arXiv:1909.03666v2 [math.GR] 16 Nov 2020

Traces of powers of matrices over finite fields

Ofir Gorodetsky, Brad Rodgers

Abstract

Let M be a random matrix chosen according to Haar measure from the unitary group U(n,C). Dia-
conis and Shahshahani proved that the traces of M, M2, ..., M* converge in distribution to independent
normal variables as n — oo, and Johansson proved that the rate of convergence is superexponential in n.

We prove a finite field analogue of these results. Fixing a prime power g = p", we choose a matrix M
uniformly from the finite unitary group U(n,q) C GL(n,q?) and show that the traces of {M"}1<;<k, pr
converge to independent uniform variables in F 2 as n — oo. Moreover we show the rate of convergence
is exponential in n%. We also consider the closely related problem of the rate at which characteristic
polynomial of M equidistributes in ‘short intervals’ of F2[T]. Analogous results are also proved for
the general linear, special linear, symplectic and orthogonal groups over a finite field. In the two latter
families we restrict to odd characteristic.

The proofs depend upon applying techniques from analytic number theory over function fields to
formulas due to Fulman and others for the probability that the characteristic polynomial of a random
matrix equals a given polynomial.

1 Introduction

1.1 A motivation from classical random matrix theory

The unitary group U(n,C) C GL(n,C) consists of the matrices
U(n,C) = {g € GL(n,C) : gg" = I},

where g is the matrix obtained by complex conjugating the entries of g. Let M be a random matrix chosen
from Haar measure (of total mass 1) on U(n,C). Fix a positive integer k and let {Z; = X +iY;}_; be
a sequence of independent complex normal variables with X;,Y} real-valued independent, mean 0 and
variance 3 normal variables. Diaconis and Shahshahani Thm. 1] proved that as n — oo,
(Te(M), Te(M?), ..., Te(M*))—(V121,V22s, ... ,\NkZ), (1.1)

where the arrow indicates convergence in distribution. In their proof, Diaconis and Shahshahani used
the method of moments and the representation theory of U(n,C). They also proved similar results for
the orthogonal and compact symplectic groups.

This work formed the basis for a number of works in random matrix theory, see e.g.
[BG0].

Building further upon (L)) and confirming a conjecture of Diaconis, Johansson showed that
the rate of convergence is superexponential, in particular

P(ReTrM* < 2, Im TrM* < y) — P(Re VEZy < x,ImVEZ), < y) = Og(e F™18™),

where ¢ is a constant that depends on k only. Again, related results are proved for the orthogonal
and compact symplectic groups, with a slightly slower rate of convergence. Further work of Duits and
Johansson [DJ10] and subsequently Johansson and Lambert [JL20] investigates the extent to which the
convergence of Ter/\/E to Zj is uniform in k.

1.2 Equidistribution of traces

In this note we prove a finite field analogue of these results. We first define some classical groups over

finite fields; see the books Artin [Art88|, Dieudonné [Die71], Dickson [Dic58] and Taylor [Tay92] for a

more complete introduction. Fix a prime power ¢ = p" and let F,; denote the finite field with ¢ elements.
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Let GL(n,q) := {M € Mat(n,F,) : det(M) # 0} be the general linear group over F,. The finite unitary
group U(n, q) € GL(n, ¢?) consists of the matrices

U(n,q) = {M € CL(n.¢*) : MM' = I},

where M is the matrix obtained by replacing the entries of g by their g-th powers. In positive charac-
teristic the following phenomena occurs. If A is a square matrix over Fy, then

Tr(AP) = Tr(A)?.

Thus, in our setting, if M is a random matrix chosen uniformly from a subgroup of GL(n,q), then
(Tr(M), Tr(M?), ..., Tr(M")) does not converge in distribution to a sequence of independent random
variables once k > p. Instead, we have the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Let M € GL(n, q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Fiz a strictly
increasing sequence bi,...,by of positive integers coprime to p. Then for any sequence ai,...,ar of
elements of elements from F,, we have

_ . _ 22 1 . fn—1+b
‘]PMeGL(n,q)(wgzgk:ﬂ(M‘%):ai)_q Hleg ®as —) <" ’“) (1.2)

2
n-
Remark 1. The upper bound in ([[2)) implies the more succinct upper bound of e.g. g 2bx +3n, using
2

+3n

n-
(‘;) < 2% for by, < n, and q 20k > 1 for by, > n. For small by this result is optimal up to constants in
2

the exponent, as |GL(n, )| grows exponentially in n=.
Remark 2. Theorem [T shows that TrM?® equidistributes as n — oo as long as b < Cyn, where Cy is a
constant which becomes larger as ¢ increases.

Theorem 1.2. Let M € U(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Fiz a strictly
increasing sequence bi,...,br of positive integers coprime to p. Then for any sequence ai,...,ar of
elements from F 2, we have

. ) _ _n? 4 1 ..
PrrcU(ng (V1 <i <k:Te(M") =a;) — (¢*) "] <q g2 (1+ —) <

qg—1

n— 1+ 2bg
n

n? 9
Remark 3. More succinctly one can replace the upper bound by e.g. qu+§n7 analogous to Remark [l
In Theorems [£.6] [6.22] [7.10] we prove analogous results for the traces of matrices drawn from the other
finite classical groups SL(n, ¢), Sp(2n, q¢), O*(n,q), O~ (n,¢). In the symplectic and orthogonal case we
restrict to odd characteristic. The more complicated even g can possibly be dealt with by methods
developed by Fulman and Guranick [FG04] and Fulman, Saxl and Tiep [FFST12], but we do not pursue
it in the current work.

1.3 Equidistribution of characteristic polynomials

The methods we apply to prove Theorems [[.I] and also allow us to prove a closely related result
regarding the distribution of the characteristic polynomial of a random matrix within ‘short intervals’ of
Fq[T].

Let My C F4[T] be the collection of monic polynomials with coefficients from Fq and M, 4 C M,
be the collection of monic polynomials of degree n. For M € GL(n,q), define

CharPoly (M) = det(T — M),

so CharPoly (M) € My, 4.
For f € My, and 0 < h <n — 1 define a ‘short interval’ by

I(fih)y={geMq: |f—gl <q"}={g € My: deg(f —g) <h},

where deg(-) is the degree of a polynomial, and | - | = ¢4°8() (where we set deg(0) = —o0,|0| = 0). Such
a notion of a short interval is common in function field arithmetic (see e.g. [KR14, [BBSRI5]).



Theorem 1.3. Let M € GL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<n-—1and for f € Mpnq,

h+1 n2 _ _

PrreGLn,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — qqn <gq =R (14 q;l)n <2n nh 2). (1.3)
Remark 4. |[My 4| = ¢™ and for deg(f) = n > h, |I(f;h)| = ¢"** so [I(f;h)|/|Mnq| = ¢"T1/q". That
is to say, Theorem [[3] is a discrepancy bound for the equidistribution of CharPoly(M) in its possible
range.

In Theorems [£.5], [ we prove analogous theorems for the characteristic polynomials of matrices
drawn from other finite classical groups SL(n, ¢), Sp(2n, ¢), 0" (n,q), 0~ (n, q).

Note that Theorem [[.3] implies a fast rate of equidistribution when h is of order n. But it does not
necessarily say anything non-trivial for small h. In fact, it may be seen using a different method that
equidistribution persists for short intervals of a much smaller size, though at a slower rate.

Theorem 1.4. Let M € GL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<n—1and f € Mp,q,

| nh

qn - q’!L

PJ\/IGGL(n,q)(CharPOIy(M) S I(fa h)) -

(1.4)

Remark 5. Hence the characteristic polynomial equidistributes as long as h/log,(n) — oo, since in this
case (n — h)/q" = o(¢"**/¢g"). It may be possible to show that equidistribution does not occur at some
smaller scales of h, but we have not pursued this.

In Theorems 48] [6.24] [T T2l we prove analogous theorems for the characteristic polynomials of matrices
drawn from other finite classical groups SL(n, q), Sp(2n,q), 0" (n,¢), 0™ (n, q). In summary we show that
in ‘large’ short intervals the characteristic polynomial equidistributes superexponentially and for smaller
short intervals the characteristic polynomial equidistributes as well, unless prevented from doing so for
reasons related to relatively obvious symmetries.

From Theorem [[.4] we may deduce immediately, using Lemma 2] below, an analogous result for
traces.

Theorem 1.5. Let M € GL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
1 <k <n and for {ai}1<i<,pr € Fq, we have

1 (k +1)q'#
< .

Prrecr(ng (Y1 <4 <k, pfi: Te(M') = ai) = ——| <
q P q

Here the non-trivial range is (n — k)/log,(n) — oco. Theorems A9 [[I7] are analogous
results for the other classical compact groups.

The paper is structured so that each group is treated in a mostly independent section. A reader
looking to become quickly acquainted with the main ideas is advised to focus on §3 the other groups
considered have proofs that are more technical but rely on related ideas.

1.4 Related works
1.4.1 Fixed n, large q

In the ‘large finite field’ limit, namely the limit where one takes n fixed and lets ¢ tend to infinity, one can
easily obtain equidistribution of traces and characteristic polynomials as follows. By a result of Reiner
and of Gerstenhaber, discussed in Theorem [B.3] below, we have

Prrecrin,q (CharPoly (M) = fo) = ¢ " (1 + O (é)) (1.5)

uniformly for any monic fy of degree n with fo(0) # 0. In particular, by summing over fy in a short
interval, this implies that

s 1
Parrearin,q (CharPoly (M) € I(f; h)) = 7 (1 +On <5>>

for any monic f of degree n and any 0 < h < n. Using Lemma 2] an analogous result holds for traces.
A similar argument works for other classical groups.



1.4.2 Pointwise bounds

An explicit form of (L) is provided by Chavdarov [Cha97, §3], who by a completely different method
proved that for fo(0) # 0,

(q _ 3)71/27’” (q + 3)7L277L
|GL(n, )| |GL(n, q)|
for ¢ > 4. A similar result is proved for the symplectic group. Chavdarov was after a large-q result.

However, for fixed ¢ and growing n one can do better. Examining Theorem [3.3] one sees that if fo
factorizes as [],_, P;* then

< Parecrin,q)(CharPoly (M) = fo) <

¢"PrrecLn,g) (CharPoly (M) = fo) = H 1_1 (1 _ q—mij),

i=1j=1

An immediate consequence is a lower bound ¢"Ppseqr(n,q) (CharPoly (M) = fo) > 1. This is in fact tight,
as may be seen by taking fo to be a prime polynomial of growing degree. As for an upper bound, our
proof of Theorem [[4] in fact works as is for h = —1, in which case I(fo;h) = {fo} is a singleton and one
obtains

q"PrrecLn,g) (CharPoly (M) = fo) <n+2

whenever fo(0) # 0. With more work one should be able to show that the correct upper bound is
logarithmic in n, though we do not prove this here. This is obtained for instance by taking fo =
Hdegp<m plm/dee(P)] where the product is over prime polynomials of degree up to m.

1.4.3 Exponential sums over matrices

Let x be a (possibly trivial) multiplicative character of F; and 4 a non-trivial additive character of [F,.
Eichler [Eic38] and later Lamprecht [Lam57] evaluated the generalized Gauss sum

> x(det(9))¥(Tr(g)) (1.6)

geG

for G = GL(n,q), in terms of the ordinary Gauss sum. In a series of works, Kim [Kim97al, [Kim97b|
Kim97c], [Kim98al [Kim98bl [Kim98¢c|, Kim and Lee [KL96] and Kim and Park [KP97] studied (L8] for
other classical groups G, and in the case of G = GL(n,q) also evaluated the generalized Kloosterman
sum [Kim98b, Thm. C]
S (Trlag+bg™"),  (a.bEF). (1.7)
geaG
Their methods relied on a variant of Bruhat decomposition. In [CK03] and [CK08] Chae and Kim used
{-adic cohomology and Deligne-Lusztig theory, respectively, to obtain new proofs for these formulas.

In the course of proving our superexponential results, we end up evaluating exponential sums over
the various classical groups which are more general than (6] and (L), see e.g. Theorems and
below. Our evaluation is in terms of zeros of certain L-functions associated with each classical group.
Additionally we provide bounds on these sums. These results may be of independent interest, in view
of recent applications of the works of Kim et al. [CFHS12| [CDSS17, [PGI8l, [PG19]. Our proofs differ
substantially from those just mentioned, and in particular do not involve the theory of reductive groups.

1.4.4 Cohen-Lenstra heuristics

In our approach we will study Par(f) = Prrecr(n,q)(CharPoly (M) = f) as an arithmetic function over
Fy[T] (see Definition below). As it ends up the Dirichlet series for Pgr(f) bear a certain formal
resemblance to Dirichlet series which have previously been investigated by Cohen and Lenstra.

Indeed, let A be the ring of integers of a number field, e.g. A = Z. The norm of an ideal a C A
is defined as Nm(a) = |A/a|. If G is a finite A-module, let w4(G) = |[Aut(G)|™", where Aut(G) is the
group of A-homomorphisms of G. With any such G, we associate an ideal of A by the following process:
G is necessarily isomorphic to a direct sum @;A/a; of cyclic submodules, and we set I(G) := []; a;; this
ideal does not depend on the specific decomposition into cyclic submodules. With this notion in hand,
we extend wa to ideals of A as follows:

wa(a) = > wa(G).

G up to A-ismorphism
I1(G)=a



Cohen and Lenstra define the Dirichlet series (s0,a(s) = Y, wa(a)Nm(a)™*, converging for Res > 0,
where the sum is over non-zero ideals of A. They prove that

Coora(s) = [ [ Cals + ),

j>1

where (4 is the Dedekind zeta function of A [CL84] Cor. 3.7] and study the analytic properties of (s,
in [CL84] §7].

As it turns out, the arithmetic function Pgr(f) and analogous functions for other classical groups
resemble function-field analogues of wa(a). In particular, for any Dirichlet character x: Fq[T] — C,
the Dirichlet series Zfqu (1), monic PGL(f)X(f)|f|7° behaves similarly to (s a(s) in that we have the

factorization s
ar( _
La 5= X)
pRECATIRCIR

f j=1
where Lar(u,x) is related to the L-function of x, see Theorem below. Although Cohen-Lenstra
heuristics in the context of matrices over rings were studied extensively in the literature, see e.g. [FW89]
CH18| [Wo019], the formal connection which we note here seems to be new and we do not know if there
is a deeper reason for it.

1.4.5 Trace as a fixed-point count

There is another perspective which leads to a different finite field analogue for results about the traces
of random matrices. Given a permutation 7 on n elements, we may consider its permutation matrix Pr.
The trace of Pr counts the fixed points of 7. Sampling 7 uniformly from the symmetric groups S, and
letting n tend to infinity, Tr(Px) is known to tend to a Poisson distribution with parameter 1, see e.g.
the discussion in [DS94] §5]. One can similarly study the number of vectors fixed by a random matrix
from GL(n,q) as n tends to infinity. This was studied for GL(n, q) and the various finite classical groups
by Rudvalis and Shinoda [RS8§|, who obtained formulas for the probability that the fixed space of a
random matrix has a given dimension. Recently, Fulman and Stanton [FS16] computed the limit of the
moments of the number of fixed vectors as n tends to infinity, as well as simplified and unified the results
of Rudvalis and Shinoda.
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2 Preliminary background

2.1 Hayes characters

Here we review a generalization of Dirichlet characters which were introduced by Hayes [Hay65]. Other
papers with a review similar to what we give below include [Gor20] [GS20].

2.1.1 Equivalence relation

Let ¢ be a non-negative integer and H be a non-zero polynomial in Fy[T]. We define an equivalence
relation Ry g4 on Mg by saying that A = B mod Ry p,q if and only if A and B have the same first ¢
next-to-leading coefficients and A = B mod H. (We do not require that A and B have the same degree.
For instance T2 + T4+ 1= T°% 4+ T3 + T? + 1 mod Ra 7,4 for any g.) We adopt the following convention
throughout: the j-th next-to-leading coefficient of a polynomial f(T") € Mg with j > deg(f) is considered
to be 0. It may be verified that there is a well-defined quotient monoid Mg,/ Ry, ir,q, where multiplication
is the usual polynomial multiplication. An element of M, is invertible modulo Ry, m 4 if and only if it is



coprime to H. The units of My /Ry i 4 form an abelian group, having as identity element the equivalence
class of the polynomial 1. We denote this unit group by (Mgy/R¢ m,q)”. It may be verified that

|(Mq/Reiq)" | = " o(H),

where ¢(H) is Euler’s totient function.

2.1.2 Characters

For every character x of the finite abelian group (My/Re 1 ,4)~, we define x with domain M, as follows.
If A is invertible modulo Ry ., and if ¢ is the equivalence class of A, then xT(4) = x(c). If A is not
invertible, then x'(A4) = 0.

The set of functions x' defined in this way are called the characters of the relation Ry, 4, or sometimes
“characters modulo Ry . We abuse language somewhat and write x instead of x! to indicate a
character of the relation Ry i7,4 derived from the character x of the group (Mgy/Re,m,q) . Thus we write
Xo for the character of Ry g, which has the value 1 when A is invertible and the value 0 otherwise. We
denote by G(Re,m,q) the set {x' : x a character of (Mgy/Re.m,q)*}

A set of polynomials in My is called a representative set modulo Ry g4 if the set contains one and
only one polynomial from each equivalence class of Ry pr,q. If x1,X2 € G(R¢,H,q), then

0 if x1 # xe,

1 —
3] L (P = {1 o (2.1)

where in this sum F runs through a representative set modulo Re ar,q. If n > £+ deg(H), then My 4
is a disjoint union of ¢"¢~9°8(f) representative sets, and a set of polynomials on which x € G(Re.r.q)
vanishes. Thus, applying (21 with x2 = xo, we obtain that for all n > £ + deg(H):

1 0 if x # xo,

I T ) — 2.2

g s g(H) . Z X(F) {1 if x = xo- 22
EMn,q

We also have, if A, B € M, are coprime to H,

1 . 1 if A= B mod R, n,q,
Y x(A)x(B) = { . (2:3)
q'd(H) EC (e t1.0) 0 otherwise.

If x € G(Re,1,4) we say that x is a short interval character of £ coefficients, and if x € G(Ro,#,q) We say
that x is a Dirichlet character modulo H. Every element of G(Ry p,q) is a product of an element from
G(Ry,1,q) with an element from G(Ro,m.,q).

2.1.3 L-Functions

Let x € G(Re,m,q). The L-function of x is the following series in wu:

L(u,x) = Z X(f)udeg(f)7

FeMy

which also admits the Euler product

Lu,x) =[]0 = x(Pyutes) (2.4)

where the product is over irreducibles in M. If x is the trivial character xo of G(R¢, m,q), then

_ Udcg(P)
L) = el !

1—qu

Otherwise, the orthogonality relation ([2:2)) implies that L(u, x) is a polynomial in u of degree at most
£+ deg(H) — 1.

The first one to realize that Weil’s proof of the Riemann Hypothesis for Function Fields [Wei74]
Thm. 6, p. 134] implies the Riemann Hypothesis for the L-functions of x € G(Re,1,q) was Rhin [Rhi72]



Thm. 3] in his thesis (cf. [EH91, Thm. 5.6] and the discussion following it). Hence we know that if we
factorize L(u,x) as
deg(L(u,x))

Lux) =[] @=%bow,

i=1
then for any 1,

()l € {1, v} (2.5)
Remark 6. Although we use below the Riemann Hypothesis for Function Fields (in the form (23]))
whenever we can, the trivial bound |v;(x)| < g leads to results only slightly weaker than we obtain.

2.2 Traces of powers, and symmetric functions

Lemma 2.1. Fizn >k > 1. Let {ai}1<i<kpn be a sequence of k' = k — L%j elements from Fq. There

are polynomials {f;} 1k, © Mn,q such that for M € Mat(n,Fy), the following two conditions are
1<i<q'P

equivalent:

1. For all1<i <k with pti, we have Tr(M") = a;.
2. For some 1< j < qL%J we have CharPoly (M) € I(fj;n —k —1).
Moreover, the sets {I(fj;n—k—1)}

1<j<q

Lk, are disjoint, so that
P

L
q

Prres(V1 <i <k, pti:Te(M') =a;) = Pares(CharPoly (M) € I(f;;n —k — 1))
1

iS1E

J

J
for any non-empty subset S C GL(n,q), endowed with a uniform probability measure.
Proof. For M € Mat(n,F,), write its characteristic polynomial as

CharPoly (M) = T™ + c1 (M)T" " + ... + co(M).

As Tr(M?) are the power sum symmetric polynomials in the eigenvalues of M (working in the closure of
Fy), and (—1)c; (M) are the elementary symmetric functions in the eigenvalues of M, Newton’s identities
allow us to express Tr(M") as

Tr(M?) = —ici(M) + Pi(c1 (M), ..., ci—1(M)) (2.6)

for some explicit P;(z1,...,%i—1) € Z[z1,...,Ti-1].

If ¢p(M), cop(M), ..., Cpl &) (M) are fixed, then prescribing Tr(M*) = a; for 1 < i < k, p1{ i, amounts
to prescribing ¢;(M) for 1 <4 < k, pfi. This is because for each such i we may iteratively use (2.0) to
solve for ¢;(M) from Tr(M?) and the previous coefficients c;(M). This works in the other direction as
well: we may use (28] to solve for Tr(M?) from c¢;(M) and the previous coefficients c; (M).

We wish to formulate this observation using short intervals. If f € M,, 4 and h < n, then CharPoly (M)
I(f;h) if and only if c1 (M), ..., cn—n—1(M) coincide the first n — h — 1 next-to-leading coefficients of f.
Thus, if {cpi(M)}i<i<|r/p) are fixed, then the set of matrices M in Mat(n,F,) with Tr(M*) = a; for
1<i<E, ptiisof the form I(f;n —k — 1), where f € My, 4 is determined by {cpi(M)}i<i<|x/p) and
the values a;. As we vary {cpi(M)}1<i<|k/p), this f necessarily changes as well.

All in all, we find that indeed the set of matrices M in Mat(n,Fq) with Tr(M*) = a;for 1 <i <k, pti

is a disjoint union of sets of the form I(f;n — k — 1), for qL%J different polynomials f in M, 4. O

Remark 7. Lemma 2] gives Theorem from Theorem [[.41 The lemma can also be used to deduce a
(weaker) version of Theorem [L.T] from Theorem [[3] In fact for the purpose of Theorem [[I] Lemma 2.2]
gives a slightly better estimate.

Given A1,...,A\r € Fy, define a function x5: My — C by
X5 (F(T)) = €5 Trrarmy (Bl Nl otad),

where f € M, and {«; 4 | are the roots of f in F,, listed with multiplicities.

Lemma 2.2. Let k be a positive integer coprime to p. Let A1,..., A\ € Fq with A\ # 0. The following
hold.



1. The function x5 is completely multiplicative, that is, x5(fg) = x5 (f)xx(g) for all f,g € M.

27i k Ty 7

2. Given M € GL(n,q), we have x5(CharPoly(M)) = o5 Ty /iy (0o AiTe(MY))

3. The function x5 is a short interval character of k coefficients.

4. The character x5 is non-trivial.
Proof. The first part is trivial. The second part follows from the observation that Tr(M?) is the sum of
the i-th powers of the eigenvalues of M, which are the roots of CharPoly(M). For the third part, we
need to show that af + ...+ o} is a function of the first ¢ next-to-leading coefficients of f, for each i.
This is a direct consequence of the fundamental theorem of symmetric polynomials, which in particular
says that aj + ...+ ay is a polynomial (with integer coefficients) in the first ¢ elementary symmetric

polynomials in «;, which — up to sign — are the first ¢ next-to-leading coefficients of f(7T). For the last
part, we use Newton’s identities which say in particular that

d
Za? = F(ei(ai), ea(as), ... en—1(as)) + (=1 kex (),

where e; is the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial and F' is some polynomial with integer coefficients,
which assumes the value 0 at 0. As k # 0 in F; by assumption, this shows that XX(Tk + ¢) is not equal
to 1 whenever Try, /p, (c) # 0. a

2.3 A uniqueness theorem

We will make use of the following simple result.

Lemma 2.3. Two functions o, 3: Mq — C are identical (that is a(g) = B(g) for all g € M) if and
only if for all Hayes characters x: Mg — C,

ST alHx(Hue = 37 B(HX(HHuteED, (2.7)

feMqy feM,

with equality in the sense of formal power series in u.

Remark 8. The formal power series in (2.7) are well-defined; note that the sums cn (c, x) = 2" ;¢ 4, . a(fHx(f)
are finite for all n, ¢, and Zfqu a(f)X(f)udeg(f) = ano cn (o, X)u™.

Proof. If «, 8 are identical then ([Z7)) is evident. On the other hand, suppose (Z7) holds for all Hayes

characters x. For any n > 0 and g € M, 4, take £ > n. Supposing ([Z7) holds, one has for all
X € G(Ry,1,4) (that is, short interval characters of £ coefficients),

ST oalhxH = D BUOXWD.

feEMn q feEMnp q
Hence from (Z3))
1 _ 1 —
alg) = 7 S oxle) D] alhx(f) = 7 S xte) Do BUHR() =B(g).
XEG(Ry,1,q) feMn,q XEG(Rg 1,q9) FEMn q
Since g was arbitrary, this proves a and (8 are identical. |

2.4 Some g¢-series identities
We make use of the following results from the theory of ¢-series, with the notation
(@) = (1= a)(1 —av) - (1 — ™)

and for |v| < 1,
(a;V)0 = lim (a;V)n.
n— o0

Theorem 2.4 (Euler). [GRO4, Eq. (18)] For |z|,|v| < 1,




As a restatement, setting v = 1/V and = = y/V, we have for |y| < |V|] and |V| > 1,

')

1 > ViG-1 ;
i i ; 2.8
El—y/‘” ; Vi_1)(Vi V). (Vi —vi-1) Y (2.8)
> ViG-1/2 ;
- ; : 2,
E:: Vi-1) VJfl_l)...(V_l)y (2.9)

Theorem 2.5 (Euler). [GR0J, Eq. (19)] For |z|,|v| < 1,
i (_1)juj(j71)/2xj

TR

=0

As a restatement, setting v = 1/V and = = y/V, we have for |y| < |V] and |V| > 1,

- —1)7 o= i
+JZ_:1(VJ'—1)(VJ'(1_)1)...(V_1) yJ:lj[(l—y/V)- (2.10)

3 Results for GL(n,q)

3.1 GL(n,q) and the space of characteristic polynomials
Recall that GL(n,q) = {M € Mat(n,F,) : det(M) # 0}.
Proposition 3.1. [Art88, Ch. IV.3] We have |GL(n,q)| = (¢" — 1)(¢" —q)--- (¢" — ¢"").

We define MY, = {f € Mnq: (f,T) = 1}. It is plain for M € GL(n, ¢) that CharPoly(M) € M% |
and it follows by considering companion matrices that in fact M$', = {CharPoly(M) : M € GL(n,q)}.
The reader should take a moment to verify

|Mn,q =q (1_(]71)7 n > 1.

Let Mgl = Unzo/\/l%{q. It is easy to see that /\/lgl is a submonoid of M, with respect to multiplication
(that is, if f,g € MY, then fg € MY"). Furthermore, by unique factorization of polynomials with
coefficients in Fg, it follows that each f € ./\/lgl factorizes uniquely as f = P! --- PS" with each P; an
irreducible monic polynomial and P; # T for all 4.

3.2 Expressions for Pgy(f)

Throughout this subsection we will take random M € GL(n,q) according to Haar measure (that is,
uniform measure).

Definition 3.2. For f € My, we define the arithmetic function

{M € GL(n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|

Par(f) =Puecrin,g (CharPoly(M) = f) = IGL(n, q)|

where we take n = deg(f). For f =1 we define Pgr(1) = 1.

Previous authors have considered the counts [{M € GL(n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|. A closed formula
for these is due independently to Reiner [Rei61l Thm. 2] and Gerstenhaber [Ger61] Sec. 2]. Another proof
based on cycle types of matrices was later given in [Ful99] Thm. 17]. We have found it natural to phrase
these formulas in the language of probability as above.

Theorem 3.3 (Reiner, Gerstenhaber). If f € ./\/lgl factorizes as f = P;'--- Pf" with each P; an
irreducible monic polynomial, set m; = deg(P;). Then

me(eI

PGL H |GL ei, mI

If f is a monic polynomial but f ¢ /\/lgl, then Par(f) = 0.

We make the new observation that Pgr(f) can also be written as an infinite Dirichlet convolution of
simple arithmetic functions defined on M,.



Theorem 3.4. For g € M,, define the arithmetic functions oS, aST, ... by
1 1/|g|" for g € M,
af(g) i= L1, () = { 10 q
lg] 0 otherwise.

Then for f € Mg,
Por(f) = lim (a5 x af™ x -« a")(f).
— 00
The proof of Theorem [3.4] is given below. It is a corollary of the following theorem.
Theorem 3.5. For a Hayes character x and |u| < 1/q, define

Lor(u,x) = Y x(fu'e?), (3.1)

gl
femg

This sum converges absolutely for |u| < 1/q, and for |u| < 1 we have

3" Por(Hx(u's?) = HLGL( “x) (3.2)

FeEM,
with both the left hand sum and the right hand product converging absolutely.

Proof. We treat claims about convergence first. For (3.1)), note that > rems! Ix(f)| < ¢", which further-
n,q
more implies |L(u, x)| < 1/(1 — g|ul). For the left hand side of ([3.2), note that 3>, . JPar(f)l <1,

and for the right hand side note that |Lar(u/¢', x)| < 1/(1 — |u|/¢"™h).
We will make use of the Euler product:

Lor(u,x) = Y x(fHu'e?

femgt

1
“[I——s (3.3)
— deg(P
P#Tl X(P)u g(P)

where the product is over all irreducible monic polynomials P in My with P # T. As |{P € My :
P irreducible}| < My, 4| < ¢7, the reader may verify that the product in ([B3]) converges for |u| < 1/q.
As |P| = ¢%°8") | we have

u 1
LGL(—.7X) = - .
7 %) = 1 T

From Theorem B3] one sees that Pgr, is a multiplicative arithmetic function on My, with

|P|e(efl)

Pgr(P°) = (|Ple = 1)(|P|c = |P])--- (|P]¢ — [P]e=1)’

for P an irreducible monic polynomial with P # T'. Hence

udeg(f) — - |P|e(€71) udeg(P) e
& Tl I (X gr=sger— g e <)
= H H udcg(P)/|P| HLGL( i’X)
P#T i=1

using (2.8) to pass to the second line. The order of products in the final line may be swapped owing to
absolute convergence (justified using the same facts as for the absolute convergence of (B3)). O

Proof of Theorem [3.f} Theorem B.H implies for |u| < 1,

k
> Por(Hx(NHu® = 1im [T > af*(9)x(g)u** (3.4)
feMqy i=1geMygq
s GL . GL deg(f)
= lim Y (ol w ol (Hx (Nt
FEMq
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We claim the limit and sum can be swapped in the last line. If |(af” *---xa$L)(f)] < 1 for all f € My,
then this follows via dominated convergence. But indeed we do have |(af* % - - aZL)(f)| < 1. For, set
x = 1; the left hand side of () is 3, -, u", while for each f € My, the quantity (af” *---* af™)(f)
is non-decreasing in k, so comparing coefficients we have ZfeMn,q(O‘IGL e ox akGL)(f) < 1. Since
all terms in this sum are non-negative this verifies the stated bound. (Note that this also implies
limy oo (@Y 5 -+ % aST)(f) exists, for all f € M,.)

Hence for all Hayes characters ¥,

> Por(Ix(Nu' = 3 tim (a1 - -x an) (x(fu™*=.

k—oco
feMgy feMy

Lemma [2.3] then implies the theorem. O

3.3 Character sums over GL(n,q)

We now treat averages of x(CharPoly(M)) for M ranging over GL(n, q) and x a fixed Hayes character.
This information will be used to treat the distribution of traces of powers and characteristic polynomials
of M € GL(n, ¢) in subsequent subsections. Recall the definition of Lar (u, x) in (B1)).

Theorem 3.6. Let n be a positive integer. Let x be a non-trivial Hayes character from G(Re m,q). We
have

Ler(u,x) = L(u, x) - (1 = x(T)uw), (3.5)
which is a polynomial of degree
d :=deg(Lar(u,x)) < €+ deg(H). (3.6)
Factorize Lar, as
d

Lar(u,x) = [ [ = 7). (3.7)

i=1
(Note that v; will have a dependence on x.) We have |vi| € {1,/q} fori=1,..,d and furthermore:

1. We have the identity

d aj
1 . o
=1 2 X(CharPoly(M)) = (1) > 1= " ;
IGL(n, )|\, & ot Tz (@ = D™ = 1) (g = 1)
at,...,aqg>0
(3.8)
with the convention that (¢° —1)---(q¢—1) is 1 when a = 0.
2. If d > 0 then the following estimate holds:
1 _n2 1 ,,[n+d-1
— x(CharPoly (M))| < ¢~ 2@ (1 + —) . (3.9
IGL(n, )|\, & q-1 n

Proof. (33) follows from ([B3) and ([24). The degree bound (B.6) and bound on |v;| follow directly from
the bound on the degree of L(u, x) and Riemann Hypothesis for Functions Fields discussed in §2.T.3]
For the exact formula (3], note that

')

1 n u
a2 X(CharPoly(M) = 3" Par(Dx(f) = [ ] Ler (%),
L0 a2 L[ Eex(y
n,q) feEMan q i=1
with the second equality following from ([B.2]). Using ([3.7)) we obtain
1 n s U n e u
ol > x(CharPoly(M)) = " [ [0 —v=) = " [T [](* = vi=)- (3.10)
(GL(n, @)l & L4 q L1l q
n,q) i=1j5=1 j=1li=1
Using (2.10) with y = v;u and V = ¢, we have
- u (=1)*yfu”
1—v—)= . 3.11
H( Vﬂqz) Z (g¢ —1)(ge1—1)---(¢—1) ( )

i=1 a>0



From (3I0) and @BII]) we have
1 B " d 'Yjaj
|GL(n, q)] >~ x(CharPoly(M)) = (-1) > I @ =1 (g=1)’ (3.12)

MEGL(n,q) aj+...tag=nj=1

which establishes (3.3]). _ _
For the bound (B.3]), we can apply the triangle inequality, the inequality ¢* — 1 > (q%l)ql and the

bound |v;| < /g to (312) and obtain

—L S \(CharPoly(M))| < ¢ I1
|GL(n, q)] MeoTl o
n,q) ai+...+ag=nj=1

d
1 o, n 1
D D | e —

-~ qY
ai+...fag=nj=1

et (T

1 n aj+...+ag=n
(3.13)
Let S = {(a1,...,aq) € N>g: a1+ ...+ aq = n}. The function
d
a; +1
f(a17“‘7ad):z:<]2 )
Jj=1
on S is minimized when g(ai,...,aq4) = maxi<;<qa; — mini<j<qa; is minimized, namely, equal to 0
(if d | n) or to 1 (otherwise). Indeed, if we assume in contradiction that the minimum is attained
at (a1,...,aq) € S with a1 = maxi<j<aaj, a2 = mini<j<qa; and a1 — a2 > 1, then (a1 — 1,a2 +
1,as,...,aq) € S and
flar —1,a2+1,a3,...,aq4) — f(ar,a2,...,aq) =a2+1—a1 <0,
a contradiction. If we write n as dm 4+ r (m € N>g, 0 < r < d) then g(ai,...,aq) is minimized for
aL=...=ar = [%],arﬂ =...=aq = L%j, in which case a short calculation shows that
2 r 2
. . n n r(1-%) _n n
= flar,..,aq) = 42—/ S0 1 3.14
W@ = Jan. e =5 H 5T 2ty (314)

From B13) and (3I4), (39) is established. |

3.4 The distribution of the characteristic polynomial: superexponen-
tial bounds for GL(n,q)

We are now in a position to prove Theorem [T.3]

Proof of Theorem[[.3 By ([23) with H =1 and £ =n — h — 1, we have,

1 -
lcharPoly(aner(f;h) = 57 Z X(f)x(CharPoly(M)). (3.15)
q
XEG(Rn_h—1,1,q)
Thus,
1 _ >vea " X (CharPoly(M))
Precrin,g (CharPoly(M) € I(f;h)) = ——— > X(f) = IqC);L(n )

XEG(Rp—h—1,1,9)

_ qf(nth) 14 Z Y(f)ZJ\/IEGL(n,q) X (CharPoly (M))
eon : [GL(n, q)]
‘n—h—1,1,q
X#X0

(3.16)
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When n is fixed, the right hand side of ([3.3]) is monotone increasing in d. From (3I6) and (3], we have

ZMEGL(n,q) x(CharPoly(M))

Parrear(n,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — g Y < g Z |GL(n, )]
XEG(Rp—h—1,1,q) ’
X#X0
_n2 1 ., [(n+d—1
< 2d 1 -
<gq *(1+ = 7) < n ;
(3.17)
where
dy = max deg(L u, .
! XEG(Ry—p—1,1,q) g( GL( X))
X#X0
By 2131 di <n — h — 1. Hence, we see that (L3]) is established from BI7). O

3.5 The distribution of traces: superexponential bounds for GL(n,q)

Proof of Theorem[I 1l Consider the additive character ¢: F, — C defined as ¢(a) = 5 Mg /7 (D For
every Ai,...,A\r € Fg, set

k
1 b,
Sy Ay, Ak) i = ———— E P E NiTe(M7) ).
( : |GL(n, g)| MeGL( i= ( :
n,q) i=1
By orthogonality of the characters of the additive group (IFq)k7 we have

k
Precring (VI <i<k: Tr(Mbi) =ai) = q" Z (= Z)\iai)s(n; Alyeoy AR).
(A1, A%)E(Fg) P i=1

The choice A\; = ... = A, = 0 contributes ¢~ *. For the other choices, Lemma 2 says that
n Xx CharPoly M
S(nida, ... ) = 2 wrearng X5 ( ))7
|GL(n, q)|

where xo0 # x5 € G(Ru,,,1,4) was defined in the lemma. By Theorem [3.6]

TL2 —
|5(n;)\17«~7)\k)|<q“(1+ﬁ)n<n+: 1) (3.18)

where d = deg(Lor(u, x5)) < bx. As in the proof of Theorem [[3] we use the observation that the
right hand side of (3I8) is monotone increasing in d, together with the bound d < by, to establish the
theorem. O

3.6 The characteristic polynomial in very short intervals for GL(n,q)

Finally we treat the case of much smaller short intervals, in Theorem [[LZ] Our method is a variant of
the hyperbola method in analytic number theory. We need a few preliminary lemmas. For notational

gl . . .
reasons, we let E denote a sum with all summands restricted to Mgl7 so for instance
> >
d.5:do=f g5l ds—f

Lemma 3.7. For f € My we have

- 1 _ gl PGL(5)
Por(f) = m(lMgl *Par)(f) = d,;dézf 43l

Proof. This follows directly from an examination of Theorem [3.4l The second equality is just a restate-
ment of the first. O

13



Lemma 3.8. Forn >h >0 and § € Mg, if deg(d) < h, then

gl qh+1 gl
ST o= Y7 1 (3.19)
d: ds€I(f;h) q d:dd€EMny g

for any f € My, 4. In particular the above expression is constant as f ranges over My, q, for fized n and
q. Furthermore the right hand side of BI9) simplifies. In fact for § € MZ' and deg(8) < n, we have

o, A5 Mg o if deg(d0) = n.

Proof. Let A = deg(d) < h. By the orthogonality relation (23],

3 1=qn,% SOox T ).

d:dSeI(f;h) XEG(Rn_h-1,1,q) demd A,

But from Theorem 3.6, L¢r(u,x) is a polynomial of degree no more than n — h — 1 for all non-trivial
X € G(Rn—h-1,1,4)- For A < h, we have n — A >n—h —1, so

> x(d) =0, for x € G(Rn-n-11.4), X # Xo-
dem9t

n—A,q
Hence l .
g
Yo l= ) YD xe(@xe(d),
d:dé€I(f;h) q de Mt

n—A,q

and this quantity does not depend on f as xo(f) = 1 for all f € M, 4. Hence, to see (319), note that
because this expression is constant for all f € M., 4,

gl 1 gl "t gl
1=— 1= 1,
d: d;e:l(fh) " fe%: d: d;e:l(fh) LA déEE:M
B 3 n,q . b . n,q
since in passing to the last equality, each f € M,, 4, will have been counted ¢"** times.
Finally, for (3:20), it is plain that if A < n,
gl gl A1 -q¢h ifA <,
Z 1= |M7L*A,q| = 1 A=
d: dSEMp.q Ha=mn,
and ([B:20) follows from this. |

Remark 9. Lemmal[3.8] can be proved via a more elementary counting argument, but the argument given
above will generalize to the other finite classical groups to be considered later.

Lemma 3.9. Forn > h >0 and § € Mg, if deg(d) > h+ 1, then

5 1’ <1 (3.21)

d: ds€I(f;h)
for all f € My 4.

Proof. Plainly, if deg(§) > h+ 1, there will be either exactly one multiple of § in I(f;h), or no multiples
of § in I(f;h). a

We now use these lemmas to estimate the likelihood that a random M € GL(n,¢) lands in a short
interval.

14



Proof of Theorem[I.} Note that

ParecrLin,q (CharPoly(M) € I(f;h))

> Porlg)

gel(f;h)

_ Zgl PGL((s)
|dé|
d,8: dSEI(f;h)
by Lemma [3.7] But this is
D VTR SR L D S 322

n
deg(8)<h q d: dSEI(f;h) h+1<deg(8)<n q d: dS€I(f;h)

Utilizing (319)), we have

Pgr (6) Zgl qh+1 Por (5) gl
deg(6)<h q d:dé€I(f;h) q deg(d)<h q d: dd€EMp q

with the advantage that the inner sum may be evaluated for any §, not only for deg(d) < h. Continuing,
we have

Z Psr(9) Zgl 1:qh+1 Z Pgr(0) Zgl 1_qh:1 Z Par(9) Zgl 1

deg(8)<h qa d:dé€I(f;h) " seMy 9" d:dd€Mny g deg(8)>h qa d:dd€EMny g
qh+1 1 qh+1 4
S Y Pul-x Y Pu®lr -0 L)
feEMan q n>deg(8)>h

with the first term in the last line following from Lemma[3.7]and the second term in the last line following
from (B320). But, using the fact that Pgr is a probability measure on M, 4 to simplify both the first
and second terms, the above simplifies to

h+1 h+1 h+1

Chet e . I 1
:qqn ——qqn ((qh1+q”2+---+q M -q ) +g ):q - (3.23)

On the other hand, turning to the second term in ([3.22), we have

Par(6 Par(6 —h
o ey ey felonsh (3:24)
qn q" qm
h+1<deg(é)<n dé€I(f;h) h+1<deg(é)<n
d,5e Mgt

using ([3:2I)) to bound the inner sum and then the fact that Pgr is a probability measure on My, 4.

Applying (3:23) and B24)) to [(322]), we see that

gt 1 n—nh
PrrecLn,g) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) = o - q_” + K- < —~ ) ,

where K is some number in between 0 and 1. This verifies Theorem [[.4l O

4 Results for SL(n,q)

4.1 SL(n,q) and the space of characteristic polynomials

The special linear group over Fq is SL(n,q) = {M € Mat(n,Fy) : det(M) = 1}. It is the kernel of the
surjective group homomorphism det: GL(n,q) — F;, and so we have the following.

Proposition 4.1. We have |SL(n,q)| = (¢" — 1)(¢" —q)--- (¢" —¢" ') /(¢ — 1).

We define M5!, = {f € Munq: (f,T) = 1,f(0) = (=1)"}. Tt is plain for M € SL(n,q) that
CharPoly (M) € M;!,, and it follows by considering companion matrices that in fact M3, = {CharPoly (M) :
M € SL(n,q))}. The reader should take a moment to verify

Ml =q"""  n>1

Let Mfll = Unzo/\/lff)q. It is easy to see that ./\/lfll is a submonoid of ./\/lgl.
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4.2 Expression for Ps;(f)

Throughout this subsection we will take random M € SL(n,q) according to Haar measure (that is,
uniform measure).

Definition 4.2. For f € My, we define the arithmetic function

{M € SL(n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|

PSL(f) - ]P)]\fESL(’rL,q)(Cha‘rPOly(M) - f) = |SL(n q)l

where we take n = deg(f). For f =1 we define Psr(1) = 1.

The following observation allows us to use our formula for Pgr(f) (given in Theorem B4]) in order to
study Psr..

Lemma 4.3. For f € Mg with deg(f) > 0, we have

(q—DPer(f) if f e My,

0 otherwise.

Psi(f) = {
Furthermore, for all f € Mg,

Psp(f)=Por(f) Y xo((T"+(=1)")x7(f)-

xT€G(Ro,1,q)

Proof. The first part follows from |GL(n, q)|/|SL(n,q)| = ¢ — 1. A special case of (23], with £ =1 and
H =T, is the following orthogonality relation:

1 _ n
— ) Xt (T + (=1)")x7(f) = 10)=(-1)n (4.1)
qg—1
XTEG(Ro,T,q)

for all f € MZ'. Since f € M:' if and only if £(0) = (—1)", the second part follows. |

4.3 Character sums over SL(n,q)
We have the following result on character sums, which allows us to use our results for character sums
over GL(n, q) (given in Theorem [3.6]) in order to study corresponding sums over SL(n, q).

Lemma 4.4. Let n be a positive integer. Let x be a non-trivial Hayes character from G(Re m,q). We
have

> MeaL(n,g) (X - X7)(CharPoly (M))
|GL(n, ) ’

(4.2)
where the sum in the right hand side is over all ¢ — 1 Dirichlet characters xT modulo T (i.e. G(Ro,1,q))-

! > x(CharPoly(M))= > x7(T+(-1)")

SL(n, )| MeSL(n,q) x7 mod T

Proof. Plugging f = CharPoly(M) in (&I]), multiplying by x(CharPoly(M)) and averaging over M €
GL(n, q) yields the result. |

4.4 The distribution of the characteristic polynomial: superexponen-
tial bounds for SL(n,q)

Theorem 4.5. Let M € SL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<n-—1and for f € Mg,

h+1
q
n

PJ\/IGSL(n,q) (CharPOIY(M) S I(fa h)) -

___ w2 1 2n—h — 2
<q 2-R=D (g —1)(1 + —=)" . 4.
<q (a ><+q_1>< N ) (4.3)

Proof. The proof follows the line of Theorem [[.3] Using (£2) and the same argument that gave us ([B.16]),
we obtain

1 _ Y n.qy (X - x7)(CharPoly (M))
Parest (g (CharPoly(M) € I(f;h)) = —— > X(f)xr((—1)"m) SAesting) :
q |GL(n, q)|
XEG(Rp_n—-1,1,q)
xT mod T
(4.4)
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and so from (&4 and Theorem [36] letting ¥ = x - x7 € G(Rn—h—1,1,4), We have

ZZWEGL(n,q) ¥ (CharPoly(M))

Parest(n,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — R Z |GL(n, )|
X0#AYEG(Ry—h—1,T,q) 7
7& 1 n+ d2 -1
< 2d -1+ ——
<q 2%2(q ) + 1) < n >7
(4.5)

where dz = max,,2ycG(R, _j,_1.r.,) 9€8(Lar(u,¥)). Since Y(T) = 0 for i) € G(Rn—n-1,1,q), it follows
that d2 < max,,£pec(R,_p_1.1.4) 4€8(L(u,¥)) <n —h — 1. Thus, @3) is established from (@3). |

4.5 The distribution of traces: superexponential bounds for SL(n, q)

Theorem 4.6. Let M € SL(n, q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Fiz a strictly
increasing sequence bi,...,br of positive integers coprime to p. Then for any sequence ai,...,ar of
elements of elements from F,, we have

. ) _ _anZ 1 — 14+ b
Paresning (V1 < < k: Tr(M") = a;) —q *| < ¢ 2 (q—l)(1+—1) <n n+ k)

The proof is omitted, as it follows closely the proof of Theorem [Tl

4.6 The characteristic polynomial in very short intervals for SL(n, q)

We have the following lemma, whose proof follows the proofs of Lemmas 3.8 and [3:91

Lemma 4.7. Let xr be a mon-trivial Dirichlet character modulo T. Letn > h > 0, 6 € My, and
f € Mangq. If deg(0) < h, then
1
S xr(d) =o.

d: dSEI(f;h)
If deg(d) > h + 1, then
gl
] 3 XT(d)‘ <1 (4.6)
d:dsecI(f;h)
Theorem 4.8. Let M € SL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<nand fe Mn,,

h+1 n—~h

q
S IICE)

\PMESLW,MCharPoly(M) € I(f:h)) —

qn
Proof. Note that

Prrespin,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — IF’MeGL(n,q)(CharPoly(M) S I(f' h))

= Z xr (T + ( Z Par(9)xr(g)

Xo#xT mod T g€I(f;h)
n gl Per(0)xr(dé
= Y a@+nY Porfazdd),
xo#xT mod T d,6:dS€I(f;h)
by Lemma [3.7] But this is
n Par(6)xT (0 gl __
= Y @y Y B s o)
xo#XxT mod T deg(8)<h q d: dS€I(f;h)
n Par,(0)xT (0 gl
Y amayny Y PeOXTO) st g
xo#xT mod T h+1<deg(§)<n q d: dS€I(f;h)
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According to the first part of Lemma 7] the first term in (£7) vanishes, while by the second part of it,
we have

n PGL(SX_(S gl __ Par (o n—nh
@+ (- Y LA s mg e > 0) cno
h+1<deg(8)<n q d: dS€I(f;h) h+1<deg(8)<n q q

for any xo # xr mod T, using (£6) to bound the inner sum and then the fact that Por is a probability
measure on M, 4. We see that

g=2=h) 45

‘PMESL(n,q)(CharPOIy(M) S I(f7 h)) - PMEGL(n,q)(CharPOIy(M) S I(fa h))‘ S (q

Applying the triangle inequality to (£8) and (L4, this verifies the theorem. O

From Theorem (1.8 we may deduce immediately using Lemma [2.I] an analogous result for traces.

Theorem 4.9. Let M € SL(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
1<k <n and for {aiti<i<k, pri € Fq, we have

k

‘ , ; 1 (k +1)gt»!
P (V1 <i<k pti:Tr(M") =a;)— < .
MeSL( 711)( )[ ( ) ) qking qn/(q_ 1)

Remark 10. The above ideas can be used similarly to obtain results for SU(n, g) from results for U(n, q),
and for SO* (n, q) from results for o* (n,q). In fact, one may study other cosets, e.g. gSL(n, q) C GL(n, q)

for g ¢ SL(n, q).

5 Results for U(n,q)

5.1 U(n,q) and the space of characteristic polynomials

Recall that U(n, q) = {M € GL(n,¢*) : MM' = = I}, where M is the matrix obtained by replacing entries
of M by their g-th powers, and ¢ is a transposel

Proposition 5.1. [Tay92, Ch. 10] We have |U(n,q)| = q(;) [, (¢" = (—=1)").

1)
C GL(n,¢%), we require the
2+ For f € Mg, let o(f) be

In order to treat characteristic polynomials of matrices from U(n,q)
following setup. Recall for a € F,2, the map a — a? is an involution of F
the map which raises each coeﬂiment to the g-th power.

Definition 5.2. Forn >0 and f € Mfiqm define f € Mfiq2 b

T
==

That is, if f(T)=ao+ ...+ an1T" ' 4+ T, we have

f(r) = (i)q+(“”*1>qT+...+T". (5.1)

ao ao

Note that f — f is an involution of M9 mg?”

Definition 5.3. We say that a polynomial f € Mffqz is unitary self-reciprocal if f = f, and write
My ={feMs ,: f=f}
Furthermore we write Mys" = Up>o M.,

It is easy to see that M?3" is a submonoid of Mgé By definition, if M € U(n, ¢) we have M = (Mt)fl7

and so CharPoly (M) = CharPoly((Mt)fl) Char/lggl;(M ), which forces the inclusion {CharPoly (M) :
M € U(n,q)} C M7, In fact, from Theorem [B.8] below, these two sets are equal.

n,q2"

IMore generally, one may consider the group {M € GL(n,q?) : MAM' = A} for a fixed Hermitian invertible matrix

A€ GL(n,q?), ie. A= A" When varying A, we obtain groups which are conjugate to one another in GL(n, ¢?), see [Tay92)
Ch. 10].
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Proposition 5.4. We have |IM™“7,| = ¢™(1 +q~') forn > 1.

n,q?
Proof. This is clear by analyzing explicit description (&) of f , considering n odd and n even separately.
One uses the fact that F:z is a cyclic group, and in particular that agH = 1 has ¢ 4+ 1 solutions
ap € F;z. O

From Definition [5:2] one sees for f,g € /\/lgé that fg} = f - g. As a consequence of this it follows that
M;‘fr is a submonoid of Mgé under multiplication. Furthermore a polynomial P € Mgé is irreducible if

and only if P is irreducible.
In fact we have

Theorem 5.5. Every f € M3" factorizes uniquely into irreducibles as

E]

F=T1Pe TT@i@),
1=1

Jj=1

where P; = P; for all i and Q; # Qj for all j, and P;,Q; € M2\ {T} are irreducible for all i,j.
Conwversely, every such product is in M3".

Proof. Consider some f € M3". We can write f as a product of irreducibles:

f= I1 per 11 Qe Q%. (5.2)

PEM2\{T},P=P {Q.QYEM 2\ {T},0#Q
As g +— § is an involution which is completely multiplicative, we can compute f to be

f= II per I Qe Q. (5.3)

PeM2\{T},P=P {Q.QIEM 2 \{T},Q#Q

Since f = f, the right hand side of (5.2)) and the right hand side of (5.3) are equal. By unique factorization
in F2[T7], it follows that g5 = gq, as needed.

Conversely, M 3" contains QQ for any irreducible Q € M2 \{T} (again since g — § is a multiplicative

involution). By definition, M5" contains every irreducible P € M2 \ {T'} such that P = P. As Mes”
is a monoid, it follows that it contains every product of the kind described in the theorem. |

For an element of M;‘f " to be irreducible imposes a restriction on its possible degree:
Theorem 5.6 (Fulman). If P € M3" is an irreducible polynomial, then deg(P) is odd.

This is a consequence of [Ful99, Thm. 9], but we give a different short and self-contained proof here.

=0

in any F2q for d < deg(P). In fact, for such 2z we have that z € F 24 if and only if d is a multiple of
deg(P).

Since P = P, this means that ¢t — ¢~ ? is a permutation on the roots of P. In particular z77 is a

27L71+1)

Proof. 1f P is irreducible, we may write P(T) = [[1" (T — zqzi) for some z € F 2deg(p) which is not

root of P also, so 277 = 29" for some 0 < i < deg(P), ie. (27 7 = 1. Since we are in a field of
characteristic p, it follows that 277"+ — 1. Since the polynomial 7971 1 divides 79 V-1 1, it
follows that z € F 2(2i—1). Thus 2i—1 is a multiple of deg(P). But —1 < 2i—1 < 2deg(P), so necessarily

deg(P) =2i — 1. |

5.2 Expressions for Py(f)

Throughout this subsection we will take random M € U(n, q) according to Haar measure (that is, uniform
measure).

Definition 5.7. For f € My, we define the arithmetic function

_ {M € U(n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|

Py(f) = Preu(n,g (CharPoly (M) = f) [U(n,q)|

where we take n = deg(f). For f =1 we have Py(1) = 1.
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Fulman [Ful99, Thm. 18] has proved a closed formula for the count [{M € U(n,q) : CharPoly(M) =
/}. We have found it natural to phrase his formula in the language of probability as above.

Theorem 5.8 (Fulman). Suppose f € M5" factorizes as
f= HP“ [T@iQn%,
Jj=1

with P; = P; for all i and Qj # Qj for all j, with P;,Q; € M2 irreducible for alli,j. Set
m; = deg(P;), mj = deg(Q;).

Then

gmici(ei=D)

T g
H|U€u qmi)|

i1 IGL(e}, ¢*™9)]
If f is a monic polynomial but f ¢ M“ST then Py (f) = 0.

As above, we observe that Py(f) can be written as an infinite Dirichlet convolution of simple arith-
metic functions defined on M.

R
2mjej(ej71)

Theorem 5.9. Let A\: M2 — {—1,1} be the Liouville function, namely, the unique completely multi-
plicative function with \(P) = —1 for every irreducible P in M. For g € M2, define the arithmetic
functions

8(g) = |9|1/21M:§T(9):
77(9) = M) Lazsr (9),

and further define

o? (g) = |gl|z. 87 +1Y)(g)

fori>1. Then for f € M,

Py(f) = lim (a? *ag Kok ag)(f)

k—oo

The proof of Theorem [5.9]is given below. It is a corollary of the following theorem:
Theorem 5.10. For a Hayes character x, define

LUST(“v X) = Z X(f)udcg(f)7 (54)
femusr

Luse(u,xA) = Y x(HA(S)usD) (5.5)
femugr

and
Lo (t; X) = Lusr(qu, X) Lusr (4, XA)-
The sums (54) and (&8) converge absolutely for |u| < 1/q, and for |u| < 1 we have

3 Pu(f)x(fut=Ed = HLU( M) (5.6)

FEM 2
with both the left hand sum and the right hand product converging absolutely.

Proof. We treat claims about convergence first. For (54]) and (5.5]), note that ZfeM“” Ix(f)] <2¢"
n,q2

from Prop. 54, which furthermore implies |Luysr (t, X)|, | Lusr (u, AX)| < 1/(1—|qu|)?. For the convergence
of the left hand side of (E.6]) note that > ..\, , |Pu(f)] <1, and for the convergence of the right hand
n,q

side note that Ly (u/q¢*") < 1/(1 — |u/q*2|)".
‘We have the Euler products

1
Lusr(u, x) = . (5.7)
Pl_[#: 1— X(P)ud g(P) QI;IQ 1— (QQ)u2 deg(Q)
P=pP
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Lusr (0 = C 58)
Pl;[T 1+ x(P ud &(P) H QQ Yu2 des(@)
P=pP
following from Theorem and the fact that A(P) = —1 and A(QQ) = 1 for all P, Q. Here and in what
follows, the products are respectively over all irreducible monics P such that P = P and P # T, and
likewise over pairs of irreducible monics {Q, Q}, with Q,Q # T, and Q # Q, as in (52) and (E3)).
By using the facts that [{P € M} *% : P irreducible}| < [M}°%| < ¢"(1 + g ") and [{Q € M,, 2

Q # Q, Q irreducible}| < |M,, 2| < ¢*", it can be seen that the products in (&7) and (58] converge
absolutely for |u| < 1/¢. Hence

() = 11 1 e
N T X (PP P07 Ty (Putes [

P#T
pP=P
1 1
X H = X )
o T Q@ [[Q[E 722 1T x(Q@) (w5 /@l )?
and
°° u s 1 s 1
i:r[lLU(ﬁ?X) = Pl;[TJl:[l 1+ x(P)udes(P) (—| P[1/2)~ 1;[ QQ (s @[Q| 1/2) (5.9)
pP=P

But from Theorem [5.8] one sees that Py (][] P;* H(QJQJ)EQ) [T Po (P TT Pu((Q;Q4)% ) with
|P|e(e71)/4
[T, (IP[/2 = (=1)7)’

Po((QG)) = (el
TaF —Daar - @) (ar — a0’

Py(P°) =

for P = P and Q # Q. Hence

e(e—1)/4
feEM: Ry = PI;IT (1 * Z < II5- 1|1|31|3|Z/2 - 1)i)(X(P)Ung(P))E)
- P=p

G |Q|E(671) )02 408(@) e
<11 (”Z(me— 0 (qqF —jqr ) Y@@ ")

Q#Q

By @3) with y = —x(P)u?®s") | vV = —|P|'/? and 2]) with y = x(QQ)u?¢@ vV = |Q|, this agrees
with the right hand side of (&.9)). O

Proof of Theorem[5.d We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 3.4l We have from Theorem [E.10] that

Y Po(Dx(DuD = lim 0 (o« al)(Hx(FuP.

k—oo
fEqu fEqu

And exactly as in the proof of Theorem [B:4] we may swap the order of limit and summation here and
obtain the desired result by using Lemma 23] O

5.3 The zeros of L. (u,x)
We examine the L-function Luysr(u,x) defined in (&4).

Lemma 5.11. Let x be a Hayes character of the form x1 or x1 - xT, where x1 is a non-trivial short
interval character of £ coefficients and xr is a Dirichlet character modulo T. The power series Lysr(u, X)
is a polynomial in u of degree at most 2£.

Proof. We denote the coefficients of f € M,, ,2 by a;:

f=T"4+aT" ' +.. . +anT + an.
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The condition f € M can be described in terms of the coefficients of f as follows:

At =1, V1 <i< L%J CGn_i =

EXEY

We first treat the case where x = x1 or x1 - x7, where x7 is the trivial character modulo 7. For
n > 20+ 1, the number of f € M,°%> with given ai,...,a; € F2 is "% +¢" %71 and does not depend
on the values of ai,...,ae. In other words, M}*% is a disjoint union of q"fzefl(q + 1) representative

q
sets modulo R, ; ,2. Thus, by the orthogonality relation (2.I)), we have for all n > 2¢ + 1

S o x(Hh=¢"*qg+1)-0=0.

fEManz

This shows that Lusr(u, x) is a polynomial of degree at most 2¢. If x = x1 - xr where xr is non-trivial,

and n > 2¢ + 1, then the number of f € M}*%; with given a1, ..., ar,an € Fp2 with altlt = 1is "~ #7!
and does not depend on the values ai,...,as an. As x1(f) depends only on a1, ..., a¢ while xr depends

only on ay, for all n > 2¢ 4+ 1 we may write

Yooxth= D xaPxr(f)
feM e feM

=q" ! > Xi(T" +ar T 4o aT A+ )xr(T" + ..+ an)

1
alv“'va@eﬂ:q2vagl+ =1

=" D> @+ a T T ot a )Y xr (T +an)) =0,

adtl_q

a1,4.4,ag€]Fq2 a

where in the last passage we have again used the orthogonality relation (21 applied to xi1. Thus
deg(Lusr(u, x)) is at most 2¢ again, as needed. a

Corollary 5.12. Let x be a Hayes character of the form x1 or x1 - xr, where x1 is a non-trivial short
interval character of € coefficients and xT is a Dirichlet character modulo T'. Then

deg(Lusr(u,x))
Luse(usx)= [ (1—~w),
=1

with |v:| < q for all i and deg(Lusr(u, x)) < 2¢. (Note that v; will have a dependence on x.)

Proof. The degree bound follows directly from Lemma [E11l That |vi| < ¢ for all i follows from the
convergence of the Euler product (571 for |u| < 1/¢, which implies that L(u, x) # 0 for |u| < 1/q. If for
some i we have |v;| > ¢, then we would have a contradiction that L(u,x) = 0 for some |u| < 1/q. |

We expect that the L-function Lus(u, X), for x a Hayes character in x € G(Ry 1 42), will satisfy the
Riemann Hypothesis, in the sense that its inverse roots will have absolute value g /% or 1. In fact, Li
|Li92] [Li06] proved this for certain characters x, by showing that Lusr(u,x) is essentially an L-function
of a Hayes character in G(Ry,a,q). See also Curtis and Shinoda [CS99]. We do not pursue this here, as
it can only lead to a modest saving of g% in Theorem and in (B.I1)) below.

5.4  A(f) and Lyg-(u, xA)

We now turn to Lysr(u, xA). It ends up that this function is no more complicated than Lusr(u, x). This
is due to a peculiar feature of A(f) for f € M:".

Theorem 5.13. For f € M%", we have \(f) = (—1)38(),

q2

Proof. Note that both A(f) and (—1)°Y) are completely multiplicative functions. Thus by factorization
in M 7" (Theorem B, to prove the theorem we need only show that for irreducible P = P we have

AP) = (—1)%e®) and for irreducible Q # Q we have A(QQ) = (—l)deg(QQ). But A(P) = —1 by
definition, and likewise (—1)4°(") = —1 by Theorem [5.6] And obviously A(QQ) = 1 = (—1)%&(@?), O

Corollary 5.14. For a Hayes character X, Luysr(u, XxA) = Lusr(—u, X).
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Proof. This is evident from Theorem [5I3] and the definitions (B4), (B5) of Lusr(u, x) and Lusr(u, xA).
O

Hence (5.6]) can be rewritten

Z Py (f)X deg(f) H Lys r 7 J+1 ) X)

feM 2

for |u| < 1.

5.5 Character sums over U(n,q)

Theorem 5.15. Let n be a positive integer. Let x be a Hayes character of the form x1 or xi1-xr, where
X1 18 a non-trivial short interval character of £ coefficients, and xr is a Dirichlet character modulo T.

We have (for Lusr(u,x) defined in (54)),

d

Lusr(u7 X) = H(l - rylu)

i=1
with
d := deg(Lusr(u, x)) < 2¢.
1. We have the identity

1 1) g
———— Y x(CharPoly(M))= Y H J (5.10)
U a5 e T (g% — (=1)%) - (¢> = 1)(g + 1)
A1,eeeag 2

with the convention that (¢* — (=1)*)---(¢* — 1)(¢ + 1) = 1 when a = 0.
2. If d > 0 then the following estimate holds:

1 _n2 1 n+d—1
T a] > x(CharPoly(M))| < ¢ %7¢%(1+ —)" < N ) (5.11)
4 MeU(n,q) q

Proof. The proof proceeds in the same way as the proof of Theorem with two minor differences: when

applying (2I0) to deduce (EI0), let y = —vy;u and V = —q, and in the passage from (EI0) to (EIT)),
we use the bound |yi| < g from Corollary [5.12] rather than the Riemann Hypothesis bound we used for

GL(n, q). |

Remark 11. In the next subsections we only use Theorem [5.15] with x a short interval character. It is
possible to extend our results from U(n, q) to SU(n, q) by using Theorem B.15l with x € G(Ry 1 42).

5.6 The distribution of the characteristic polynomial: superexponen-
tial bounds for U(n, q)

Theorem 5.16. Let M € U(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<n—1and for f €M, gz,

2(h+1)

q2n

Parcu(n,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — £ - n

2 — —
< TR (1+L) <3n 2h 3>'

Proof of Theorem[516. By (23) with H=1and £ =n — h — 1, we have
1 —_
lcharpoly (M)er(f;n) = peICeT= Z X(f)x(CharPoly(M)).

XE€CG(R, _j_1 1 42)
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Thus,

1 > meu n x(CharPoly (M))
P]weU(nyq)(ChaI‘POIY(M) S I(f7 h)) = m Z X(f) S q|)U(n q)|

XEG(Rnfhfl,l,q2)

2 MeU(n,q) X(CharPoly (M))
[U(n,q)]

] EESRD SR (V)

XEG(Rnfh,fl,l,qz)
X#X0
(5.12)

When n is fixed, the right hand side of (5I1]) is monotone increasing in d. From (512 and (EI1)), we
have

ol ol > n.oy X(CharPoly (M)
Prreun,q)(CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) —q 2n=h=l) < gm2n=hm) Z MU ’q|)U(n Dl
XEG(Rnfh,fl,l,qz) ’
X#X0
n? n —
<qFngie - )"<n+d1 1>7
qg—1 n

where

di = max deg(Lysr(u, .

! XEG(Rp—h—1,1,q) g( ( X))
X#X0

By Corollary 512] di < 2(n — h — 1), which concludes the proof. O

5.7 The distribution of traces: superexponential bounds for U(n, q)

iy, a
Proof of Theorem[L.2 Consider the additive character ¢: F 2 — C defined as ¢(a) = e * TrE 5 /7p ( ).
For every A1,...,Ax € Fy2, set

S(n;)\h”‘?)\k)::m Z "/)<Z)\zT1"(MbI)>

MeU(n,q) \i=1

By orthogonality of the characters of the additive group (qu)k, we have

k
Prrcvmg (V1 <i < k:Te(M") = a;) = ¢~ > Z (= Z Xiai)S(n; A1, .. Ak).
s AR E(F 2)F i—1
The choice A1 = ... = A\, = 0 contributes ¢~ >*. For the other choices, Lemma 2.2 says that
n.a) XX CharPoly (M
S(ns A1, ..y A) = 2 preu(n,g X5 ( ( ))7
[U(n, q)|

where xo # x5 € G(Ry, 1,42) was defined in the lemma. By Theorem [5.T5]

_n? n 1 . d—1
IS(n; A1, .., M) < g 2dq2(1+q_—1) <n+n ) (5.13)

where d = deg(Lusr(u, x5)) < 2bx by Corollary As in the proof of Theorem [[.3] we use the

observation that the right hand side of (5I3) is monotone increasing in d, together with the bound
d < 2by, to establish the theorem. O
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5.8 The characteristic polynomial in very short intervals for U(n, q)

Finally we treat the case of short intervals which may contain only a small number of elements of Mfﬁ;}.
In 251;2 a polynomial is determined by only half its coefficients, and for this reason short intervals may

contain no elements.

Proposition 5.17. For any f € M,, ;2 and h < n, we have

P+ g7) ifh > (n—1)/2
Mgz OISR =4 1 ifh < (n—2)/2 and f € Mty
0 ifh < (n—2)/2 and f ¢ M7,

Proof. Those cases in which h < (n — 2)/2 are evident. For h > (n — 1)/2, this result is a minor
generalization of Prop. [5.4] and follows likewise from analyzing the explicit description (G1)) of f. O

Thus for M € U(n,q), it is only if h is larger than (n — 1)/2 that there exists the possibility that the
characteristic polynomial CharPoly (M) equidistributes in all short intervals I(f;h) of M,, ;2. But we
show that for h only slightly larger than (n — 1)/2 that equidistribution does indeed occur.

Theorem 5.18. Let M € U(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
(mn—1)/2<h<nand f €M, p2,
(@)™ _ 20— 1)

@ 1= q

Remark 12. Note that working within M,, .2, [I(f;h)|/|Mn.q2| = (¢*)""'/(¢°)", so this result describes
equidistribution, at least as long as

IPj]\/IGU(n,q) (CharPOIY(M) S I(fv h)) -

h—(n—-1)/2
logq(n)
since in this case 2(n — h)/¢" = o((¢*)"™*/(¢>)™). As in the other examples we have considered, for

h — (n — 1)/2 growing sufficiently slowly we expect that equidistribution will cease, but we have not
investigated this.

Our method is similar to that of §3.61 We use the notation that Zusr denotes a sum with all

wsr, . so for instance

Zusr

d,5:dé=f d,aeMj;;T‘,dé:f

— 00,

summands restricted to M, p

Lemma 5.19. For f € M2, define PG(f) = (—1)*# ") Py (f). Then we have

wr P3(0)
|d5|1/2

Py(f)= |J¢'|+/2(1MZ§T * PO)(f) = Z

d,5: do=f

Proof. The middle and last identity here are obviously equal.
In order to show that Py (f) is equal to these, note that from Theorem [5.9] we have

. usr 1 Ad2) 1  A(da) 1 A(da2x)
P = lim e . 5.14
v =t 2 R NG G TR T Tl (40
dydy-daj,=f
=:Ar(f)
We also have
. usr 1 )\(dg) 1 )\(d4) 1
P = lim e . 5.15
v =0 dlzdmc |di]'/2 |d2| |ds]3/2 [da?  |d2k—1|F—1/2 (5.15)
dydy--dop_1=f
=B1(f)
(EI3) is a consequence of (.I4]) by the following argument. We have
usr d
AN = Buh + X (/75 (516)

d|f, d#1
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The set of divisors {d : d|f,d # 1} is finite and A(d)/|d|* — 0 for all d # 1 as k — oo, so for fixed f the
second term in (5.I6]) tends to 0 as k — oo, so

lim Ax(f) = lim Bx(f),

k—oo

implying (515).
Working with (B.14)), note that from Theorem [5.13] we have

1 wsr 1 (_1)deg(d2) 1 (_1)deg(d2k)
P, = lim E o
U(f) k— o0 J u |d1|1/2 |d2| |d2k—1|k71/2 |d2k|k
1502k
dydy--dop=f
li Zusr (_1)deg(5) usr 1 (_1)deg(d3) (_1)deg(d2k71) 1
= lm TI1/21511/2 g ..
P L e Ul P N R L |dak—1[F=1 dar|F—1/2

dods---doj=6

Z“S’" P5(9)
|dé’|1/27
do: do=f

where in the final step we use (515). We can exchange sum and limit because f is fixed and the sum is
finite. O

Lemma 5.20. Take n >0, f € M,, g2, and n > h > (n—1)/2. For § € M5", if deg(d) < 2h —n + 1,

we have
us”r (q2)h+1 us”r
Y= @ oL (5.17)

d: dscI(f;h) d:dseM

n,q?

In particular the above expression is constant as f ranges over M,, 2 for fived n and q. Furthermore the
right hand side of (B.1T) simplifies. In fact for 6 € My5" and deg(d) < n, we have

’ (5.18)

()" S - ("7 151M2) 1+ q7Y) if deg(d) <m
BRI i deg(8) = n.

2
(q )” d: déeManz

(Note that |5 = ¢>°#®) in this setting.)

Proof. The details are very similar to the proof of Lemma [3.8 but because of some important changes
(e.g. in the degree of relevant L-functions) we give a full proof.
Let A = deg(d). By the orthogonality relation (23]),

S 1:W% S xS o),

d:dseI(f;h) XEG(R demuer

nfhfl,l,qz) 7A,q2

By Lemma [BITl Lusr(u, X) is a polynomial of degree no more than 2(n —h —1), and for A <2h—n+1
we have n — A >2(n—h—1), so

x(d) =0, forx € G(R,_p_11,4); X # Xo-
deMzs—TA,ﬂ

Hence
1

Zusr 1= WXO (f) Z Xo(d)xo(0),

d: dScI(f;h) demur

which does not depend on f as xo(f) = 1 for all f € M,, ;2. To see (B.IT), note that because this
expression is constant for all f € M,, 2,

2\h+1

usr N 1 usr N (q )

d: dS€I(f;h) fGMn’qz d: dS€I(f;h)

Zusr 17

d:dSeEM 42

as in passing to the last equality, each f € M,, ;2 will have been counted (qz)]hLl times.
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Finally, in passing to (B.I8), note that for § € MZ’,

n—A -1
usr 1+ for A < ,
z : 1 |Musr 2| {q ( q ) or n

n—A,q _
d: doem., 1 for A = n.

,a?

and (EI8) follows from this. O
Lemma 5.21. Forn >0, n>h> (n—1)/2 and § € M3", if deg(d) > 2h — n + 2, then
Zusr' 1’ <1
d: ds€I(f;h)
for all f € M,, 42.

Proof. We are counting elements d in /\/lzsfdeg(é)ng such that dd = f mod R,,_j,_11 42, or equivalently,
d=¢6"fmod R, _;_1,42. This gives a unique choice for the first n —h — 1 > (n — deg())/2 next-
to-leading coefficients of d, which by definition of unitary self-reciprocals gives at most one option for
d. O

We now have all the tools for Theorem I8l
Proof of Theorem [5.18. We have
v PR()
Prreu(ng (CharPoly(M) € I(f;h) = > a7/
d,5: dS€I(f;h)
by Lemma [5.19] Letting H = 2h — n + 1 for notational reasons, this is
PE} (6) usr Pf} (6) usr
= — 1+ 1. 5.19
I T S0 i 619
eg()<H d:ds€I(f;h) H+1<deg(8)<n d: dSEI(f;h)
Utilizing (5I7), we have for the first term of (5:19)),

Pos wer 2\h+1 P2(§ wsr
) v (9) S = (féql)n ) v (%) )

qr qr
deg(8)<H d: dSEI(f;h) deg(8)<H d:dSeM, o

_ (M P (9) S (@)™ Z P (9) S

2\n n 2\n n
(¢%) semy, 1 & dSeM,, o (@) deg(o)>H 1 dSEM,,
(q2)h+1 wsr 1 q2(h+1)7n 1
= (q2)n Z PU(f) - q_n Z Pg(é) |5|1/2 (1+q 1deg(6)<n)'
fEMang n>deg(6)>H

But Py is a probability measure on M, 4 and P5(f) = (—1)deg(f)PU(f) and so using this to simplify
both terms above, that expression becomes

= (%2;:1 — (1) D2 (<qu+1 - qH—lﬁ +ook J—fﬁ(l +q ) F qin) (5.20)
_ @y
(¢*)" VA
summing the geometric sum and recalling H = 2h — n + 1.
On the other hand, turning to the second term in (EI9)), we have from Lemma [5.2T]

P5(9) Z“ST [P (9)]
> < X
H+1<deg(6)<n qa" d:dS€l(f;h) H+1<deg(6)<n qa"
n—H
- q’!L
2n —2h — 1
= "T (5.21)
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Applying (5:20) and (E2]) to (EI9), we see that

oy (@M (=D o2n—2h—1
Parcu . (CharPoly (M) € 1(f;4) = Sar = 2 + K- (F= 20— ),
where K is a number in between —1 and 1. This implies Theorem .18l O

From Theorem [5.I8] we may immediately deduce an analogous result for traces using Lemma 211

Theorem 5.22. Let M € U(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
1<k < (n—1)/2 and for {ai}1<i<k, pti € Fy2, we have

1

2(k + 1)g?L
(qz)k*lﬁj '

Prreving (V1 <i <k, pti:Te(M') =a;) — 7

<

6 Results for Sp(2n,q)

In this section, ¢ is an odd prime power.

6.1 Sp(2n,q) and the space of characteristic polynomials
The symplectic group Sp(2n,q) C GL(2n, q) is defined to be
Sp(2n, q) = {g € GL(2n,q) : g Jong = Jon},
where J2, is any fixed invertible anti-symmetric matrix — the different choices giving rise to groups that
are conjugate in GL(2n, q)
Proposition 6.1. [Tay92, Ch. 8] We have |Sp(2n,q)| = q"2 " (@ —-1).

In order to treat characteristic polynomials of matrices from Sp(2n,q) C GL(2n,q), we require an
involution defined on Mgl.

Definition 6.2. Forn >0 and f € M?L{q, define f € M%, by

n,q

_ T AT
fo) -

That is, if f(T)=ao+ ...+ an_1T™" 1+ T", we have

F(T)

F(T)=—+22rg 41 (6.1)

Definition 6.3. We say that a polynomial f € M%{q is self-reciprocal if f = f, and write
Mfﬂ:q ={fe Mgl,q f= 7}7
and Mg = Up>o M. Additionally, let
Mo ={f € My g+ (F,(T = 1)(T +1)) = 1},
My, ={f € M3, £(0) =1},
and write MJ"" = Up>o M50 fori=0,1.
By definition, if M € Sp(2n, q) we have M = J;, ' (M*)™" Ja,, and so
CharPoly (M) = CharPoly((Mt)fl) = CharPoly (M),

so CharPoly (M) is self-reciprocal. Moreover, Sp(2n, q) C SL(2n, q) [Tay92 Cor. 6]. Thus, we have the
inclusion {CharPoly (M) : M € Sp(2n,q)} C M;;lq In fact, from Theorem [6.9]below, these two sets are
equal.

2For instance, it is typical to take Jo, = ( OI Iél).
—in
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Proposition 6.4. We have M3, | = ¢l2! +an74j, |M§;1q| =q" and |M§;(3Z| =q"—2¢"" +q" *1ns
forn > 1.

Proof. The first part is clear by analyzing explicit description (6.I) of f, considering n odd and n even
separately. The second part is similar. As T+ 1 are self-reciprocal, the third part is solved by inclusion-
exclusion, namely [M510 | = M35 4| — 2| M5L 1 4|+ M3 o, O

2n,q

From Definition 6.2} one sees for f,g € MZ' that fg = f-g and that deg(f) = deg(f). As a conse-
quence of this it follows that M" and /\/lff'i are submonoids of /\/lgl under multiplication. Furthermore
a polynomial P € ./\/lgl is irreducible if and only if P is irreducible.

In fact we have

Theorem 6.5. Every f € M7 factorizes uniquely into irreducibles as

F=@ =0T+ 1) ] P [1@:@), (6.2)

i=1 j=1

where P; = P; for all i and Q; # Q; for all j, and P;,Q; € M \{T, T —1,T + 1} are irreducible for all
i,7. Conversely, every such product is in M.

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to that of Theorem O

For an element of Mj" to be irreducible imposes a restriction on its possible degree, as shown e.g. in
[Car67] and in [Ful99, Thm. 11]. We give a different proof of this, with additional information, in the
following theorem.

Theorem 6.6. If P € M;" is an irreducible polynomial, then either P € {T — 1,T + 1}, or deg(P) is
even. In the later case, P(0) = 1.
If Q € M\ M is an irreducible polynomial, then QQ € M5 and (QQ)(0) = 1.

Proof. We may write P(T) = H?i%(P)fl(T — z;) for some distinct z; in the algebraic closure. Since
P = P, this means that ¢t — t~' is a permutation on the roots of P. If P(T) # T + 1 then there
are no fixed points for the permutation induced by ¢ — t~!, and so its cycle structure consists of

deg(P)/2 transpositions, forcing deg(P) to be even. In this case, assuming z; = = zZgeg(p)—i—1 W.l.0.g,
deg(P)

PO =T " 5 =Mlig  (sz') =1 _

Since f +— f is an involution, clearly QQ €€ MG, Again, since t — t~! permutes the roots of QQ

and has no fixed points, we find that (QQ)(0) = 1. a

By comparing degrees and constant coefficients in (6.2)), we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 6.7. In the notation of Theorem [63, f € M is in MS™' if and only if a and b are both
even, and f € M is in MZ"° if and only if a and b are both 0. In particular, M"° C M.

6.2 Expressions for Ps,(f)

Throughout this subsection we will take random M € Sp(2n,q) according to Haar measure (that is,
uniform measure).

Definition 6.8. For f € M, we define the arithmetic function
[{M € Sp(2n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|
ISp(2n, )|

where we take 2n = deg(f) if deg(f) is even, and where we set Psp(f) = 0 if deg(f) is odd. For f =1
we define Psp(1) = 1.

Fulman [Ful99, Thm. 19] has proved a closed formula for the count |[{M € Sp(2n, q) : CharPoly(M) =
f}|- We have found it natural to phrase his formula in the language of probability as above.

Psy(f) = ]P)MESP(%L,Q)(CharPOIY(M) =f)=
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Theorem 6.9 (Fulman). Suppose f € M;T'l factorizes as

= -nr s n* [T [T,
i=1 j=1
with P; = P; for all i and Q; # Q; for all j, with P;,Q; € M\ {T,T — 1,T + 1} irreducible for all 4, 5.
Set
m; = deg(P;), m; = deg(Q;)-
fhen 2a? 262 roo o misileinh) s lel (e -1
Pso(f) = o ! e T A
5p(2a, @)[ [SP(20: @)| -5 [U(es, q72)| ;=1 IGL(e}, g™
If f is a monic polynomial but f ¢ M;T'l, then Psp(f) = 0.
We observe that Psp(f) can be written as an infinite Dirichlet convolution of simple arithmetic
functions defined on M,.

Theorem 6.10. Let A\: My — {—1,1} be the Liouwville function, namely, the unique completely multi-
plicative function with A(P) = —1 for every irreducible P in Mq. For g € My, define the arithmetic
functions

B%(9) = 1g1"*1 451 (9),
77 (9) = A9)1 yyer0(9),
and further define

a(g) = |91|i (857 +°%)(g)

fori>1. Then for f € Mg,
Psy(f) = lim (a5 % a5? % - % aP)(f).

k— o0
The proof of Theorem is given below. It is a corollary of the following theorem:
Theorem 6.11. For a Hayes character x, define

Lora(u,x) = Y x(Hue), (6.3)
femym?
Lora(u,xA) = Y x(HA(futed (6.4)
femy™t
fori=20,1, and
Lsp(u, x) = Lsr1 (V/qu, X) Lsr,0(u, xA)- (6.5)

The sums (€3) and (©4) converge absolutely for |u| < 1/,/q, and for |u| < 1 we have

> Psp(Hx(Hut) = HLsp( ), (6.6)

feMy

with both the left hand sum and the right hand product converging absolutely.

Proof. We treat claims about convergence first. For (€.3) and (6.4), note that 3 vor [X(f)] < 2%
n,q

from Prop. 4] which furthermore implies |Lsr,1(u, X)|, [Lsr,0(u, Ax)| < 1/(1 — |\/qu|)®. For the conver-
gence of the left hand side of (G.6]) note that 3° . |Psp(f)| <1, and for the convergence of the right
hand side note that |Lsp(u/q")| < 1/(1 — |u/¢* " |)*.

‘We have the Euler products

1 1
b T 6.7
J(U X) 1—X2(T— 1)u2 1_X2(T+1)u2 ( )
1 1
. a) )
P;élT_,[Cgﬂ 1 — x(P)udes(P) QI;IQ 1 — x(QQ)u2des(@)
P=P
1 1
Foroltn) = ¢ (6.8)
P#TIF_,[TQil 14 x(P)udes(P) QI;IQ 1 — x(QQ)u2des(@
P=P
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following from Theorem B3] Corollary B7and the fact that A(P) = —1 and A(QQ) = 1 for all P,Q. Here
the products are respectively over all irreducible monics P such that P = P and P # T,T+1, and likewise
over irreducible monics @ such that Q # Q. By using the facts that |{P € M}, : P irreducible}| <
IMST| < 2¢% and [{Q € M Q # Q, Q irreducible}| < | Mo, 4| < ¢, it can be seen that the products
in (67) and (€38) converge absolutely for |u| < 1/,/q. Hence

TR pp— !
g X)) T T T = D2 [T T= (T + D2 [g7 )

[ 1 1

% < deg(P 2i-1)/2 deg(P z)

PATT+1 1 — x(P)udes(P) /| P|2i=1)/2 1 4 y(P)udes(P) /| P|
P=P

1 1
g H— <1 — X(QQ)(uts(@/|Q|i=D/2)2 "1 — X(Q@)(ung(@/lQli)Z) 7

Q#Q
and
Lsp(2.x) = _ |
E Sp 7 X ]1:[1 (1 —X2(T —Du2/q2 11— x2(T + 1)u2/q23*1)
(6.9)
P T,Tilgl+X(P)ud°g(P) —|P[*/2)= QI;IQJHl (QQ) (udee@]|Q[-3/2)2"
P=P

But from Theorem[6.9] one sees that Ps, ((T'—1)%*(T+1)** ] pfi H(Qj@j)eé) = Ps,((T—1)**)Ps, (T +
D) T Psu(P5) T Psp((Qs@,)%7), with

2

2ey q
PATED = e @ 1y
o |P|e(efl)/4
o) = e =y
e(e—1)
Po,((QQ)) = <

(IRl = n(Qle — Q) -~ (IQl* — Q=)
for P=P # T4+ 1 and Q # Q. Hence

37 Pop(Hx(futsd) =

FeEM,

(1 + ij: #;_D(X(T - 1)u)2e) (1 + i #;_D(X(T + 1)u)2e)

|P|e(e 1)/4

<AL (“an ST )
PP

|Q|E(671) 0))q, 2 des(@)ye
o (1+Z Q=1 — T X )

By @3) with (3,V) € {(a0(T£1)u)?,¢%), (—x(P)u**®, —|P[/%)} and @8) with y = x(QQ)u”***(?,
V = |Q)|, this agrees with the right hand side of (69). O

Proof of Theorem[6.10. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem [3.4l We have from Theorem that

> Pop(AX(Hu = Tim 3 7 (07" %% a”) ())x(Hu™.

k—oo
feEMqy feMqy

And exactly as in the proof of Theorem [B:4] we may swap the order of limit and summation here and
obtain the desired result by using Lemma 23] O
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6.3 The zeros of L, 1(u, )

We examine the L-function L 1(u,x) defined in (63)).

Lemma 6.12. Consider the homomorphism ¥: My — M3 defined by V(g(T)) = g(T + %)Tdeg(g).
1. deg(¥(g)) = 2deg(g)-
2. VU is injective.

3. The k-th next-to-leading coefficient of ¥(g) (for 1 < k < deg(g)) is a linear function of the first k
next-to-leading coefficients of g.

4. The image of ¥ is M;T'l.

Proof. The first two parts are simple, and the third part follows by expanding g(T" + %) For the fourth
part, note that if g(T') = [J%5 (T — ;) then W(g) = [[38) (T2 —; T+1), which is self-reciprocal of even

i=1
degree, and moreover, the multiplicity of 7'+ 1 in it is even, as these factors may only come from a; = +2.
Hence ¥(g) € M;:iig(g) 4+ A counting argument using Prop. [6.4] shows that ¥(Mn, q) = M;;lq O

Let us denote the inverse of ¥ by ®.

Proposition 6.13. Given a short interval character of ¢ coefficients x, there is a unique short interval
character of £ coefficients x' such that x(f) = x'(®(f)) for all f € Mff’l. Moreover,

LST')l (u7 X) = L(u27 X,)‘
Moreover, x is non-trivial if and only if X' is non-trivial. Here L(u®,x’) refers to the usual L-function,
defined in §2.1.3
Proof. The condition x(f) = x'(®(f)) for all f € M:™" is the same as

X (9(T)) = x(g(T + )T

for all g € M,. This definition determines x’ uniquely, and we get for free the multiplicativity of x’ and
the fact that x'(1) = 1. To see that x’ is well-defined, one uses Lemma [6.12] which tells us that the first
£ next-to-leading coefficients of g(T" + %)Tdcg(y) depend only on the first ¢ next-to-leading coefficients of
g. This shows that x’'(g) depends only on the first £ next-to-leading coefficients of g.

If ' is trivial then x(f) = 1 for all f € M:™'. Since for any given ¢ next-to-leading coefficients
ai,az,...,a; one may find a polynomial f in M:™" with such next-to-leading coefficients (e.g. f =
T2 4+ a1T2e71 +...+ aeT‘Z + a271T271 +...+1), it follows that x is trivial as well. The other direction
is immediate.

By the last part of Lemma [6.12]

Lopa(ux) = Y. x(HuP = S~ Y (@(f)u* = = 3 (g’ = L(?, X)),
femymt femymt geEMyq
as needed. O

In particular, the Riemann Hypothesis over Function Fields gives us the following corollary:

Corollary 6.14. Let x be a non-trivial short interval character of £ coefficients. Then

deg(Lsr,1(u,x))/2

LS”“J(UHX) = H (1 _7£U2)7

i=1

with |vi] € {\/q,1} for all i and deg(Lsr1(u, x)) < 2(¢ —1). (Note that ~; will have a dependence on x.)
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6.4 A(f) and L o(u, x\)

We now turn to Lsro(u, xA).
Definition 6.15. Define the quadratic character xor: Fo[T] — {=1,0,1} by

Xsr(f) = (Tgf_ 4> ; (6.10)

where (—) is the Jacobi symbol.

Set
§={f € My : (f.(T —2)(T+2)) = 1}.

The following lemma is due to Carlitz [Car67]. We give an independent proof.

Lemma 6.16 (Carlitz). For all g € S, we have

AP (9)) = xsr(9(T)). (6.11)

Proof. Any element of S can be expressed as a product of squarefree elements of S. Since both sides of
(613) are completely multiplicative, it suffices to establish (617) for squarefree g € S.

One may verify that ¥|s takes squarefree polynomials to squarefree polynomials. A formula due to
Pellet [Con05, Lem. 4.1] gives

ANF(T)) = (=1)*# D xs(Dise(f)),

for any squarefree f, where Disc(f) is the discriminant of f, and x2 is the unique non-trivial quadratic
character of F;, extended to Fq by 0. As deg(¥(g)) = 2deg(g), we have

A(¥(g)) = (=1)*=" D) x5 (Disc(¥(g))) = x2(Disc(¥(9))),

and so it suffices to show that

xz2(Disc(¥(g))) = xsr(9)
for squarefree g. Writing g as g(T') = [[/_,(T — B:), we have ¥(g) = [/, (T — a;)(T — a; ") where a;
are defined via «o; + a;l = i, and so

Disc(¥(g)) = H(ai —a;j)? H(a;l —a; ')’ H(ai —a;)? =A% B,

where

A=T](ei — )’ [ [(ua; = ) [ J(@ia;) 2, B =[J(ai —ai )%

i<j i<y i<j i
Since Bi — B = (@i — aj)(ic; — 1)) ™! and (2 — 6:)(=2 — Bi) = (as — a; 1)?, we have
A = Disc(g), B = g(2)g(-2),

and so x2(Disc(¥(g))) = x2(Disc(g)*)x2(9(2)g(—2)) = x3(Disc(g))x2(9(2)9(—2)) = xsr(9), as needeé

Lemma 6.17. The restriction W|s is a bijection from S to MZ"°.

Proof. As in the proof of the last part of Lemma [6.12] one can see that U(S N M, 4) C M and a

2n,q’
counting argument using Prop. [6.4] implies equality. O

Proposition 6.18. In the notation of Prop. and (610,
Lero(u, XA) = L(u®, X' Xor).-
Proof. By Lemmas [6.16] and [6.17]

Loro(w,x)) = > xX(HAMHuE = 37 y(@()Af)u? =)

femsmo0 femim?0

=S X @AMT(@)2 D = 3™ ¥ (9)xer(9)u® D = Lu?, X xor),
geS geEMy

as needed. O
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In particular, the Riemann Hypothesis over Function Fields gives us the following corollary:

Corollary 6.19. Let x be a short interval character of £ coefficients. Then

deg(Lsr,0(u,xA))/2
Lsro(u, xA) = H (1- 71'0“2)7
i=1
with |77 | € {\/q,1} for all i and deg(Lsro(u, x\)) < 2(£+1). (Note that v7 will have a dependence on
X-)

6.5 Character sums over Sp(2n,q)

Theorem 6.20. Let n be a positive integer. Let x be a non-trivial short interval character of £ coeffi-
cients. We have (for Lsp(u,x) defined in (63]))

d

Lsp(u,x) = [J(1 = viu?)

i=1
with dee(L
d:= M <20 (6.12)
1. We have the identity
1 d %
Y x(CharPoly(M)) = (-1)" > [] == I . (6.13)
ISp(2n, )| MeSp(2n,q) art Fagenjor (€7 =D (@ =)
2. If d > 0 then the following estimate holds:
1 _n2 n 1 . fn+d-1
—_— x(CharPoly(M))| < ¢ d¢2(1+ . 6.14
ISp(2n, q)| Mesp%n,q) ( (M) ( ¢ - 7 n (6.14)

Proof. By Corollaries [6.14] and [6.19] we have (GI2). The rest of the proof proceeds in the same way as
the proof of Theorem with two minor differences: when applying (2I0) to deduce [€I3), let y = v,u
and V = ¢°, and in the passage from (EI3) to (GI4), we use the bound |vi| < ¢./g which follows from
Corollaries [6.14] and [6.191 O

6.6 The distribution of the characteristic polynomial: superexponen-
tial bounds for Sp(2n,q)

Theorem 6.21. Let M € Sp(2n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
0<h<2n—1 and for f € My, q,

h+1
q

q2n

Prresp(zn,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — "

__ 22 1 5n —2h — 3
< In—2h—2qg2(1 n .
<q gz (1+ o 7) < )
Proof of Theorem[G.Z1l As in the proof of Theorem [[.3] from (BI5]) we have

ZMEsp(%yq) x(CharPoly(M))
[Sp(2n, q)]

P rresp(an,g) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) = ¢~ """V | 14 > x(f)

XE€EG(R2p—n—-1,1,q)
XF#X0
(6.15)

When n is fixed, the right hand side of (GI4]) is monotone increasing in d. From (6I5) and (614), we
have

P P n.oy X(CharPoly (M
Parcsp(ama (CharPoly (M) € I(fih) — g~ Cn 0| < g-nnon 3~ | Zrespena X 4n)
ISp(2n, q)|
XE€EG(R2pn—n—1,1,9)
X#X0
,n_2 n 1 T’L—|—d1—1
< 4 7 (1 n
<q 1tz(+qz_1)< n ;
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where

di = max deg(Lsp(u, 9.
' XE€EG(R2p—n—-1,1,q) g( Sp( X))/
X#X0
By ([612) we have di < 2(2n — h — 1) which concludes the proof. 0

6.7 The distribution of traces: superexponential bounds for Sp(2n, q)

Theorem 6.22. Let M € Sp(2n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Fiz a
strictly increasing sequence by, ..., bx of positive integers coprime to p. Then for any sequence ai, ..., ak
of elements of elements from Fy, we have

‘ , _ _m2 g 1 o (n—1+2b
Parespan,g (V1 < i <k:Te(M") =ai) —q *| < q 2b’“‘12(1+q2_1) <" n+ k)

The proof is omitted, as it follows closely the proof of Theorem [Tl

6.8 The characteristic polynomial in very short intervals for Sp(2n, q)

Finally we treat the case of short intervals which are sufficiently small that they contain few elements of
Mf:;ll. In this space a polynomial is determined by only half its coefficients, and for this reason short
intervals may contain no elements.

Indeed, from an analysis of the explicit formula (G.1]) for f one may prove

Proposition 6.23. For any f € Ma,,q and h < 2n, we have

¢ ifh 2,
M A I(fh) =41 ifh <n—1and f € M5,
0 ifh<n—1and f ¢ M.

Thus for h smaller than n one cannot expect characteristic polynomials to equidistribute in short
intervals I(f;h). For h only slightly larger than n however one may show that equidistribution occurs.

Theorem 6.24. Let M € Sp(2n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
n<h<2nand f € Map.q,

h+1 m—h
q2L SBnL
q-" q"

PMGSp(2n,q)(CharP01y(M) S I(fa h)) -

)

where B is an absolute constant (independent of n, h and q).
This result implies equidistribution as long as (h —n)/log,(n) — oo.
Remark 13. The constant B in Theorem [6.24] can be seen to be the same constant as in Lemma [6.27]

below. We give a crude bound for this constant after that lemma, but with additional tools (see Remark
[I4)), it can be seen that one may take B = 2.

The proof of this result requires some changes from the proofs in previous sections but is nonetheless
similar. For this reason the proofs that follow will be somewhat abbreviated.
For g € Mg, define the arithmetic functions

B5¢(g) = Mg)lgl"*1 om0 (9),
7I(g) = 1era(9),

and further define

1
a5 (g) = (87 <) (g)
for ¢ > 1. For f € Mg, set
P§y(f) = lim (a7 % 03" x5 ) (f). (6.16)

sr, 1 . .
For notational reasons, we let Zé denote a sum with all summands restricted to /\/lff'l. We need
the following lemmas.
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Lemma 6.25. For f € Mg,

1
(/2

sr,1 ng((s)
|d5|1/2'

Psp(f) = (Luggra * PSS = D

d,5: ds=f

Proof. This follows from Theorem [6.10] following the same strategy as the proof of Lemma [5.19] for
U(n,q). O

Lemma 6.26. For all f € Mg,
A(f)Psp(f) = 0.

Proof. Using Lemma [2.3] together with g-series identities one can verify, in the notation of Theorem [6.9]
that if f € M5™1,

r mie; (61*1) s Il (el
T [ (617
mi mliy,’ :
[U(ei,q=") ;=1 IGL(e), q™))

2a(a—1)

o q q
Poold) = [ota @ ot )] L

and if f ¢ M3""' then P§,(f) = 0. The lemma then follows from an examination of this formula. O

Note that we have Pg,(f) = 0 if deg(f) is odd, because deg(f) is even for all f € M"' (see §6.1)).

Lemma 6.27. There exists an absolute constant B such that for all n > 0 and all prime powers q,

> IPSL(HI<B.

fEMan 4
Proof. We outline a proof using generating series. Define for i = 0, 1,
Zsrz Z udeg(f) ZsArz Z )\ deg(f)'
femim? femim?

(These are just the already-defined L-functions at trivial characters, and the sums converge absolutely for

u| < 1/,/q.) Corollary E.Zimplies that all elements of MZ™! can be written uniquely as (7'—1)*(T+1)bg
q

for a,b even and g € ./\/lff’o. This implies that

_
(1—u2)?

1

Zsro(u), Zopa(u) = a=w)2

Zara(u) = Z o). (6.18)

Theorem [6.10] (or Theorem [G.1T)) implies
U
Z Psp(futeed) = H Zsr,1 ( =y )Zé\r,o (7)7
FeMy q
while the same reasoning implies
u
Z )\(f)ng deg(f) HZm«O( i 1/2)Zs'r1( )
FeM,
Applying ([6I8) to these identities, we have

S APPS () = (ﬁ%)( S Pa(put)

feMy i=1 FEMq

= (

with the second line following from the fact that Ps; is a probability measure on Ma, 4. For notational
reasons we write the product on the last line as G(u?, q) := [](1 — u?/¢*™1)?/(1 — u?/¢*")?.

::]8

2/q2z 1) ) 1
bl l—uz/qzl 1—u?’
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We therefore have

STOIPSHI= D MAHPLS)

fEMQH,q fEMQH,q

= [u*"] G(u?, )k m—

1 1
= _— G(z, () g
ami )., ST Z’

for any radius p < 1. Due to the rapid convergence of the product defining G, a little work shows
G(z,9) =G(1,9) + O(|z = 1), forq=>2, [z <1,

where the implies constant is absolute. Thus for all p < 1,

Z |P§p(f)| = %/“‘: (M-&-O(l))z*“”ﬂ) dz

—z
fEMZn,q

211

—G(1,g)+ = / O(|2|~"*V) d.
lzI=p

As G(1,q9) = O(1) and p < 1 is arbitrary, we can let p — 1~ and see that the above is bounded by an
absolute constant as claimed. O

The following two lemmas are proved analogously to Lemmas [5.20] and [£.21]

Lemma 6.28. Taken > 0, f € Moap,q, and 2n > h > n. For § € Mff’l, if deg(d) < 2h +2 — 2n, we

have
h+1

S 1:qq7 DY (6.19)

d:dSe€I(f;h) d:dd€EMay 4

In particular the above expression is constant as f ranges over May, 4 for fized n and q. Furthermore the
right hand side of (6I9) simplifies. In fact for § € ME™" and deg(d) < 2n, we have

h+1 h+1—n

q sr,1 - q
Z 1= |5|1/2 :

q2n
d:ddeMay g

Lemma 6.29. Forn >0,2n>h>n and é € Mff’l, if deg(0) > 2h + 2 — 2n, then

Zsr',l 1‘ S 1

d: ds€I(f;h)
for all f € Man q.

Proof of Theorem [6.24 With the lemmas above, this proof follows in the same way as Theorems[[:4] and
EI8 O

From Theorem [6.24] we may immediately deduce an analogous result for traces using Lemma [Z.1]

Theorem 6.30. Let M € Sp(2n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure. Then for
1<Ek<n—1and for {ai}i<i<k, pi C Fq, we have

k
. . ; 1 k+1)gtv!
Prrespen,g) (V1 <i <k, pfi: Tr(M") = a;) — TE | S B( qzq
q P

)

where B is an absolute constant (independent of n, k, and q).

7 Results for O (n,q¢) and O~ (n,q)

In this section, ¢ is an odd prime power.
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7.1 O7(n,q), O~ (n,q) and the space of characteristic polynomials

For any symmetric matrix K € GL(n, ¢), we define the orthogonal group preserving the quadratic form
with matrix K to be
O(n,q,K) ={g € GL(n,q) : ¢'Kg = K}.

When K7 and K2 and congruent, O(n,q, K1) and O(n,q, K2) are conjugate in GL(n,q). Let x2 be
the non-trivial quadratic character of F;. For each n, there are two congruence classes for invertible
symmetric matrices of size n: one for symmetric matrices with x2(det(K)(—1)!%)) = 1 and another for
symmetric matrices with y2(det(K)(—1)!2)) = —1. For € € {—, 4}, we set

0%(n,q) = O(n, ¢, Ky

where K¢, is a symmetric matrix with xa(det(K5)(—1)'2)) = €l. For odd n, given K;, one may choose
K, to be K;; = cK;[ for a non-square ¢ € F,. This shows that O (n,q) and O~ (n,q) are always
conjugate in GL(n, ¢) (for odd n). Still, the distinction between the two groups will be useful. For even
n, O%(n, q) and O~ (n, ¢) are not isomorphic, and in fact have different orders[l
Proposition 7.1. [Tay92, Ch. 11] We have |O(2n+1, q)| = 2q"2 [T, (¢*~1), |0 (2n,q)| = 2q"27"(q"—
n— 1 — n?—n/ n n— %

1) i:ll(q2 —1) and |07 (2n, q)| = 2¢ (¢"+1) i:ll(q2 -1).

By definition, if M € O(n, ¢, K) then M = K=Y (M*) 'K, and so CharPoly(M) = CharPoly((M*)™") =
CharPoly (M) where f — f is defined in Definition Hence CharPoly (M) is self-reciprocal, so that
{CharPoly(M) : M € O(n,q, K)} C M;,. In fact, from Theorem [Z3] below,

Uce(4.—}{CharPoly(M) : M € O%(n,q)} = M3

n,q-

7.2 Expressions for P3(f) and P;(f)
Definition 7.2. Fize € {+,—}. For f € Mg, we define the arithmetic function

_ {M € O°(n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|
|0<(n, q)|

Po(f) = Preos(n,q) (CharPoly (M) = f)

with n = deg(f). For f =1 we define P4 (1) =1, P, (1) = 0.

Fulman [Ful99, Thm. 20] has proved a closed formula for the sum of counts [{M € O%(n,q) :
CharPoly(M) = f} + |[{M € O~ (n,q) : CharPoly(M) = f}|. We have found it natural to phrase this
formula in the language of probability as above.

Theorem 7.3 (Fulman). Suppose f € M;" factorizes as

F=@ =0T+ TP [[(QsQ0),
i=1  j=1
with P; = P; for all i and Q; # Q; for all j, with P;,Q; € M\ {T,T — 1,T + 1} irreducible for all 4, 5.
Set
m; = deg(F;), mj = deg(Q;).

Then
r qw s qm'je;(e;fl)
PS(5)+ Po () = F@F () iy Uk
o1 [U(es,q2)] j=1 |GL(€j7q 3]
where »
F(n) = 41590 9)| " 'q2" if n=0mod 2,
[Sp(n — 17q)|71q%("’”2 if n =1 mod 2.

If f is a monic polynomial but f ¢ MS", then P3(f) = P, (f) = 0.

We have the following formula for PJ(f) — P5(f), which does not seem to have appeared in the
literature, but which follows from Fulman’s methods. We fill in the details of the proof in an appendix.

Theorem 7.4. In the notation of Theorem[7.3 and (6.10]),

PS — P5 =P,

3Concrete choices for KZLL and K, can be found in [Ful99) §4.3] for instance.
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Remark 14. Theorem [Z4] can be used to quickly give an alternative proof of Lemma [6.27] with B = 2.
By definition PO+ —P5 = P§, is an infinite Dirichlet convolution of simple arithmetic functions defined

on M,. The same is true for Pg + P; as well.
Theorem 7.5. For g € Mg, define the arithmetic function

Ag) = 1g\T271'
Then for f € Mg,
P& + P5 = A« Psy.

One may verify (1)) directly using Theorems [6.9] and [7.3]
We also need the following theorem.

Theorem 7.6. For any Hayes character x, let
Lo(u,x) = LST';O(\/au7 XA) Lor1 (1, X)-
For |u| < 1 we have
_ e ~ u
> (RS = Po (XD = [T Lo (Gx) = LeralZ2o) H (e x)-
FEMq i=1 q -1
with both the left hand sum and the right hand product converging absolutely.
The proof is a direct consequence of (6.16]). In fact, we may show the following.
Proposition 7.7. For all f € Mg,
oy — N Ad) Psp(9)
Ps,(f) = Z ez
d,6: do=F
dem;m0

7.3 Character sums over O"(n,q), O~ (n,q)

(7.1)

(7.2)

(7.3)

Theorem 7.8. Let n be a positive integer. Let x be a Hayes character of the form x1 or xi1-Xxr, where
X1 48 a non-trivial short interval character of £ coefficients and xr is a Dirichlet character modulo T'.

For Lsp(u,x) defined in ([GB), we have the factorization

d

LSP(U7 X) = H(l - '71"“«2)7

i=1
and for Lo(u,x) defined in (T2), we have the factorization

dat
Lo(u,x) = [[(1 = ]u?)
i=1
with
d=d' <2t
(Note that i, v; will have a dependence on x.)
1. We have the following identities. For odd n,

1 1
—_— E CharPoly(M)) + ——F— E CharPoly (M
O ol , X Y o g, 2 M yan)
€0t (n,q) MeO~(n,q)

a

— (—1)"F (T = 1) +X(T +1)) 3 [l

a1t traga(noty/2jm1 T (=1

and (still for odd n)

1 1
_ CharPoly(M)) = —— CharPoly(M)) = 0.
orma | 2 M YD) = oGl 2o M y(D)
€0+ (n,q) MeO—(n,q)
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And for even n,

1 1
O] >~ x(CharPoly(M)) + ol >~ x(CharPoly(M))
T Meot(n,q) " Meo—(n,q)

‘lj ‘lj

d
=(-1)% > H D) (@D —X(T? - 1) > U o1 (@)

a1+...+ag=n/2j=1 aj+...tag=(n—2)/27j

(7.9)

and (still for even n)

1 1
—_— E CharPoly(M)) — —F E CharPoly (M
O mal , X Y= o g, 2 M yan)
€0t (n,q) MeO~(n,q)

T“J

=(-1)* > H 2%_1 P (7.10)

aj+...4+ag=n/23= 1

2. The following estimate holds for € € {£}:

2 n
06; Z x(CharPoly (M))| < 31]7%11%( 5 ! )2 <§ +,‘f B 1). (7.11)
10¢(n, ) 3185000 ¢ —1 S
Proof. Note that all f € M;T’l satisfy f(0) = 1, and so any Dirichlet character modulo 7" is identically
1 on Mff’l. It follows that Lsr1(u,x) = Lsr1(u, xx7) and Lsro(u, xA) = Lmn,()(u7 XXTA), where x is
any short interval character. Hence (IEI) was already proved in Theorem [6 ([@3) and the degree
bound (Z8) follow from Corollaries B4l and BI9 The equality d = df follows from the fact that
deg Lsr1(u, x) = deg Lsr1(,/qu, x) and snmlarly deg Lsr0(u, xA) = deg Lsr,0(/qu, X ).
For the exact formulas (1), (Z.9), note that

1 1
o al MGOZ:(W X(CharPoly (M) + 5= Meoz(n’q) X(CharPoly (1))
= > (PS(N) +Po(NIX(f) = "1+ X(T = Du)(1 + x(T + Du HLsp( o)
feEMn q

with the second equality following from (1)) and (6.6]). For the exact formulas (Z.8), (ZI0) note that

1 1
m Njec;nyq) X(CharPOly(M)) — m Iwec;:(nyq) X(CharPOly(M))
= X (B~ Potx() =TT Lo (%)
feEMn q i=1

with the second equality following from (T3). Using (74) and (T3] we obtain

1 1

—_— CharPoly(M)) + ———~ CharPoly (M

OFmal 2= x( YD) + 5= 2 x( y(M))
n,q) MeO~(n,q)

d oo 2
= [u"](1+ x(T = Du)(1 + x(T + Du) [T T]( 1—y 21 (7.12)

and
L > X(CharPoly(M))—; >~ x(CharPoly(M))

TO+(r Nl =
O a2 ol , &

2

=" [TTIC -] 2l) (7.13)

Jj=11i=1
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Using @I0) with y = v;u* and V = ¢?, we have
= : (1)

H(1 - %F) = Z (@2 — 1) (2D — 1) (2 = 1)’

i=1 a>0

which together with (ZI2) and (TI3) gives (T1), (C9) and (C8), (T9). (Note that (Z8) follows more

simply: for odd n, the groups O" (n, q) and O~ (n, ¢) are conjugate.)
We may bound (T7), (C3) much in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [3.6] and obtain

1 1
0% (n, 9)l |, 57 0= (n,9)l |, &=
n,q) MeO~ (n,q)
n 1 nf24+d—-1\ _(n=27?
<2¢4(1 2 [ 2 Id
<2¢7( +q2_1) < n )q

Bounding ([Z.I0) is similar, and gives

1 1
U CharPoly(M)) - ———— CharPoly (M
o L x(CharPoly(M)) - o 37 x(CharPoly (M)
MeO+(n,q) MeO~ (n,q)
n 1 nfZ24d-1 _n?
§q4(1+ )2 2 n q 4.
q* -1 < 3

Together, we obtain (.IT)). O

Remark 15. In the next subsections we only use Theorem [Z.8 with x a short interval character. We have
recorded the theorem for more general characters because it is possible to extend our later results from
0O¢(n, q) to SO°(n, q) using the more general characters.

7.4 The distribution of the characteristic polynomial: superexponen-
tial bounds for O (n,q), O~ (n,q)

Theorem 7.9. Fize € {—,+}. Let M € O°(n, q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar measure.
Then for 0 < h <n —1 and for f € My q,
5n
5 —2h—=3 .
2

7.5 The distribution of traces: superexponential bounds for O*(n,q),
0~ (n,q)
Theorem 7.10. Fiz ¢ € {,+}. Let M € O°(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar

qh+1 (n—2)2 .
< 3¢ ST g (14

n =

w3

1
Prreor (n,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) — Z-1

The proof proceeds along the lines of the proof of Theorem [[3l

measure. Fir a strictly increasing sequence b1, ...,bx of positive integers coprime to p. Then for any
sequence ai,...,ar, of elements of elements from F,, we have
: _ G n (242 —1
Prrcoc(ng (V1 <i <k:Te(M") =a;) —¢ " <3¢ T qi (14 — 7)? <2 i :
2

The proof is omitted, as it follows closely the proof of Theorem [I.11

7.6 The characteristic polynomial in very short intervals for O*(n,q),
O~ (n,q)

As for other groups, an element of Mg" is described by roughly half its coefficients and so there may
exist short intervals with no elements of Mg".

From an analysis of the involution f of Definition 6.2} considering odd and even degrees separately,
one may prove
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Proposition 7.11. For any f € My, 4 and h < n, we have

gt/ 4 gh =Tt D/2] e s /9],

IMa™ O k)] = {0(1) ifh < [n/2].

Hence as before we cannot expect equidistribution at all scales. But the same phenomenon we
have seen for all other groups persists: as long as h is slightly larger than n/2, equidistribution of the
characteristic polynomial in intervals I(f;h) occurs for both the groups O" (n, q) and O~ (n, q).

Theorem 7.12. Fiz e € {—,+}. Let M € O°(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar
measure. Then forn >3 and (n+1)/2 < h <n, if f € Mn,q,

qh+1 n—~h
qm — qn/271’

Prrcoc(n,q) (CharPoly (M) € I(f;h)) —

where C' is an absolute constant (independent of n,h and q).

This result implies equidistribution as long as (h —n/2)/log,(n) — oo.

Remark 16. More careful book-keeping shows that the argument below allows one to replace the upper
bound C(n — h)/q"/?>* by 2(n — h 4+ 1)/¢"/*7.

Theorem is a consequence of estimates below for sums over short intervals of P3(f) + P, (f)
and PJ (f) — P, (f). For notational reasons, we let ZST’O denote a sum with all summands restricted
to M0,

Lemma 7.13 (An estimate for P} + P;). Forn >3 and (n+1)/2 < h <n, if f € Mnq,
h+t1
S B0+ Pole) =21 +o( 250,
geI(fih)

where the implied constant is absolute.

Proof. Note that from Theorem [7.5]

Y. (PS9)+Po(9)= Y (AxPs)(g)

g€I(f;h) geI(f;h)
= Z Psp(9) + Z Psp(g)
g€I(f;h) (T+1)g€I(f;h)
+ Z Psp(g) + Z Psp(g).-
(T—1)g€I(f;h) (T2-1)g€I(f;h)

Because Ps,, is supported on even degree polynomials, this simplifies to
_ Z(T+1)g€](f;h) Psp(g) + Z(Tﬂ)gef(f;h) Psp(g) for n = deg(f) odd,
gersim Psp(9) + 2o r2 _1yger(siny Por(9) for n = deg(f) even.

But from Theorem [6.24] considering the case of odd and even m separately, one can verify that if n is
odd and (n+1)/2 < h <mn, or if n even and n/2 + 1 < h < n, the above is

+O<:n/%).

h+1

qn
Inspecting these ranges of h for odd and even n verifies the claim of the lemma. O

Lemma 7.14 (An estimate for Pg —P5). Forn>3 and (n+1)/2<h<n,if f € Mng,
_ n—nh
> (P5(9) = Polo) = O(imr )
gEI(f;h)

where the implied constant is absolute.

If n is odd this is evident — in fact the left hand side is 0 from Theorem [.4] In the case that n is
even we will need the following two preliminary lemmas.
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Lemma 7.15. Ifn is even, for(n+1)/2<h<n andd € Mff’l, if deg(d) < 2h —n — 2, then

sr,0
A(d) =0
d:dseI(f;h)

for any f € My q. In particular the above expression is constant as f ranges over My, q, for fized n and
q.

Proof. Let A = deg(d). For A <2h—n —2, we haven — A >2(n—h—1)+4. Yet

$o A(d):w% XY AOx(@)x().

d: dSE€I(f3h) XEG(Rp—n—1,1,q) demMi™
For x € G(Rn—h—1,1,q), the inner sum above evaluates to 0 by Corollary [6.191 O

Lemma 7.16. If n is even, forn > h >n/2 and § € Mff’l, if deg(d) > 2h — n, then
sr,0

‘ > 1‘ <q

d: dSeI(f3h)
for all f € My 4.
Proof. As M;"’O - MZ"’17 we have,

s7,0 sr,1
> < 27 <
d: dseI(f;h) d: dSeI(f3h)

using Lemmas [6.28] and [6.29] for the final bound. O

Remark 17. 1If deg(d) > 2h — n + 2, then we can replace ¢ with 1, but we do not use this.

Proof of Lemma[7.14} We can assume n is even, since otherwise as already noted the left hand side is 0.
Theorem [T4] reduces the lemma to evaluating short interval sums of PS,.
From Proposition [Z.7] one has

> rw= ST O

|do[1/2
g€I(f;h) d,5:d6€I(f;h)

Using Lemma it follows that this sum may be restricted to & with 2h — n < deg(d) < n; the
contribution from ¢ not in this range sums to 0. On the other hand, by Lemma and the fact that
Ps,,(0) is a probability measure for 6 € My, 4 for even k, the magnitude of the above expression is then
no more than

~

sr,0 PS 6 1 n_h + !
> |d§[f/2 < —a- (= @h—n)]/2+1) = 2,
d,5:dS€1(f;h) 1 '
2h—n<deg(6)<n

which yields the claimed bound. O

Proof of Theorem [7.12 This is just a matter of differencing the estimates in Lemmas [[T3 and [[T4 O

From Theorem [[.12] we may immediately deduce an analogous result for traces using Lemma 211

Theorem 7.17. Fiz e € {—,+}. Let M € O°(n,q) be a random matriz chosen according to Haar
measure. Then forn >3, and 1 <k < (n—1)/2 and for {ai}1<i<k, pri C Fq, we have

1 (k+1)q'#]
<

]P)]Weoe(n)q)(VI§i§k7p1'iiTl"(Mi):ai)— k*L&J = n/2—1 )
q 9

where C' is an absolute constant (independent of n,k, and q).

A Cycle indices for O"(n,q) and O (n,q)

We fill in the proof of Theorem [l It is largely based on Fulman’s paper [Ful99, §4.3, §6.1], and we
refer the reader to this source for further details.
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A.1 Parametrization of conjugacy classes

We describe a parametrization of the conjugacy classes in O"(n, q) and O~ (n,q), due to Wall [Wal63]
pp. 38-40]. Here we think of O"(n,q), O~ (n,q) as disjoint, abstract groups. Denote by P, C M, the
subset, of monic irreducible polynomials, not including 7', and by Y the set of partitions, which includes
the empty partition.

An “orthogonal signed partition” A¥ is a partition of some natural number |A¥| such that the even
parts have even multiplicity, together with a choice of sign for the set of parts of size i for each odd i.
We denote by Yo the set of all orthogonal signed partitions. There is a certain way to associate with
each g € 0% (n,q) UO™(n,q) a pair of functions Ap(g): Py \ {T + 1} — Y, A5(g): {T +1} — Yo which
enjoys several properties:

e g1,92 € O°(n, q) are conjugate in O°(n,q) if and only if Ap(g1) = Ap(g2) for all P € P, \ {T £ 1}

and A5 (g1) = A5 (g2) for all P € {T 1} (e € {+,-}).

e The pairs of functions (Ar(g), A5 (9)), (Ap(h), A5 (h)) are distinct if g € OF (n, ¢) while h € O~ (n, ¢).

e |Ap| =|Ap| and ZPE{Til} |)\ | deg(P) + ZPE’PQ\{Til} [Ap|deg(P) = n.

e The characteristic polynomial of g € O"(n,q) U O™ (n,q) is

+
CharPoly(g) = H pPrr@I H prel
Pe{T+1} PePN{T+1}

A.2 Cycles indices for O™ (n,q), O~ (n,q)

Definition A.1. The cycle indices for O%(n,q),0 (n,q) are the following polynomials in variables
x ={zpa}pep,\(r+1},0ev U{TpattPe(ri1) aevo -

1
+ —
Z(0 (”’q)7x)_|o+(n7q)| > I1 TPAE(9) IT  eroew

g€0*(n,q) PE{T+1} PPN\ {T+1}
- 1
24000 =gy 2 AL mege 1L eece:
77 ge0~(n,q) PE{T+1} PEPN{T+1}

Fulman has proved the following identity of formal power series [Ful99, Thm. 14]

1—|—Z Z(0*(n,q),x) + Z(0™ (n,q),x)) u"

n>1

Z Tr—1at Ay u‘/\ ‘ )( Z Try1,a+ UM()\L))

AEevo AEteYo

deg(P) [Al N dee(QQ)
I1 (Z“”“ ) I1 (ZIQWQA \ )7 (A1)
P—P AeY Car,~qtes(r/2( Q#Q AEY Car gtes@ (A)

where car,- () is a rational function satisfying the following identity due to Stong [Sto88), Lem. 6, Prop. 19]

Y VIUER))
Aey car.z(A) 3>0 1oz = 2)

for |u| <1 < |2], and co,-(A%) is also a rational function in z.

A.3 The Witt group of I, ¢ odd

Let g be an odd prime power, and let W (F,) be the Witt group of Fg, considered as an additive group
(we ignore the multiplicative structure). For a non-degenerate quadratic form @ over Fy, we denote its
equivalence class in W (FF,) by [Q]. It is useful to extend the notation [-] as follows. For a symmetric
matrix K € GL(n,q), we write [O(n, g, K)] for the equivalence class in W (F,) of the quadratic form
associated with K.

Fixing a non-square element ¢ € F;, the elements of the Witt group W (F;) may be described as
follows:

W (Fq) = {[0], [°], [e?], [z* — ey”]}.
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If ¢ = 1 mod 4, we identify W (F,) with the group (Z/27)* as follows:
[0] = (0,0), [+*] = (1,0), [e2’] = (1,1), [2* — ey”] = (0,1).
One can verify from [Ful99, Prop. 1] that
[0%(n, )] = (n mod 2, ¢)

for all n and € € {£}, where ¢ =0ife=+and ¢ =1ife = —.
If ¢ = 3 mod 4, we identify W (F,) with the group Z/4Z as follows:

0] =0, [z%] =1, [c2®] =3, [z —cy®] = 2.
One can verify from [Ful99, Prop. 1] that
[0%(n,q)] = (n mod 2) + 2¢
for all n and € € {£}, where (n mod 2) is the unique integer in {0,1} congruent to n modulo 2.
If g € O°(n, q) for some € and n, we set [g] := [O°(n, q)].
A.4 Cycles indices twisted by characters of W([F,)

We give a generalization of (A1) which requires some notation. If i is an odd integer appearing in AT,
let us denote by ei()\i) its sign and by mi()\i) the multiplicity in which ¢ appears. As shown by Wall
[Wal63, pp. 38-40] (cf. [Ful99, Thm. 13]), given g € O°(n, q) for some € € {+}, the precise orthogonal
group to which g belongs may be determined by the data )\?'F:il(g), Ap(g) as follows:

b= Y OO mOE@+E -t Y Del)l

Pe{T—1,T+1} PePNT—-1,T+1}
i odd

Let ¢: W(F,) — C* be a multiplicative character, and set ¢)(A\*) = ¢ (Zl odd [Oei(ki(g))(mi()\i (g)))])
The method of proof of [Ful99] Thm. 14] in fact shows

1+ > (@ (07 (n,)]) Z(0"(n,9), %) + ¢ (07 (n,)]) Z(0™ (n,q),x)) u”

5 ern s (5 a0 )

At eYo Atevo

(Z - ([:C2 ~ Cy2])"\‘ udes(P)IA| ) H (Z:cQ N

P_p hev Cor,—qree/2(N)7 o o\

wlN deg(QQ)

). (A.3)

CGL qdeg(Q) (A)

For ¢ = 1 we recover (AJ]). We leave the details to the reader.

A.5 Proof of Theorem [7.4]

Let x be a Hayes character, and let us specialize (A3) to i z+ = x(T' =+ 1)Mi‘ and zp\ = (P
for all P € Po\{T —1,T + 1} and A € Y. We work with formal power series, and so do not check
convergence. Additionally we take ¢ (a,b) = (—1)° if ¢ = 1 mod 4 and ¥(a) = i® if ¢ = 3 mod 4.

We obtain, by appealing to (A2) with (u, z) = (x(P)u®e"), —¢dee(")/2) and (u, 2) = (x(QQ)ulee@Q) ¢dee(@)),
and using the formulas for the orders of GL(n, ¢) and U(n,q),

1+ >

<2M€O+ (n.qy X(CharPoly(M)) 3/ c6 o X(CharPoly(M))) o

o 0+ (n, )] - 0= (n, )]
\/\ \ x(T — )u)\/\i\
> o) —i S XTI =Dy
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](]*1) .
—1) o ) dcg(Q)J(J 1) e (OT) i

dcg((p)) (X(P)Ud g(P))J H ZW(X(QQ) d g(QQ))J - (A4
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Here we have used the fact that for odd n, O"(n,q) and O" (n,q) are conjugate and ([O*(n7 q)]) =
=1 ([0~ (n,q)]), so we may omit the odd n from the left hand side of (A). By comparing coefficients
and using Lemma [2.3] we find that o := Pg — P, is supported on My, and if f € Mg" factorizes as

S

=@ -0 T+ ) TP T]@i@)"

i=1 j=1
with the same notation as in Theorem [6.5], then
o(f) = a((T = 1)a((T + 1)) [T (P [T a(@s@0)F) (A.5)
i=1 j=1
with
qimiei(;iil) (_1)ei ., qm;-e;(e;fl)
a(Pf) = ————, a((QiQ)Y)=——, o((T-1")=a((T+1)"). (AS6)
U(e, ) T IGLe ™)

By (611), PS, is also supported on M;" and satisfies (A5) and (AZ6) with P, in place of . Additionally,
the expectation of a over My 4 (n > 1) is 0, as well as the expectation of Pg, (as follows e.g. from
Lemma [6.25)). By induction on n one may show that a((T'— 1)") = P§,((T — 1)"), which concludes the
proof. |
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