arXiv:2308.07281v2 [math.NA] 13 Jan 2024

Ergodic Estimates for Toeplitz Sequences Generated by a Symbol

Giovanni Barbarino

Mathematics and Operational Research Unit, Faculté polytechnique,

Université de Mons, Belgium (giovanni.barbarino@umons.ac.be)

Abstract We analyse the convergence of the ergodic formula for sequences of Toeplitz matrices generated by a symbol. We produce explicit bounds for the convergence rate depending on the size of the matrix, the regularity of the symbol and the regularity of the test function.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, a matrix-sequence is a sequence of the form {A_n}_n, where A_n is a square matrix and size(A_n) = n. Let C_c(R) (resp., C_c(C )) be the space of continuous complex-valued functions with bounded support defined on R (resp., C ). If A ∈ C^{n×n} , the singular values and eigenvalues of A are denoted by σ_1(A), . . . , σ_n(A) and λ_1(A), . . . , λ_n(A), respectively. We denote by μ_d the Lebesgue measure in R^d . Throughout this paper, “measurable” means “Lebesgue measurable”. Moreover, we denote by ‖g‖_p the L^p-norm of the function g over its domain (which will be clear from the context).

We say that a matrix-sequence {A_n}_n admits a singular value symbol (or simply a symbol) f(x) when the sampling of |f(x)| over a uniform grid in its domain yields an approximation of the singular values of A_n that improves as n → ∞. The rigorous definition is given below; it is based on an ergodic formula that must hold for every test function F ∈ C_c(R).

Definition 1 (asymptotic singular value distribution of a matrix-sequence). Let {A_n}_n be a matrixsequence with A_n of size n, and let f : Ω ⊂ R^d → C be measurable with 0 < μ_d(Ω) < ∞. We say that {A_n}_n has an asymptotic singular value distribution described by f if the following ergodic formula holds: lim_{n→∞} 1 n d_n∑

i=1 F (σ_i(A_n)) = 1 μ_d(Ω) ∫ Ω k∑ i=1 F (σ_i(f(x)))dx, ∀ F ∈ C_c(R). (1) In this case, f is called the singular value symbol (or simply the symbol) of {A_n}_n and we write {A_n}_n ∼_σ f.

Among the various matrix-sequences that possess a symbol, Toeplitz sequences generated by L^1 functions stand out for their importance. A matrix of the form

[f_{i−j} ]^n_{i,j=1} = f_0 f_{−1} f_{−2} · · · · · · f_{−(n−1)} f_1 .. . . . . .. . . . f_2 .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. . f_{−2} . . . . . .. . .. . f_{−1} f_{n−1} · · · · · · f_2 f_1 f_0

, (2)

whose (i, j)-th entry depends only on the difference i − j is called a Toeplitz matrix. In other words, a Toeplitz matrix is a matrix whose entries are constant along each diagonal. A case of special interest arises when the entries f_k are the Fourier coefficients of a function f : [−π, π] → C in L^1([−π, π]), i.e.,

f_k = 1 2π ∫_π −π f(x)e^{−ikx}dx, k ∈ Z. In this case, the matrix (2) is denoted by T_n(f) and is referred to as the n-th Toeplitz matrix generated by f. One can also define the associated infinite-dimensional operator T (f) and represent it as the infinite Toeplitz matrix [f_{i−j} ]_{i,j∈N}. It is not difficult to see that the conjugate transpose of T_n(f) is given by

T_n(f)^H = T_n(f) for every f ∈ L^1([−π, π]) and every n; see, e.g., [6, Section 6.2]. In particular, T_n(f) is Hermitian whenever f is almost everywhere a real-valued function.

The asymptotic singular value distribution of the Toeplitz sequence {T_n(f)}_n has been deeply investigated over time, starting from Szegö’s first limit theorem [7] and the Avram–Parter theorem [1, 8], up to the works by Tyrtyshnikov–Zamarashkin [14, 15, 18] and Tilli [12, 13]. For more on this subject, see [3, Chapter 5] and [6, Chapter 6] and references therein. Using our notations, the Avram-Parter theorem states that {T_n(f)}_n ∼_σ f for any f ∈ L^1([−π, π]). As a consequence, the ergodic formula (1) holds with A_n = T_n(f) for any L^1 function f. The analysis the ergodic formula for Toeplitz sequences generated by real-valued symbols f is also linked to the asymptotic study of the eigenvalues and spectral distribution of the matrices T_n(f). Several works enquire the existence of an asymptotic expansion of the eigenvalues when we impose certain conditions on f. See [2] and references therein for the case of (modified) simple loop functions, that are in particular nonnegative C^1_{per} [−π, π] functions with f(0) = f^′(0) = 0 being a zero of order at most 2 and exactly another extremum f^′(ξ) = 0 in the open interval (−π, π). For the case of (some) smooth even function f that is monotonous on [0, π] see [4, 5].

Several have been the studies on the ergodic formula (1) for Toeplitz matrices, About the classes of test functions satisfying see for example [10, 11].

In this context, Widom proved a more precise result [16]. He showed that, for essentially bounded symbols f with |||f|||^2 := ∞∑ k=−∞ |k||f_k|^2 < ∞, we have lim_{n→∞} n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ = T r[G(T (f)T (f)) + G(T (f)T (f)) − 2T (G(|f|^2))] (3)

for any C^3 function G(x) defined at least on an interval containing σ_j (T_n(f))^2 and σ_j (T (f))^2 for all j, n. This implies that | | | | | | 1 n n∑ j=1 F (σ_j (T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_π −π F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | | = O ( 1 n )

thus providing an estimate for the convergence rate of the ergodic formula (1) for any function F (x) ∈ C_c(R) that is an extension a function of the form G(x^2) with G(x) as specified above. Notice that the hypotheses on f are satisfied whenever f ∈ C^1[−π, π], since in this case |||f|||^2 ≤ ‖f^′‖^2 and f is bounded.

For concrete applications [AGGIUNGERNE UNA?], we need an explicit bound of the form | | | | | 1 n n∑ j=1 F (σ_j (T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_π −π F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | | ≤ c(n) (4)

holding for any n ≥ n_0 with an explicit n_0. Equation (3) shows that, for some choices of F (x) and f(x), we can take c(n) = O(1/n), but the dependence of c(n) on f and F is not specified. In the first main result of this paper (Theorem 1), for the same choices of F (x) and f(x), we provide an explicit bound c(n) in (4).

Theorem 1. Let f ∈ L^∞([−π, π]) with |||f|||^2 < ∞ and let G ∈ C^3_c (R). Then, for every n ≥ 1, | | | | | n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ | | | | | ≤ 2|||f|||^2 [ c_1 + 2c_2‖f‖^2_∞ ]

where c_1 = 2‖G^′‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′}‖_2 and c_2 = 2‖G^{′′}‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′′}‖_2. In the second main result of this paper (Theorem 2), we provide an explicit bound c(n) in (4) for the case of test functions F (x) in C_c(R) that are not necessarily continuously differentiable, but at the cost of requiring that the symbol f(x) belongs to C^k_{per}[−π, π] for some k ≥ 1, i.e., f(−π) = f(π) and the 2π-periodic extension of f(x) to R is a function in C^k(R) for some k ≥ 1. In this scenario, the bound c(n) is O(1/n^{kk+2} ) and it is derived by approximating f(x) with its truncated Fourier series f_N (x) and the singular values of the banded Toeplitz matrices T_n(f_N ) with the ones of the circulant matrices C_n(f_N ), which are exactly the sampling of

|f(x)| over a uniform grid in [−π, π]. Here we denote the set of real-valued Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant L as Lip(L), i.e. all functions f : R → C such that |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ L|x − y| ∀x, y ∈ R. Theorem 2. Let f ∈ C^k_{per} [−π, π] with k ≥ 1 and let F ∈ C_c(R) ∩ Lip(L). Then | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | | ≤ ( 2^{k+1}‖f^{(k)}‖_2L √ 2π + 2πL‖f‖_2 ) 1 n^{kk+3/2} + (2‖F^′‖_1 + 4‖F ‖_∞) 1 n^{k+1/2k+3/2} for every n ≥ 4.

2 Known results

2.1 Function norms

Let A be a continuous operator on ℓ_2(N). Since the singular values are well defined, one can also compute the p-Schatten norms ‖A‖_p with ∞ ≥ p ≥ 1, where ‖A‖_1 is the Trace norm, ‖A‖_2 is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm and ‖A‖_∞ = ‖A‖ is the operator norm. Notice that they may also take value +∞ on non-bounded operators. Moreover, when an Hilbert-Schmidt operator A is expressed as a (possibly infinite) matrix, then its norm ‖A‖^2 is equal to the sum of the squared magnitude of its entries.

An important result that links together the different norms is given by the Hölder theorem.

Theorem 3 (Hölder). If^1_r =^1_p +^1_q with ∞ ≥ r, p, q ≥ 1, then ‖AB‖_r ≤ ‖A‖_p‖B‖_q where by convention, 1/∞ = 0. In particular, for any ∞ ≥ p ≥ 1 ‖AB‖_p ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖_p, |T r(AB)| ≤ ‖AB‖_1 ≤ ‖A‖_2‖B‖_2. Let us define the following norm, that will be central in the forthcoming discussions.

Definition 2. |||f|||^2 := ∞∑ k=−∞ |k||f_k|^2 < ∞. (5) If now G ∈ Lip(L), then it can be proved that the composition G ∘ f has still bounded norm |||·|||.

Lemma 1. [17] If G ∈ Lip(L) with domain at least on the essential range of f, and |||f||| < ∞, then |||G ∘ f||| ≤ L|||f|||. In particular, if the range of f is inside the complex ball D(0, M), | | | | | ||f|^2 | | | | | | ≤ 2M|||f|||, | | | | | | | | |e^{is|f |2} | | | | | | | | | ≤ 2M|s||||f|||. (6) 2.2 Lipschitz and BV functions

Definition 3. A function f is called Lip(M, α) with M ≥ 0, α ∈ (0, 1], if |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ M|x − y|^α for every x, y in the domain of f. Notice that Lip(M) = Lip(M, 1).

If D is a bounded domain in R and f ∈ C^1(D), then f ∈ Lip(‖f^′‖_∞). On the other hand, any f ∈ Lip(L) on D is also in BV (D) with total variation bounded by L|D|. Moreover, the triangular inequality ||f(x)| − |f(y)|| ≤ |f(x) − f(y)| is enough to conclude that f ∈ Lip(M, α) =⇒ |f| ∈ Lip(M, α).

Theorem 4. [9, Theorem 4.3] Let {A_n}_n and {B_n}_n be two sequences of d_n × d_n matrices and assume that F ∈ Lip(M, α) is a continuous function. Then | | | | 1 n d_n∑

i=1 F (σ_i(A_n)) − 1 n d_n∑

i=1 F (σ_i(B_n)) | | | | ≤ M‖An − Bn‖^α_p d^{−α/p}_n where ‖ · ‖_p is the p-Schatten norm for any p ∈ [1, ∞].

Lipschitz functions are in particular Bounded Variation, so it can be decomposed into the difference of two continuous monotonic increasing functions as showed by the following classical result.

Lemma 2. Given F ∈ BV ([a, b]) there exist H, G ∈ C([a, b]) monotonous increasing functions such that F = G − H, ‖G‖_∞ + ‖H‖_∞ = T V (F ) + F (a). In particular, G(a) = F (a) and H(a) = 0. If in addition F ∈ Lip(L), then F^′ exists almost everywhere, T V (F ) = ‖F^′‖_1 ≤ L(b − a) and H, G are continuous.

2.3 Estimates for the Fourier transform and series

For the main results, we need some estimates on the moments of the Fourier transform of C^3 functions, and on the truncated Fourier series of C^k_{per} [−π, π] functions.

Lemma 3. For any G ∈ C^3_c (R), let Ĝ be its Fourier transform. Then Ĝ ∈ L_1(R) and Ĝ(x)x^2 ∈ L_1(R). Moreover, ‖Ĝ(x)x‖_1 ≤ 2‖G^′‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′}‖_2, ‖Ĝ(x)x^2‖_1 ≤ 2‖G^{′′}‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′′}‖_2. Proof. Given any H ∈ C^1_c (R) one has that |Ĥ^′(x)| = |xĤ(x)|, so by Hölder Theorem 3 and the Plancherel identity,

‖Ĥ(x)‖_1 = ∫ |x|≤1 |Ĥ(x)|dx + ∫ |x|>1 |Ĥ(x)|dx

≤ 2‖H‖_1 + ‖xĤ(x)‖_2 √∫ |x|>1 1 x^2 dx = 2‖H‖_1 + √ 2‖Ĥ^′(x)‖_2 = 2‖H‖_1 + √ 2‖H^′(x)‖_2

Since G ∈ C^3_c (R), then surely Ĝ(x) ∈ L_1(R), |Ĝ(x)x^2| = |Ĝ^{′′}(x)| ∈ L_1(R) and

‖Ĝ(x)x‖_1 = ‖Ĝ^′‖_1 ≤ 2‖G^′‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′}‖_2, ‖Ĝ(x)x^2‖_1 = ‖Ĝ^{′′}‖_1 ≤ 2‖G^{′′}‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′′}‖_2.

Lemma 4. Suppose f : R → C is 2π-periodic and in C^k(R). Call f_N its truncated Fourier series at degree (both negative and positive) N ≥ 0. Then

‖f − f_N ‖^2 ≤

‖f^{(k)}‖^2 N^{2k} Proof. If c_n are the Fourier coefficients of f, then the Fourier coefficients of f^{(k)} are (in)^kc_n, so

‖f − f_N ‖^2 = 2π ∑ |n|>N |c_n|^2 = 2π ∑ |n|>N |(in)^kc_n|^2 n^{2k} ≤ ‖f^{(k)}‖^2 N^{2k} .

Lemma 5. Suppose f : R → C is 2π-periodic and in C^1(R). Then for any N,

‖(f_N )^′‖_∞ ≤ 2N^{3/2}‖f‖_2 ≤ 2N^2‖f‖_2.

Proof. If c_n are the Fourier coefficients of f, then inc_n are the Fourier coefficients of f^′ and by Cauchy-Schwartz,

‖(f_N )^′‖^2_∞ ≤ ∑ |n|≤N |nc_n| 2 ≤ ∑ |n|≤N |c_n|^2 ∑ |n|≤N n^2 ≤ 2‖f‖^2

N(N + 1)(2N + 1) 6 .

Since

N ≥ 1 =⇒ 0 ≤ (N − 1)(4N + 1) = 6N^2 − (N + 1)(2N + 1) =⇒

N(N + 1)(2N + 1) 3 ≤ 2N^3

then the thesis holds for N ≥ 1. To conclude, notice that for N = 0 the thesis reads 0 ≤ 0.

2.4 Toeplitz and Hankel matrices

Here we report the original result by Widom Theorem 5. [16, Theorem 1] Suppose f ∈ L^∞([−π, π]) and |||f||| < ∞. Let M be the supess of |f|, and let m be the distance between the convex hull of the essential range of f and the origin of the complex plane. Suppose G ∈ C^3[m^2, M^2]. Then

lim_{n→∞} n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ = T r[G(T (f)T (f)) + G(T (f)T (f)) − 2T (G(|f|^2))]. (7)

The relation (7) is well-defined due to an additional lemma.

Lemma 6. [16, Lemma 1.2] The singular value of T_n(f) and T (f) belong to [m, M], where M is the supess of |f|, and m is the distance between the convex hull of the essential range of f and the origin of the complex plane.

Theorem 5 has been proved by the repeated use of properties of finite and infinite matrices such as Toeplitz and Hankel matrices. In fact, the norm |||·||| defined in (5) is deeply linked with the infinite Hankel matrices associated to L^1 functions: given g ∈ L^1[−π, π], the associated Hankel matrix is H(g) := [g_{i+j−1}]_{i,j≥1} and it is easy to see that H(g), H(g) and H(g̃) are all Hilbert-Schmidt operators whenever |||g||| is not infinite, since

‖H(g)‖^2 = ∞∑ k=1 |k||g_k|^2 ≤ |||g|||^2,

‖H(g)‖^2 = ∞∑ k=1 |k||g_{−k}|^2 ≤ |||g|||^2, ‖H(g̃)‖^2 = ∞∑ k=1 |k||g_{−k}|^2 ≤ |||g|||^2, (8) where g(x) is the complex conjugate of g(x), whereas g̃(x) = g(−x). These matrices are present also in classical results about the product of Toeplitz matrices.

Lemma 7. [16, Lemma 1.1] Given f, g ∈ L^∞([−π, π]), let f̃(θ) = f(−θ). Then T (fg) − T (f)T (g) = H(f)H(g̃), T_n(fg) − T_n(f)T_n(g) = P_nH(f)H(g̃)P_n + Q_nH(f̃)H(g)Q_n. and ‖H(f)‖_2 ≤ |||f|||. Here P_n is the projection on the first n coordinates of ℓ_2(Z_+), i.e. the infinite matrix (P_n)_{i,j} = 1 for i = j ≤ n and zero otherwise. Instead Q_n projects on the first n coordinates and then it inverts their order, i.e. the infinite matrix (Q_n)_{i,j} = 1 for i + j = n + 1 and zero otherwise.

For dealing with (infinite-dimensional) operators, we will need of some results about the exponentiation and integration of operators, that can be proved by expanding the exponential functions into their Taylor series. Lemma 8. For any continuous operator A, B from ℓ_2(Z_+) to itself and any t ∈ R we have

e^{itA} − e^{itB} = i ∫_t 0 e^{isA}(A − B)e^{i(t−s)B} ds. (9)

Moreover, for any real function g ∈ L^∞([−π, π]) and any n ∈ N and t ∈ R,

T_n(e^{itg} ) − e^{itTn(g)} = i ∫_t 0 [T_n(e^{isg} g) − T_n(e^{isg} )T_n(g)]e^{i(t−s)Tn(g)}ds. (10) and the same holds with T instead of T_n.

Eventually, we report a classic result linking Toeplitz matrices to their symbols through their p-Schatten norm and p-norm.

Theorem 6. [6, Theorem 6.2] Let f ∈ L^p([−π, π]) for some p ∈ [1, ∞]. Then ‖T_n(f)‖_p ≤ ( n 2π )_{1/p} ‖f‖_p where for any matrix A, ‖A‖_p is its p-Schatten norm.

3 Widom Estimation

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. Suppose f ∈ L^∞([−π, π]) with |||f|||^2 < ∞ and G ∈ C^3_c (R). Then | | | | | n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ | | | | | ≤ 2|||f|||^2 [ c_1 + 2c_2‖f‖^2_∞ ]

where c_1 = 2‖G^′‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′}‖_2 and c_2 = 2‖G^{′′}‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′′}‖_2. Proof. First of all, notice that^1_{2π} ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ is the 0-th Fourier coefficient g_0 of the bounded function g(θ) := G(|f(θ)|^2), that is surely in L^2[−π, π], and g_0 is the (1, 1) element of T (g) and T_n(g) for any n. Moreover, σ_j (T_n(f))^2 correspond to the eigenvalues of the matrix T_n(f)^H T_n(f) = T_n(f)T_n(f), and by definition, for any diagonalizable matrix A the matrix G(A) is also diagonalizable with eigenvalues G(λ_j (A)). As a consequence, n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ = n∑ j=1 G(λ_j (T_n(f)T_n(f))) − nT (G(|f(θ)|^2))_{1,1} = T r [ G(T_n(f)T_n(f)) − T_n(G(|f(θ)|^2)) ] (11)

Since G ∈ L^2(R), we can write it through inverse Fourier Transform as G(y) = ∫^ G(t)e^{ity}dt. Moreover, by Lemma 3 we know that | | |Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} e^{−ikθ} | | | = | | |Ĝ(t) | | | ∈ L^1(R)

so by Fubini-Tonelli Theorem we have

g_k = [G(|f(θ)|^2)]_k = 1 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)e^{−ikθ}dθ = 1 2π ∫_π −π ∫ Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} e^{−ikθ}dt dθ = ∫ 1 2π ∫_π −π Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} e^{−ikθ}dθ dt = ∫ [ Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} ] k dt and as a consequence, T_n(G(|f(θ)|^2) = ∫ T_n(Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} )dt. We can thus rewrite (11) as T r [ G(T_n(f)T_n(f)) − T_n(G(|f(θ)|^2) ] = T r [∫ Ĝ(t)e^{itT}n^{(f )T}n^{(f )} − T_n(Ĝ(t)e^{it|f (θ)|2} )dt ]

= T r [∫ Ĝ(t)[e^{itT}n^{(f )T}n^{(f )} − T_n(e^{it|f (θ)|2} )]dt ]

= ∫ Ĝ(t)T r [ e^{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − T_n(e^{it|f (θ)|2} ) ] dt (12)

Let us forget the test function G for now and focus on the matrix inside the square brackets. Split it into two pieces e^{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − T_n(e^{it|f |2} ) = ( e^{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − e^{itTn(|f |2)} ) + ( e^{itTn(|f |2)} − T_n(e^{it|f |2} ) ) . (13)

By (9) and Lemma7, we can rewrite the first piece as e^{itTn(f)Tn(f )} − e^{itTn(|f |2)} = i ∫_t 0 e^{isTn(f )Tn(f )}[T_n(f)T_n(f) − T_n(|f|^2)]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}ds = −i ∫_t 0 e^{isTn(f )Tn(f )}[P_nH(f)H(f̃)P_n + Q_nH(f̃)H(f)Q_n]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}ds. (14) Notice that ‖P_n‖ = ‖Q_n‖ = 1 and that for any normal matrix A, we have ‖e^{iA}‖ = 1. As a consequence, we can evaluate the trace of (14) using Hölder Theorem 3 and the relations in (8) as | | |T r [ e^{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − e^{itTn(|f |2)} ]| | ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ e^{isTn (f)Tn(f )}[P_nH(f)H(f̃)P_n + Q_nH(f̃)H(f)Q_n]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ e^{isTn (f)Tn(f )}P_nH(f)H(f̃)P_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ e^{isTn(f )Tn(f )}Q_nH(f̃)H(f)Q_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖e^{isTn (f)Tn(f )}P_nH(f)‖_2‖H(f̃)P_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}‖_2ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖e^{isTn(f )Tn(f )}Q_nH(f̃)‖_2‖H(f)Q_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}‖_2ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖H(f)‖_2‖H(f̃)‖_2ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖H(f̃)‖_2‖H(f)‖_2ds ≤ 2|t||||f|||^2 (15) By (10) and Lemma 7, we can rewrite the second piece in (13) as e^{itTn(|f |2)} − T_n(e^{it|f |2} ) = −i ∫_t 0 [T_n(e^{is|f |2} |f|^2) − T_n(e^{is|f |2} )T_n(|f|^2)]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}ds = −i ∫_t 0 [P_nH(e^{is|f |2} )H(|f̃|^2)P_n + Q_nH(e^{is|f̃ |2} )H(|f|^2)Q_n]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}ds, (16) and using Hölder Theorem 3 and the relations in (8), (6), we get | | |T r [ e^{itTn(|f |2)} − T_n(e^{it|f (θ)|2} ) ]| | ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ [P_nH(e^{is|f |2} )H(|f̃|^2)P_n + Q_nH(e^{is|f̃ |2} )H(|f|^2)Q_n]e^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ P_nH(e^{is|f |2} )H(|f̃|^2)P_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 | | |T r [ Q_nH(e^{is|f̃ |2} )H(|f|^2)Q_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)} ]| | ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖P_nH(e^{is|f |2} )‖_2‖H(|f̃|^2)P_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}‖_2ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖Q_nH(e^{is|f̃ |2} )‖_2‖H(|f|^2)Q_ne^{i(t−s)Tn(|f |2)}‖_2ds ≤ ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖H(e^{is|f |2} )‖_2‖H(|f̃|^2)‖_2ds + ∫_{|t|} 0 ‖H(e^{is|f̃ |2} )‖_2‖H(|f|^2)‖_2ds ≤ 2 ∫_{|t|} 0 | | | | | | | | |e^{is|f |2} | | | | | | | | | | | | | | ||f|^2 | | | | | |ds ≤ 8‖f‖^2_∞|||f|||^2 ∫_{|t|} 0 |s|ds = 4t^2‖f‖^2_∞|||f|||^2. (17)

Substituting (15) and (17) inside first (13), then (12) and (11) , we find | | | | | n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ | | | = | | | ∫ Ĝ(t)T r [ e^{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − T_n(e^{it|f (θ)|2} ) ] dt | | | ≤ ∫ |Ĝ(t)| | |T r [e_{itTn(f )Tn(f )} − T_n(e_{it|f (θ)|}^2 )] | | dt ≤ 2|||f|||^2 ∫ |Ĝ(t)|(|t| + 2t^2‖f‖^2_∞)dt that is a finite quantity as long as Ĝ(t)t^2, Ĝ(t)t ∈ L^1, that is assured by the hypothesis that G ∈ C^3_c and Lemma

3. In particular, we obtain the bound | | | | | n∑ j=1 G(σ_j (T_n(f))^2) − n 2π ∫_π −π G(|f(θ)|^2)dθ | | | | | ≤ 2|||f|||^2 ( c_1 + 2‖f‖^2_∞c_2 ) ,

c_1 = 2‖G^′‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′}‖_2, c_2 = 2‖G^{′′}‖_1 + √ 2‖G^{′′′}‖_2.

4 Lipschitz Test Functions

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2.

Theorem 2. Let f ∈ C^k_{per} [−π, π] with k ≥ 1 and F ∈ C_c(R) ∩ Lip(L). Then | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ ( 2^{k+1}‖f^{(k)}‖_2L √ 2π + 2πL‖f‖_2 ) 1 n^{kk+3/2} + (2‖F^′‖_1 + 4‖F ‖_∞) 1 n^{k+1/2k+3/2} for n ≥ 4.

The idea is to uniformly approximate the periodic symbol f with its truncated Fourier series f_N and conse-

quently to approximate the Toeplitz matrices T_n(f) and T_n(f_N ) with the related circulant matrix C_n(f_N ). The

circulant matrix has singular values σ_i := σ_i(C_n(f_N )) = |f_N (2πi/n)|, so the average of F (σ_i) is a quadrature

formula for the function F (|f_N |)/(2π). The proof can be thus divided into four steps:

1. using that f_N is an approximation of f, find a bound c_1(n, N) for | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f_N ))) | | | | ≤ c1(n, N),

2. using that the rank of C_n(f_N ) − T_n(f_N ) is O(N) for N < n/2, find a bound c_2(n, N) for | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f_N ))) − 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(C_n(f_N ))) | | | | | ≤ c_2(n, N),

3. determine a quadrature bound c_3(n, N) for | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(C_n(f_N ))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f_N (θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ c_3(n, N),

4. using that f_N is an approximation of f, find a bound c_4(N) for | | | | 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f_N (θ)|)dθ − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ c^4(N).

The sum of the four quantities c(n, N) := c_1(n, N) + c_2(n, N) + c_3(n, N) + c_4(N) is thus a bound for | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | | ≤ c(n, N) (18) and it holds for any N < n/2, so the wanted bound will be min_{N<n/2} c(n, N).

4.1 Step 1

Lemma 9. Let f ∈ C^k_{per} [−π, π], F ∈ Lip(M, α) and N ≥ 0. Then | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f_N ))) | | | | ≤ M ( 1 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖^2 N^{2k} )α/2 .

Proof. Call σ_i the singular values of T_n(f) and σ^{(N)}_i the singular values of T_n(f_N ). From Theorem 4, Theorem

6, and Lemma 4, | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i) − 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ^{(N)}_i ) | | | | ≤ M‖T_n(f − f_N )‖^α_2 n^{−α/2}

≤ M ( 1 2π )_{α/2} ‖f − f_N ‖^α_2 ≤ M ( 1 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖^2 N^{2k} )α/2

Since in the hypothesis of Theorem 2, F ∈ Lip(L) = Lip(L, 1), we conclude that for any N

c_1(n, N) = L ( 1 2π )_{1/2} ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k . (19)

4.2 Step 2

Lemma 10. Suppose A, B are n × n matrices and F ∈ Lip(M) ∩ C_c(R). Then 1 n | | | | n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(A)) − F (σ_i(B)) | | | | ≤ ‖F^′‖_1 rk(A − B) n . Proof. Let D := rk(A − B). By the Interlacing Theorem for singular values [6, Theorem 2.11], we know that

σ_{i−D} (A) ≥ σ_i(B) ≥ σ_{i+D} (A) (20)

for any n − D ≥ i > D, where the singular values are all sorted in decreasing order. Let [a, b] be an interval

containing the support of F . Thanks to Lemma 2, we know that F = G − H on [a, b] with G, H continuous,

nonnegative (since G(a) = F (a) = H(a) = 0), monotonously increasing and with ‖G‖_∞ + ‖H‖_∞ = ‖F^′‖_1.

Extend G, H so that they are constant outside [a, b], while still being continuous. 1 n | | | | | n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(A)) − F (σ_i(B)) | | | | | ≤ 1 n | | | | | n∑ i=1 G(σ_i(A)) − G(σ_i(B)) | | | | | + 1 n | | | | | n∑ i=1 H(σ_i(A)) − H(σ_i(B)) | | | | | . Let us analyze the term with G, the other one is analogous. Using (20), n∑ i=1 G(σ_i(A)) − G(σ_i(B)) = D∑ i=1 G(σ_i(A)) − n∑ i=n−D+1 G(σ_i(B)) + n−D∑ i=1 [ G(σ_{i+D} (A)) − G(σ_i(B)) ] ≤ D‖G‖_∞, n∑ i=1 G(σ_i(A)) − G(σ_i(B)) = n∑ i=n−D+1 G(σ_i(A)) − D∑ i=1 G(σ_i(B)) + n∑ i=D+1 [ G(σ_{i−D} (A)) − G(σ_i(B)) ] ≥ −D‖G‖_∞, thus 1 n | | | | n∑ i=1 G(σ_i(A)) − G(σ_i(B)) | | | | ≤ D‖G‖_∞ n and 1 n | | | | n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(A)) − F (σ_i(B)) | | | | ≤ D ‖G‖_∞ + ‖H‖_∞ n = D‖F^′‖_1 n .

Since rk(T_n(f_N ) − C_n(f_N )) ≤ 2N for N < n/2, we can apply the above result and obtain

c_2(n, N) = 2N ‖F^′‖_1 n . (21)

4.3 Step 3

Lemma 11. Let F ∈ Lip(L) ∩ C_c(R) and let g be a complex trigonometric polynomial of degree d. Then for n > 2d | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(C_n(g))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ πL n ‖g^′‖_∞ + 4d ‖F ‖_∞ n . Proof. If n > 2d, notice that the singular values of C_n(g) are, up to the order, g(2πi/n), so we have to estimate | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (| | |g ( 2πi n )| | | ) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | | that can be seen as the error of the rectangle rule applied to the function F (|f(θ)|).

The function g(θ) can be expressed as a Laurent polynomial in z = e^{iθ} of degree d, thus it can have at most 2d zeros. Let I_i := [i − 1, i] · 2π/n, and notice that if g(θ) is never zero in I_i, then |g(θ)| ∈ C^1(I_i) so we can expand by Taylor |g((i−1)2π/n+θ)| = |g((i−1)2π/n)|±θg^′(ξ_θ) where ξ_θ ∈ I_i depends on θ. Using F ∈ Lip(L), we get | | | | 1 n F (| | |g ( 2π(i − 1) n )| | | ) − 1 2π ∫ 2πi_n 2π(i−1) n F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | = | | | | 1 2π ∫ 2πi_n 2π(i−1) n F (| | |g ( 2π(i − 1) n )| | | ) − F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ 1 2π ∫ 2πi_n 2π(i−1) n L | | |g(θ) − g ( 2π(i − 1) n )| | dθ

= L 2π ∫ 2π_n 0 θ|g^′(ξ_θ)|dθ ≤ πL n^2 ‖g^′‖_∞. If instead g(θ) has a zero in I_i one can use the more immediate bound | | | | 1 n F (| |g ( 2π(i − 1) n )| | ) − 1 2π ∫ 2πi_n 2π(i−1) n F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ 2 ‖F ‖_∞ n thus concluding that | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (| |g ( 2πi n )| | ) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|g(θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ πL n ‖g^′‖_∞ + 4d ‖F ‖_∞ n .

Using Lemma 5 on g = f_N , the result shows that when N < n/2 and f ∈ C^1_{per} [−π, π],

c_3(n, N) = 2N √ N πL n ‖f‖_2 + 4N ‖F ‖_∞ n . (22)

4.4 Step 4

Lemma 12. Let f ∈ C^k_{per} [−π, π], F ∈ Lip(L) and N ≥ 0. Then | | | | 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f_N (θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ L √ 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k . Proof. By triangular inequality and Hölder’s Theorem 3, | | | | 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f_N (θ)|)dθ | | | | ≤ 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 |F (|f(θ)|) − F (|f_N (θ)|)| dθ ≤ L 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ||f(θ)| − |f_N (θ)|| dθ ≤ L 2π ∫_{2π} 0 |f(θ) − f_N (θ)| dθ = L 2π ‖f − f_N ‖_1 ≤ L √ 2π ‖f − f_N ‖_2. Eventually, Lemma 4 shows that ‖f − f_N ‖_2 ≤ ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k concluding the proof.

The result shows that for any N,

c_4(N) = L √ 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k . (23)

4.5 Finalization of the proof

Take an integer N <^n_2 . From the relations (18), (19), (21), (22) and (23), we find the bound | | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | | ≤ c(n, N)

c(n, N) = L √ 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k + ‖F^′‖_1 2N n + 2N √ N πL n ‖f‖_2 + 4N ‖F ‖_∞ n + L √ 2π ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 N^k . (24)

Since the previous formula holds for any N <^n_2 , we can minimize it over N. The main non-constant terms are N √ N/n and 1/N^k, so we look for some α ∈ (0, 1) and N ∼ n^α such that the two terms are balanced, i.e.

n^{3α/2−1} = n^{−αk}. In fact, the choice α = 1/(k + 3/2) leads to | | | | 1 n n∑ i=1 F (σ_i(T_n(f))) − 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 F (|f(θ)|)dθ | | | | = O ( n^{− kk+3/2} ) . More accurately, set N = ⌊n^{1k+3/2} ⌋, and notice that since k ≥ 1,

n ≥ 4 =⇒ n^5 > 32n^2 =⇒ n 2 > n^{25} ≥ n^{1k+3/2} ≥ ⌊n^{1k+3/2} ⌋ = N.

and that n ≠ 0 =⇒ N ≥ 1 =⇒ N ≥ (N + 1)/2, so 1 2 n^{1k+3/2} ≤ 1 2 (⌊n^{1k+3/2} ⌋ + 1) ≤ N ≤ n^{1k+3/2} .

As a consequence, for any n > 3 and k ≥ 1, min N<n/2 c(n, N) ≤ ( 2^{k+1}‖f^{(k)}‖_2L √ 2π + 2πL‖f‖_2 ) 1 n^{kk+3/2} + (2‖F^′‖_1 + 4‖F ‖_∞) 1 n^{k+1/2k+3/2} (25)

This concludes the proof.

Remark 1. Notice that the term 2^{k+1} in the final estimate (25) is sub-optimal in a lot of cases. For example, in case of smooth or analytic symbol and if ‖f^{(k)}‖_2 converges to a constant C, then when we can minimize (24) first with respect to k. Setting N = ⌊n^{1k+3/2} ⌋, we get that N^k → n, N → 1, so we find the bound 1 n ( 2LC √ 2π + 2‖F^′‖_1 + 2πL‖f‖_2 + 4‖F ‖_∞ ) .

5 Conclusions and Future Works

Up to our knowledge, this article presents the first ever bounds of the rate of convergence for the ergodic formula (1) for sequences of Toeplitz matrices generated by a symbol that work for any size n. In fact previous works always focus on asymptotic expansion of the ergodic formula or on the spectral distribution of the matrices T_n(f), and in the latest case always with regular functions f or with additional hypotheses.

Much is left to be explored. Almost all the computed bounds are not strict and can be improved or adapted to other characteristics of the symbol f and the test function F . For example an open question is whether one can improve the estimation in Theorem 2 and find it is O(1/n) as in Theorem 1 despite the test function not being in C^3_c (R). Another missing analysis is the case in which the test function F (x) is an indicator of a real interval (it does not follow from Theorem 1 or Theorem 2 since it is not a Lipschitz function) that would also be more tightly linked to the analysis of the spectral distribution of T_n(f).

6 Acknowledgement

The author thanks professor Stefano Serra-Capizzano and professor Carlo Garoni for their support and help in the writing of the manuscript. The author acknowledges the support by the European Union (ERC consolidator grant, eLinoR, no 101085607). The author is a member of the Research Group GNCS (Gruppo Nazionale per il Calcolo Scientifico) of INdAM (Istituto Nazionale di Alta Matematica).

References

[1] Avram F. On bilinear forms in Gaussian random variables and Toeplitz matrices. Probab. Theory Related Fields 79 (1988) 37–45.

[2] Bogoya M., Grudsky S.M. Asymptotics for the eigenvalues of Toeplitz matrices with a symbol having a power singularity.

Numer Linear Algebra Appl. 2023; 30(5):e2496.

[3] Böttcher A., Silbermann B. Introduction to Large Truncated Toeplitz Matrices. Springer, New York (1999).

[4] Ekström S.-E., Furci I., Serra-Capizzano S. Exact formulae and matrix-less eigensolvers for block banded symmetric Toeplitz matrices. BIT 58 (4) (2018) 937–968.

[5] Ekström S.-E., Garoni C., Serra-Capizzano S. Are the eigenvalues of banded symmetric Toeplitz matrices known in almost closed form? Exp. Math. 27 (4) (2018) 478–487.

[6] Garoni C., Serra-Capizzano S. Generalized Locally Toeplitz Sequences: Theory and Applications. Vol. I, Springer, Cham (2017).

[7] Grenander U., Szegő G. Toeplitz Forms and Their Applications. 2nd ed., AMS Chelsea Publishing, New York (1984).

[8] Parter S. V. On the distribution of the singular values of Toeplitz matrices. Linear Algebra Appl. 80 (1986) 115–130.

[9] Serra-Capizzano S. Spectral behavior of matrix sequences and discretized boundary value problems. Linear Algebra Appl.

337 (2001) 37–78.

[10] Serra-Capizzano S. Test functions, growth conditions and Toeplitz matrices. Proceedings of the Fourth International Conference on Functional Analysis and Approximation Theory, Vol. II (Potenza, 2000). Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. 2002, no. 68, part II, 791–795.

[11] Serra-Capizzano S. An ergodic theorem for classes of preconditioned matrices. Linear Algebra Appl. 282 (1998), no. 1-3, 161–183.

[12] Tilli P. A note on the spectral distribution of Toeplitz matrices. Linear Multilinear Algebra 45 (1998) 147–159.

[13] Tilli P. Some results on complex Toeplitz eigenvalues. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 239 (1999) 390–401.

[14] Tyrtyshnikov E. E. A unifying approach to some old and new theorems on distribution and clustering. Linear Algebra Appl. 232 (1996) 1–43.

[15] Tyrtyshnikov E. E., Zamarashkin N. L. Spectra of multilevel Toeplitz matrices: advanced theory via simple matrix relationships. Linear Algebra Appl. 270 (1998) 15–27.

[16] Widom H. On the singular values of Toeplitz matrices. Z. fur Anal. ihre Anwend. 8 (1989) 221–229.

[17] Widom H. A trace formula for Wiener-Hopf operators. J. Oper. Theory 8 (1982) 279–298.

[18] Zamarashkin N. L., Tyrtyshnikov E. E. Distribution of eigenvalues and singular values of Toeplitz matrices under weakened conditions on the generating function. Sb. Math. 188 (1997) 1191–1201.