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Abstract

Let X; ;, 4,5 = 1,...,n, be independent, not necessarily identically
distributed random variables with finite first moments. We give esti-
mates for the expectation of the norm of the random matrix (X; ;)7';_; -
We improve a result by R. Latala.
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1 Introduction and Notation

We study the order of magnitude of the expectation of the largest singular
value, i.e. the norm of random matrices with independent entries

E (H<a"’jgi’j);‘1’j=1H2—>2) ’

where a,; € R, 4,7 =1,...,n, gi;, 1,J = 1,...,n, are standard Gaussian
random variables and || ||2—2 is the operator norm on ¢5. There are two cases
with a complete answer. Chevet [2] showed for matrices satisfying a; ; = a;b;
that the expectation is proportional to

lall2l[blloc + llalloolll]2;

where ||al|2 denotes the Euclidean of a = (ay, ..., a,) and ||al| = maxi<;<p |a;].
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For diagonal matrices with diagonal elements dy, ..., d, we have that the
expectation of the norm is of the order the Orlicz norm I (dl, ..oy dp)||ar where
the Orlicz function is given by M (s \/7 fye ~2 dt [3]. This Orlicz norm
is up to a logarithm of n equal to to the norm max;<;<, |dz|

These two cases are of very different structure and seem to present essen-
tially what might occur concerning the structure of matrices. This leads us to
conjecture that the expectation for arbitrary matrices is up to a logarithmic
factor equal to

max [|(ai;)j]|, + max (i), (1)

=1

Latala [4] showed for arbitrary matrices

E (|| (asig:0)7sm1],.,) < max [[(ai)ioa,+ max fiai)ill+| (@),

i=1,...,n

Seginer [I1] showed for any n x m random matrix (X;;);", of independent
identically distributed random variables

E H 7] 1H2ﬂ2 <c (E max H(ij);nzll + E max H(X”);LHQ) .

1<i<n 1<i<n

The largest singular value was first investigated by [12, [13]. The behavior of
the smallest singular value has been determined in [, 6, [7].

Theorem 1.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all a;; € R, i,5 =
1,...,n, and all independent standard Gaussian random variables g; ;, i,7 =
1,..,n,

E (gl )

(@i)ij=
<ol () (s o) 2 s )

In the same way we prove Theorem [T we can show the similar formula

E ([(@ij90)25],..,)

<c (ln (e H(ai’j);szl‘h ))
[(@s)eima]],

This inequality is generalized to arbitrary random variables as in [4].

Njw

(max @i, + max lia)il,)-



Theorem 1.2. Let X;;, 4,7 = 1,...,n, be independent, mean zero random
variables. Then

E (X)) < cn(n))? (E max [|(Xi))5 |, + B max H(Xi,j)?lrb) :

1=1,...

Since E (H(ai7jgi7j)§fj:1H2_>2) is up to a logarithmic factor equal to (II) we
investigate better estimate from below. On the other hand,

E (max (ais0ii], ) + E ( max ll@ig)inly) 2)
is obviously smaller than E (H (aij9ij)ij=1 H2a2)' We show that the expression
(@) is equivalent to the Musielak-Orlicz norm of the vector (1,...,1), where
the Orlicz functions are given through the coefficients a; ;, 7,5 = 1,...,n. Our

formula (Theorem [B.]) enables us to estimate from below the expectation of
the operator norm in many cases efficiently.

Moreover, we do not know of any matrix where the expectation of the
norm is not of the same order as (2).

A convex function M : [0, 00) — [0, 00) with M (0) = 0 is called an Orlicz
function [§]. Let M be an Orlicz function and = € R™ then the Orlicz norm

of z, ||z||,;, is defined by
i=1 ¢

We say that two Orlicz functions M and N are equivalent (M ~ N) if there
are strictly positive constants ¢; and ¢y such that for all s > 0

Izl = inf{t >0

M(cy1s) < N(s) < M(cos).
If two Orlicz functions are equivalent, so are their norms: For all x € R”
allzlla < llzlly < collf|ar

In addition, let M;, i = 1,...,n, be Orlicz functions and let x € R™ then
the Musielak-Orlicz norm of z, ||| )., is defined by

o (1) 1)

i=1




2 The upper estimate

In this section we are going to prove the upper estimate. We require the
following known lemma. In a more general form see e.g. ([I0], Lemma 10).
l n—l
——
Lemma 2.1. Let 2V = %(1,...,1,0,...,0), [ =1,..,n, and let Br be the

convex hull of (z—:lef()l), o z—:nxfrl()n)) , where e; = +1,1=1,...,n, and 7 denote

permutations of {1,...,n}. Let || ||z be the norm on R™ whose unit ball is
Br. Then, for all x € R"

lzll2 < [lellz < y/In(en)[l]2.

Proof. Let x € R". Then zj,...,x} denotes the decreasing rearrangement
of the numbers |z1,...,|z,|. Let a = vk — vk —1for k=1,...,n. Then,

for all z € R™

Jzllr = > g (VEk — VE - 1).
k=1
Since \/E—\/k—lgﬁ

1

el < (35 WE = VEZTR) e < (32 %) Jolls < yinGen)lel

k=1
0

- } |
Then by our previous lemma we have

[Allpe = S;lplllelb < yln(en) sup |[[Azl;. (3)
TeESTT

zeSL”

We denote

S,?.,il — {Jj — (x‘l’ 7,1‘”) E Snil ElZ = 1, ...’n

1
=1,..,nlr;, =+—
{] |z; \/Z}

We use now the concentration of sums of independent gaussian random
variables X = > | ¢;2; in a Banach space ( [5], Theorem 4.7): For all ¢ > 0

P{||X| — E|X]|| >t} < 2exp(—Kt*/a(X)?), (4)

where K = % and

o(X) = sup (i\m\?)%. )

ll€N=1 \i=1

The following lemma is an immediate consequence.



Lemma 2.2. Foralli,j =1,...,n let a;; € R, let g, ; be independent stan-
dard Gaussians, G = (a;;9:;); ;=1 and let v € By. For all > 1 and all x

.....

..........

(ﬁ (E (lmax H aijgij)i 1” ) —|—E( max H(az]gz])@ 1l )) - (i,§:1a?’jx?>é)2

<2exp|—-K

S 2 2
max (} a; o’
where K is the constant from ({]).

Please note that

1
n 2 n 2
|Gl < (Z a?jx?) 7(Ga) = max. (Z a%x?) -

ij=1

M=

Proposition 2.3. For alli,j = 1,...,n let a,; € R, let g;; be independent
standard Gaussian random variables and let G = (a; 59i ;)i =, For all B with

8>./3

..........

n 62
<2 exp (l In(2n) — Kl—)

=1

where C' is an absolute constant. Furthermore, we get for B such that K% =
3In(2n) and K = 5

373
P (161> 2 e (2 (s, s, + g, Nno,))

1

<3

n
Proof. We shall apply Lemma[2Z.2l We may assume that n11ax <J§Z: a%:ﬁ) >

0. By (3)
HGHzaz < y/In(en) sup . HGtz

zeST”



Therefore, for 5 € R., we have

77777777

gﬂ»( suplllGx||2>B( (max | (ais900); 1H + max [|(ai;9:5)ia )

1'65327 77777777

For all [ = 1,...,n let M; be the set of 2} € S}™!, such that 3: ) e {0, i
for all j = 1,...,n. Now we apply Lemma 2.2 and get

77777777

gn»( sup HG:cH2>B( (max |(asigi); 1H e (R )))

xeSn_ ..........

SQi > exp|-K-l B(E(’ -------- ))

1
=1 z(DeM, n ) 2
max Z CLij
i=1,....n \ . (1)
j€{k|z, #0}
1 [ & 2
M igl . 2(:l) @ij
]E{k“l‘k #O}

n
max > a?j
=1,...,n \ . ) ’
Jje{k|z, #0}

=

[SIE

By

N [—=

1 n
N > 2 ay| = max lay)ill, < max ()l

: @O 77T g=1,,
i=1 jE{k?|$](€l)7é0} ]G{k‘xk #0}

and

----------



we have for all 8 with g > \/g

[ SIS

5E max ”(CngU HQ \ﬁ Z Z a?j > 0.

""" =1 ekl 0}
Thus

..........

2

1
=1 zWeM, n ) 2
max > a;

jefklzV#0}

Again, by () we have for all 8 with 5 > \/g

..........

SQi Z exp( Klﬁ>§2i2lnlexp< Kl2—62>

I=1 20 e, =1
n 62
=2 exp (l In(2n) — Kl—)
=1
We choose /5 such that 31n(2n) = Kﬁ. Then

HD(H<¥H}ﬁ2:>\/31n<2n»1n<n>(mz(;nax [(@sgii], + max asgs)all) )

..........

1 l
<226Xp (I1In(2n) — 3l1n(2n —QZGXp —2{ In( 2”)):2Z< >

2
=1 = \4n

(G :2ﬁ<;

l—ﬁ An?2 —1 — n?’

Proposition 2.4. Let a;; € R, 4,57 = 1,...,n, and g;;, 1,7 = 1,...,n, be
independent standard Gaussian random variables, then

E ([[(@is90)75], )

373
s(1+w7;m@m)<EQg@<HmmujJ!+rmzumuﬁnlﬁ)).



Proof. We divide the estimate of E (H(aingivﬂ’);ﬁFleﬁz) into two parts. Let
M be set of all points with

H( @i39:;):, = 1H2%2

< P e e 03], e 1,0

Clearly,
e (],

373
<\ — 1 ln(en)E(rl}z}f( H( i jGij)j— 1” + n}ax (@i jgij)i 1||2)

Furthermore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Proposition 2.3 we get

B (|t o) < VB0 (& (J(asgsttyall,))
< % (E (H(az‘,jgi,j>2j=1Hz_>2))% < % (/z; (2:1 \a J9i J‘) dP)

1 n ) 3 n 2 L
= Z,;::l\ai,ﬂ Sf%?g’% jz::l\%ﬂ .

Besides, we obviously have

max (a; H + max | (ay)ill
i=1,...n 1> TS RI2 =1 n

.........

Altogether, this yields

E(H(a,;jgi,nzjzlumXMC)gE(iggggnH( aijgi)jm ], + max (aiji)7 1||2).

.....

Summing up, we get
E (gl )

33
< (1+\/Tm<en>)E(irqa_xnu@,jg] |+ max gl



Proof. (Theorem [[LT) W.lo.g. we assume a;; < 1, ¢,j7 = 1,...,n, and that
there is a coordinate that equals 1. For all 4,5 = 1,...,n and k € N we define

g w i F<a;<zs
I 0 else.

Let G = (a;;9i;)i,—1 and G* = (a},;g: ;)7 ,—;. We denote by ¢(k) the num-
ber of nonzero entries of the matrix (aﬁj)ﬁjzl and we choose v such that

H(az‘,j)?,j:lHl = QVH(%)ZMH%' Thus, we get ¢(k)zr = mzy;aﬁj < 27 and

therefore ¢(k) < 2¥. Therefore, the non-zero entries of G* are contained
in a submatrix of size 2877 x 2¥+7. Taking this into account and applying
Proposition 24 to G*

k
E e

2—2

< (10w ) s, B, = s, )

X
2

[STES

n 2

1,j=1

Therefore,

Es

k+ >
S E|cH], , <m0y < 280;

k
E>2y E>2y 24

N ES

2

Since one of the coordinates of the matrix is 1

sel,., > [ o=

Therefore, there is a constant ¢ such that

E|Gll,., < 2E £2 3 (|G 2 < cE

252 k>

> G

k<2y

> &

k<2y

2—2

The matrix 37;<o, G* has at most
. 4
Z ¢(;€) < Z 9tk < 937+l < (M) (7)
K<y k< ~ A\ @

entries that are different from 0. Therefore, all nonzero entries of =, <o, G*
are contained in a square submatrix having less than () rows and columns.

9



We may apply Proposition 2.4 and get with a proper constant ¢
4
3 3 (ai7 )Z A:
E(IGllys,) <c 1+\/?1n e (M) "
H<ai7ﬂ')2j=1HO@

,max (Z a”gw) +jmax

[
7 k) < .
k<2y i=1ll9

3 The lower estimate

Theorem 3.1. For all i,7 = 1,....n let a;; € R and g;; be independent
standard Gaussians. For all s € Rsg and for alli=1,...,n let

i=1,....n ©J
sjzr%ax |a”|e J " )8 < H(ai,j)7:1|’2
Ni(s) = iy I3
j max lai,jl _Ta] n 1 >
e S+ (a@-,j)jleQ (8 - m) A [P

S max a .
i=1,....., ©J
_ s max |ag le =i S T,
Ny(s) = e
i:??f,nlaml R + 2 (@i ), (8 B é) 52 el
il e e )i Teml, [T,
Then
e ([, 100, )
<E ( inax H 01V, s (o000l

¢ (H j= 1H(N + H( )z 1”(]’\7;)])7

where ¢; and ¢y are absolute constants.

The following example is an immediate consequence of Theorem 311 It
covers Toeplitz matrices.

10



Example 3.2. Let A be a n X n-matriz such that for alli,=1...,nandk=1,...

1 1
n 2 n 2
laiP ] =D lal
=1 =1

max |a; ;| = max |a;
1<j<n 1<j<n

and

Then

77777

1

~ max (z; |a1,j|2> »Vinn max fay ;|
=
We associate to a random variable X an Orlicz function M by
M(s) = / / | X |dPdt. ®)
’ 7<Ix|
We have

M(s):j / X |dPdt

1
<X

s ) )
/(11@()( z%)+/P(IX\ > u) du | dt.

t

Lemma 3.3. There are strictly positive constants ¢y and co such that for all
n € N, all independent random variables X1, ..., X,, with finite first moments
and for all x € R"

ezl < Elnglfg; |2 Xi| < e2 |2l ar,, »
where My, ..., M, are the Orlicz functions that are associated to the random

variables Xy, ..., X, (3).

Lemmal[3.3]is a generalization of the same result for identically distributed
random variables [3]. It can be generalized from the {,,-norm to Orlicz norms.
We use the fact [9] that for all s > 0

\ 2T 15 5 [ 14 1.2
e 2% < —/ e 2% ds < y/2Le27, 10
(m— 1Dz + Va2 + 27 _\/; @ e (10)

11



Proof. (Theorem [3.1]) We apply Lemma to the random variables

1
n 2
Xi = (Z|a,~7jgi7j|2) 7, = ]_,...,TL.

j=1

Now, it is enough to show that M; ~ N; for all : = 1,...,n. We have two
cases.

1\ —1
We consider first s < % (IE ( ) Z,Jg”) 2) . There are constants ¢;, co >

1
2

0 such that for all u with u > 2E (f: a%g%)
=1

1

2 n 2 2

2 u 2 9 2 U

P Ta | SP| | ae] Zu| Sexp|-g——
j=1,...n 1,7 7j=1 .

The right-hand side inequality follows from (). The left-hand side inequality
follows from

n
2 2 2 2
> ;9 = ;195
=1

n 3
Since % > 2E <Z1 aijgz j> , we can apply (II). Therefore,
]:

2

1 7 n
> n +/IP’ (Zaijgij) >y | duydt
1 j=1

N

1 n
M;(s) :/ P (Z a?,jgij)
j=1

0
S oo
1 3 u?
§/ — exp —722 +/exp —0372 du p dt.
t t2 max a7, max a;
0 j=l,..n 7 1 j=l,..n 7
By (@
S
1 c c
M;(s </ —exp | ———2—— | +¢ max a2 exp | ——2— dt.
i(5) < t Pl 7% max a; j=1,. Pl max a2
0 j:17"'7n ’ .]_1

we get

1
. 1 n : 2
Since > 2K <Z1 aijgﬁj > \/;H(a/i7j)?:1 .
]:

1 no|? < 3
7 +tJ£naX a \/7H @ az,j)jleQ <5

7.]_] 1



Thus,

L1, , 3
A
Altogether, we get
2 o 2,2
& 3 csu
</—exp - 2 dt:/—exp —272 du.
t? max a; u max ag;
.] 17 5T .7:17"'7n ’

Passing to a new constant ¢y and using (I0]) we get for all s with 0 < s <

1\ —1
%<E( ?1 mgw)é>

2 2

S C5
3 exp —72 du < —( max |a”|)exp —ﬁ
max a; Ccy J=1,. S max a;
1,.
“n _]—

(12)
From this and the definition of N; we get that there is a constant ¢ such that

for all s with 0 < s < 3 <E (2?11 azz,jgz‘%j)%>1
M;(s) < Ni(cs).
Indeed, the inequality follows immediately from (I2]) provided that = <
1 1 -1
3 ( j=1 |ai,j‘2)7§, If 2 ( =1 ‘ai,j|2)75 <s<i (E( ) ng”)_) then,

by (I2) and \/gmaXlngn a;; <E (Zgbzl a?ngij) ,

NI

1
2 maX a;j A2(E (s 232
= v 7 gz 2
Mi(s)g Jj= leXp_2(<]17J ])) va-
2 4 maX a Co
CQE( j=1 wgw) J=L-
Moreover,
2T v 2T
SN (| — + 1) [[(ai )j= e
Co Co

Therefore, with a universal constant ¢ the inequality M;(s) < N;(cs) also
holds for those values of s. The inverse inequality is treated in the same way:.

1\ —1
" 3
Now we consider s with s > % (E (Z a%g%) ) and denote a =
=1 "

13



1
2
(Z a;; gw> . The following holds

ey

We estimate the second summand. The second summand is less than or
equal to

j1ex(g00) o ()

1
2

1
~ 9 o
dt < 3E (2:1 mgi,j) 5.
]:

Now, we give a lower estimate. By (8)), for all s with 2
1
2 S n
2 2 2 2
[ ) (Sa) wex] [ (L)
n =1 2 n 3 i=1
pe( S, 3L ot
j=1 j=1

14



By the definition of «

1 (& :
M;(s) > 5/151 (Z aijgij) dt
2 j=1

-1

N [—=

1
1 n 2 n
=5k (Z aﬁjgij) s—2|E (Z a?ﬂij)
j=1

Jj=1

1 (& :
= 5E (Z a?,jgf,j) s— 1L
j=1

The rest is done as in the case of the upper estimate. O
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