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SUBCRITICAL MULTIPLICATIVE CHAOS AND THE CHARACTERISTIC

POLYNOMIAL OF THE CβE

GAULTIER LAMBERT AND JOSEPH NAJNUDEL

Abstract. The goal of this article is to expand on the relationship between random matrix and multiplicative
chaos theories using the integrability properties of the circular β-ensembles. We give a comprehensive proof
of the multiplicative chaos convergence for the characteristic polynomial and eigenvalue counting function of
the circular β-ensembles throughout the subcritical phase, including negative powers. This generalizes recent
results in the unitary case, [NSW20, BF22], to any β > 0 and for the eigenvalue counting field.
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1. Intro

1.1. Main result. Let T = R/2πZ. The circular β-ensembles (CβE) is the family of probability measures, for
β > 0 and n ∈ N,

1

Zn(β)

∏

1≤k<j≤n
|eiθk − eiθj |β

∏

1≤k≤n

dθk
2π

, (θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Tn. (1)

This model was introduced by Dyson [Dy62], it generalizes the circular unitary ensembles (CUE – for β = 2,
(1) corresponds to the law of the eigenvalues of a Haar-distributed random matrix on the group Un) and it is a
fundamental model in random matrix theory with a rich analytic structure. For any β > 0, (1) can be viewed
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from the Ragnar Söderbergs Foundation.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.19817v1


2 GAULTIER LAMBERT AND JOSEPH NAJNUDEL

as the equilibrium distribution of a Coulomb gas on the unit circle U = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} or as the distribution
of the eigenvalues of some random unitary matrices, and the partition function Zn(β) is known explicitly by
Selberg’s integral. We refer to Section 1.3 for additional background and motivations on circular ensembles.

In this paper, we take a random matrix perspective and the goal is to study a central object; the large n
limit of characteristic polynomials. Such limits are expected to be universal for β-ensembles or log-gases. Our
analysis exploits the fact that (1) can be realized consistently as the eigenvalues of a sequence of (sparse) unitary
matrices on the same probability space (Ω,F ,P). These matrices have been introduced in [KN04], using CMV
representation, and they depend only on a sequence of random coefficients {αk}∞k=0 in D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}
and an independent uniform random variable η in T. We review the main details of the underlying theory in
Section 2.1. In particular, the specific law of the coefficients {αk}∞k=0 is given in Fact 1 below. The focal point is
that this provides an explicit coupling to study the asymptotics as n→∞ of the eigenvalues and characteristic
polynomials of the circular β-ensembles. We record the following description of the CβE from [KN04, KS09].

Proposition 1 (Prüfer phases). For n ∈ N0, we define the quantity ̟n : [0, 2π]→ R by ̟0(θ) = θ and

̟n+1(θ) = θ +̟n(θ) − 2ℑ log
(
1− αnei̟n(θ)

)
, θ ∈ [0, 2π]. (2)

For every n ∈ N, the function θ ∈ [0, 2π] 7→ ̟n−1(θ) is continuously increasing, ̟n−1(2π) = ̟n−1(0) + 2πn,
and the set

Zn =
{
θ ∈ [0, 2π] : ̟n−1(θ) = −η[2π]

}

is distributed according to (1). In the sequel, we write Zn = (θj)
n
j=1 with the order 0 < θ1 < · · · < θn < 2π.

The quantities ̟n are called the Prüfer phases, they play the role of the eigenvalue counting functions for the

circular β-ensembles and their behavior can be analyzed via the recursion1 (2). This type of analysis has been
initiated in the seminal paper [KS09] and further continued in e.g. [CMN18, CN19, VV20, VV22, NPS23, PZ22].

We define the CβE characteristic polynomials; for every n ∈ N,

Xn(z) =
∏n
j=1

(
1− ze−iθj

)
. (3)

Then, we can define logXn(z) =
∑n
j=1 log(1 − ze−iθj) for z ∈ D, using the principle branch of log(·), and by

continuity, Yn : θ ∈ T 7→ ℑ logXn(eiθ). We verify that for n ∈ N,

Yn(θ) =
∑n
j=1h(θ − θj) (4)

where h : T 7→ [−π2 , π2 ] is defined by h(θ) = θ−π
2 for θ ∈ (0, 2π), (20). In particular, the function Yn is piecewise

linear on T with slope n
2 and it jumps by −π on Zn. Then, Yn is called the eigenvalue counting function and

we verify that for any function f ∈ C1(T),

1

π

∫

T

f ′(θ)Yn(θ)dθ =
∑n

j=1f(θj)− n
∫

T

f(θ)
dθ

2π
=
∑n
j=1f(θj)−E

(∑n
j=1f(θj)

)

where the last identity follows by rotation-invariance of (1).

An important property of the CβE and other log-gases is that the eigenvalues are logarithmically correlated.
At first, this is a consequence of the central limit theorem (CLT) for eigenvalue statistics. Given f ∈ C1+ǫ(T,R)
for a ǫ > 0, it holds in distribution as n→∞,

1

π

∫

T

f ′(θ)Yn(θ)dθ ⇒ N
(
0, 2

βΣ(f)
)

(5)

where the variance

Σ(f) =

∫∫

T2

f ′(θ)f ′(ϑ) log |1− ei(θ−ϑ)|−1 dθ

2π

dϑ

2π
=
∑

k≥1

k|fk|2

and (fk)k∈Z denotes the Fourier coefficients of the test function. The interpretation of this result is that
the random field {Yn(θ) : θ ∈ T} converges weakly towards a Gaussian generalized function with mean-
zero and correlation kernel, (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 7→ β−1 log |eiθ − eiϑ|−1. A similar convergence result also holds for

1Observe that for α ∈ D, the map ω ∈ R 7→ ℑ log(1− αneiω) is smooth. Then, the recursion (2) can be extended for all θ ∈ R.
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θ ∈ T 7→ log |Xn(eiθ)|, which is a continuous function taking values −∞ on Zn. Theorem (5) was first obtained
for β = 2 by Johansson [Jo88] (although the same proof can be applied to any β > 0, [La21]) and the
interpretation in terms of a log-correlated field is due to [HKO01]. The result for general β > 0 follows from
[JM15] (see also [Ki07, FTW19]). In particular, the parameter β simply controls the variance of limiting
Gaussian field. To further elaborate on these results, we recall the following property from [CN19, Sect 3].

Proposition 2. For a fixed β > 0, within the coupling from [KN04], it holds almost surely as n→∞,

Xn(z)→ eϕ(z) locally uniformly for z ∈ D,

where {ϕ(z) : z ∈ D} is a mean-zero Gaussian analytic function (GAF) with covariances

E
[
ϕ(z)ϕ(w)

]
= − 2

β log(1− zw), E
[
ϕ(z)ϕ(w)

]
= 0. (6)

For completeness, we provide the main steps of the proof of Proposition 2 in the Appendix A. We emphasize
again that in this framework, the GAF {ϕ(z) : z ∈ D} and the CβEn for n ∈ N are defined on the same
probability space.

The limits χ(u) : u ∈ U 7→ lim
r→1
ℜϕ(ru) and ψ : u ∈ U 7→ lim

r→1
ℑϕ(ru) exist, for instance, in the Sobolev

space H−ǫ(U,R) for any ǫ > 0 and (χ, ψ) are independent Gaussian log-correlated fields on U. These fields are
identically distributed with covariance kernel

(u, v) ∈ U2 7→ β−1 log |u− v|−1.

Then, we can associate to these fields two families of Gaussian multiplicative chaos measures (GMC). The proof

of the next proposition follow directly2 from [Be15, Thm 1.1].

Proposition 3 (GMC). Let γ ∈ R and γ̂ := γ/
√
2β. Suppose that |γ̂| < 1. There are two random measures

on T such that

µγ̂(dθ) := lim
r→1

|eγϕ(reiθ)|γ
E|eγϕ(r)|γ

dθ

2π
, νγ̂(dθ) := lim

r→1

eγℑϕ(re
iθ)

Eeγℑϕ(r)
dθ

2π
. (7)

Both limits hold in probability with respect to the topology of weak convergence for non-negative measures on
T. Moreover, the GMC µγ̂ , νγ̂ are independent, with the same law. The distribution of the random measure µγ̂

depends on (γ, β) only via γ̂ and 0 < µγ̂(T) <∞ for |γ̂| < 1.

Gaussian multiplicative chaos has many crucial applications in modern probability and we refer to the survey
[RV14] for an overview of the theory. For now, we recall that these random measures have exact Hausdorff
dimension 1 − γ̂2 (almost surely). They are continuous with respect to the parameter γ̂ in the appropriate
topology and Eµγ̂(dθ) = µ0(dθ) = dθ

2π . For |γ̂| ≥ 1, the limits (7) also exists in probability, but they are equal
to 0. The non-trivial regime |γ̂| < 1 is called the subcritical phase.

Proposition 2 raises the question whether the CβE characteristic polynomials also give raise to suitable
approximations of the GMC measures (7). Our main goal is to obtain the following results.

Theorem 1. Recall (3) and the subsequent definition of (Yn)n∈N. Let γ ∈ R, γ̂ := γ/
√
2β such that |γ̂| < 1.

If γ > −1, it holds in probability as n→∞,

|Xn(eiθ)|γ
E|Xn(1)|γ

dθ

2π
→ µγ̂(dθ).

It holds in probability as n→∞,

eγYn(θ)

EeγYn(0)

dθ

2π
→ νγ̂(dθ).

2Since ϕ is a GAF in D, ℜϕ(z) = Pzχ (and similarly for ℑϕ) where P is the Poisson kernel of D (Pz is a smooth mollifier on U

for z ∈ D).
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Both results hold with respect to the topology of weak convergence for non-negative measures on T and they
cover the whole subcritical phase as in Proposition 3. Observe that the convergence to µγ̂ only makes sense
for γ > −1, since obviously E|Xn(1)|γ < ∞ if and only if γ > −1. Prior to Theorem 1, the only complete
results on multiplicative chaos in random matrix theory are due to [We15, NSW20, BF22] for the modulus of
the CUE characteristic polynomial with γ ≥ 0. These results rely on the determinantal structure of the model
(β = 2) and more analytic methods. In contrast, the proof of Theorem 1 is probabilistic, based on martingale
convergence arguments, albeit being specific to circular β-ensembles, it yields stronger convergence results.

This article is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1 and the arguments are organized as follows;

• In Subsection 1.2, we review in details the results from [KN04], further developed in [CMN18, CN19]. This
section relies on the theory of orthogonal polynomials on the unit circle (OPUC) [Sim04]. In particular, this
yields a martingale approximation ϕn = E(ϕ|Fn), with Fn = σ(α0, . . . , αn−1) for the GAF from Proposition 2.
We also discuss some additional results which follow from our analysis, included an alternative elementary
proof of the main result from [CN19].

• In Subsection 1.3, we review the main results related to Theorem 1 in random matrix theory. Given the
extend of the literature, we focus mostly on the log-correlated structure of the eigenvalues, multiplicative
chaos, circular β-ensembles and the Fyodorov Bouchaud conjecture.

• In Section 2, we obtain a GMC convergence for the martingale sequence (ϕn)n∈N0 ; see Theorem 2 below. The
method is analogous for both real and imaginary part of the martingale (ϕn)n∈N0 so we explain the main

steps for the real part. Define µγn(dθ) :=
eγℜϕn(eiθ)

Eeγℜϕn(1)
dθ
2π for n ∈ N. Formally, the goal is to prove that for γ ∈ R

with |γ̂| < 1 and f ∈ C(T,R+),

lim
n→∞

µγn(f) = lim
n→∞

∫ (
lim
r→1

eγℜϕn(re
iθ)

Eeγℜϕn(r)

)
f(θ)

dθ

2π

= lim
r→1

∫ (
lim
n→∞

eγℜϕn(re
iθ)

Eeγℜϕn(r)

)
f(θ)

dθ

2π
= lim

r→1

∫
eγℜϕ(re

iθ)

Eeγℜϕ(r)
f(θ)

dθ

2π
= µγ̂(f).

(8)

The first step follows by continuity and the third step from a martingale convergence theorem (the last step
is Proposition 3). The main technical challenge is to justify exchanging the limits (8). A similar analysis has
been performed in [CN19] with γ = −2 (in the regime β > 2). However, we give a new and elementary proof
of (8) based on martingale arguments (Proposition 4).

• The final step is to relate the asymptotics of |Xn(e
iθ)|γ

E|Xn(1)|γ
dθ
2π to that of µγn. In Section 3, we show that these

measures have the same limit, in probability as n → ∞. The starting point is the relationship between the
characteristic polynomial Xn+1 and ϕn; one has for n ∈ N0, with u = eiθ,

Xn+1(u) = eϕn(u)
(
1− eiη+i̟n(θ)

)
, θ ∈ T,

with ̟n and η as in Proposition 1. If γ > −1, the function f : θ ∈ T 7→ |1− eiθ|γ is L1 with mean f0 > 0, so
the mass of the random measure associated with the characteristic polynomial is well-defined;

∫

T

|Xn+1(e
iθ)|γ

E|Xn+1(1)|γ
dθ

2π
= f−1

0

∫

T

f(η +̟n(θ))µ
γ
n(dθ).

By density of the trigonometric polynomials in L1(T), it will suffice to show that for any κ ∈ N, it holds in
probability as n→∞, ∫

T

eiκ̟n(θ)µγn(dθ)→ 0. (9)

This implies convergence of the mass; lim
n→∞

∫

T

|Xn+1(e
iθ)|γ

E|Xn+1(1)|γ
dθ

2π
= lim

n→∞
µγn(T) = µγ̂(T) in probability. By

standard results, such arguments imply Theorem 1 (an analogous result holds for the imaginary part). The
property (9) is formulated as Proposition 13 below and its proof relies on a second moment method using the
branching properties of the Prüfer phases; this strategy is explained in details in Subsection 3.2.
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For convenience, the main notations used throughout this article are gathered in Section 1.4 and we review
some previews results on CβE in the Appendix A. In the Appendix B, we gather some concentration inequalities
for martingales that we use in the proofs. We emphasize that our proof is independent from previous works on
this model, including [CN19] and the arguments are self-contained.

1.2. CβE coupling; martingale approximations. In this section, we give a short introduction to the theory
of orthogonal polynomials on the unit circle (OPUC) and explain how this relates to the circular β-ensembles.
As already emphasized, this idea originates from [KN04] and also [Sim04]. Starting from a probability measure
µ on T, with infinite support, by applying the Gram-Schmidt procedure to the sequence 1, z, z2, . . . , one obtains
a sequence of (analytic) polynomials (Φk)k≥0, with Φk(z) = zk + · · · for k ∈ N0, orthogonal with respect to µ.
By [Sim04, Thm 1.5.2], there is a sequence of coefficients {αk}∞k=0 in D, such that the sequence (Φk)k≥0 satisfies
the recursion {

Φk+1(z) = zΦk(z)− αkΦ∗
k(z)

Φ∗
k(z) = zkΦk(1/z)

z ∈ C, k ∈ N0. (10)

Conversely, one can associate to {αk}∞k=0, a unitary operator Uα whose spectral measure is µ. The sequence
{αk}∞k=0 are called Verblunsky coefficients and they characterize the measure µ; see [Sim04, Chap. 4]. Moreover,
the regularity properties of µ are intimately related to the properties of the sequence {αk}∞k=0, [Sim04, Part 2].
An alternative way to reconstruct the probability measure µ is using the sequence of orthogonal polynomials,
via the so-called Bernstein-Szegő approximation [Sim04, Thm 1.7.8]; for the weak convergence of measures on T,

µ(dθ) = lim
n→∞

c2n|Φ∗
n(e

iθ)|−2 dθ

2π
, c2n = ‖Φ∗

n‖2L2(T). (11)

In this framework, the following description of the circular β-ensembles follows from [KN04, Thm 1], see also
[KS09, (10)]. We will use these conventions throughout this article.

Fact 1. Let β > 0 be a fixed parameter. Consider the Verblunsky coefficients αk = |αk|eiηk , for k ∈ N0, where
{ηk}k∈N0 and {|αk|}k∈N0 are independent;

• ηk are i.i.d. uniform in T.

• |αk|2 are independent Beta-distributed random variables with distribution function, for βk := β k+1
2 ,

P
[
|αk|2 ≥ r

]
= (1 − r)βk , r ∈ [0, 1], k ∈ N0. (12)

Let µβ be the spectral measure associated with these Verblunsky coefficients. For this model, the Verblunsky

coefficients αk → 0 as k →∞ (almost surely) and E|αk|2 = (1 + βk)
−1.

Let η be a random variable, uniform in T, independent of {αk}∞k=0. One can construct a sequence of unitary

matrices {U (n)
α }∞n=1, called CMVmatrices, such that for every n ∈ N, U (n)

α ∈ Un is a function of (α0, . . . , αn−2, η),

its eigenvalue set Zn is distributed according to (1), and Uα = lim←−U
(n)
α as n→∞. Moreover, the characteristic

polynomials satisfy

Xn(z) := det(1− zU (n)∗
α ) = Φ∗

n−1(z)− eiηzΦn−1(z) z ∈ C, (13)

In the sequel, the probability space (Ω,F ,P) carries the random variables {αk}, η from Fact 1 and we
consider the filtration

Fk := σ
(
α0, · · · , αk−1

)
, k ∈ N0. (14)

One of the goal of this article is to understand, just as (11), the asymptotics of powers |Φ∗
n(e

iθ)|γ for the CβE.
We establish that for suitable values of γ ∈ R, after an appropriate renormalization, these powers converge to
a family of random measures, which are Gaussian multiplicative chaos; see Theorem 2 below. In particular,
the asymptotics of the characteristic polynomial (Theorem 1) will be obtained via the recursion (16) rather
than using the CMV matrices. In the sequel, we will study the sequence of polynomials (Φ∗

k)k≥0 (or rather its
logarithm), instead of (Φk)k≥0, since one has the following properties (see [Sim04, Sec 1.7]);
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1. For every k ∈ N0, Φ
∗
k(0) = 1, Φ∗

k has no zeros in D so one can define

ϕk(z) := logΦ∗
k(z), z ∈ D (15)

in such a way that the functions ϕk are analytic in a neighborhood of D with ϕk(0) = 0 for all k ∈ N0.

2. For k ∈ N0, define Bk(z) := zΦk(z)/Φ
∗
k(z) for z ∈ D. One has |Bk(z)| = 1 for z ∈ U and (by the maximum

principle) |Bk(z)| ≤ |z| for z ∈ D. Then, with the principal branch of log(·), one can rewrite the recursion
(10) as;

ϕk+1(z) = ϕk(z) + log(1− αkBk(z)), z ∈ D, k ∈ N0. (16)

In particular, since |αk| < 1 for k ∈ N0, the quantity log(1 − αkBk(z)) is analytic for z ∈ D and it vanishes
at z = 0.

3. The Prüfer phase from Proposition 1 are defined by Bn(e
iθ) := ei̟n(θ) for an appropriate determination of

̟n(θ) for θ ∈ [0, 2π].

3. The characteristic polynomial (13) satisfies

Xn(z) = Φ∗
n−1(z)(1− eiηBn−1(z)), z ∈ C.

For every n ∈ N0, since Φ∗
n has no zero in D, we recover that eigenvalues of U (n)

α are given by Zn =
{
θ ∈ T :

̟n−1(θ) = −η[2π]
}
; see Proposition 1.

Properties 1 and 2 hold for general OPUC whose Verblunsky coefficients αk ∈ D for k ∈ N0, while Property
4 is specific to rotation-invariant models (see Remark 1 below). A fundamental observation from [KS09], also
used in subsequent work on this model, is that the sequence (ϕk)k≥0 from (15) is a martingale (uniformly
integrable inside D). This property follows directly from the recursion (16) and the fact that αk is independent
of Fk and E[log(1 − αkBk(z)|Fk] = 0 by rotation-invariance. Then, by a martingale convergence theorem (see
Proposition 23 in appendix), almost surely ϕk → ϕ locally uniformly on D as k →∞, and

ϕk(z) = Ekϕ(z), k ∈ N0, z ∈ D.

The limit ϕ is a GAF as in Proposition 2 and this generates two independent Gaussian multiplicative chaos
(µ, ν) associated with (ℜϕ,ℑϕ), measurable with respect to F∞ = σ(αk; k ∈ N0), defined as in Proposition 3.
In Section 2, we prove that these GMC can be directly approximated in terms of ϕn := logΦ∗

n as n→∞.

Theorem 2. For n ∈ N, let ψn(θ) = ℑϕn(eiθ) for θ ∈ T. Let γ ∈ R with γ̂ = γ/
√
2β such that |γ̂| < 1.

It holds almost surely (with respect to the topology of weak convergence for non-negative measures on T), as
n→∞,

|Φ∗
n(e

iθ)|γ
E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ
dθ

2π
→ µγ̂(dθ) and

eγψn(θ)

Eeγψn(0)

dθ

2π
→ νγ̂(dθ).

As a consequence of Theorem 2 with γ = −2, using (11), we recover the spectral measure µβ in the subcritical
phase β > 2. For CβE, also for β > 2, the asymptotics of (11) have been investigated in [CN19], using the same
coupling but different arguments. [CN19, Thm 2.1] establishes that the spectral measure µβ is a (normalized)

GMC with index γ̂ = −
√
2/β for β ≥ 2 (by continuity). This recovers the fact that in this regime, µβ is singular

continuous on T with exact dimension 1− γ̂2 and this yields a proof of the Fyodorov-Bouchaud formula [FB08]
for the mass of the (classical) GMC on T. We review these results, which are also consequences of Theorem 2.

Corollary 3. For β > 2, the spectral measure of the CβE is a normalized GMC measure on T, µβ = c−1
β µγ̂,

with index γ̂ = −
√
2/β. Moreover the mass cβ = µγ̂(T) satisfies almost surely

c−1
β = lim

n→∞
c2nE|Φ∗

n(1)|−2. (17)

It follows that c−1
β

d
= Γ(1− γ̂2)eγ̂2

, where Γ denotes the Gamma function and e is a standard exponential random
variable.
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The distribution of c−1
β is known as the Fyodorov-Bouchaud formula and it is elementarily deduced from (17)

using the explicit law of the CβE Verblunsky coefficients; see [CN19, Sec 2.4] for details. There is an alternative
proof based on ideas from conformal field theory to compute negative moments of the GMC mass on T, [Re20].

The proof of Theorem 2 amounts to the exchange of limits (8) as described above. This is the strategy used in
[CN19] for γ = −2. In Section 2, we follow a different route and obtain the following martingale approximations;

Proposition 4. Let f ∈ L1(T,R), γ ∈ R with γ̂ = γ/
√
2β such that |γ̂| < 1. Then, for any n ∈ N,

Enµ
γ̂(f) = µγn(f) =

∫

T

|Φ∗
n(e

iθ)|γ
E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ
f(θ)

dθ

2π
,

and

Enν
γ̂(f) = νγn(f) =

∫

T

eγψn(θ)

Eeγψn(0)
f(θ)

dθ

2π
.

Observe that in Proposition 4, the condition |γ̂| < 1 is necessary, otherwise the random variable µγ̂ = 0.
Then, there is δ > 0 so that for f ∈ L1(T,R),

µγn(f)→ µγ̂(f) as n→∞ almost surely and in L1+δ, (18)

and similarly for ν. Here, the random variable µγ̂(f) ∈ L1+δ provided that |γ̂| < 1; see (22). Hence, we deduce
Theorem 2 by standard arguments (the topological space C(T) is separable).

We close this section by several remarks concerning the CβE model.

Remark 1 (OPUC theory). We focus on the case where the support of the probability measure µ is infinite.
This condition guarantees that the Verblunsky coefficients are defined for every k ∈ N0 with αk ∈ D. In
contrast, if µ has a finite support, with say n points on T, then the Gram-Schmidt procedure stops at step

n and α0, . . . , αn−2 ∈ D while αn−1 ∈ T – this is the case for the spectral measure of the matrix U (n)
α . In

particular, for CβE, by rotation-invariance, αn−1 is uniformly distributed on T. Then, observe that for any
n ∈ N, upon replacing αn−1 ← eiη and Φ∗

n ← Xn in the recursion (10), this yields formula (13) for the CβE
characteristic polynomials.

Remark 2 (Non-universality). The convergence of the sequence {ϕk} follows from the martingale convergence
theorem using the properties of the Verblunsky coefficients. However, the fact that the limit ϕ is a GAF in
D (Proposition 2) is an exceptional property of the CβE model. This property cannot be directly deduced
from the specific law of the Verblunsky coefficients and it is a consequence of the CLT (5); see Appendix A.
For another CMV model with independent, rotation-invariant, Verblunsky coefficients with E|αk|2 ∼ β−1

k as
k →∞, we expect that the limit ϕ is a non-Gaussian analytic function in D.

Remark 3 (Non-Gaussian multiplicative chaos). Our analysis relies crucially on three properties of the Verblun-
sky coefficients {αk}; independence, rotation-invariance and a specific decay rate. Even though, we rely on the
specific distributions of the CβE Verblunsky coefficients at different stages of the proof for simplicity, these
arguments can be adapted if the sequence {αk} satisfies these three properties. Then, by [AN22], the spectral
measure µβ also has Hausdorff dimension exactly 1 − 2/β for β > 2 (subcritical phase), but it is not expected
to be a normalized GMC. The question whether it is absolutely continuous with respect to a GMC is of interest
for future research.

Remark 4 (Deterministic case). The limit β =∞ corresponds (by continuity) to the case where the Verblunsky
coefficients αk = 0 for all k ∈ N. Then, by (10), Φ∗

k(z) = 1 for all k ∈ N (that is, the orthogonal polynomials

are Φk(z) = zk for k ≥ 0) and the spectral measure µ0 = dθ
2π is the uniform measure on T. In this case, by

Proposition 1, the point configuration is Zn =
{

2πk+η
n : k ∈ [n]

}
for n ∈ N, where η is uniform in [0, 2π].

Observe that this configuration is the minimizer of the Coulomb energy from (1):

(θ1, . . . , θn) ∈ Tn 7→
∑

1≤k<j≤n
log |eiθk − eiθj |−1.
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1.3. Related results and state of the art. There are many important works on fluctuations of eigenvalues
and characteristic polynomials of β-ensembles and we focus on the most relevant recent results in the context
of this paper, that is, in relation to log-correlated fields and multiplicative chaos.
CUE. An important motivation to study the measure (1) is the case β = 2, which corresponds to the distribution
of the eigenvalues of a Haar distributed random matrix in Un, this is known as the circular unitary ensemble
(CUE). This is arguably the most basic model in random matrix theory [Me19], it can be analyzed via many
different methods and there are notable connections with functional analysis, through Toeplitz determinants,
representation theory and probabilistic model for the Riemann ζ function. In addition, the heuristics of [FB08,
FHK12] which treats the CUE characteristic polynomial as a log-correlated landscapes to make predictions
about its extreme values by analogy with the statistical mechanics of random energy models have stimulated a
lot of recent developments in random matrix theory.

Gaussian fluctuations. The central limit theorem (5) was first obtained in [Jo88] using the Coulomb gas
method. At first, this result is surprising because the eigenvalue field is asymptotically Gaussian without
renormalization, this is due to the log range correlations of log-gases. Johansson’s method is written for β = 2,
but it is easily generalized to arbitrary β > 0, [La21]. There is an alternative approach to the CLT based on the
moment method and representation theory [DE01, JM15]. This approach is explained in a concise way in [CN19,
Appendix A]. Moreover, another remarkable property of the CUE is that moments of trace in polynomials of
Haar-distributed random matrix exactly match moments of Gaussian random variables (see Remark 8). In fact,
these traces approximate Gaussians with a super-exponential rate, we refer to [JL21, CJL24] for quantitative
results. We refer to [Sim04, Chap.6] for a comprehensive discussion of the CLT for CUE eigenvalues and related
Szegő’s asymptotics, including several different proofs. There are also an alternative approach based on Stein’s
method and transport which applies to general β-ensembles [We16, LLW19, BLS18, AHMP24]. It is also worth
to mention that some non-integrable generalizations have been studied recently, this includes the fluctuations
of β-ensembles on a regular curve in C [CJ23] and the circular Riesz gases [Bo21, Bo22].

Sineβ process. For general β > 0, the measure (1) was introduced by Dyson as a simple statistical model for
a one-dimensional gas with long range interaction [Dy62]. It can be interpreted as the equilibrium distribution
of a two-dimensional Coulomb gas confined on U, which corresponds to the stationary measure for the Dyson
Brownian motion on T, where the strength of the interaction term is determined by β. In many body quantum
mechanics, (1) also corresponds to the ground state of the Calogero-Sutherland Hamiltonian. The CMV matrix
models for (1) have been introduced in [KN04]. As explained in Section 1.2, these models depend on a single
sequence of independent random variables {αk} and this provides a useful coupling to study the asymptotic
properties of (1) as the dimension n → ∞. This framework has been used in the seminal paper [KS09] to
describe the microscopic scaling limit of β-ensembles. This is a stationary point process on R, called the sineβ
process, which is universal, e.g. [BEY14]. It can be simply described in terms of the Prüfer phases, scaling
θ ← λ

n and approximated {αk} by complex Gaussians with variance 2
βk (Lemma 16) in (2), one obtains a

diffusive limit; {
dwt(λ) = λdt− 2√

βt
ℑ(dWte

iwt(λ)), t ∈ (0, 1]

w0(λ) = 0 λ ∈ R

where {Wt}t∈[0,1] is a complex Brownian motion. It is established in [KS09] that this SDE system has a unique

solution with Ewt(λ) = λt and the sineβ process is the point process Z =
{
λ ∈ R : w1(λ) = −η[2π]

}
where

the random random variable η is uniform in T. One can also view the CMV operators has a a discrete form of
one-dimensional Dirac operator and taking this perspective, one can construct an operator whose spectrum is
the sineβ point process [VV20] and the scaling limit of the CβE characteristic polynomial [VV22, NN22].

Fyodorov-Hiary-Keating Conjecture. The CLT for eigenvalue statistics can be interpreted as the conver-
gence of the log characteristic polynomial in a Sobolev space of generalised functions to a log-correlated field
[HKO01]. Based on the statistical mechanic property of random energy models and log-correlated landscapes
[FB08, FHK12], this perspective allows to predict the limits from Theorem 1 as well as the asymptotic behavior
of extreme values of the characteristic polynomial. Significant progress on these conjectures have been achieved
recently for CβE [CMN18, PZ22] based on the framework described in Section 1.2. The state of the art [PZ22,
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Thm 1.1] gives a distributional convergence for the centred maximum; as n→∞

(
max
θ∈T

log |Xn(eiθ)| −
√

2
β

(
logN − 3

4 log logN
))
⇒ Cβ + Gβ +

logBβ√
2β

(19)

where Cβ is a (deterministic) constant, Gβ is a Gumbel with parameter 1/
√
2β, independent of Bβ . Similar

asymptotics hold for the eigenvalue field Yn. The random variable Bβ is constructed in [PZ22, Sect 1.2] has
the limit of a derivative martingale, conjecturally it relates to critical multiplicative chaos (the counterpart of

Theorem 1 for γ̂ = 1) and one expects that Bβ = cµ′(T) where µ′(T) = limγ̂→1
µγ̂(T)
1−γ̂ and c > 0 is an explicit

constant. Then, it follows from the Fyodorov–Bouchaud formula ([FB08] and Corollary 3) that Bβ d
= c−1e−1,

with e a standard exponential random variable. In particular, up to an additive constant, Gβ d
=

logBβ√
2β

d
= − log e√

2β

are independent Gumbel random variables. Using the CUE characteristic polynomial as a probabilistic model,
[FHK12] also proposed asymptotics for the maximum of the Riemann ζ function in a typical short interval on
the critical line. The precise tails for the maximum have been obtained in a series of work [Ha19] and [ABR23]
combining methods from analytic number theory and the theory of branching processes.

Multiplicative chaos. For CUE, part of Theorem 1, for |Xn|γ with 0 < γ < 2, is due to [We15, NSW20].
The proofs rely on the determinantal structure of the CUE to compute asymptotics of joint moments of the
characteristic polynomial. The approach involves the asymptotics of Riemann-Hilbert problems with Fisher-
Hartwig singularities. In [CFLW21], these results have been generalized to other Hermitian unitary-invariant
matrix ensembles, including the GUE, and application to eigenvalue rigidity are discussed. Moments of moments
of CUE characteristic polynomials have also been studied in several regimes, we refer to [BK22] for an overview.
Recently, the characteristic polynomial a Brownian motion on Un has been consider in [BF22]. The authors
obtained multi-time Fisher-Hartwig asymptotics, as well as the convergence to a two-dimensional GMC on a
cylinder. In contrast to previous works, Theorem 1 is the only GMC result in random matrix theory which
does not rely on Fisher-Hartwig type asymptotics. It is also the only result valid for any β > 0 in the whole
subcritical regime, including for γ < 0.

A related concept of Holomorphic chaos has been introduced in [NPS23] to describe the limiting random field
{Φ∗

∞(u);u ∈ U}. In contrast to Theorem 1, this field is well-defined, without renormalization, as a complex-
valued generalised function on U. This property has been used to derive asymptotics for the (Fourier) coefficients
of the characteristic polynomial (3); see [NPS23, Thm 1.10]

Finally, it has been established in [CN19, Thm 2.1] (see Corollary 3) that the spectral measure of the CMV
operator for CβE is a normalized GMC measure in the subcritical phase β > 2. The exact Hausdorff dimension
of these measure have been computed in [AN22] for all β > 0. In particular, there is a similar freezing transition
as for GMC; one has almost surely

• µβ is singular continuous with Hausdorff dimension 1− 2/β if β ≥ 2.

• µβ is purely atomic if β < 2.

This raises the question on how to describe µβ in the supercritical phase (β < 2); see [CN19, Sec 2.5].

Open questions. There are several natural continuations of this work and, to conclude this section, we collect
some open problems in the field.

• By (19), the final key step to establish the Fyodorov–Bouchaud asymptotics for the maximum of the CβE
characteristic polynomial is to prove that the derivative martingale Bβ = cµ′(T). This goes beyond the scope
of this paper as it pertains to critical multiplicative chaos, which involves a different renormalisation scheme,
and we intend to return to this problem in a subsequent work.

• For CUE, asymptotics of joint moments of characteristic polynomials are known using Toeplitz determinant
with Fisher-Hartwig singularities; see [Fa21] for optimal results, and [BF22] for an alternative proof. Such
Fisher-Hartwig asymptotics are still an open problem for CβE.
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• The GMC measures from Theorem 1 are supported on the thick points of the characteristic polynomial. By
[JLW24, Thm 1.5], for γ > 0 with γ̂ < 1, and g ∈ C(T,R), it holds in probability as r → 1,

1{ℜϕ(reiθ) ≥ γ logN − g(θ)/
√
2}

N−γ̂2
√
π/γ̂2 logN

dθ → eγ̂g(θ)µγ̂(dθ).

One also expects that an analogous result holds directly for the characteristic polynomial.

• The GMC µγ̂ from Proposition 3 are random analytic functions, taking values in the space of Schwartz
distributions, for γ̂ ∈ L where L ⊂ C is a deterministic domain containing (−1, 1), see [La22]. It is of interest
to generalize the results of Theorem 1 to complex GMC in the subcritical domain L.
• Viewing the CβE as a Coulomb gas, z ∈ U 7→ − log |Xn(z)| corresponds to the electric potential generated
by the configuration of charges and Theorem 1 gives the asymptotics of the corresponding Gibbs measures in
the subcritical phase. Such question are important for two-dimensional Coulomb system at equilibrium in a
background potential. There are strong motivations, coming from the connection with the two-dimensional
Gaussian free field and two-dimensional quantum gravity to consider the asymptotics of characteristic poly-
nomials of two-dimensional Coulomb gases.

1.4. Notations. We collect the main notations that will be used in this article.

Let D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}, U = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} be the boundary of D, and let T = R/2πZ. Let dθ
2π denotes the

uniform (Lebesgue) measure on T and let du denotes the uniform measure on U; du is the pushforward of dθ
2π

by the map θ ∈ T 7→ eiθ. In the sequel, we identify measures on T and U.

We always consider the (principal) branch of w 7→ log(1−w) which is analytic for w ∈ D and vanishes at w = 0.

By continuity, we define h(θ) = lim
r→1
ℑ log(1 − reiθ) for θ ∈ T. Then h : T 7→ [−π2 , π2 ]

h(0) = 0, h(θ) =
θ − π
2

for θ ∈ (0, 2π). (20)

We also let
d(z) := 1− |z|2, z ∈ D.

Throughout this article, β > 0 is any fixed parameter and, for γ ∈ R, we write γ̂ := γ/
√
2β. In the context of

Proposition 2, for any γ ∈ R,

Eeγℜϕ(z) = Eeγℑϕ(z) = d(z)−γ̂
2

, z ∈ D. (21)

Then, ℜϕ, ℑϕ are identically distributed, rotation-invariant, Gaussian fields in D. Recall that with the CβE
coupling,

Φ∗
∞(z) = lim

n→∞
Φ∗
n(z) = eϕ(z), z ∈ D.

In the context of Proposition 3, if γ̂2 < 1, then for any f ∈ L1(U,R), it holds in Lq as r→ 1,
∫

U

|Φ∗
∞(ru)|γ

E|Φ∗
∞(ru)|γ f(u)du→ µγ̂(f),

∫
Ene

γℑϕ(ru)

Eeγℑϕ(r)
f(u)du→ νγ̂(f) (22)

for any q ∈ R with qγ̂2 < 1 – see e.g. [RV14]. In particular, Eµγ̂(f) = µ0(f) = f0, the mean of f , in the
subcritical regime.

Throughout the article, the Verblunsky coefficients {αk}k∈N0 and η are as in Fact 1. We endow the probability
space with the filtration

Fk = σ
(
α0, · · · , αk−1

)
, k ∈ N0.

We will use the shorthand notation Ek = E[ · |Fk] for k ∈ N0.

Recall that for n ∈ N0,
ϕn(z) = logΦ∗

n(z) = Enϕ(z), z ∈ D,

are well-defined analytic functions in D, continuous on D. Moreover, by (16), it holds for n ∈ N0,

ϕn(z) =
∑n−1

k=0 log(1− αkBk(z)), z ∈ D, (23)
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where Bk(z) := zΦk(z)/Φ
∗
k(z). One has |Bk(z)| ≤ |z| for z ∈ D with |Bk(z)| = 1 for z ∈ U.

The Prüfer phase from Proposition 1 are given by, for n ∈ N0,

Bn(e
iθ) = ei̟n(θ), ̟n(θ) = (n+ 1)θ − 2ψn(θ), θ ∈ [0, 2π]. (24)

We let ψn(θ) = ℑϕn(eiθ) for θ ∈ T. In Section 1.2, we considered the measures

µγn(du) =
eγℜϕn(u)

Eeγℜϕn(1)
du =

|Φ∗
n(e

iθ)|γ
E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ
dθ

2π
, νγn(du) =

eγℑϕn(u)

Eeγℑϕn(1)
du =

eγψn(θ)

Eeγψn(0)

dθ

2π
. (25)

For n ∈ N, the CβEn characteristic polynomial (3) is given, in terms of (23), by

Xn(z) = eϕn−1(z)(1− eiηBn−1(z)), z ∈ D. (26)

Then, for n ∈ N0, one has on the unit circle,

Xn+1(e
iθ) = eϕn−1(e

iθ)
(
1− eiη+i̟n(θ)

)
, θ ∈ T. (27)

We write X . Z if there is constant C > 0, possibly depending on β > 0, such that 0 < X ≤ CZ. Such constant
C > 0 are deterministic and vary from line to line.

We write ǫn ≪ δn if {ǫn} and {δn} are two deterministic sequences of positive numbers so that lim
n→∞

ǫnδ
−1
n = 0.

If X,X ′ are two random variables, we write X
d
= X ′ if both have the same distribution.

2. Martingale convergence; Proof of Theorem 2

We rely on the framework from Section 1.2 and the main goal is to prove Proposition 4. In the end, Theorem 2
is a direct consequence of the martingale approximation. Recall that β > 0 is fixed, the Verblunsky coefficients
{αk} are as in Fact 1 and the notation (25). The proof is organized as follows;

• In Section 2.1, we review some additional basic facts from OPUC theory that we will need. In particular,
what happens while shifting and rotating the Verblunsky coefficients.

• In Section 2.2, we show that for the real part, Enµ
γ̂ = µγn when γ > 0 with γ̂ < 1 by a simple arguments.

• In Section 2.3, we adapt the arguments to prove that Enµ
−γ̂ = µ−γ

n when γ > 0 with γ̂ < 1. This requires
more delicate estimates to obtain the uniform integrality. This is of particular interest when γ = 2 in the
context of the Bernstein-Szegő approximation (11).

• In Section 2.4, we adapt the arguments of Section 2.2 to the imaginary part to show that Enν
γ̂ = νγn when

|γ̂| < 1. This is mainly a case of checking that the relevant quantities are well-defined.

2.1. OPUC theory. To set up the analysis for this theorem, we review some properties of OPUC, following
[Sim04, Chap. 3.2]. We will use the following conventions;

• For k ∈ N0 and λ ∈ U, let (Φλk,n)n≥0 the OPUC family associated with the Verblunsky coefficients (λαn+k)n∈N0 .

In particular, (Φk,n)n≥0 denotes the OPUC family associated with the Verblunsky coefficients (αn+k)n∈N0

and one has (Φn)n≥0 = (Φ1
0,n)n≥0.

• For k ∈ N0 and λ ∈ U, we denote by (Ψλk,n)n≥0 = (Φ−λ
k,n)n≥0. The sequence (Ψn)n≥0 = (Φ−1

0,n)n≥0 are called

the second kind polynomials (dual to (Φn)n≥0). Then, the Szegő recursion (10) implies that for n ∈ N0,
(

Ψn+1(z) Φn+1(z)
−Ψ∗

n+1(z) Φ∗
n+1(z)

)
=

(
z −ᾱn
−αnz 1

)(
Ψn(z) Φn(z)
−Ψ∗

n(z) Φ∗
n(z)

)
, z ∈ C. (28)

• By linearity of the Szegő recursion, one has for any λ ∈ U, k ∈ N0,

Φλ∗k,n = Φ∗
k,n

1+λ
2 +Ψ∗

k,n
1−λ
2 n ∈ N≥k. (29)
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• We denote for k ∈ N,

Φk(z)

Φ∗
k(z)

= ρk(z)λk(z) z ∈ D, (30)

where ρk : D → [0, 1] is a continuous function, the phase λk : D → U can be defined pointwise, e.g. taking
the value λk(z) = 1 for z ∈ {Φk = 0}. This decomposition is related to Bk (Property 2 in Section 1.2) and
Φk/Φ

∗
k is analytic in a neighborhood of D with |Φk/Φ∗

k| = 1 on ∂D. So, the modulus ρk = 1 on U and ρk < 1
on D, by the maximum principle for subharmonic functions.

• Consequently the functions ρk are Lipschitz-continuous on D. That is, there are random constant Ck (Fk-
measurable) so that

|1− ρk(z)| ≤ Ckd(z), z ∈ D. (31)

The starting point for our analysis and the proof of Proposition 4 is the following (determinstic) relationship
between Φ∗

∞ = eϕ and Φ∗
k for k ∈ N.

Lemma 5. Almost surely, for every λ ∈ U and k ∈ N0, Φ
λ∗
k,∞ := lim

n→∞
Φλ∗k,n exists, and Φλ∗k,∞ is an analytic

function without zero in D. In addition, for any γ > 0, E exp
(
γ| logΦλ∗k,∞(z)|

)
< ∞ for z ∈ D. Then, one has

for every k ∈ N,

Φ∗
∞ = Φ∗

k

(
Ψ∗
k,∞ +Φ∗

k,∞
2

+ ρkλk
Φ∗
k,∞ −Ψ∗

k,∞
2

)

= Φ∗
kΦ

λk∗
k,∞

(
1 +

1− ρk
2

(
Ψλk∗
k,∞

Φλk∗
k,∞
− 1

)) (32)

where (Φ∗
k, ρk, λk) are Fk-measurable and (Φ∗

k,∞,Ψ
∗
k,∞) are independent of Fk.

Proof. Proposition 23 from [CN19] implies that almost surely, for every k ∈ N0, the limits (Φ∗
k,∞,Ψ

∗
k,∞) exist

and are analytic functions without zero in D. It also yields the bound E|Φ∗
k,∞(z)|γ < ∞ for γ ≥ 1, k ∈ N0,

z ∈ D. Moreover, by rotation-invariance (of the Verblunsky coefficients), Φλ∗k,∞
d
= Φ∗

k,∞ for λ ∈ U, k ∈ N0.

Then, by (29), one can define (almost surely) for any λ ∈ U and k ∈ N0,

Φλ∗k,∞ = Φ∗
k,∞

1+λ
2 +Ψ∗

k,∞
1−λ
2 .

In particular, we have the relationships; for k ∈ N0 and λ ∈ U,

Φλ∗k,∞ +Ψλ∗k,∞
2

=
Φ∗
k,∞ +Ψ∗

k,∞
2

,
Φλ∗k,∞ −Ψλ∗k,∞

2
= λ

Φ∗
k,∞ −Ψ∗

k,∞
2

. (33)

Now, fix k ∈ N0. Using (28), one has for any n ≥ k,
(

Ψn Φn
−Ψ∗

n Φ∗
n

)
=

(
Ψk,n−k Φk,n−k
−Ψ∗

k,n−k Φ∗
k,n−k

)(
1 1
−1 1

)−1(
Ψk Φk
−Ψ∗

k Φ∗
k

)
.

Taking the limit as n→∞, this implies that almost surely,

Φ∗
∞ = Ψ∗

k,∞
Φ∗
k − Φk
2

+ Φ∗
k,∞

Φ∗
k +Φk
2

, in D.

Then, rearranging the previous formula using (30), we obtain

Φ∗
∞ = Φ∗

k

(
Ψ∗
k,∞

1− ρkλk
2

+ Φ∗
k,∞

1 + ρkλk
2

)

= Φ∗
k

(
Ψ∗
k,∞ +Φ∗

k,∞
2

+ ρkλk
Φ∗
k,∞ −Ψ∗

k,∞
2

)
.
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Obviously, (Φ∗
k, ρk, λk) are Fk-measurable and for u ∈ U, (Φu∗k,∞,Ψ

u∗
k,∞) are independent of Fk, since they are

defined in terms of (αk)k≥n which are independent of (αk)k<n. Finally, using (33), we conclude that

Φ∗
∞ = Φ∗

k

(
Ψλk∗
k,∞ +Φλk∗

k,∞
2

+ ρk
Φλk∗
k,∞ −Ψλk∗

k,∞
2

)

= Φ∗
kΦ

λk∗
k,∞

(
1 +

1− ρk
2

(
Ψλk∗
k,∞

Φλk∗
k,∞
− 1

))

Note that Φλ∗k,∞ have no zero in D, for any λ ∈ U, so the last formula is well-posed in D. �

We illustrate how Lemma 5 is used to prove Proposition 4 in a simplified case. By (32), conditioning on Fk,
we obtain

EkΦ
∗
∞ = Φ∗

k

(
1− ρkλk

2
EΨ∗

k,∞ +
1 + ρkλk

2
EΦ∗

k,∞

)

since (Φ∗
k,∞,Ψ

∗
k,∞) are independent of Fk. Then, by rotation-invariance EΦ∗

k,∞ = EΨ∗
k,∞, we obtain for k ∈ N,

EkΦ
∗
∞ = Φ∗

kEΦ∗
k,∞ on D.

Taking expectation, one has EΦ∗
kEΦ∗

k,∞ = EΦ∗
∞ = 1 in D, since Φ∗

∞ = eϕ with ϕ the GAF from (6). This

implies that for r ∈ [0, 1), k ∈ N,

EkΦ
∗
∞(ru) =

Φ∗
k(ru)

EΦ∗
k(r)

u ∈ U.

This gives a martingale approximation for
∫
Φ∗

∞(ru)f(u)du where f ∈ C∞(U) is a test function. Consequently,
if there is a random distribution L so that

∫
Φ∗

∞(ru)f(u)du→ L(f) in L1 as r→ 1, then one has for any k ∈ N0

EkL(f) =
∫

Φ∗
k(ru)

EΦ∗
k(r)

f(u)
du

2π
.

In [NPS23], the random distribution L is called a holomorphic multiplicative chaos, it is well-defined in a Sobolev
space H−α for α sufficiently large (depending on β). Note that the convergence occurs without renormalization
and this argument is therefore much simpler than the proof of Proposition 4.

We will also need two additional facts about OPUC. By [Sim04, Thm 3.2.4], if µ is the spectral measure
associated with the Verblunsky coefficients {αk}, then

∫

U

u+ z

u− z dµ(u) =
Ψ∗

∞(z)

Φ∗
∞(z)

, z ∈ D. (34)

This function is called the Carathéodory function (or Schur function, or m-function) of µ, it plays an important
role in the spectral theory of CMV operators. By convention, it is analytic and takes value 1 at z = 0 and for
z ∈ D,

ℜ
(
Ψ∗

∞(z)

Φ∗
∞(z)

)
=

∫

U

1− |z|2
|u− z|2dµ(u) > 0

Moreover, we compute with M = Ψ∗
∞/Φ

∗
∞,

∣∣∣∣
Φ∗

∞ −Ψ∗
∞

Φ∗
∞ +Ψ∗

∞

∣∣∣∣
2

=

∣∣∣∣
1−M

1 +M

∣∣∣∣
2

=
1 + |M|2 − 2ℜM
1 + |M|2 + 2ℜM < 1

since ℜM > 0 in D. Consequently, for the OPUC sequence (Φλ∗k,n)n≥0, with k ∈ N, λ ∈ T, we record the
following estimates.

Fact 2. • For k ∈ N, one has (almost surely)

∣∣Φ∗

k,∞−Ψ∗

k,∞

Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

∣∣ < 1 on D.
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• We define for k ∈ N and λ ∈ T,

gλk(z) :=
1

2

(
Ψλ∗k,∞
Φλ∗k,∞

(z)− 1

)
, z ∈ D.

We also let gk = g1k for k ∈ N. gλk is analytic on D with gλk(0) = 0 and ℜgλk(z) > − 1
2 . for z ∈ D.

Finally, we record the following estimates for moments of gk.

Lemma 6. Fix ǫ > 0 and recall that d(z) := 1− |z|2 for z ∈ D. For any k ∈ N0 and for any z ∈ D

E
∣∣gk(z)

∣∣1+ǫ ≤ Cǫd(z)−ǫ.
Proof. Here k ∈ N0 is fixed. From (34),

gk(z) = z

∫

U

µk(du)

u− z , z ∈ D,

where µk is the spectral measure for the Verblunsky coefficients {αk+j}j≥0. Since µk is a (random) probability
measure on U, by Jensen’s inequality, almost surely for any γ ≥ 1 and |z| = r < 1,

|gk(z)|γ ≤ rγ
∫

U

µk(du)

|u− r|γ .

Observe that by rotation-invariance, the spectral measures µk satisfy Eµk(du) = du, then

E|gk(z)|λ ≤ rλ
∫

T

|eiθ − r|−λ dθ
2π

=

∫

T

(
r2

(1− r)2 + 2r(1 − cos θ)

)λ/2
dθ

2π

=
2

π

∫ π/2

0

(
r

(1 − r)2/r + 4 sin2(θ)

)λ/2
dθ.

Using that (1− r) ≥ d(r)/2 and 16 sin2 θ ≥ θ2, we obtain

E|gk(z)|λ . d(z)−λ
∫ π/2

0

(
1

1 + (θ/2d(z))2

)λ/2
dθ . d(z)1−λ

where the implied constants depend only on λ > 1. �

2.2. Convergence for real part in case γ ≥ 0. The goal of this section is to show that for 0 ≤ γ̂ = γ/
√
2β < 1

and f ∈ L1(U),

Enµ
γ̂(f) = µγn(f) =

∫ |Φ∗
n(u)|γ

E|Φ∗
n(1)|γ

f(u)du. (35)

Without loss of generality, we assume that f ≥ 0.

We start by some estimates which follow directly from Lemma 5.

Lemma 7. For γ ≥ 0, there is a (deterministic) constant cγ so that (almost surely) for any z ∈ D and n ∈ N,

0 ≤ 1− En|Φ∗
∞(z)|γ

|Φ∗
n(z)|γE|Φ∗

n,∞(z)|γ ≤ cγ(1 − ρn(z)).

Proof. Fix γ ∈ R and n ∈ N. We define for ρ ∈ [0, 1] and z ∈ D,

Θn(ρ; z) := En

∣∣∣∣
Φ∗
n,∞(z) + Ψ∗

n,∞(z)

2
+ ρλn(z)

Φ∗
n,∞(z)−Ψ∗

n,∞(z)

2

∣∣∣∣
γ

with λn as in (30) – λn is Fn-measurable. Then, by (32), it holds for z ∈ D,

En|Φ∗
∞(z)|γ = |Φ∗

n(z)|γΘn(ρn(z); z). (36)
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Moreover, by rotation-invariance; for every u ∈ U, (Φu∗k,n,Ψ
u∗
k,n)n≥0 are independent ofFk and (Φu∗k,n,Ψ

u∗
k,n)n≥0

d
=

(Φ∗
k,n,Ψ

∗
k,n)n≥0 so that for k ∈ N,

Θk(ρ; ·) = Ek

∣∣∣∣
Φu∗k,∞ +Ψu∗k,∞

2
+ ρλk

Φu∗k,∞ −Ψu∗k,∞
2

∣∣∣∣
γ

= Ek

∣∣∣∣
Φ∗
k,∞ +Ψ∗

k,∞
2

+ ρλku
Φ∗
k,∞ −Ψ∗

k,∞
2

∣∣∣∣
γ

using the relationships (33). Hence, by Fact 2, integrating this formula over U, we obtain

Θn(ρ; ·) = En

[ ∣∣∣∣
Φ∗
n,∞ +Ψ∗

n,∞
2

∣∣∣∣
γ

Fγ

(
ρ
∣∣Φ∗

n,∞−Ψ∗

n,∞

Φ∗
n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

∣∣
)]

(37)

where, for γ ∈ R,

Fγ : r ∈ [0, 1) 7→
∫

U

|1 + ur|γdu.

Using the binomial formula, we record that

Fγ(r) = 1 +
∑

k≥1

(
γ/2

k

)2

r2k, r ∈ [0, 1). (38)

The coefficients
(
γ/2
k

)2 ∼ cγk−2−γ as k →∞ where cγ = Γ(−γ/2)−2 for γ ∈ R \ 2N0 or cγ = 0 else.

We now specialize to γ > 0, in which case, Fγ : [0, 1] → [1,∞) is increasing, continuous, convex with
Fγ(1),F

′
γ(1) <∞. This implies that for any ρ, r ∈ [0, 1],

0 ≤ Fγ(r) − Fγ(ρr) ≤ F′
γ(1)(1 − ρ) ≤ F′

γ(1)(1 − ρ)Fγ(r)
since Fγ(r) ≥ 1. Combining this bound and (37), with cγ = F ′

γ(1), we obtain that (almost surely) for n ∈ N,
(
1− cγ(1− ρ)

)
Θn(1; ·) ≤ Θn(ρ; ·) ≤ Θn(1; ·).

Using the relationship (33), by definition of Θn, one has

Θn(1; ·) = En|Φ∗λn
n,∞|γ = E|Φ∗

n,∞|γ (39)

where the last equality follows from the fact that conditionally on Fn, Φ∗λn
n,∞ has the same law as Φ∗

n,∞ (by
rotation-invariance) and Φ∗

n,∞ is independent of Fn. Using the previous estimates with ρ = ρn(z) (which is
Fn-measurable), by (36), we conclude that (almost surely), for any γ ≥ 0 and z ∈ D,

(
1− cγ(1− ρn(z))

)
|Φ∗
n(z)|γE|Φ∗

n,∞|γ ≤ En|Φ∗
∞(z)|γ ≤ |Φ∗

n(z)|γE|Φ∗
n,∞|γ . �

Remark 5. If γ < 0, by (38), the function Fγ is still increasing on [0, 1) so that by (37), we have Θk(ρ; z) ≤
Θk(1; z) for any ρ ∈ [0, 1] and z ∈ D. Thus, by (36) and (39), we still have the estimate for γ > 0 and n ∈ N,

En|Φ∗
∞(z)|−γ ≤ |Φ∗

n(z)|−γE|Φ∗
n,∞(z)|−γ , z ∈ D.

To finish the proof of convergence, we will also need the following estimates.

Lemma 8. For every n ∈ N, maxz∈D |ℑϕn(z)| < 2n and maxz∈Dℜϕn(z) < n. Moreover, for any γ ∈ R with

|γ̂| < 1, one has for z ∈ D,

E|Φ∗
n(z)|γ ≤ E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ =
∏n−1
k=0E[|1− αk|γ ] <∞.

Proof. Here n ∈ N is fixed. Recall that ϕn is an analytic function in a neighborhood of D and (23) holds. Since
w ∈ D 7→ |ℑ log(1 + w)| is bounded by π/2, one has maxz∈D |ℑϕn(z)| < 2n. Similarly, w ∈ D 7→ log |1 + w|
is bounded above by log 2 so maxz∈D

ℜϕn(z) < n. However, there is no deterministic lower-bound for the
real part.

Let γ ∈ R. By subharmonicity (the function x ∈ R 7→ eγx is convex), one has for z ∈ D,

|Φ∗
k(z)|γ ≤

∫

U

|Φ∗
k(u)|γP (z; du)
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where P denotes Poisson kernel of D. Taking expectation, by rotation-invariance, we obtain

E|Φ∗
k(z)|γ ≤ E|Φ∗

k(1)|γ , z ∈ D.

This estimate holds for all γ ∈ R, but the RHS may be +∞ if γ is too negative.
For k ∈ N0, Bk(1) ∈ U is Fk-measurable, independent of αk, so by rotation-invariance,

Φ∗
n(1)

d
=
∑n−1

j=0 log(1− αj).

This shows that for γ ∈ R, E|Φ∗
n(1)|γ =

∏n−1
j=0E[|1−αj |γ ]. These quantities are finite if and only if γ > −1−β0;

see (69) in the Appendix and fact that {βj} are increasing. Note that 1 + β
2 ≥

√
2β for any β > 0, so the

condition γ̂ = γ/
√
2β > −1 implies that γ > −1− β0 with β0 = β

2 . Then, we conclude that E|Φ∗
k(1)|γ <∞ if

|γ̂| < 1. Finally, note that 1+ β
2 −
√
2β = (1−

√
β/2)2, so this inequality is sharp at the critical value β = 2. �

We now turn to the proof of (35). First, taking expectation in Lemma 7, one has for n ∈ N and r < 1,

E
[
|Φ∗
n(r)|γ(1 − cγ(1− ρn(r)))

]
≤ E|Φ∗

∞(r)|γ
E|Φ∗

n,∞(r)|γ ≤ E|Φ∗
n(r)|γ .

By Lemma 8, |Φ∗
n(z)| ≤ en for z ∈ D, and since ρn(r) ∈ (0, 1) and ρn(r) → 1 as r → 1 (almost surely), by the

dominated convergence theorem for γ ≥ 0,

lim
r→1

E
[
|Φ∗
n(r)|γ(1− cγ(1− ρn(r)))

]
= E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ .

Hence, for any n ∈ N,

lim
r→1

E|Φ∗
∞(r)|γ

E|Φ∗
n,∞(r)|γ = E|Φ∗

n(1)|γ . (40)

Using Lemma 7 again, with |z| = r < 1,

|Φ∗
n(z)|γ

E|Φ∗
n(r)|γ

≥ En|Φ∗
∞(z)|γ

E|Φ∗
∞(r)|γ

E|Φ∗
∞(r)|γ

E|Φ∗
n(r)|γE|Φ∗

n,∞(r)|γ

so that by (40), for any f ∈ L1(U,R+),

lim inf
r→1

∫
f(u)

|Φ∗
n(ru)|γ

E|Φ∗
n(r)|γ

du ≥ lim inf
r→1

En

(∫
f(u)

|Φ∗
∞(ru)|γ

E|Φ∗
∞(r)|γ du

)
.

Using the (uniform) continuity of Φ∗
n on D, the LHS limit exists and equals µγn(f). For the RHS, using the

GMC convergence in L1, see (22), if γ̂ < 1,

lim
r→1

En

(∫
f(u)

|Φ∗
∞(ru)|γ

E|Φ∗
∞(r)|γ du

)
= Enµ

γ̂(f)

almost surely. Thus, for n ∈ N, f ∈ L1(U,R+) and 0 ≤ γ̂ < 1,

µγn(f) ≥ Enµ
γ̂(f).

Since both random variables have the same expectation (equal to f0), they are equal. This concludes the proof
of Proposition 4 in case γ ≥ 0.

2.3. Convergence for real part in case γ ≤ 0. In this case, only the lower bound from Lemma 7 holds (see
Remark 5), so we need a different strategy to replace (40). We rely on the following estimates.

Proposition 9. Recall Fact 2. Let γ ∈ R with |γ̂| < 1 and δ > 0. It holds almost surely, for every k ∈ N,

lim
r→1

d(r)γ̂
2

sup
|z|=r

Ek
[
|Φ∗
k,∞(z)|γ1{(1− ρk(z))|gk(z)| > δ}

]
= 0.
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We postpone the proof of Proposition 9 and we now proceed to deduce that for 0 ≤ γ̂ < 1 and f ∈ L1(U,R+),

Enµ
−γ̂(f) ≥ µ−γ

n (f) =

∫ |Φ∗
n(u)|−γ

E|Φ∗
n(1)|−γ

f(u)du (41)

Observe that according to Lemma 8, the RHS is well-defined if the condition γ̂ < 1 holds. Moreover, like in the
previous section, since both random variables have the same expectation, (41) suffices to prove of Proposition 4.

Let δ ∈ (0, 12 ] and n ∈ N. We consider the events A(z; δ) :=
{
(1 − ρn(z))|gλn

n (z)| ≤ δ
}
for z ∈ D. Since

ℜgλn
n > − 1

2 , by (32), one has for γ ≥ 0,

|Φ∗
∞|−γ = |Φ∗

n|−γ |Φλn∗
n,∞|−γ

∣∣1 + (1− ρn)gλn
n

∣∣−γ

≥ (1 + δ)−γ |Φ∗
n|−γ |Φλn∗

n,∞|−γ1A

Recall that (ρn, λn) are Fn measurable and that, by rotation-invariance, conditionally on Fn, (Φλn∗
n,∞,Ψ

λn∗
n,∞)

d
=

(Φ∗
n,∞,Ψ

∗
n,∞) as processes. This implies that inside D,

En|Φ∗
∞|−γ ≥ (1 + δ)−γ |Φ∗

n|−γEn
[
|Φ∗
n,∞|−γ1A′

]

where A′(z; δ) :=
{
(1 − ρn(z))|gn(z)| ≤ δ

}
for z ∈ D. Here, we used that by rotation-invariance (λn ∈ U is

Fn-measurable), conditionally on Fn, (Φλn∗
n,∞, g

λn
n )

d
= (Φ∗

n,∞, gn). Moreover, by Proposition 9,

lim inf
r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

En
[
|Φ∗
n,∞|−γ1A′

])
= lim inf

r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

En
[
|Φ∗
n,∞|−γ

])
= lim inf

r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

E|Φ∗
n,∞|−γ

)

since Φ∗
n,∞ is independent of Fn. Hence, as |Φ∗

n| is continuous and positive on D, we obtain that almost surely;
for u ∈ U,

lim inf
r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

En|Φ∗
∞(ru)|−γ

)
≥ (1 + δ)−γ |Φ∗

n(u)|−γ lim inf
r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

E|Φ∗
n,∞(r)|−γ

)
. (42)

Now, by Remark 5, for γ ≥ 0 and r < 1,

d(r)−γ̂
2

= E|Φ∗
∞(r)|−γ ≤ E|Φ∗

n(r)|−γE|Φ∗
n,∞(r)|−γ .

Then, by Lemma 8,

E|Φ∗
n(1)|−γ lim inf

r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

E|Φ∗
n,∞(r)|−γ

)
≥ lim inf

r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

E|Φ∗
n,∞(r)|−γE|Φ∗

n(r)|−γ
)
≥ 1. (43)

Combining (42) (which holds for any δ > 0) with (43), this implies that almost surely, for u ∈ U,

lim inf
r→1

(
d(r)γ̂

2

En|Φ∗
∞(ru)|−γ

)
≥ |Φ∗

n(u)|−γ
E|Φ∗

n(1)|−γ
.

Thus, by Fatou’s Lemma, for f ∈ L1(T,R+),

lim inf
r→1

(∫
En|Φ∗

∞(ru)|−γ
E|Φ∗

∞(r)|−γ f(u)du

)
≥
∫ |Φ∗

n(u)|−γ
E|Φ∗

n(1)|−γ
f(θ)du = µ−γ

n (f).

If γ̂ < 1, using the GMC convergence (22), the LHS equals Enµ
−γ̂(f) which concludes the proof of (41).

We now return to the proof of Proposition 9. This relies on Lemma 6 the following estimates for the moments
of Φ∗

k,∞. The proof is based on a change of measure to shift the sequence of Verblunsky coefficients. Compared

to (21), we expect that a sharp estimates holds with ǫ = 0.

Lemma 10. Fix γ ∈ R. For any k ∈ N and ǫ > 0, there exists Ck,ǫ so that for z ∈ D,

E|Φ∗
k,∞(z)|γ ≤ Ck,ǫd(z)−γ̂

2(1+ǫ).

Proof. Let κ :=
√

2/β and fix k ∈ N. For CβE (Fact 1), for any j ∈ N0, the random variable (1 − |αj |2)1/κ
2

has p.d.f. x ∈ [0, 1] 7→ (j + 1)xj . Let for n ∈ N0,

Qk,n :=

n−1∏

j=0

(1− |αj |2)k/κ
2

E(1− |αj |2)k/κ2 . (44)
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Clearly
{
Qk,n

}
n∈N0

is a positive Fn-martingale and there is a numerical constant c so that for any γ ≥ 0,

EQγk,n =

n−1∏

j=0

(
j + k + 1

j + 1

)γ(
j + 1

j + γk + 1

)
≤

n−1∏

j=0

exp

(
γ2k2

2(j + 1)2

)
≤ exp

(
cγ2k2

)

using that by convexity, (1 + λ)γ ≤ eγλ and (1 + γλ)−1 ≤ e−γλ+(γλ)2/2 for λ, γ ≥ 0.
In particular, {Qk,n}n∈N0 is uniformly bounded in L2 and for n ∈ N0,

Qk,n = EnQk,∞, Qk,∞ = lim
n→∞

Qk,n (almost surely).

Moreover, if γ > 1, then as n→∞
EQγk,n ր EQγk,∞.

The idea is to make a change of measure dQk

dP = Qk,∞. The sequence (αj)j≥0 under Qk has the same law as
(αj+k)j≥0 under P. Then, for γ ∈ R and z ∈ D,

E|Φ∗
k,∞(z)

∣∣γ = E
[
|Φ∗

∞(z)
∣∣γQk,∞

]
.

By Hölder’s inequality and using that E|Φ∗
∞(z)|γ = d(z)−γ̂

2

, we have for any ǫ > 0,

E|Φ∗
k,∞(z)

∣∣γ ≤ E
[
|Φ∗

∞(z)
∣∣γ(1+ǫ)] 1

1+ǫE
[
Q1+1/ǫ
k,∞

] ǫ
1+ǫ

= Ck,ǫd(z)
−γ̂2(1+ǫ). �

Proof of Proposition 9. We record a version of Hölder’s inequality; if Z is a non-negative random variable, for
any event A and any ǫ > 0,

E[Z1{A}]1+ǫ ≤ E[Z1+ǫ]P[A]ǫ. (45)

Fix k ∈ N, γ ∈ R, δ > 0 and set Φ∗
k,∞ = Φ∗

k,∞(z), gk = gk(z), ρk = ρk(z), d = d(z) and r = |z| for z ∈ D.

By (45) and Markov’s inequality, for any ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0,

Ek
[
|Φ∗
k,∞|γ1{(1− ρk)|gk| > δ}

]1+ǫ1 ≤ Ek
[
|Φ∗
k,∞|γ(1+ǫ1)

]
Pk
[
(1− ρk)|gk| > δ

]ǫ1

≤ δ−(1+ǫ2)E
[
|Φ∗
k,∞|γ(1+ǫ1)

]
E
[
|gk|1+ǫ2

]ǫ1
(1− ρk)(1+ǫ2)ǫ1

where we used that ρk is Fk-measurable and (Φ∗
k,∞, gk) are independent of Fk. Then, using the estimates from

Lemmas 6 and 10, there exists a constant C = Ck,ǫ1,ǫ2.ǫ3,δ so that for ǫ1, ǫ2, ǫ3 > 0,

Ek
[
|Φ∗
k,∞|γ1{(1− ρk)|gk| > δ}

]1+ǫ1 ≤ Cd−γ̂2(1+ǫ1)
2(1+ǫ3)−ǫ2ǫ1(1 − ρk)(1+ǫ2)ǫ1 .

so that

dγ̂
2

Ek
[
|Φ∗
k,∞|γ1{(1− ρk)|gk| > δ}

]
≤ Cd−γ̂

2(ǫ1+ǫ3(1+ǫ1))− ǫ2ǫ1
1+ǫ1 (1− ρk)

1+ǫ2
1+ǫ1

ǫ1 .

In the subcritical regime, γ̂2 < 1, we can choose small parameters ǫ1, ǫ2, ǫ3 > 0 so that

γ̂2(ǫ1 + ǫ3(1 + ǫ1)) +
ǫ2ǫ1
1 + ǫ1

<
1 + ǫ2
1 + ǫ1

ǫ1.

Hence, by (31) (ρk is Lipschitz-continuous), we conclude that almost surely,

lim
r→1

sup
|z|=r

{
d(r)−γ̂

2(ǫ1+ǫ3(1+ǫ1))− ǫ2ǫ1
1+ǫ1 (1− ρk(z))

1+ǫ2
1+ǫ1

ǫ1
}
= 0.

This proves the claim. �

Remark 6. The argument shows that one can take δ = d(r)ǫ for a small ǫ > 0 depending on |γ̂| in the statement
of Proposition 9.
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2.4. Convergence for imaginary part. In this section, we prove the second part of Proposition 4. We rely
on the same method as in Section 2.2 and our goal is to show that, for γ ∈ R with |γ̂| < 1 and f ∈ L1(U,R+),

Enν
γ̂(f) ≥ νγn(f) =

∫
eγℑϕ(u)

Eeγℑϕn(1)
f(u)du. (46)

Since both random measures have the same expectation (Eνγ̂(f) = Eνγn(f) = ν0(f) for |γ̂| < 1), this bound
suffices to conclude that Enν

γ̂(f) = νγn(f) (almost surely).

We need the counterpart of Lemma 7 for the imaginary part.

Lemma 11. There is a (deterministic) constant C (depending only on β) so that for any γ ∈ R, with |γ̂| < 1,
it holds (almost surely) for any n ∈ N and z ∈ D,

0 ≤ eγℑϕn(z)E
[
eγℑϕn,∞(z)

]
−En

[
eγℑϕ(z)

]
≤ C

√
1− ρn(z)E

[
eγℑϕn,∞(z)

]

where ϕn,∞ := logΦ∗
n,∞.

Proof. Here n ∈ N is fixed. We start by taking the log(·) of (32), we claim that inside D,

ϕ = ϕn + log
(Φ∗

n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

2 + ρnλn
Φ∗

n,∞−Ψ∗

n,∞

2

)

with the interpretation that,

log
(Φ∗

n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

2 + ρnλn
Φ∗

n,∞−Ψ∗

n,∞

2

)
= logΦ∗

n,∞ + log
(
1 + gn

)
+ log

(
1 + ρnλn

Φ∗

n,∞−Ψ∗

n,∞

Φ∗
n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

)
. (47)

In (47), by Fact 2, all log(·) are well-defined and vanish at z = 0.

Fix γ ∈ R. We define for ρ ∈ [0, 1] and z ∈ D,

Υn(ρ; z) := En

[
exp

(
γℑ log

(Φ∗

n,∞(z)+Ψ∗

n,∞(z)

2 + ρλn(z)
Φ∗

n,∞(z)−Ψ∗

n,∞(z)

2

))]

where the log(·) is interpreted as in (47). In particular, since ρn is Fn measurable, it holds for z ∈ D,

Ene
γℑϕ(z) = eγℑϕn(z)Υn(ρn(z); z). (48)

Observe that using the relationships (33), by rotation-invariance, one has

Υn(1; ·) = En

[
exp

(
γℑ logΦλn∗

n,∞
)]

= En

[
exp

(
γℑ logΦ∗

n,∞
)]

= E
[
exp

(
γℑϕn,∞

)]
. (49)

At last, we used Φ∗
n,∞ is independent from Fn and logΦ∗

n,∞ = ϕn,∞ is well-defined in D.

Similarly, for every u ∈ U, (Φu∗k,n,Ψ
u∗
k,n)n≥0 are independent of Fk and (Φu∗k,n,Ψ

u∗
k,n)n≥0

d
= (Φ∗

k,n,Ψ
∗
k,n)n≥0 so

that for k ∈ N,

Υk(ρ; ·) = Ek

[
exp

(
γℑ log

(Φu∗

k,∞+Ψu∗

k,∞

2 + ρλk
Φu∗

k,∞−Ψu∗

k,∞

2

))]

= Ek

[
exp

(
γℑ log

(Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

2

)
+ ℑ log

(
1 + ρλnu

Φ∗

k,∞−Ψ∗

k,∞

Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

))]

using (47) with log
(Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

2

)
= logΦ∗

k,∞ + log
(
1 + gk

)
. Then, averaging over u ∈ U, we obtain

Υn(ρ; ·) = En

[
exp

(
γℑ log

(Φ∗

n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

2

)
Gγ

(
ρ
∣∣Φ∗

n,∞−Ψ∗

n,∞

Φ∗
n,∞+Ψ∗

n,∞

∣∣
)]

(50)

where, for γ ∈ R,

Gγ : r ∈ [0, 1) 7→
∫

U

exp
(
γℑ log(1 + ru)

)
du. (51)

We record the following properties of the function G.

Fact 3. For γ ∈ R, the function Gγ : [0, 1) → R+, is smooth, bounded, increasing, convex, with Gγ(0) = 1.
For α < 1 and |γ̂| < 1, Gγ is α-Hölder continuous with a constant C depending only on α, β.
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We postpone the (elementary) proof of Fact 3 to the end of this section and we record the following conse-
quences for (50). Since Gγ is increasing, by (48), one has for z ∈ D

Ene
γℑϕ(z) ≤ eγℑϕn(z)Υn(1; z)

Moreover, since Gγ is Hölder-continuous, one has for ρ ∈ [0, 1],

Gγ

(
ρ
∣∣Φ∗

k,∞−Ψ∗

k,∞

Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

∣∣
)
≥ Gγ

(∣∣Φ∗

k,∞−Ψ∗

k,∞

Φ∗

k,∞+Ψ∗

k,∞

∣∣
)
− C

√
1− ρ.

Since Gγ(0) = 1 ≤ Gγ(1), this implies that for some deterministic constant C,

Υn(ρn; ·) ≥ Υn(1; ·)
(
1− C

√
1− ρn

)

and, by (48), one has for z ∈ D,

Ene
γℑϕ(z) ≥ eγℑϕn(z)Υn(1; z)

(
1− C

√
1− ρn(z)

)
.

Combining these bounds, according to (49), this completes the proof. �

We return to the proof of (46), which is straightforward using Lemma 11. Recall that for γ ∈ R and r < 1,
Eeγℑϕ(r) = d(r)−γ̂ . Using the lower-bound and taking expectation, we obtain

1 ≤ lim inf
r→∞

(
d(r)γ̂E

[
eγℑϕn,∞(r)

]
E
[
eγℑϕn(r)

])
. (52)

Then, using the upper-bound and that E
[
eγℑϕn(r)

]
≥ 1 (by Jensen’s inequality since Eϕn(z) = ϕ0(z) = 0

for z ∈ D), one has for f ∈ L1(U,R+),
∫

Ene
γℑϕ(ru)

Eeγℑϕ(r)
f(u)du ≥ d(r)γ̂E

[
eγℑϕn,∞(r)

]
E
[
eγℑϕn(r)

](∫ eγℑϕn(ru)

Eeγℑϕn(r)
f(u)du− C

∫ √
1− ρn(ru)f(u)du

)
.

If γ̂ < 1, using the GMC convergence (see (22)), the RHS converges almost surely to Enν
γ̂(f) as r → 1.

Moreover, since ϕn is (uniformly) continuous on D, one has almost surely, as r → 1,
∫

eγℑϕn(ru)

Eeγℑϕn(r)
f(u)du→ νγn(f).

Thus, since ρn(ru) → 1 uniformly for u ∈ U (almost surely) as r → 1, the error converges to 0. By (52), we
conclude that

Enν
γ̂(f) ≥

∫
eγℑϕn(u)

Eeγℑϕn(1)
f(u)du

as required. This completes the whole proof of Proposition 4.

To finish this section, we prove Fact 3 which is a simple analysis exercise.

Proof of Fact 3. Let γ ∈ R and κ = γ/2i. According to (51), one has for r < 1,

Gγ(r) =

∫

U

exp
(
κ log(1 + ru)

)
exp

(
− κ log(1 + ru)

)
du

=

∫

U

(1 + ru)κ

(1 + ru)κ
du.

Using the binomial formula (1 + z)κ =
∑∞

k=0

(
κ
k

)
zk, for κ ∈ C, where both sides are analytic for z ∈ D, and

rotation-invariance of the uniform measure on U, we obtain for r < 1,

Gγ(r) =
∑

k≥0

(
κ

k

)(−κ
k

)
r2k.

The coefficients
(
κ
0

)
= 1,

(
κ
1

)
= κ and for k ∈ N≥2,

(
κ

k

)(−κ
k

)
= −κ(1− κ) · · · (1− κ/(k − 1))κ(1 + κ) · · · (1 + κ/(k − 1))

k2
= −κ

2(1− κ2) · · · (1− κ2/(k − 1)2)

k2
.
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Here κ2 = −γ2/4 = −γ̂2 β2 , so that for r ∈ [0, 1]

Gγ(r) = 1 +
∑

k≥1

ck−1(γ)

k2
r2k,

{
c0(γ) =

βγ̂2

2

ck(γ) =
βγ̂2

2 (1 + βγ̂2

2 )(1 + βγ̂2

2·4 ) · · · (1 +
βγ̂2

2·k2 ), k ≥ 1
. (53)

In particular, 0 ≤ ck(γ) ≤ cβ = β
2 exp β

2 for all γ ∈ R with |γ̂| ≤ 1.
Formula (53) implies that Gγ , is smooth on [0, 1), increasing, convex, bounded on [0, 1] with Gγ(0) = 1. The

fact that Gγ is α-Hölder continuous is a consequence of the following observation. If α ∈ [0, 1] and r ∈ [0, 1],
one has for any k ∈ N,

1− rk ≤ min(k(1 − r), 1) ≤ min(k(1 − r), 1)α ≤ kα(1− r)α.
Then, if α < 1,

0 ≤ Gγ(r) −Gγ(ρr) =
∑

k≥1

ck−1(γ)

k2
r2k(1− ρ2k) ≤ (1− ρ)α

∑

k≥1

cβ
k2−α

r2k . r2(1− ρ)α

where the implied constant depends only on α, β. �

3. Convergence for the characteristic polynomials

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1. The main goal of this section will be to prove the following results.

Proposition 12. Let f ∈ L1(T,R) and γ ∈ R with |γ̂| < 1. For a small δ > 0 (depending on |γ̂| < 1), it holds
in L1+δ as n→∞,

∫

T

eγYn(θ)

EeγYn(0)
f(θ)

dθ

2π
→ νγ̂(f) and

∫

T

|Xn(eiθ)|γ
E|Xn(1)|γ

f(θ)
dθ

2π
→ µγ̂(f) if γ ≥ 0.

The second limit still holds in probability if γ > −1.
Proposition 12 imply Theorem 1 by standard arguments, we refer to [La24, Appendix B] for instance. As we

explain in the introduction the conditions |γ̂| < 1 and γ > −1 are necessary and sufficient and the main step is
to obtain the following properties.

Proposition 13. Recall that (̟k)k≥0 denotes the Prüfer phases and the notations (25). Let f ∈ L∞(T,R),
γ ∈ R with |γ̂| < 1 and κ ∈ N. It holds in probability as n→∞,

∫

T

eiκ̟n(θ)f(θ)µγn(dθ)→ 0 and

∫

T

eiκ̟n(θ)f(θ)νγn(dθ)→ 0.

Recall that η ∈ T is a uniform random variable independent of F∞. Proposition 13 implies that for any
trigonometric polynomial g : T→ R with g0 = 0,∫

T

f(θ)g(̟n(θ) + η)µγn(dθ)→ 0 in probability as n→∞.

Moreover, if g ∈ L1(T), by averaging over η first (η is independent of F∞), ,

E

∣∣∣∣
∫

T

f(θ)g(̟n(θ) + η)µγn(dθ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖L1‖g‖L1

since Eµγn(dθ) =
dθ
2π for n ∈ N, γ ∈ R.

Consequently, by density (of trigonometric polynomials in L1(T)) and (18), for any f, g ∈ L1(T), if |γ̂| < 1,
∫

T

f(θ)g(̟n(θ) + η)µγn(dθ)→ g0 · µγ̂(f) in probability as n→∞. (54)

An analogous result holds for the measures νγn and νγ̂ .

Let f : θ ∈ T 7→ |1 + eiθ|γ . f ∈ L1(T) if and only if γ > −1 (it is positive with mean f0 = Fγ(1), see (38))
Then, according to (27), for γ > −1 and n ∈ N0, with u = eiθ for θ ∈ T,

En|Xn+1(u)|γ = |Φ∗
n(u)|γEn|1− eiη+i̟n(θ)|γ = |Φ∗

n(u)|γ f0. (55)
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Thus, for γ > −1 and n ∈ N0,

|Xn+1(u)|γ
E|Xn+1(1)|γ

= f−1
0 · f(̟n(θ) + η)µγn(du).

By (54), we conclude that if γ > −1 with |γ̂| < 1, for any f ∈ L1(T,R+),

∫ |Xn(eiθ)|γ
E|Xn(1)|γ

f(θ)
dθ

2π
→ µγ̂(f) in probability as n→∞.

In case f ≤ C for some constant, we can upgrade this convergence in L1+δ. Suppose that f ≥ 0, γ ≥ 0 and let

Xn =
∫ |Xn+1(e

iθ)|γ
E|Xn+1(1)|γ f(θ)

dθ
2π for n ∈ N. Observe that according to Proposition 4,

Xn ≤ Cµγn(f) = CEnµ
γ̂(f).

By (22), since the limit µγ̂(f) ∈ L1+δ, by Jensen’s inequality,

E
[
X1+δ
n

]
. E

[
µγ̂(f)1+δ

]
<∞.

This yields the required uniform integrability condition.

For the imaginary part of the characteristic polynomial, according to (13), for z ∈ D,

ℑ logXn(z) = ℑϕn−1(z) + ℑ log(1− eiηBn−1(z)).

The previous log(·) is well-defined since |Bn(z)| < 1 for z ∈ D and c ∈ N0. Recall that Yn(θ) = ℑ logXn(eiθ)
for θ ∈ T defined as in (4). Since Bn = ei̟n(θ) for θ ∈ T with ̟n(θ) = (n + 1)θ − 2ψn(θ) for θ ∈ [0, 2π], by
continuity, we obtain

Yn+1(θ) = ψn(θ) + h(̟n(θ) + η) (56)

with h as in (20). Thus

eγYn+1 = eγψng(̟n(θ) + η)

where g : T 7→ eγh(θ), satisfies g ∈ L∞(T) with g0 > 0. Again, Ene
γYn+1 = g0 · eγψn , so that by (54), if |γ̂| < 1,

for any f ∈ L1(T,R+),

∫
eγYn(θ)

EeγYn(0)
f(θ)

dθ

2π
→ νγ̂(f). in probability as n→∞.

This completes the proof of Proposition 12. �

Remark 7. To check that formulae (4) and (56) are consistent, observe that both functions are smooth on
T\Zn and they jump by −π on Zn; see Proposition 1. Moreover, taking a derivative, one checks that for n ∈ N,

Y ′
n(θ) =

n
2 = ψ′

n−1 +̟′
n−1(θ)/2, θ /∈ Zn,

where the previous equality follows from (24). The value of both functions at θ = 0 satisfies Yn(0) =
lim
r→1
ℑ logXn(r) (almost surely). Formula (56) implies that for any n ∈ N,

{
Yn(θ) = ψn−1(θ) θ ∈ Zn

|Yn(θ)− ψn−1(θ)| < π/2 θ ∈ T.

In this sense, Yn is a linear interpolation of the smooth function ψn−1 on T.
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3.2. Main steps. In this section, we go over the proof of Proposition 13. We fix f ∈ L1(T, [0, 1]), γ ∈ R with
|γ̂| < 1 and κ ∈ N. The method is the same for both µγn (real part) and νγn (imaginary part), so we focus on
the real part. We introduce a small parameter ǫn > 0 and, by expansing the square, we split

Zn :=

∣∣∣∣
∫

T

eiκ̟n(θ)f(θ)µγn(dθ)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ Z1
n + Z2

n

where

Z1
n :=

∫∫

|θ−ϑ|<ǫn
µγn(dθ)µ

γ
n(dϑ) , Z2

n :=

∫∫

|θ−ϑ|≥ǫn
eiκ(̟n(θ)−̟n(ϑ))f(θ)f(ϑ)µγn(dθ)µ

γ
n(dϑ) . (57)

Then, for any event An and m ∈ N, by Jensen’s inequality (x ∈ R+ 7→ x ∧ 1 is concave and subadditive),

E
[
Zn ∧ 1

]
≤ P[Acn] +E

[
|Z1
n|1{An}

]
+E

[
1{An}|EmZ2

n| ∧ 1
]
. (58)

In particular, if P[An]→ 1, and we show that both E
[
Z1
n1{An}

]
→ 0 and EmZ

2
n → 0 in probability, as n→∞.

Then, we conclude that also Zn → 0 in probability as n→∞, as required.

• The local part Z1
n will be controlled on the event that the maximum of the field χn on T is typical, in which

case the density µγn is uniformly bounded. On this event, Z1
n → 0 provided that ǫn ≤ nδ−1 for a small δ > 0

(depending on |γ̂| < 1).

• For the part Z2
n, choosing a sequence m(n) such that n ≥ m(n)≫ ǫ−1

n , for |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn, the increments
{
ϕn(θ)− ϕm(θ), ϕn(ϑ)− ϕm(ϑ)

}

are approximately independent complex Gaussian random variables, with mean 0 and variance 2
β log n

m . To

explain this property, if m≫ 1, one can approximate the CβE Verblunsky coefficients αk ≈ Gk(1 + βk)
−1/2

where Gk are independent standard complex Gaussians. Then, linearizing the recursion (23), one obtains a
toy model

ϕn(θ) ≈ ϕm(θ)−∑n−1
k=mβ

−1
k Gke

i(k−m)θ+i̟m(θ).

Conditionally on Fm, the RHS is a Gaussian process for all θ ∈ T and its increments are independent if
m ≫ |θ − ϑ|−1 because of the variation of the phase. To control the approximation errors, we introduce
events Bm so that for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn,

∣∣Em
[
1{Bm(θ),Bm(ϑ)}eiκ(̟n(θ)−̟n(ϑ))µγn(θ)µ

γ
n(ϑ)

]∣∣ . E
[
e2iκG

√
β−1 log n

m

]2
µγm(θ)µγm(ϑ)

where G is a standard real Gaussian, and there is a κ > 0 so that Pm
[
Bc
m(θ)

]
. e−n

−κ

uniformly for θ ∈ T.
Then

|EmZ2
n| . ( nm )−8κ̂2

µγm(f)2.

Based on this heuristic, we conclude that EmZ
2
n → 0 (almost surely) as n → ∞ provided that |γ̂| < 1 and

we choose m(n) appropriately within the range ǫ−1
n ≪ m(n)≪ n.

In the rest of the subsection, we elaborate on the details of the method.
Control of Z1

n. For θ ∈ T, let χn(θ) := ℜϕn(eiθ) and ψn(θ) := ℑϕn(eiθ). We need the following bounds.

Lemma 14. Let γ ∈ R. It holds for all n ∈ N and for any θ ∈ T,

E[eγψn(θ)] = exp
(
γ̂2 logn+O(1)

)
and E[eγχn(θ)] = exp

(
γ̂2 logn+O(1)

)
,

where the implied constants depend only on (γ, β).

Lemma 14 is proved in the Appendix A using the explicit distribution of the CβE Verblunsky coefficients.
An alternative proof, albeit more technical, follows from the Gaussian approximations of Proposition 17 below.

We fix a small δ > 0 and let ǫn = nδ−1 in (57). We introduce the following events,

An(δ) :=
{
max
θ∈T
|χn(θ)|,max

θ∈T
|ψn(θ)| ≤ 2+δ√

2β
logn

}
.
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By Theorem 4, P[An(δ)]→ 1 as n→∞. On this event, by Lemma 14, we can bound the density of the random
measure at hand,

max
{
µγn(θ) : θ ∈ T

}
. n(2+δ)γ̂−γ̂2 ≤ n1+δ−(1−γ̂)2

using that |γ̂| < 1 – the last bound holds for n sufficiently large.
This implies that

|Z1
n|1{An} ≤ n1+δ−(1−γ̂)2

∫∫

T2

|θ−ϑ|<ǫn

µγn(dϑ)
dθ

2π
≤ n2δ−(1−γ̂)2µγn(T).

In the subcritical regime (Eµγn(T) = 1), choosing δ > 0 sufficiently small (depending on |γ̂| < 1), we conclude
that

lim
n→∞

E[|Z1
n|1{An}] = 0. (59)

Control of Z2
n. Recall (23)–(24). We set for n ≥ m ≥ 0,

{
ϕn,m(u) :=

∑n−1
k=m log(1− αkei̟k(θ))

χn,m(θ) = ℜϕn,m(u), ψn,m(θ) = ℑϕn,m(u)
u = eiθ, θ ∈ T, (60)

where ̟k(θ) = (k + 1)θ − 2ψk(θ) for k ∈ N0. Then, one decompose for any n ≥ m ≥ 1,

χn = χn,0 = χn,m + χm, ψn = ψn,0 = ψn,m + ψm.

In particular, (χm, ψm) are Fm-measurable and E[eγχn(0)] = E[eγχn,m(0)]E[eγχm(0)] (by independence of the
Verblunsky coefficient), so that for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with θ 6= ϑ,

∣∣Em
[
1{Bn(θ)}1{Bn(ϑ)}eiκ(̟n(θ)−̟n(ϑ))µγn(θ)µ

γ
n(ϑ)

]∣∣ ≤ Wn(ϑ, ϑ)µ
γ
m(θ)µγm(ϑ)

where, with m ≤ n,

Wn(θ, ϑ) :=

∣∣Em
[
1{Bn(θ)}1{Bn(ϑ)}ei2κ(ψm,n(θ)−ψm,n(ϑ))eγχm,n(θ)+γχm,n(ϑ)

]∣∣
E[eγχm,n(0)]2

. (61)

Then, by (57),

|EmZ2
n| ≤ max

{
Wn(ϑ, ϑ); (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 : |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn

}
µγm(f)2 + En

where the error satisfies on An (using a crude bound for the density µγn ≤ n if |γ̂| < 1),

En ≤ 2n2Pm[Bc
n(θ)].

We will prove the following estimates.

Proposition 15. Let ǫn = nδ−1 for a small δ > 0 and let m = m(n) = ⌊n1− δ
8 ⌋. Then, almost surely, uniformly

over
{
(θ, ϑ) ∈ T2; |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn

}
,

Wn(θ, ϑ) . n
− δ/5

1+β .

Moreover, there is a κ > 0 (depending on (δ, β)) so that almost surely Pm[Bc
n(θ)] . e−n

κ

uniformly for θ ∈ T.

Hence, by Proposition 15, we conclude that for a small cβ > 0 and large C > 0,

E
[
1{An}|EmZ2

n| ∧ 1
]
≤ O(n−cβ ) +P

[
µγm(f) ≥ C

]
.

Note that the contribution from En is asymptotically negligible. Consequently, by Theorem 2, for every C > 0,

lim sup
n→∞

E
[
1{An}|EmZ2

n| ∧ 1
]
≤ P

[
µγ̂(f) ≥ C

]
.

Taking C →∞, both sides vanish, then going back to (57) and (59), we conclude that

lim
n→∞

E

[∣∣∣∣
∫

T

eiκ̟n(θ)f(θ)µγn(dθ)

∣∣∣∣
2

∧ 1

]
= 0.
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This completes the proof of Proposition 13 for the real part. The method for the imaginary part is exactly the
same, one only needs to change (61) to

Wn(θ, ϑ) =

∣∣Em
[
1{Bn(θ)}1{Bn(ϑ)}eζψm,n(θ)+ζψm,n(ϑ))

]∣∣
E[eγχm,n(0)]2

where ζ = γ + 2iκ, m ≤ n and (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with θ 6= ϑ. Then, the estimates from Proposition 15 hold true with
the same events {Bn}. These events control both the real and imaginary part of ϕn,m(θ) for a fixed θ ∈ T; see
Section 3.4.

The rest of this section is organized as follows;

• In Section 3.3, we linearize the recurrence (23) and develop the necessary Gaussian approximations. This
section is independent from the rest of the paper and we rely on the convention from the Appendix B.

• In Section 3.4, we deduce Proposition 15 from these approximations.

• In Section 3.5, we prove some Gaussian estimates which are required in the proof.

3.3. Gaussian coupling and Linearization. The first step of the proof of Proposition 15 is to show that
one can linearize the recursion (29) and then replace the Verblunsky coefficients {αk}k≥m by independent
(complex) Gaussian random variables, up to a small error, with overwhelming probability. To perform such
approximations, we rely on the following property of the CβE model which has been observed in [CMN18]. In
this section, c > 0 denotes a numerical constant and C > 0 a constant which depends on the parameter β > 0
of the model. Recall Fact 1 and that βk = β

2 (k + 1) for k ∈ N0.

Fact 4. We can enlarge our probability space and the filtration (14) so that for k ∈ N0,

Fk := σ
(
α0,Γ0, · · · , αk−1,Γk−1

)
,

where {Γk} is a sequence independent random variables, independent of {αk}, and Γk is Gamma-distributed
with p.d.f. x ∈ R+ 7→ Γ(1 + βk)

−1xβke−x for k ∈ N0. Then Gk := αk
√
Γk are i.i.d. complex Gaussian with

EGk = 0, EG2
k = 0, E|Gk|2 = 1.

Then to linearize the recursion (29), we can work on the following event.

Lemma 16. For any 0 ≤ η < 1/2, there is a ǫ = ǫ(η) so that if m is sufficiently large,

P
[
|αk| ≤ k−η for all k ≥ m

]
≥ 1− exp

(
− βm−ǫ). (62)

Moreover, there is a numerical constant c so that
∥∥αk −Gk/

√
βk
∥∥
Ψ1
≤ cβ−1

k for all k ∈ N0.

Proof. First, we record that by (12), for k ∈ N0,

P
[
|αk|2 ≥ t

]
≤ e−βkt, t ∈ [0, 1]. (63)

Equivalently, ‖αk‖Ψ2 ≤ cβ−1/2
k for all k ∈ N0. By a union bound, this implies that for some numerical constant

c > 0,

P
[
|αk| > k−η for a k ≥ m

]
≤ 2

∑

k≥m
exp

(
− cβk1−2η

)

which proves (62).

Let γk :=
√
Γk/βk − 1 for k ∈ N. γk has a p.d.f. ∝ (x+1)βke−βk(x+1)2 on [−1,∞), using that 2βk − 1 = βk.

One has for x ≥ −1,
(x+ 1)βke−(1+βk)(x+1)2 ≤ e−βkx

2

.

By scaling, this shows that for some numerical constant, ‖γk‖Ψ2 ≤ cβ−1/2
k for all k ∈ N0. Now, we have

Gk/
√
βk − αk = αkγk

and the second claim follows from the bound ‖αkγk‖Ψ1 ≤ ‖αk‖Ψ2‖γk‖Ψ2. �
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Definition 5. Let m ∈ N. For k ∈ N≥m, let Xk := −Gk/
√
βk where Gk are the i.i.d. complex Gaussians from

Fact 4. In terms of the Prüfer phase {̟k}k∈N0 , we define

ϕ̆m,n(θ) :=
∑n−1

k=mXke
i̟k(θ), θ ∈ T, n ≥ m.

The process {ϕ̆m,n}n≥m is a continuous {Fn} martingale.

Using Lemma 16, one can show that for a given θ ∈ T, the processes {ψm,n(θ)}n≥m from (29) and
{ϕ̆m,n(θ)}n≥m are close with overwhelming probability as m → ∞. In particular, for a fixed θ ∈ T, the new
process {ϕ̆m,n(θ)}n≥m has independent (complex) Gaussian increments and quadratic variation [ϕ̆m,n(θ)] =∑n−1

k=m(1 + βk)
−1 ≃ 2

β log( nm ) for n ≥ m.

Proposition 17 (Linearization). For any 0 < η < 1/2, there is a ǫ = ǫ(η) so that for θ ∈ T and m ∈ N,

Pm

[
sup
n≥m
|ϕm,n(θ) − ϕ̆m,n(θ)| ≥ m−η

]
. exp

(
− βm−ǫ).

Proof. On the event (62), it holds for k ≥ m,
∣∣ log(1− αkei̟k(θ))− αkei̟k(θ) + 1

2α
2
ke

2i̟k(θ)
∣∣ ≤ |αk|3 ≤ k−3η.

Choosing 1/3 < η < 1/2, these error are summable. By (60), this implies that for any n ≥ m,

ϕm,n(θ) =
∑n−1

k=m log(1− αkei̟k(θ))

= −∑n−1
k=mαke

i̟k(θ) + 1
2

∑n−1
k=mα

2
ke

2i̟k(θ) +O(m1−3η).

The error control (deterministically) on the event (62), uniformly for all θ ∈ T. Since the process {̟k}k∈N0 is

adapted and Ekα
2
k = 0 (by rotation invariance),

{∑n−1
k=mα

2
ke

2i̟k(θ)
}
n≥m is a complex-valued martingale whose

increments satisfy by (63), ∥∥α2
k

∥∥
Ψ1
≤ c/βk, k ∈ N.

Hence, by Proposition 25, there is a numerical constant c so that for any θ ∈ T and any λ ≤ β−1,

Pm

[
sup
n≥m

∣∣∑n−1
k=mα

2
ke

2i̟k(θ)
∣∣ ≥ λ

]
≤ 2 exp

(
−cβ2mλ2

)
.

Taking λ = m−η, this implies that for any 0 < η < 1/2, there is a ǫ = ǫ(η) > 0 so that for a fixed θ ∈ T,

ψm,n(θ) = −
∑n−1

k=mαke
i̟k(θ) +O(m−η) uniformly for all n ≥ m,

with probability 1− exp
(
− βm−ǫ) if m is sufficiently large. This implies that for n ≥ m,

ϕ̆m,n(θ)− ϕm,n(θ) =
∑n−1

k=m

(
αk −Gkβ−1/2

k

)
ei̟k(θ) +O(m−η).

The main term is again a martingale whose increments are controlled by Lemma 16 – its quadratic variation

is summable and bounded by β−1
m . Hence, as above, supn≥m

∣∣∑n−1
k=m

(
αk − Gkβ

−1/2
k

)
ei̟k(θ)

∣∣ . m−η with

probability at least 1− exp
(
− βm−ǫ). This proves the claim. �

We now focus on the process from Definition 5

Definition 6. Recall that m = m(n) = ⌊nΛ−1⌋ where Λ(n) → ∞ as n → ∞. We write Λ = eηL where
η(n) → 0 as n → ∞ is a parameter to be chosen later on and L(n) ≤ n. The relevant condition will be that

η ≫ Λn−δ and it will be convenient to choose Λ := n
δ
8 and η := n− δ

2 = Λn− 3δ
4 and Then, we let

nℓ := ⌊neη(ℓ−L)⌋, ℓ ∈ [0, L]

so that n0 = m, nL = n and nℓ is a geometric progression at rate eη. We introduce a new process;{
ϕ̂m,n(θ) :=

∑n−1
k=mXke

i ˆ̟ k(θ), θ ∈ T, n ≥ m
ˆ̟ k(θ) = (k − nj)θ +̟nj (θ), k ∈ [nj , nj+1), j ∈ N0

.

Again {ϕ̂m,n}n≥m(θ) is a Gaussian process, with a piecewise continuous phase, and also a continuous {Fn}
martingale.
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Proposition 18 (Approximation). For any R ≥ 1 sufficiently large, and for any θ ∈ T, with ǫ = R
√
η log Λ,

Pm

[
max
k∈[m,n]

|ϕ̂m,k(θ)− ϕ̆m,k(θ)| ≥ ǫ
]
. ne−cβR

Using the conventions from Definition 6, take R = nκ

√
logn

with 0 < κ < δ
4 , then ǫ ≤ nκ− δ

4 .

Proof. Here we fix θ ∈ T (by rotation-invariance, one can also assume that θ = 0), so we omit the θ-dependence.
Let ǫ > 0 be a small parameter. We introduce a stopping time

τ := inf
{
k ≥ m; |̟k − ˆ̟ k| > 2

√
ǫ
}
.

Recall that by (29), for any j ∈ N0

̟k − ˆ̟ k = −2ψk,nj , k ∈ [nj , nj+1).

For j ∈ N0, the process {ψk,nj}k≥nj is a martingale and according to (75),

Pnj

[
max

nj<k≤nj+1

|ψk,nj | ≥
√
ǫ
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cβǫη−1

)
.

using that log
nj+1

nj
≤ η. Then, one has

P
[
τ > nj+1

]
= P

[
max

nj<k≤nj+1

|ψk,nj | ≤
√
ǫ; τ > nj

]

≥ P
[
τ > nj

](
1− 2 exp

(
− cβǫη−1

))

≥
(
1− 2 exp

(
− cβǫη−1

))j ≥ 1− 2j exp
(
− cβǫη−1

)

where the last bound follows from convexity. Since nL = n and L ≤ n, this shows that

P
[
τ ≤ n

]
≤ 2n exp

(
− cβǫη−1

)
. (64)

Let ∆m,n := (ϕ̂ − ϕ̆)m,n∧τ for m ≥ n. The process {∆m,n}n≥m is also a martingale, whose increments are
given by

1{k < τ}Xk(e
i ˆ̟ k − ei̟k) = Xke

i
̟k+ ˆ̟ k

2 sin
(

ˆ̟ k−̟k

2

)
1{k < τ} for k ≥ m.

On the event {k < τ},
∥∥Xke

i
ˆ̟k+̟k

2 sin
(

ˆ̟ k−̟k

2

)∥∥2
Ψ2,Pk

≤ ǫ
∥∥Xk

∥∥2
Ψ2

.
ǫ

β(k + 1)

since Xk is a complex Gaussian, independent of Fk, with variance β−1
k = 2

β(k+1) .

Then, by Proposition 24 with σ2
k = ǫ

β(k+1) , we obtain for λ > 0

Pm

[
max
k≤n∧τ

|∆m,k| ≥ λ
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cβλ2

ǫ log Λ

)

where Λ = n
m . Choosing λ = ǫ

√
η−1 log Λ, by (64), this implies that

Pm

[
max
k≤n
|∆m,k| ≥ λ

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cβǫη−1

)
+P

[
τ ≤ n

]

≤ 2(n+ 1) exp
(
− cβǫη−1

)

Using that L ≤ n and choosing ǫ = Rη, this completes the proof. �
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3.4. Proof of Proposition 15. We use the convention from Definition 6. Define the events, for θ ∈ T

Bn(θ) :=

{
max
k∈[m,n]

|ϕ̂m,k(θ)− ϕm,k(θ)| ≤ nκ− δ
5

}
.

Combining Proposition 17 (with e.g. κ = 1
4 ) and Proposition 18, there is a κ > 0 so that for any fixed θ ∈ T,

Pm
[
Bc
n(θ)

]
. e−βn

−κ

(65)

and, according to (61), one has for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with θ 6= ϑ,

Wn(θ, ϑ) =

∣∣Em
[
1{Bn(θ)}1{Bn(ϑ)}ei2κ(ψ̂m,n(θ)−ψ̂m,n(ϑ))+γ(χ̂m,n(θ)+χ̂m,n(ϑ))+O(nκ−δ/4)

]∣∣
E[eγχm,n(0)]2

where the implies constants are deterministic. Define Σ :=
∑n−1

k=m β
−1
k and for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with θ 6= ϑ,

Ŵκ
n(θ, ϑ) := exp

(
− γ2

2 Σ
)∣∣Em

[
ei2κ(ψ̂m,n(θ)−ψ̂m,n(ϑ))eγχ̂m,n(θ)+γχ̂m,n(ϑ)

]∣∣.

Proposition 19. Almost surely, Ŵ0
n(θ, ϑ) . 1 uniformly for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 and, for any κ ≥ 1,

Ŵκ
n(θ, ϑ) . n

− δ/4
1+β uniformly for |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn = nδ−1.

These estimates are proved in Section 3.5. Moreover, according to Lemma 22, one has E[eγχm,n(0)]2 ≃
exp(− γ2

2 Σ) ≃ Λ2γ̂2

, so that

Wn(θ, ϑ) ≃ exp
(
− γ2

2 Σ
)∣∣Em

[
1{Bn(θ)}1{Bn(ϑ)}ei2κ(ψ̂m,n(θ)−ψ̂m,n(ϑ))eγχ̂m,n(θ)+γχ̂m,n(ϑ)

]∣∣+O
(
Ŵ0
n(θ, ϑ)n

−δ/5)

By (65), one can remove the events Bn up to a negligible error so that (almost surely), for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 with
θ 6= ϑ,

Wn(θ, ϑ) ≃ Ŵκ
n(θ, ϑ) +O

(
n−δ/5)

Hence, by Proposition 19, we conclude that uniformly for |θ − ϑ| ≥ ǫn = nδ−1,

Wn(θ, ϑ) ≤ n− δ/5
1+β . �

3.5. Gaussian calculations; proof of Proposition 19. Recall that κ ≥ 0, γ ∈ R are fixed and Σ =∑n−1
k=m β

−1
k . Here (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2, we let ∆ := |θ − ϑ|T and we assume that ∆ ≥ ǫn = nδ−1.

For ℓ ∈ N, we write for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2,

Xℓ(θ) := γχ̂nℓ,nℓ+1
(θ) + i2κψ̂nℓ,nℓ+1

(θ), Zℓ := exp
(
Xℓ(θ) +Xℓ(ϑ)

)
.

Here, {Xℓ(θ) : θ ∈ T} are Gaussian fields with obvious independence properties. We do not emphasize that Zℓ
depends on (γ,κ) and (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2 as the only relevant quantity for the analysis is ∆ = |θ − ϑ|T. In particular,
one has

Ŵκ
n = exp

(
− γ2

2 Σ
)
Em
[∏L−1

ℓ=0 Zℓ
]
. (66)

We rely on the following basic computations.

Lemma 20. Let ζ = ( γ√
2
+ i
√
2κ)2, σℓ :=

∑nℓ+1−1
k=nℓ

β−1
k and qℓ :=

∑nℓ+1−1
k=nℓ

β−1
k eik∆, for ℓ ∈ N0. From

Definition 6, one has Σ =
∑L−1
ℓ=0 σℓ and

∑L−1
ℓ=0 |qℓ| . β−1n−δ/4 if ∆ = |θ − ϑ|T ≥ nδ−1.

For every ℓ ∈ N0, there is a random ωℓ ∈ T, Fnℓ
-measurable, so that

Enℓ
[Zℓ] = exp

((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σℓ + ℜ(ζeiωℓqℓ)

)

and

Enℓ
[|Zℓ|] ≤ exp

(
γ2

2 σℓ +
γ2

2 |qℓ|
)
. (67)
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Proof. For a (standard) complex Gaussian X and deterministic ω1, ω2 ∈ T,

E
[
ℜ(Xeiω1)ℜ(Xeiω2)

]
= E

[
ℑ(Xeiω1)ℑ(Xeiω2)

]
=

cos(ω1 − ω2)

2
, E

[
ℜ(Xeiω1)ℑ(Xeiω2)

]
=

sin(ω1 − ω2)

2
.

Then, since {Xk} are independent complex Gaussians, one has for (θ, ϑ) ∈ T2,

Enℓ
Xℓ(θ)

2 =
(
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σℓ

and

Enℓ
Xℓ(θ)Xℓ(ϑ) =

∑

nℓ≤k<nℓ+1

β−1
k

((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
cos∆k − 2iγκ sin∆k

)
= ℜ

(
ζ

∑

nℓ≤k<nℓ+1

β−1
k ei∆k

)

where ∆k := ˆ̟ k(θ)− ˆ̟ k(ϑ) = (k − nj)(θ − ϑ) +̟nℓ
(θ)−̟nℓ

(ϑ).
This implies that

Enℓ

[
expXℓ(θ) expXℓ(ϑ)

]
= exp 1

2Enℓ
(Xℓ(θ) +Xℓ(ϑ))

2 = exp
((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σℓ + ℜ(ζeiωℓqℓ)

)

with ωℓ = ±(̟nℓ
(θ) − ̟nℓ

(ϑ))[2π] – ωℓ ∈ T is Fnℓ
-measurable. The estimate (67) follows from the previous

formula with κ = 0 and using that |ℜ(eiωℓqℓ)| ≤ |qℓ|. Finally, one has

|qℓ| ≤
2

β

∣∣∣∣
∑

nℓ≤k<nℓ+1

eik∆

k + 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤
2

β

(∣∣∣∣
∑

nℓ≤k<nℓ+1

eik∆

nℓ

∣∣∣∣+
nℓ+1

n2
ℓ

)
.
β−1

nℓ∆
.

using that nℓ+1 = nℓe
η with eη ≤ 1

π ≤ ∆−1. Consequently,
∑L−1
ℓ=0 |qℓ| . 1

β∆m

∑L−1
ℓ=0 e

−ηℓ . 1
β∆mη . With the

convention from Definition 6, η = Λn− 3δ
4 , m ≃ nΛ−1 so that

∑L−1
ℓ=0 |qℓ| . 1

βnδ/4 if ∆ ≥ nδ−1. �

Lemma 20 allows us to compute Ŵκ
n recursively using (66).

First, using the estimate (67), one has for any j ∈ N<L,

Ŵ0
n = Em

[∏j
ℓ=0|Zℓ|

]
. exp

(
γ2

2 Σ
)
. (68)

Then, one has for j ∈ N<L,

Em
[∏j

ℓ=0Zℓ
]
= Em

[∏j−1
ℓ=0ZℓEnjZj

]

= exp
((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σj
)
Em
[∏j−1

ℓ=0Zℓ expℜ(ζeiωℓqj)
]

= exp
((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σj
)
Em
[∏j−1

ℓ=0Zℓ
]
+O

(
|qj |Em

[∏j−1
ℓ=0 |Zℓ|

]
exp

(
γ2

2 σj
))

= exp
((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
σj
)
Em
[∏j−1

ℓ=0Zℓ
]
+O

(
|qj | exp

(
γ2

2 Σ
))
.

Consequently, by induction, using that Σ =
∑L−1

ℓ=0 σℓ and
∑L−1

ℓ=0 |qℓ| . n−δ/4,

Em
[∏L−1

ℓ=0 Zℓ
]
= exp

((
γ2

2 − 2κ2
)
Σ
)
+O

(
n−δ/4 exp

(
γ2

2 Σ
))

Ŵκ
n = exp

(
− 2κ2Σ

)
+O(n−δ/4).

Recall that we choose Λ = n
δ
8 and Σ ≃ 2

β log Λ, so we conclude that for κ ≥ 1

|Ŵn| . n− δ/4
1+β . �

Appendix A. Properties of the CβE model

In this section, we collect known facts about the circular β-ensembles which are relevant in our context.
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Selberg formulae. We record the following explicit formulae for the CβE model (Section 1.2).

Lemma 21. Recall that βk := β k+1
2 for k ∈ N0, χn : θ ∈ T 7→ ℜϕn(eiθ) and ψn : θ ∈ T 7→ ℑϕn(eiθ) for n ∈ N.

It holds for γ ∈ R,

Eeγψn(θ) =
∏

k<n

Γ(1 + βk)
2

|Γ(1 + βk − γ/2i)|2
, Eeγχn(θ) =

∏

k<n

Γ(1 + βk)Γ(1 + γ + βk)

Γ(1 + γ/2 + βk)2
for γ > −1− β

2 .

Proof. By (16), one has ϕn(e
iθ) =

∑n−1
k=0 log(1−αkei̟k(θ)) where the phase {̟k} is adapted. Then, by indepen-

dence and rotation-invariance of the Verblunsky coefficients {αk}, for a fixed θ ∈ T, ϕn(e
iθ)

d
=
∑n−1
k=0 log(1−αk).

Thus these formulae follow from and the facts (see e.g. [BNR09, Lem 3.1]),

E|1− αk|γ =
Γ(1 + βk)Γ(1 + γ + βk)

Γ(1 + γ/2 + βk)2
for ℜγ > −1− βk,

E exp
(
γℑ log(1− αk)

)
=

Γ(1 + βk)
2

|Γ(1 + βk − γ/2i)|2
γ ∈ C.

(69)

In particular, the formulae extend naturally for γ ∈ C. �

Recall that the CβE characteristic polynomial satisfies (27), where η is a uniform random variable in T,
independent of {αk}. Then

E|1− eiη|γ =
∑

k≥0

(
γ/2

k

)2

=
Γ(1 + γ)

Γ(1 + γ/2)2
for γ > −1.

This corresponds to (27) with βk = 0, see also (38) with r = 1. Then by lemma 21, for n ∈ N0 and γ > −1,

E|Xn+1(1)|γ =
Γ(1 + γ)

Γ(1 + γ/2)2

∏

k<n

Γ(1 + βk)Γ(1 + γ + βk)

Γ(1 + γ/2 + βk)2
.

Similarly, with ℑ log(1− eiη) = h(η), (20), one has for γ ∈ R with κ = γ/2i,

E exp
(
γh(η)

)
=
∑

k≥0

(
κ

k

)(−κ
k

)
=

1

Γ(1 + κ)Γ(1 − κ) = |Γ(1− κ)|−2.

Then, by (56), the imaginary part of the characteristic polynomial satisfies for γ ∈ R

EeγYn+1(1) =
1

|Γ(1− γ/2i)|2
∏

k<n

Γ(1 + βk)
2

|Γ(1 + βk − γ/2i)|2
.

Moment estimates. We need the following estimates. In particular, the casem = 0 corresponds to Lemma 14.
Recall that χm,n = χn − χm and ψm,n = ψn − ψm for n > m ≥ 0.

Lemma 22. Let γ ∈ R, γ̂ = γ/
√
2β with |γ̂| < 1. It holds for all n,m ∈ N0 with n > m and for any θ ∈ T,

Em[eγψn,m(θ)] = exp
(
γ̂2 log n

m+1 +O
(

1
m+1

))
and Em[eγχn,m(θ)] = exp

(
γ̂2 log n

m+1 +O
(

1
m+1

))
,

where the implied constants depend only on (γ, β).

Proof. For γ ∈ C fixed, by e.g. [TE51], one has as κ→∞,

Γ(1 + κ
2 )Γ(1 + γ + κ

2 )

Γ(1 + γ/2 + κ
2 )

2
=

(
1− γ2

4(κ+ 1)
+O(κ−2)

)(
1 +

3γ2

4(κ+ 1)
+O(κ−2)

)
= 1+

γ2

2κ
+O(κ−2).

Similarly

Γ(1 + κ
2 )

2

Γ(1 + γ/2 + κ
2 )Γ(1 − γ/2 + κ

2 )
=

(
1− γ2

4(κ+ 1)
+O(κ−2)

)(
1− γ2

4(κ+ 1)
+O(κ−2)

)
= 1− γ2

2κ
+O(κ−2).



SUBCRITICAL MULTIPLICATIVE CHAOS AND THE CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIAL OF THE CβE 31

Then, by (69), we obtain for γ ∈ R with |γ̂| < 1 (this condition guarantees that γ > −1− β
2 , so this expectation

is well defined for any m ∈ N0),

Eeγχn,m =
∏

m≤k<n

(
1 +

γ̂2

k + 1
+O(k−2)

)
= exp

(
γ̂2 log n

m+1 +O
(

1
m+1

))
.

We used that the harmonic sum
∑n−1

k=m(k+1)−1 = log n
m+1+O

(
1

m+1

)
. A similar expansion holds for Eeγψn . �

Leading order of the maximum. As a consequence of Theorem 2 and the bounds of Lemma 22 (with m = 0)
one controls the asymptotics of the maximums of the fields χn(θ) = ℜϕn(eiθ) and ψn(θ) = ℑϕn(eiθ) on T.

Corollary 4. For any δ > 0, as n→∞,

P

[
2−δ√
2β

logn ≤ max
θ∈T
|χn(θ)| ≤ 2+δ√

2β
logn

]
→ 1.

An analogous result holds for maxθ∈T |ψn(θ)|.
We refer to [CFLW21, Sec 3] for details. As explained in Section 1.3, following from [CMN18, PZ22], precise

asymptotics for the maximums are available. The upper-bound from Corollary 4 is used in Section 3.2 to prove
Theorem 1.

OPUC convergence. We are interested in the asymptotics of {ϕk = logΦ∗
k}k≥0 where {Φ∗

k}k≥0 are the Szegő
polynomial, (10). Recall that {ϕk}k≥0 is a Fk-martingale and we will need the following non-trivial result from
[CN19, Proposition 3.6].

Proposition 23. Assume that {αn}n∈N0 are independent, rotation-invariant, random variables such that for
any γ > 0,

E exp
(
γ
∑
n∈N0
|αn|3

)
<∞. (70)

Then, almost surely, ϕk → ϕ∞ locally uniformly on D as k →∞. Consequently, the function ϕ∞ analytic in D

and for any γ > 0, z ∈ D,
sup
n∈N

E exp
(
γ|ϕn(z)|

)
<∞.

The condition (70) is satisfied for the CβE model. For γ > 0, there is a constant cγ > 0 so that for every
n ∈ N0,

Eeγ|αn|3 ≤
∫ 1

0

(1 + cγt
3/2)e−βntdt ≤ 1 + c′γβ

−3/2
n .

Thus, for any β, γ > 0,

E exp
(
γ
∑
n∈N0
|αn|3

)
≤ exp

(
c′γ
∑

n∈N0
β−3/2
n

)
≤ exp

(
c′′γβ

−3/2
)
.

This guarantees that the limits introduced in Lemma 5 are well-defined (analytic in D) functions.

Next, we explain the connection with the central limit theorem for the CβE eigenvalue statistics.

Proof of Proposition 2. By [Sim04, Thm 1.7.4], since the CβE Verblunsky coefficients αn → 0 almost surely as
k →∞, then Bk(z) = zΦk(z)/Φ

∗
k(z)→ 0 as n→∞ locally uniformly for z ∈ D. Then, according to (26),

logXn(z)→ ϕ(z) almost surely as n→∞, locally uniformly for z ∈ D. (71)

On the other hand, we deduce from (5) (taking f : θ ∈ T 7→ ∑∞
k=1

zk

k e
ikθ for a fixed z ∈ D), that for any

z1, . . . , zk ∈ D, {
1
π logXn(zj)

}k
j=1
⇒ N

(
0,Σ

)
in distribution as n→∞, (72)

where the RHS is a multivariate complex Gaussian distribution3 with covariance matrix Σij = 2
β log(1 −

zizj)
−1
(
1 0
0 1

)
. Combining (71) and the finite dimensional distribution convergence (72), we conclude that the

field {ϕ(z) : z ∈ D} is a GAF with covariance structure (6). �

3Let Mk(X) be the set of k×k matrices with entries in X. If X ∈ Ck is a random vector with Xj ∈ L2(P), its covariance matrix

Σ ∈ Mk(M2(R)) is defined by Σij =
(

E(ℜXiℜXj) E(ℜXiℑXj)

E(ℑXiℜXj) E(ℑXiℑXj)

)

.
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Remark 8 (GAF in D). The field {ϕ(z) : z ∈ D} can be realized as follows; for a fixed β > 0, there is a
sequence of i.i.d. complex Gaussian random variables {N k}k∈N so that for z ∈ D,

ϕ(z) =
∑

k≥1

N k√
k
zk E|N k|2 = 2

β , EN
2
k = 0.

Observe that by (3), the log characteristic polynomial has an expansion for z ∈ D,

logXn(z) = −
∑

k≥1

zk

k

(∑n
j=1e

−ikθj
)
.

Hence, within the CβE coupling, almost surely for every k ∈ N,

Tr
[
U (n)k
α

]
=
∑n
j=1e

ikθj →
√
kN k as n→∞. (73)

Remarkably, for CUE (β = 2), the rate of convergence in (73) is super-exponential. We refer to [JL21, CJL24]
for quantitative results.

Prüfer phases. The (relative) Prüfer phases have been introduced in [KS09, Sec. 2] to study the microscopic
landscape of the CβE.

Proof of Proposition 1. Since the Szegő polynomials Φ∗
n have no zero in D, it is a direct consequence of (26)–(27)

that, within the CβE coupling, the eigenvalues lie on the unit circle and for any n ∈ N,

Zn =
{
u ∈ U : Xn(u) = 0

}
=
{
θ ∈ T : ̟n−1(θ) = −η[2π]

}
.

where Bn(e
iθ) = ei̟n(θ) for θ ∈ T. For θ ∈ T, one has Φn(u) = unΦ∗

n(u) = uneϕn(u) so that Bn(u) :=
uΦn(u)/Φ

∗
n(u) = un+1e−2ℑϕn(u). This yield for n ∈ N0, ̟n(θ) = (n + 1)θ − 2ψn(θ) for θ ∈ [0, 2π], see (24),

and the recursion (2) is a direct consequence of (16). In particular, the determination of the Prüfer phases are
consistent with ̟0(θ) = θ and (2) and with this choice, one has E̟n(θ) = (n+ 1)θ for all n ∈ N.

It remains to show that the functions̟n are continuously increasing. We consider the relative phase̟′
n(θ) :=

̟n(θ) −̟n(0). We will now show by induction that (almost surely) for any n ∈ N, ̟′
n−1 : [0, 2π] ր [0, 2πn].

Then, it follows that the eigenvalues

Zn =
{
̟′
n−1(θj) = 2πj − ηn; j ∈ [n]

}

where ηn = {̟n−1(0) + η}[2π] for n ∈ N. In particular, Zn consists of n ordered points 0 < θ1 < · · · < θn < 2π.
For α ∈ D, we consider the map

Υα : ω ∈ [0, 2π] 7→ ω − 2ℑ log(1 − αeiω) + 2ℑ log(1− α).

This is a diffeomorphism Υα : [0, 2π] ր [0, 2π]. Indeed its derivative is Υ′
α(ω) = ℜ

(
1+αeiω

1+αeiω

)
> 0, that is the

Poisson kernel Pα for D. Moreover, one can rewrite the recursion (2) in terms of the relative phase, for n ∈ N,

̟′
n(θ) = θ +Υα′

n
(̟′

n−1(θ)), θ ∈ [0, 2π],

with ̟′
0(θ) = θ and α′

n = αne
i̟n−1(0). Hence, if ̟n−1 : [0, 2π]ր [0, 2πn], we can extend Υα′

n
(̟′

n−1) : [0, 2π]ր
[0, 2πn] continuously and we conclude that ̟′

n : [0, 2π]ր [0, 2π(n+ 1)]. �

Appendix B. Concentration bounds

We require different tail bounds for martingale sums in this paper. In this section, we review some relevant
results.
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Sub-exponential distributions. We refer to [Ve18, Chap 2] for some background on concentration estimates.
For a complex-valued random variable X , define for p ≥ 1,

‖X‖Ψp = inf
{
t ≥ 0 : Ee|X|p/tp ≤ 2

}
.

‖X‖Ψ2 is called the sub-gaussian norm, and ‖X‖Ψ1 the sub-exponential norm of the random variable X . One
has

‖X‖Ψ1 . ‖X‖Ψ2 . ‖X‖L∞.

In fact, ‖XZ‖Ψ1 ≤ ‖X‖Ψ2‖Z‖Ψ2 for any random variables (X,Z). Moreover, Prop 2.6.1
∥∥∑n

k=1Xk

∥∥2
Ψ2

.
∑n

k=1‖Xk‖2Ψ2

Generally, the Orlicz norm controls the tails of a distribution. For p ≥ 1, if ‖X‖−pΨp = c > 0, then (by Markov

inequality),

P [|X | ≥ t] ≤ 2 exp(−ctp), t ≥ 0. (74)

Conversely, if (74) holds, then ‖X‖Ψp <∞. Moreover, if ‖X‖Ψp ≤ 1, then (by Holder inequality),

Ee|X|p ≤ 2‖X‖p
Ψp

Concentration inequality for (discrete) martingales. We consider a martingale sequence {Mn}n∈N0 of
the type, for n ≥ 0,

Mn =
∑n−1

k=0 Xk, E|Xk|2 <∞ and E(Xk|Fk) = 0 for k ∈ N0.

Here, M0 = 0 and Fk = σ
(
X0, · · · , Xk−1

)
for k ∈ N0. Moreover, in the framework of the article, the increments

Xk are generally complex-valued. For a sequence of martingale increments {Xn}n∈N0 , we define for p ∈ {1, 2},

σpn :=
∥∥∥inf

{
t ≥ 0 : E

(
e|Xn|p/t|Fn

)
≤ 2
}∥∥∥

L∞

.

The infimum corresponds to the Orlicz norm ‖X‖pΨp,Pn
with respect to the conditional measure Pn = P(·|Fn),

so it is a random variable. However, if there is a sequence of independent random variables {Zn}n∈N0 such that,
conditioning on Fn, |Xn| . Zn, then σ

p
n . ‖Zn‖pΨp for all n ∈ N0.

The next Proposition is a Hoeffding-type inequality for a complex-valued martingale with sub-gaussian
increments.

Proposition 24. Suppose that the martingale increments satisfy σ2
n <∞ all for n ∈ N0. Then, for any n ∈ N,

∥∥max
k≤n
|Mk|

∥∥
2
.

√∑n−1
k=0 σ

2
k.

In particular, there is a numerical constant c > 0, so that for any n ∈ N and λ > 0,

P

[
max
k≤n
|Mk| ≥ λ

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cλ2∑n−1

k=0 σ
2
k

)
.

We will also need a Bernstein-type inequality for a complex-valued martingale with sub-exponential incre-
ments.

Proposition 25. Suppose that the martingale increments satisfy σ1
n < ∞ all for n ∈ N0. Then, there is a

numerical constant c > 0, so that for any n ∈ N and λ > 0,

P

[
max
k≤n
|Mk| ≥ λ

]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cλ2∑n

k=1(σ
1
k)

2 + λmaxk≤n σk

)
.

We refer to [LP] for proofs of Propositions 24 and 25.

To illustrate these techniques, we consider the martingale ψn,m(θ) =
∑n−1
k=mℑ log(1 − αkei̟k(θ)) for a fixed

θ ∈ T. Modulo a deterministic shift, this process corresponds to the Prüfer phase and {ψn,m}n≥m is a martingale
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by independence and rotation-invariance of the Verblunsky coefficients {αk}. Observe that for a deterministic
constant,

|ℑ log(1 − αkei̟k)| . |αk|.
Then, by (63), σ2

k . ‖αk‖2Ψ2 . 1
β(k+1) for any k ∈ N0. Thus, by Proposition 24, for any n,m ∈ N0 with n > m,

any λ > 0 and any fixed θ ∈ T,

P
[

max
m<k≤n

|ψk,m(θ)| ≥ λ
]
≤ 2 exp

(
− cβλ2

log n
m

)
. (75)
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