P(m)(ac) rm

P,(0)] = |——~ 0 — ;)| < P ()

Pa(6)] = [T~ 20l < max| P ) =

m!
i

]

On the probability side, for bounded random variables we will rely on the following consequence of McDi-
armid’s inequality.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that x = (x1,...,2,), where x; are iid copies of & of mean zero, variance one, and
|€] < Cy with probability one. Let A be a set in R™. Then for any t > 0 we have

P(x € A)P(da(x,A) > ty/n) < dexp(—t*n/16C}).

For random variables £ satisfying the log-Sobolev inequality, that is so that there is a positive constant C
such that for any smooth, bounded, compactly supported functions f we have

Ente(f?) < CoE¢| V]2, (5)
where Ente(f) = E¢(flog f) — (Ee(f))(log E¢(f)), we use the following.

Theorem 2.6. Assume that x = (x1,...,x,), where x; are iid copies of £ satisfying with a given Cy.
Let A be a set in R™. Then for any t > 0 we have

P(ds(x,A) > ty/n) < 2exp (- P*(x € A)t*n/4Cy).

In particularly, if P(x € A) > 1/2 then P(da(x, A) > t\/n) < 2exp(—t>n/16Cy). Similarly if P(d2(x, A) >
ty/n) > 1/2 then P(x € A) < 2exp(—t?n/16Cy).

The proofs of these well-known results will be presented in Appendix [B] for completeness.

3. REPULSION ESTIMATE

We show that the measure of t € [—m, w| where both | P, (¢)| and | P}, (¢)| are small is negligible. More precisely
we will be working with the following condition.

Condition 1. Let 0 < 7 < 1/64 be given, and let C{j be a positive constant to be chosen sufficiently large.
Assume that t € [—m, x| is such that there do not exist integers k with |k| < C§ satisfying

lkt/mlrjz < 07 e

Here |[|.||r/z is the distance to the nearest integer.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that £ has mean zero and variance one. Then as long as a > 1/n, § > 1/n and t
satisfies Condz'tion with given T, C), we have

P(|P.(t) < a AP (1)] < Bn) = Or.cy(ap).

In application we just choose «, 3 to be at least n~° for some small constant c. We will also choose 7 = 1/64.
Note that we can view the event in Theorem [3.1] as a random walk event in R2

1 - —
— Zivi +2;v;) € |[—a,af X |—0, D],
=2 ) € [-asal x [-5.6
where z;, 2, are iid copies of the random variables £, with

v; := (cos(it), —% sin(7t)) and v} := (sin(it), % cos(it)).
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We now discuss how to prove Theorem

Given a real number w and the random variable £, we define the £-norm of w by

lwlle = (Ellw(é1 — &)lIR/2)"?,

where &1, & are two iid copies of z. For instance if £ is =1 Bernoulli then Hw||§ = ||2w||f§/z/2.

Using this notation, and that |sin(7x)| > [|2[/g/z, we can bound the characteristic function

[16:@) = [ Ee(&(vi, 2)Be(& (v}, z)), (6)

where e(y) := e, as follows (see also [27], Section 5]):

] oi(@)] = IT] Ee(€ilvi, o) Ee(&i(vi,2))| < H[IE€(£i<vi,x>)l2/2+ 1/2][|Ee(&i{vi,z))I*/2 +1/2]
< exp(= Y (I[{vi,/2m) | + | (vi, z/2m)[E)/2). (7)

i

Hence if we have a good lower bound on the exponent Y=, (||(vi, z/2m)| +[|(v}, z/27) ) then we would have
a good control on | [] ¢;(z)|. Furthermore, by definition

Y (visz/2m) |2 + 1 vi, 2 /2m) ) ZEII Vi, £/2m) (&1 — €2) ||R/Z+ZE” (vi,z/2m) (& — &2)f/z

1

=E ZH (vi, /2m)(& — &2) ||R/Z+Z (Vi 2/2m) (€1 = &2) i /2)

-~ E, Z (v, 2/2m) 13z + ly(vh 2202 ), (8)
i
where y = & — &. As & has mean zero and variance one, there exist strictly positive constants ¢; < cg,c3
such that P(e; < |y/27| < ) > ¢35, and so

E, (D ly(visz/2m)z + ly(vi,o/2m)[3/z) > cs Cl<i|2|f<02(z ly(vi, @) jz + ly¢vi, @)k yz)- - (9)

We then rely on the following estimate, whose proof will be presented in Appendix [A]

Theorem 3.2. Under the same assumption on & as in Theorem[3.1], and with t satisfying Condition [1] with
given 7, C}), the following holds for sufficiently large n. For any x € R? such that n°™~%/2 < ||z||s < n'=87
we have with the notation @,

|H¢z ) <e

We now conclude the small ball probability estimate.

Proof. (of Theorem As we can cover the given region by disks, without loss of generality we will consider
a = 3 and work with balls of radius «. For convenience set

to := a t
We can bound the small ball probability by (see for instance [1, Eq. 5.4] or [11, 16])

_ nll=zlI3

rZ@vﬁg v!) € B(a,a)) <0t2 /]R?|1:[¢Z 2 g

2
nllzllay

SC”aQn/ Z'|H¢i(l‘)|67 2% da.
R
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We break the integral into three parts, J; when |z|lz < 79 = O(1), Jo when ry < [|z]l2 < R =n'"87, and J3
for the remaining integral.

For Jy, recall from (7)) and @D that
[T ¢:(2)] < exp(— ZH vi, 7)1 + 1(vi, 2)[12)/2)

c1<y<ecz

<exp(—cs it (Y lly(vi. @) gz + ly(vi, 2) 2 /2))-

So if [[z[|2 < 7o for sufficiently small 7o then we have ||y (v;, z)||r/z + |y (Vi, >||R/Z = |ly{vi, x)|l2 + |y {vi, 2)||2,
and so because of Condition (see Claim which implies that >, ((e, v;)* + (e, v})?) < n for e = :1:/||x|| )
we have that for y > ¢q,

> Ulytvi, @) g 2 + lylvi, 2)l1z/2)/2 > ¢nllell3,

for some constant ¢’ = ¢/(¢p). Thus

_nll=3 Cnll=l3 2
Jl S Cla2n/ |Hd)z(x)|€ zt(Z) dx S Cla2n/ e 2t7% n|lz||z

[lz]l2<ro [lz|l2<ro

du

i

—(gh+cn)|«l3 —(g+cn)x3
< C”aZn/ e 2% *de < C'a’n e 2% *dr = O(a?).
llzll2<ro llzll2<ro

For Js, recall by Theoremthat for ro < ||z]|2 < R = n'=8" we have |[] ¢;(z)| < exp(—nT). Thus

=3 .
Jo < C”oﬂn/ \Hgbi(a:)\e 25 dg < C”a2n/ e " dx
ro<|lzfl2<R 7 ro<||zll2<R
=0(C'a®nPe™) = 0(67"7/2).
For J3, as tg = a~! = O(n) we have

_nl= H2 1—-167
J3 < C/OéQTL/l - ‘Hd)z(x) 2t2 dq;—O(e*n )

4. EXCEPTIONAL POLYNOMIALS ARE RARE

This current section is motivated by the treatment in [20, Section 4.2]. Let R > 0 be a sufficiently large
constant. Cover T by 2”” open interval I; of length (approximately) R/n each. Let 31I; be the interval of
length 3R/n having the bame midpoint with I;. Given some parameters «, 3, we call an interval I; stable for
a function f if there is no point in x € 31; such that |f(z)| < a and |f/(x)] < Bn. Let § be another small
parameter, we call f exceptional if the number of unstable intervals is at least dn. We call f not exceptional
otherwise.

For convenience, for each P,(x) = ﬁ Soh_y axcos(kz) + by sin(kz) we assign a unique (unscaled) vector
vp, = (a1,...,an,b1,...,b,) in R?" which is a random vector when P, is random. Let & = E.(R, a, 3;6)
denote the set of vectors vp, associated to exceptional polynomials P,. Our goal in this section is the
following.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that o, 3,9 satisfy
a=§? =56 >n"%0. (10)
Then we have
P(an € 5.3) < e*c‘SS”,
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where ¢ is absolute.

We now discuss the proof. First assume that f (playing the role of P,) is exceptional, then there are
K = |0n/3| unstable intervals that are R/n-separated (and hence 4/n-separated, as long as R is chosen
larger than 4). Now for each unstable interval in this separated family we choose z; € 3I; where |f(z;)| < «
and |f'(z;)] < Bn and consider the interval B(z;,v/n) for some v < 1 chosen sufficiently small (given ¢).
Let

M, := max "(2)].
j xeB(zm/n)\f ()|

By Theorem [2.2] and Theorem [2.1] we have
K
2 4/n)"t
ZMJQ < nt (@/n)—" / f(x)?dx < n5/ f(x)*de.
=1 27 z€T z€T

On the other hand, in both the boundedness and the log-Sobolev cases we have ||f|l2 > 2 exponentially
small, so without loss of generality it suffices to assume || f||2 < 2. We thus infer from the above that the
number of j for which M; > C26~1/2n? is at most 2C; *dn. Hence for at least (1/3 — 205 ?)dn indices j we
must have M; < Cy6~1/2n2,

Consider our function over B(z;,v/n), then by Taylor expansion of order two around z;, we obtain for any
2 in this interval

|[f(@)] < @+ y+ Ca6 /2% /2 and |f'(2)] < (B+ Cad~/2y)n.
Now consider a trigonometric polynomial g such that ||g|l2 < 7. Our polynomial g has the form g(z) =
ﬁ(zzzl aj, cos(kz) + b}, sin(kx)), where a},, bj, are the amount we want to perturb in f. Then, similarly to
Corollary , as the intervals B(z;,v/n) are 4/n-separated, by Theorem ﬂ we have

2 2 2
max g(z)” < 8nlg||5 < 8nT
3o 9" < Sl

and
Zj:zeBr&%/n) g'(x)* < 8n|g'|l3 < 8n’7>.

Hence, again by an averaging argument, the number of intervals where either max,cp(s;~/n) l9(7)] >
C30~ 127 or max,ep (s, /n) 19'(2)] = C36~/?7n is bounded from above by (1/3 — 2C52)6n/2 if Cs is suffi-
ciently large. On the remaining at least (1/3 —2C5 ?)dn/2 intervals, with h = f + g, we have simultaneously
e |h(x)| < a+ By + Cad™ 42 /2 + C30~ Y27 and W/ (z)| < (B + Co6~y + C567 2 7)n.
For short, let

o =a+ By +CodN2/2 4+ C307 % and B’ = B+ Cod ™Y 2y + C36~ /27
It follows that v; belongs to the set U = U(a, 3,7, 6,7, C1, Ca, C3) in R2™ of the vectors corresponding to h,
for which the measure of  with |h(x)| < o and |/ (z)| < f'n is at least (1/3 — 2C5 ?)dy (because this set

of x contains (1/3 — 2C5 ?)dn/2 intervals of length 2v/n). Putting together we have obtained the following
claim.

Claim 4.2. Assume that vp, € E. Then for any g with ||g|l2 < T we have vp, 4+, € U. In other words,
{v € R2", dy(E.,v) < T\/ﬁ} cu.

We next show that P(vp, € U) is smaller than 1/2. Indeed, let T, denote the collection of x € T which can
be n~ 18 approximated by rational numbers of bounded height (see Condition here we choose 7 = 1/64).
Thus T, is a union of a bounded number of intervals of length n='*87. For each P,, let B(P,) (and B.(P,))
be the measurable set of © € T (or z € T¢ respectively) such that {|P,(z)| < o'} A{|P,(x)] < f'n}. Then
the Lebesgue measure of B(P,), u(B(P,)), is bounded by p(B.(P,)) + O(n~187)  which in turn can be
bounded by
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Eu(B.(P,)) = / P({|P, ()] < o'} A{|P,(x)| < nf'})dz = O/,

zeT¢
where we used Theorem for each z. It thus follows that Eu(B(P,)) = O(a/f') + O(n=1*87). So by
Markov inequality,

P(vp, €U) <P(u(B(Py)) > (1/3 —2C52)57) = O(a/B'/67) < 1/2 (11)
if a, 8 are as in and then v, 7 are chosen appropriately, for instance as
v < 84 T < 62 (12)

Proof. (of Theorem By Theorems and and using Claim and , we have

P(v,€é&) < e,

5. ROOTS OVER UNSTABLE INTERVALS

In this section we show the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let € be given as in Theorem . Assume that the parameters o, 8,7 are chosen as in

and , and 9 is chosen such that
Co&

0 < ————— 13
= loa(1/2) 1
for some small positive constant cy. Assume that a trigonometric polynomial Py, has at least en/2 roots over
dn disjoint intervals of length R/n. Then there is a set A C T of measure at least 1557; on which

< ! < Bn.
max|f(z)] < a and max|f'(z)| < fn

Before proving this result, we deduce that non-exceptional polynomials cannot have too many roots over the
unstable intervals.

Corollary 5.2. Let the parameters €,a, 3,7 and & be as in Lemma [5.1, and assume that R is such that
O0R < €/1024e. Then a non-exceptional P,, cannot have more than en/2 roots over any on intervals I; from
Section , In particularly, P, cannot have more than en/2 roots over the unstable intervals.

Proof. If P,, has more than en/2 roots over some dn intervals I;, then Lemma implies the existence
of a set A = A(P,) that intersects with the set of stable intervals (because £/(1024e) > 0R), so that
maxzea | Pr(2)] < @ and max;cq | P (x)] < Bn. However, this is impossible because for any z in the union
of the stable intervals we have either |P,(x)| > « or |P)(z)| > fn. O

We now prove Lemma [5.1] The main idea is that if P, has too many roots over a small union of intervals,
then we can use Lemma to show that |P,| and |P)| are small over a set of non-negligible measure.

Proof. (of Lemma [5.1)) Among the dn intervals we first throw away those of less than e§~1/4 roots, hence
there are at least en/4 roots left. For convenience we denote the remaining intervals by J,..., Jy, where
M < én, and let mq,...,my; denote the number of roots over each of these intervals respectively.

In the next step (which is geared towards the use of and of Lemma , we expand the intervals
J; to larger intervals J; (considered as union of consecutive closed intervals appearing at the beginning of
Section {]) of length [em;/R] x (R/n) for some small constant ¢, such as ¢ = 1/(16e). Furthermore, if the
expanded intervals ji’l, ceey ji'k of Ji,,...,J;, form an intersecting chain, then we create a longer interval .J'

of length [¢(m;, +---+m;,)/R] x (R/n), which contains them and therefore contains at least m;, +---+m;,
8



roots. After the merging process, we obtain a collection j{, e jz/w/ with the number of roots mj,...,my,,
respectively, so that > m/ > en/2. Note that now J! has length [em!/R] x (R/n) ~ em/,/n (because e§~!
is sufficiently large compared to R) and the intervals are R/n-separated.
Next, consider the sequence d; := 2'e6=1/4,1 > 0. We classify the sequence {m/} into groups G; where

di <my < diys.

Assume that each group G; has k; = |G| distinct extended intervals. As each of these intervals has between
d; and d;4; roots, we have

Zkldl > Zmé/? > en/8.
1 i

For given «, 8, we call an index [ bad if
(1/2)% (n/2k;))"/? > XA = min{a/4, 3/4}.
That is when n
k < g

The total number of roots over the intervals corresponding to bad indices can be bounded by

2dl n n
Zm < Zkldlﬂ S5 Z qdi = >\22sa T = §39e0-1 < en/32

where we used the fact that § < C( E/ 5 for some small constant cg.

Now consider a group G; of each good index . Notice that these intervals have length approximately between
cdy/n and 2ed;/n. Let I be an interval among the k; intervals in G;. By Lemma and by definition we
have

1.1 A 1
max [Py ()] < (5) ()" max [P{") ()| < k2 )" max | P () (14)
as well as
max [P (2)] <1 x (5)871(2) 8 max | PO ()] < 0 x — 22 (D)t max|p@ @) (15)
wel - 2 n’ zel - (n/2k;)V/2 n"  zel

On the other hand, as these k; intervals are R/n-separated (and hence 4/n-separated), by Theorem and
Theorem 2.1] we have

Z max(P{%) (2))? < n/ (P (2))2dz < n x n2h / (Po(z))%dz < 2024+,
Jrea, "€ e€T z€T

Hence we see that for at least half of the intervals J; in G|

max [P (z)| < 4(n/k;) *n.
z€J]

It follows from and that over these intervals

A
|Pu(@)] < s dl4 k)Y 2% < ax
and similarly,
A L. g, 1/2. ds
meE ()] < o e () 4/ k) < 4

Letting A; denote the union of all such intervals J] of a given good index I, and letting A denote the union
of the A;’s over all good indices [, we obtain (with x denoting Lebesgue measure)

p(A) > Y (edi/n)ki /2> Y (¢/A)digaki/n > Y (c/4)mu/n

l,good l,good l,good

> (¢/4)(en/8 — en/32) /n > 10%
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Finally, notice that over A we have max,ca |Py(z)| < 4\ < a and maxgc4 [P (z)| < 4Xn < Bn. O

We conclude the section by a quick consequence of our lemma. For each P, that is not exceptional we let
S(P,,) be the collection of intervals over which P, is stable. Let N (P,) denote the number of roots of P,
over the set S(P,) of stable intervals.

Corollary 5.3. With the same parameters as in Corollary[5.2, we have
P(Ns(Pn)lpnesg <EN, - En) =o(1)

and
E(NS(P”)1pnegg> > EN, — 2en/3.

Proof. For the first bound, by Corollary if Ny(Pn)1p,cec < EN, —en then N,1p, cec < EN, —en/2.
Thus

P(Ns(P)1p,cec <EN, —en) <P(Nn(P,)1p,cec <EN, —en/2)
<P(ES AN, (P,) <EN, —en/2) + P(&) = o(1),

where we used and Theorem 4.1} For the second bound regarding E(Ns(P,)1p, cec) , let Nys(Py,) denote
the number of roots of P, over the set of unstable intervals. By Corollary for non-exceptional P, we
have that Ny (P,) < en/2, and hence trivially E(Nys(P,)1p,cec) < en/2. Because each P, has O(n) roots,
we then obtain ‘

E(NS(Pn)aneé‘g) > EN, — E(NuS(Pn)lpneé‘g) - E<Nn1Pnege)
>EN, —en/2 — O(n x e~ > EN,, — 2en/3.

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

We first give a deterministic result (see also [20], Claim 4.2]) to control the number of roots under perturbation.

Lemma 6.1. Fix strictly positive numbers p and v. Let I = (a,b) be an interval of length greater than
2u/v, and let f be a C-function on I such that at each point x € I we have either |f(z)| > p or |f'(z)| > v.
Then for each root x; € I with x; —a > u/v and b — x; > p/v there exists an interval I(x;) = (a’,b") where
fl@)ft') <0 and |f(a")| = |f(V)] = u, such that x; € I(x;) C (x; — p/v,x; + p/v) and the intervals I(x;)

over the roots are disjoint.

Proof. We may and will assume that f is not constant on I. By changing f(z) to A1 f(X22) for appropriate
A1, Az, it suffices to consider p = v = 1. For each root z;, and for 0 < t < 1 consider the interval I;(zg)
containing xg of those points x where |f(z)| < t. We first show that for any 0 < ¢;,t2 < 1 we have
that I, (1) and Iy, (z2) are disjoint for distinct roots x; € I satisfying the lemma’s assumption. Assume
otherwise, because f(x1) = f(z2) = 0, there exists 1 < x < x2 such that f/(x) = 0 and | f(z)| < min{ty, t2},
and so contradicts with our assumption. We will also show that I;(xz¢) C (xo — 1,20 + 1). Indeed, assume
otherwise for instance that zo—1 € I1(xg), then for all 2 —1 < & < xg we have |f(z)| < 1, and so |f'(z)| > 1
over this interval. Without loss of generality we assume f’(x) > 1 for all z over this interval. The mean value
theorem would then imply that |f(zo—1)| = |f(xo—1) — f(x0)| > 1, a contradiction with zo—1 € I (o). As
a consequence, we can define I(x;) = I1(z;), for which at the endpoints the function behaves as desired. O

Corollary 6.2. Fiz positive pn and v. Let I = (a,b) be an interval of length at least 2u/v, and let f be a
Cl-function on I such that at each point x € I we have either |f(x)| > p or |f'(z)| > v. Let g be a function
such that |g(x)| < p over I. Then for each root x; € I of f with x; —a > p/v and b— x; > p/v we can find
a root i, of f+ g such that ©; € (x; — p/v,x; + p/v), and also the ), are distinct.

10



Now we prove Theorem by considering the two tails separately.

6.3. The lower tail. We need to show that

/7.9

P(N, <EN, —en) <e °°". (16)

With the parameters «, 3,9, 7, R chosen as in Corollary consider a non-exceptional polynomial P,. Let
g be a trigonometric polynomial with [|g|lz < 7, where 7 is chosen as in (I2). Consider a stable interval I;
with respect to P, (there are at least (%" — d)n such intervals). We first notice that the number of stable
intervals I; over which max,esr; [g(2)| > a is at most at most O(dn). Indeed, assume that there are M such
intervals 3I;. Then we can choose M /6 such intervals that are R/n-separated. By Theorem [2.2] we have
(M/6)a? < nr?, which implies M < 6n(ra™!)? = O(dn). From now on we will focus on the stable intervals
with respect to P, on which |g| is smaller than «.

By Corollary (applied to I = 3I; with ¢ = « and v = fn, note that a/f =< §3/* < R), because
maxge3r; | g(z)| < a, the number of roots of P, + g over each interval I; is at least as that of P,. Hence if
P, is such that N,, > EN,, —en/2 and also P, has at least EN,, —2en/3 roots over the stable intervals, then
by Corollary with appropriate choice of the parameters, P, has at least EN,, — en roots over the stable
intervals I; above where |g| < «, and hence Corollary implies that P, + g has at least EN,, — en roots
over these stable intervals I;. In particularly P, + g has at least EN,, — en roots over T. Let U°“°" be the
collection of vp, from such P,. Then by Corollary and

P(vp, €U") > 1-P(N, <EN, —en/2) — P(Ny(P,)1p,cec <EN, —en) >1/2. (17)

Proof. (of Equation ) By our application of Corollary above, the set {v,do(v,U!v") < 74/2n} is
contained in the set of having at least EN,, — en roots. Furthermore, says that P(vp, € Ulover) > 1/2.
Hence by Theorems [2.5] and [2.6]

P(N, > EN,, —¢en) > P(Vpn € {v,dg(v,lxllower) < T\/ﬁ}) > 1 —exp(—cen),

where we used the fact that 7 =< §2 from and that ¢ satisfies (L3). O

6.4. The upper tail. Our goal here is to justify the upper tail

P(N, > EN, +en) <e ™. (18)

Let U"PP¢" denote the set of vp, for which N,, > EN,, + en. By Theorem it suffices to assume that P,
is non-exceptional.

Proof. (of Equation ) Assume that for a non-exceptional P,, we have N, > EN, + en. Then by Lemma
(Corollary the number of roots of P, over the stable intervals is at least EN,, + 2en/3. Let us call
the collection of vp, of these polynomials by S“PP¢". Then argue as in the previous subsection (with the
same parameters of «, 3, 7,9), Corollary and Corollary imply that any h = P, + g with ||g||2 < 7 has
at least EN,, +en/2 roots. On the other hand, we know by (2|) that the probability that P, belongs to this
set of trigonometric polynomials is smaller than 1/2. Tt thus follows by Theorems and that

P(Vpn euupper) < e—c'sgn,

where we again used that 7 =< §2 and § satisfies . |
11



APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM

We first briefly show that the vectors v; and v} with ¢ from Condition [1]spread out in the plane. This result
was used in Section [3] and will also be useful below.

Claim A.1l. Assume that t satisfies Condition |1| with a sufficiently large constant C§. Let I = {a + 1,0 <
i < L} C [n] be any interval of length L of [n] with L > n'=4". Then

1) For any unit vector e € R2 we have
( y

Z(e,vi>2 = L*/n? and Z(e, vi)? =< L?/n?. (19)
il i€l
2) For all e1,e9 € {—1,1}, and any positive integer Ag < \/C}, there exists an i € I so that
0

g1 sin(iApt), €5 cos(iAot) > 0.

Proof. For the first statement, it suffices to show for v;, the treatment for v, is similar. Assume that
e = (x1,x2), then we can write

> (e, vi)? = (w1 cos(it + tg) — wa(i/n) sin(it + to))?
i€l el

for some fixed tq. Clearly the sum over the diagonal terms is at least L3/3n2. For the cross term, consider

S:|;(i/n)cos(it+t0)sin(z’t—|—t0)|:|;§( i /) sin(2it + 2t)| = 41 . Zcos 20t + 2t0))|
1,0 L 10, e2(L+1)t) — 1

After some simplifications we obtain

15| = (L 1 1 1

n|sint| ' n(sint)

— (T3 /02
5) =o(L?/n?),
where we used the assumption L > n'~*7 and Condition [I| that [|t/7||g/z = n=1+57.

Now we focus on the second part. By pigeonholing it is easy to see that if the angle sequence {i(Agt) +
aAot,0 < i < L} does not occupy all four quarters of the plane, then there exists a positive integer kg = O(1)
such that

Io(Aot) /7l 2 = O(7) = Ol

This contradicts with Condition [

]

We now discuss the proof of Theorem Our treatment is similar to [I7, Lemma 4.3] but it is more direct
and works for more general ensembles beside the Bernoulli case. Also, here we allow the parameter D (see
below) to be in the range n~'/2t°() < Dy < n'=°M) rather than |D|s < n!/27°(M) as in [I7], but this
difference is minimal.

For short, let



Recall from and @ that
IH@ )| < exp(— ZH (vi, /2m) |2 + 1, 2/2m)(13)/2)

<exp(—cs inf Z ly(vi, z/2m) 152 + Z ly(vi, z/2m) 13 /2)-

c1<|y|<ec2
Hence for Theorem it suffices to show that for any D = (d;,ds) (which plays the role of (y/27)x) such
that ¢17 < || Dll2 < coan! =37 we have

Z [[(vi, D H]R/Z + [I{v; >H]12§/Z >n'. (20)

For convenience, let
¥; = dy cos(it) — d21 sin(it) and v, = dy sin(it/n) + dgi cos(it). (21)
n n

In other words,
Yi = (D, v;) and ¢ = (D, v}).
with

Let e be the unit vector in the direction of D, e = \|1]33\|2' Our key ingredient in the proof of Theorem is
the following.

1-871

Lemma A.2. Suppose that cir < |[|D|2 < can and

{7 € 0« 1sllryz + 195 llryz > n ™7} < n°T.

Then for large n there exists an interval J C [n] of length n'=%" so that

> Vi e)? + (v, e)* = n' 5 and sup |v;| + )| <n 7.
jed i€

Proof. (of Equation (20))) Recall that e is the unit vector D/||D||2. If [{j € [0,n)NZ : |[¢);|lr/z > n~ "} > n?"

then we have
ZH vi, D ||]R/Z+ZH H]R/Z >n" ¥’ =

[

Assume otherwise, we write 3 ; ||<Vi7D>||§/Z+Z¢ I(vi DIz = 32: lIDll2{vi, @)1,z +22; 1D ll2(vi €}z z-
Then by Lemma there exists an interval J C [0, n) so that

S 1vi, e (v @) 2 5 and supli|+ [0 < 7.
jeJ

jeJ
Then as for these indices [¢;] = [|v;|r/z and [¢;] = [[¢}]|r/z we have
ZH vi, D ||R/z+ZH H]R/Z >Z|| vj, D ||R/Z+||< H]R/Z_Z” v, D)3 + 1(v}, D)3
i jeJ JjeJ
=DIED (vj,e)” + (v} €)* > (e1r)*n' =5 > "
jed

Proof. (of Lemma |A.2) We decompose into several steps. First recall that

{5 €10,m)NZ: [¢5llrsz + 1¥)llzjz > n~ "} < '™ and Y [(vj,e)]* + [(v],e)* > cn.
J€[n]
13



1—47

Divide [n] into n*™ disjoint intervals J; of length n each. For each i, define

sii= ) v el + (v, e,

JEJ:
Then we trivially have s; < [.J;] < n'=*7, and D i<nar Si > n'~7. Let = be the number of intervals with s;

larger than n'=37. Then we have
xn1_4T 4 (n4r _ x)nl—ST Z Cln.

It follows that
1—47

/ _
x> % > 3T
As such, we have found an interval J = J; of length n!=47 in [n] for which
sup [(v;, e)” + (v}, e)]” > n' ™™
jedJ
and for all j € J we have
1illr/z + 1¥5llR/z < n™"

Our goal is to show that for j € J we indeed have

[jllz/z = [¥;] and |45 l/z = [¥5]. (22)

This would then automatically imply Lemma[A-2] with .J as above. In what follows, without loss of generality
we just show [|1;lr/z = [¥;], the treatment for ¢ is similar.

Differencing. For short let A := |[/C{] (where we recall that C{ is chosen sufficiently large in Condition
. By pigeonholing we can find py € Z,pg # 0 and t so that

t 4
Lty e Z,1 < |po| < A, lto] < = 23
Poy— —to < [pol < A, fto] < (23)
From the approximation we infer that
leV=Ipot 1| = |e=V 1270 _ 1| < |2sin(nt)| < 4m/A. (24)

Next consider
kL »
Ajiip, = (l> (=1 jt(i+0)po
i=0

Let m; be the integer closest to v;, then for j € J we have |1); —m;| < n~". Applying the argument in [I7]
Lemma 4.3] (with ¢(j/n) = j/n) we will show
Lemma A.3. We have
k (4m)*
|A mj+lpo| < 4HD”2A(k 3)/

provided that [j + lpo,j + (I + k)po] C J.

s +4x 2T (25)

~—

—da L sin(jt) and ||¢j]|r/z < n~7 over all j € J. Consider

l
k
( ) ¢y+(z+z

k k
Z ( ) )¢ cos(ipot + (5 + Ipo)t) Rez ( > i oV =1lipot+(j+1po)t]

=

Re( ( > e\/jlipot)ex/jl(jﬂpo)t)
(

Fpot k F(JHpo)t) < (47T/A)k

Proof. (of Lemma Recall that ¢; = dy cos(jt

k
A Q/Jj+l;00 =

M»

I
o

3

We first have

= Re



where we used in the last estimate. It also follows that

k S k
k g+ @+ .. . 10 k i . )
; (z) (—1)’J7(Zn )P0 sin(ipot + (4 + lpo)t) = nat(g (z) (=1)* cos(ipot + (4 + lpo)t))
10 .
- -2 _ oV —1pot\k v/—1(j+lpo)t
n Ot (Re((l ¢ ) )>
— lRe<%((1 _ e\/*lpot)kex/*l(jJrlPo)t))

_ Re( _ \/TI@((I _ ex/jlpot)kflex/jl(jﬂpo)t)
n
Ly 6ﬁpot)keﬁ<j+zpo>t)
n

< A(4m /AR 4 (4m /AR < (4m)FjAR3,
Putting the bounds together we obtain

k
k . 4 4mr)F 4m)F
852t =13 (§) 0050l < el + DS+ el + 1) S < a1l
1=0

It thus follows that

k k k
|A M ap | < A Y pip, | + [AT (Wi 11p0 — Mjtipy)| < 4]|D]2

(4)"

s HAx 2kn =7,

O

Note that if we choose k = kg = |clog, n| for some small constant ¢ (such as ¢ < 7/2), and then as A is a
sufficiently large constant, the RHS of is smaller than one. Because these numbers are integer, it follows
that as long as [j + Ipo, j + (I + ko)po] C J we must have

ARy, = 0.
It follows from that m;4y, = P;(l) where P; is a real polynomial of degree at most ko — 1.

Vanishing integral part. We next show that P; is a constant. Indeed, assuming otherwise, then as ij
has at most kg — 2 roots, there is an interval of length |J|/ko where P; is strictly monotone. But on this
interval (of length of order n'=47=°() at least), m; € [~n'=57, n'=87] (because |m| < ||D|l2 < n'~87), so
this is impossible. Thus we have shown that

Mjtip, = m;j for all j,1 € Z such that [j + Ipg, j + (I + ko)po] C J = [a,b].
Note that for any fixed j, the range for I is (a — 5)/po <1 < (b—n°M) — 5)/po, which is an interval of length
of order n'~47. Over this range of [, and with Ay = pg < A = |\/C}], the condition of ¢ in Condition (see

Claim |A.1)) implies that 14,4, = dy cos((j + 1Ag)t) — da L sin((j 4 [Ag)t) changes sign. But as m;;4, =m
is the common integral part for all [, this is impossible unless m = 0. This completes the proof of . O

APPENDIX B. CONCENTRATION RESULTS

Proof. (of Theorem [2.5)) Consider the function F(x) := dy(x,.4), which measures the L;-distance. This
function is 2Cp-Lipschitz (coordinatewise), so by McDiarmid’s inequality, with u = EF(x)
P(|F(x) — u| > \) < 2exp(—A2/2nC3).
This then implies that
P(F(x) = 0)P(F(x) > \) < 4dexp(—\?/4nC3).
Indeed, if A < p then
P(F(x) = 0) < P(F(x) — i < —p) < 2exp(—i%/2nC2) < 2exp(—X2/2nCE),
15



while if A > p then
P(F(x) =0)P(F(x) 2 A) S P(F(x) —p < —p)P(F(x) —p > A —p)
<dexp(—(p® + (A = p)?)/2nCF) < dexp(—X?/4nCy).

Now because of boundedness, ||x — y||3 < 2Cq||x — y||1. So if da(x,.A) > ty/n then d;(x,.A) > t>n/2Cy. We
thus obtain

P(x € A)P(da(x,A) > tv/n) < P(x € AP (d1(x,A) > t?n/2Cy) < dexp(—t*n/16Cy).

(|

Proof. (of Theorem Let A :=ty/n and F(x) := min{da(x,.4),\}. Then F is 1-Lipschitz, and

EF(x) < (1-P(x e A)\
It is known (see for instance [I8]) that for distributions satisfying log-Sobolev inequality we have that
P(F(x) > EF(x) +t) < exp(—t*/4Cy).
Thus, since EF(x) =P(x ¢ A)E(F(x)|x € A) < AP(x ¢ A),
P(da(x,4) > \) =P(F(x) > \) < P(F(x) > EF(x) + P(x € A))\) < exp(—P?(x € A)\?/4Cy).

(Il
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