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1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study extreme eigenvalues of matrices from deformed
random matrix ensembles. We will consider both the deformed GOE and the
spiked population model.

1.1. Models and some known results

The Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble, or GOE for short, is probably the most
widely studied model in random matrix theory. The deformed GOE is a finite
rank perturbation of the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble. More precisely, let
G € GOE(n, "—:) and P be a real symmetric matrix, we want to study the
extreme eigenvalues of A = P + G.

When the dimension goes to infinity, the asymptotic properties of the largest
eigenvalues of matrices from the deformed GOE has been studied by various
authors, where the a.e. limit, CLT and large deviation principle are established.
Similar results were also obtained in the non Gaussian case. See [9] (a.e. limit
for A1(A), the earliest progress on this problem), [23] (CLT for general \;(A4),
Gaussian case), [10] (CLT for A;(A), non Gaussian case), [7] (CLT for gen-
eral A\;(A), non Gaussian case), [20] (large deviation for A\;(A), rank(P) = 1,
Gaussian case), [12] (a.e. limit for general \;(A), unitary invariant case).

Another model we considered in this paper is the spiked population model,
first proposed by [15]. Here we have independent samples drawn from a Gaussian
distribution with covariance matrix ¥ having all but a few eigenvalues equal one.
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The object under study is the “spiked eigenvalues” of the sample covariance
matrix S,. If ¥ = I, then S, is a Wishart matrix. So the spiked population
model can be considered as a finite rank perturbation of the Wishart matrix
ensemble.

This model has also been extensively studied in the literature. The asymptotic
properties of the largest eigenvalues of S,, were established. The ground breaking
work on this problem is [3], in which the CLT for \;(S,) was derived for the
complex Gaussian case. See also [22] (CLT for \;(S,), real Gaussian case), [5]
(a.e. limit for A;(S,), non Gaussian case), [16] (CLT for A;(S,,), non Gaussian
case), [11] (CLT for X;(Sy), non Gaussian case).

1.2. Main results of this paper

Instead of considering asymptotic properties, this paper established sharp devi-
ation bounds for the extreme eigenvalues of matrices from the deformed GOE
and the spiked population model.

Our result about the deformed GOE is theorem 3.1, in which we proved

P([A\i(A) = Xo,| > t) < Ce~Cant’/o”

where \;(A) is the i-th largest eigenvalue of A = P + G, 0; is the i-th largest
eigenvalue of P, and ), is defined as
{9#0—? if 0, > o,
Ao, = o .
20 ifo<éb; <o.
Theorem 3.1 assumes that P has only nonnegative eigenvalues. A similar result
for the smallest eigenvalues of A holds when P has negative eigenvalues.

Our results about the spiked population model are divided into two parts.
Theorem 3.2 established deviation bounds for the largest eigenvalues, and the-
orem 3.3 established deviation bounds for the smallest eigenvalues. We can
summarize these two theorems as the following. Let #? be an eigenvalue of the

population covariance matrix 3, #2 # 1. Then the corresponding “spiked eigen-
value” A(S,,) of the sample covariance matrix will satisfy

P(INSn) = Ag.o| > t) < Ce=@ont?

where Ag . is defined as

92—1—0-9«5{1 if 2 > 14 /c,orc<1,0% <1—/c,
Xoe = 4 (14 /c)? if 1 <6?<1+./

(1 —/c)? ife<1,1—yc<0?<1.
Unlike the traditional approach, our method does not involve the use mo-

ment method, Stieltjes transform, or the joint density formula for eigenvalues.
Instead, we use the min-max characterization of eigenvalues and concentration
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of measure for Gaussian processes to prove the upper tail bound for the largest
eigenvalues, and use explicit construction of eigenvectors to prove the lower tail
bound.

In the existing literature, the study of the deformed GOE and the spiked
population model require completely different techniques, see [23] and [22]. Our
method has the advantage of treating these two models the same way. Once the
basic idea is understood, the proof of these three theorems are almost identical.
See section 4 for an outline of proof.

2. Notation

x € R" is considered as a column vector, * is the transpose, x; is the j-th
coordinate, |z| = /> ., 27 is the Euclidean norm. For z,y € R™, let (z,y) =
> i1 Yy, @ Ly means (z,y) = 0. Sl ={z € R": |z| = 1}. A metric space
will be written as (X, d) where d is the metric. For example, (S"~1,|-|) is S™1
with the Euclidean metric. A metric will be specified whenever we discuss e-net.

RP*™ is the set of all p x n real matrices. RY )\ is the set of all n x n real
symmetric matrices. For A € RP*™ || A]| is the largest singular value, A* is the
transpose. E; ; is the matrix with 1 on the (7,7) entry and O elsewhere, the
ambient dimension will be clear whenever we use this notation. The Gaussian
Orthogonal Ensemble is defined as

2
GOE(n, %) ={A e Ry 1 a;ij,1 <i < j<n,are independent;

2 2

aii ~ N(0, —=);aij ~ N(0, —), i < j}

where N (u,0?) denotes the Gaussian distribution with mean p and variance
2
o°.

The size of a finite set A will be denoted by |A|. For a,b € R, aVb = max{a, b}.

3. Statement of Main Results

This section contains our main results. Theorem 3.1 is our result about the
deformed GOE. Theorem 3.2 and theorem 3.3 are our results about the spiked
population model.

Theorem 3.1. Let A= P+ G, G € GOE(n ,%) P e Ry has rank v with

eigenvalues 61 > -+ > 0, > 0. Let \y(A) > -+ > X\, (A) be the eigenvalues of
A. Define
{9+§ if6> o, 51)
20 if0<f<o.
(i): Let Cyg(n) = 229 0y, o(n) = 2mCh g(n)(1 + Ltllym=1 1y > 9.
When r > 0, we have

(1—6)2nt?

P()\z (A) > )‘9i + t) < 2Cr—i+l,0¢ (n) -e 402 (32)
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\2(r— z+1)o’ 1 -
for1<i<r,t> o ,0< 6§2.Whenr—0,wehcwe
nt?
PM(A) >20+t)<e 22, t>0 (3.3)

(i): Let ro be the number of 0; larger than o. If ro > 0, then for 1 <i <y,
t >0, we have

_(n=r)(8;—o)* _ Co(n—r)(8; —0)>t2

P\(A) < N, —t—Chror/n) <e 7% 4 8i-e o0 +0)3 (3.4)

where Cp,Cy are two positive constants. (We can pick C; = 2,Cy = 0.25)

We assumed 6; > 0 for simplicity; theorem 3.1 holds with trivial modification
when P has both positive and negative eigenvalues.

Part (ii) of theorem 3.1 provides a lower tail bound for A;(A) only when
0; > 0. When 0; < o, we can use the semicircle law to get a lower tail bound for
Ai(A), this is intuitively clear: the interval [20 — €, 20] should contain about en
eigenvalues. See [1] for a rigorous derivation. Our result shows that \;(A) will
not exit the semicircle law band when 6; < o.

Theorem 3.1 essentially says, when 7 is small, we have A\;(A) &= N\g,, 1 < < 7.
As a consequence, for fixed r, we have \;(A) — N\g,,n — oo, and the fluctuation
of \;(A) is of order \/i—

We can also allow 7 to grow with n; for example, if = o(=2—), we still have

logn )
Ai(A) = Ng,,n — oo. This can be derived by using our deviation bound and the
Borel-Cantelli lemma. The a.e. convergence of \;(A) when r grows like o(

can not be derived by existing methods in the literature.

Theorem 3.2. ¥ € RXP 5 ~ diag{67,---,07,,,1,---,1}, 64 > --- >0
1>0,41 2> >0,46>0. Let G € RP*™ with entries g; ;j being i.1. d N(0,
Consider the sample covariance matriz S, = %(E%G)(E%G)*, let A1 (Sn

- > A\p(Sp) be its eigenvalues. For ¢ > 0,define

logn)

T

>
1).
>

02 -5 0> 14E ore< 1,07 <1\
Noe = { (14 /0)? if1<6? <14,/ (3.5)
(1—+/c)? ife<1,1—c<6*<1.

. —Tr )\ c ¢
(i): Letc = =2 Cog(n) = 1, Cyg(n) = \/ 7, G g(n) = 2mCy p(n) (1+
Cl,@(n))m717m > 2. When r > 0, we have

m—1

_ (1=5)%nt?

\/ >/, C—I—t < C,_ Z+19( ) 267 (3.6)

Vr—it16;
for1<i<r, t>\/6(1—5) 0<o<

P(VM(Sw) 21+ /p/n+t)<e ™, 20 (3.7)

%. When r = 0, we have
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(ii): Let ro be the number of 67 larger than 1+ \/c, c = 2L, If rg > 0, then
for 1 <i <o, t >0, we have

P(yv/A < VAe —t—Ci0ir/n) < Cyi - ¢~ Cont® (3.8)

where C1,Cy are two positive constants and C3 is a positive real number de-
pending on 61 and c.

Theorem 3.2 describes the relationship between the largest sample eigenval-
ues and the largest population eigenvalues. Loosely speaking, the population
eigenvalue 62 can be estimated by solving the equation

52

6 +c- T = A(Shn)
if we observe an sample eigenvalue A(S,) > (1 + 1/c)?; and those population
eigenvalues < 1+ y/p/n are not estimable from the sample covariance matrix.
We also have \;(S,) = Ag, ¢,n — 00 when r = o(logn)

It’s worth noting that the bounds we derived in theorem 3.2 does not de-
pend on population eigenvalues that are smaller than one. This is important
in applications with heteroscedasticity. Suppose we have n observations on the
variables Ry,--- , R, and we believe that they are driven by a small number of
principle components, i.e.

Rl(t) = ﬂi,lpl(t) + e +ﬂ1‘17«PT(t> —|— Gi(t), t= 1, e, n

Even var(e;) = o7 are not equal, we can still estimate the coefficients 3; ;. and

var(Py) reliably using the sample covariance matrix. We can estimate 1201-2 ~
P
2

62 and simply pretend that o? = &
The proof of part (i) of theorem 3.2 was inspired by [13], in which (3.7) was
proved. [13] does not discuss random matrices explicitly, see [8] for a discussion
of the results of [13] in terms of random matrices.
The next theorem is about the smallest eigenvalues of the sample covariance
matrix in the spiked population model.

Theorem 3.3. We use the same notation as in theorem 3.2.
(i): Assume n > p. Let c = == ¢/ = P=—2_ Let Cj(n) = Crys—iy1,0,v1(n) +
Cr.o,v1(n). When s > 0, we have

0, V1 _ (1=5)%nt?
P dp-i1(Sn) £\ hori s = 25— =) S Cllme” 700 (3.9)

for1<z<st>‘TJ:;6(Z;r—glV1) 0<6< 3. When s=0,7> 0 we have
(1—6)2nt?

0 -
P(\/Ap(Sn) <1 =V — i — 1) <20, (n)e 2% (3.10)

fort> L g<§<

\/(1=8)n’
P(y/Ap(Sn) <1—+/p/n—t)<e 2, t>0 (3.11)

%. When s = 0,r = 0, we have
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(ii): Let so be the number of 62 smaller than 1 — /¢, ¢ = E=2==_ If 55 > 0,
then for 1 <i < sg, t >0, we have

P(\/)\pfiJrl(Sn) < \//\QTJFS?HMC/ —t—Ch6, (T + S)/n) < (i - 6703nt2 (312)

where C1,Cy are two positive constants, and Cs is a positive real number de-
pending on 61 and c’.

4. Outline of Proof

This section explains the main idea in the r = 1 case of theorem 3.1.

Consider A = 0Ey; + G,G € GOE(n, ‘7—;),9 > 0, our objective is to show
)\1(14) ~ )\9.

Let’s consider the upper tail bound first. If we can prove E[A1(A4)] < A,
then the concentration of measure for Gaussian processes will yield the desired
upper tail bound. We begin with A\;(A) = max,cgn-1 2* Az, so A;(A) is the
maximum of the Gaussian process {#*Az : x € S"7!}; and one might consider
using Slepian’s lemma (proposition 5.1) to prove E[\;(A)] < Ag. However, this
seems to be a tall order.

The first key idea is to stratify S™~! using the first coordinate

M(A) = max L,, L,= max ¥ Ax
u€[0,1] zeST 1t xi=u
Each L, is the maximum of a Gaussian process, and we can use Slepian’s lemma
to prove
E[L,] < 0u® +20v/1 — u? = ¢(u)

When 6 > o, the maximum of ¢(u) is ¢(1/1 — g—j) =60+ §? when 6 < o, the
maximum is ¢(0) = 20. Thus E[L,] < Ap and we can apply concentration of

2
measure for Gaussian processes to get P(L, > Ag + 1) < e_%.
To get an upper tail bound for A;(A) = max,c,1] Lu, We have to take a
union bound. The second key idea is to use an e-net argument to control A;(A)
by finitely many L,,. More precisely, if 2" is an e-net for S”~!, then

< *
M(A) = 75, maxle” Az

We will use a special e-net
X =Uyey &), Ew)={xecS" 'z =u}
where .4 is a finite subset of [0, 1] whose size depend on e. Then we can use

nt2
P(Ly, > X +1t) < e 47 and

<
M(A) < 75 max Ly
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to build an upper tail bound for A;(A). The final step is optimizing over ¢ to
get the best bound (e should be of order %)
Now, let’s consider the lower tail bound for A;(A). We want to construct an
z € S"! with 2* Az ~ A\g. (To be precise, we want a bound for P(z* Az <
Mg — t)) Consider
(0E11 + G)x = Ngz,x € S™ 1

Let G be the lower right (n — 1) x (n — 1) submatrix of G, v = (g2.1, - , gn.1)’,
T = (22, -+ ,2p)t, then the above equation becomes

Oz + 0T = N1, x10+ Gi = N\

Thus z = —2 (é—)\gl)_lv. Of course, such an x might not be in existence at all,
since Ag might not be an eigenvalue of A. However, this heuristic “Schur com-
plement” argument suggests a way to construct approximate eigenvectors for A.

When 6 > o, we know the correct value for z; is /1 — g—j (since p(u) attains

its maximum Ay at this point). So the correct way to construct approximate
eigenvector is

o2

@ i —c(G=XD)"tv, ¢>0,|z]=1

xr, = 1-—
With this z, we have z* Az ~ Ag. In fact, the formula for 2* Az involves L; =
v*Rv and Ls = v*R?*v, where R = (G — \gI)™!; and we can use Wigner’s
semicircle law to show L =~ %trR = —%, Loy ~ %trR2 = ﬁ. After some
straightforward calculation, this gives us z*Ax &~ Ag.

5. Deformed GOE: Proof of Theorem 3.1

By the orthogonal invariance property of the GOE, we can assume P = 01 E ; +
-+-+0,E,,. The proof is divided into two subsections, corresponding to the two
parts of theorem 3.1.

5.1. Upper Tail Bound for the Largest Eigenvalues

We prove part (i) of theorem 3.1 in this section.
The r > 0 case. By the minimax characterization of eigenvalues, for 1 < i < r,
we have

Xi(A) = min max x* Az
2l i 1ERN geSn—1n{zl, - zi=1}L
< max x* Ax = || Al (5.1)
reSn—1 xi=-=x;_1=0

A; is the lower right (n —i+ 1) x (n — i+ 1) part of A. We can consider A; as
a linear operator from V; to itself, where V; = {x e R® : 2y = --- = 2,1 = 0},
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so that its operator norm can be controled by the maximum of |2*Az| over an
e-net. More precisely, using lemma 8.1, we have

1 1
I|A4; ]| < T—%¢ max{z* Az, -z Az :x € Z;}, 0<e< 3 (5.2)

When i = r, 2, is an enet for (S" 1NV, Nn{zx € R" : 2. > 0},|-|). When
1<i<r—1,2;isan enet for (S* 1NV, |-]). (In the r = 1 case, we do not
have the 1 <i <r — 1 part.)

Our proof uses e-nets with a special structure, whose construction and bound
for its size are rather delicate, so we defer the details to the appendix. See lemma
8.4 and lemma 8.5.

Let’s consider || A, first. In this case

Zr = Unes, &r(u) (5.3)
where &.(u) = {z € S" ' :ix = = 2,1 = 0,2, = u},u € [0,1], A is a
finite subset of [0, 1] with 47| < 2. When 1 <i <7 —1

Zi = Uuex; 6i(u) (5.4)
where &(u) = {x € S" 1 iaxy = =1 =0, (x4, ,2,) = u},u € By T,

A; is a finite subset of By ™! with |.4;] < 4(“2“)2 1+ 2(T7i+1))’”*i.

(r—i)e
With this structure for £, maximizing |z*Az| over x € Z; becomes strat-
ified: we can maximize |z*Ax| for x € &(u) to get L;, = max,eg, () 7" Az,

Ly = maxgeg, ) —2 Az for each u € .}, then select the largest among

Li,u; Li,u; u € N ie.
max{z* Az, —x* Az : x € Z;} = max{L; ., ii,u cu € A} (5.5)

(5.1), (5.2) and (5.5) imply

Ai(A) < ;max{Liu,f,iu cue S, 0<e< E (5.6)
1—2e ’ ' 2

(5.6) is the starting point for building an upper tail bound for X;(A). The
next step is to eatablish a tail bound for each L; ,, L-)u, then take a union bound
over u € 4. We keep € as a free parameter along the way and optimize over €
at the end. To get an upper tail bound for L, ,, (similarly for f)iyu), we will prove
E[L;.) < A, using Slepian’s lemma as stated below; then use concentration of

measure inequality for Gaussian processes.

Proposition 5.1. (Slepian’s Lemma) Let (X;)ier and (Yi)ier be two centered
Gaussian processes defined on the same finite index set T. Assume E|X, —

Xi|? < E|Ys = Y3|? for all s,t € T. Then Elmaxier X¢] < E[max;er Yy).

Remark 5.2. Although Slepian’s lemma is stated for Gaussian processes defined
on a finite index set, we will use it on Gaussian processes defined on infinite
index sets. This is justified by an approximation procedure and we omit this
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routine matter. This remark applies also to the application of proposition 5.8
and proposition 6.1.

A proof of proposition 5.1 and its generalization (proposition 6.1 below) can
be found in [13].

Let X, = 2*Gx,z € S" ', write u = (uj,--- ,u,) € By "1 then
Liw=Y 0u3 X, 5.7
=2 O+ max (5.7)
Jj=i
f)iu = — 0;u?+ max —X, 5.8
3 — 7% xe&(u) ( )

Let YV, = 2_\/071;2?:7’+I rjwj,x € S" ! where w41, ,w, are iid. N(0,1)
random variables. Then for x,y € &;(u), we have

E|X, — X,[> = E| Y (zrx; — yrys) ;| (5.9)
k=1
i 202 o2
= Z(xi - y;%)QT + A(zew; — ykyj)2g
k=1 1<k<j<n
20 242 - 2 S
=2 (A + O 2D men)?)
k=1 k=1 k=1
202
= 7(2 —2(z,y)%)
402 4
= —lz -y - —(1—(2,9)

Using Slepian’s lemma, and noticing that the maximum of {Y, : z € &;(u)} is
reached when (2,11, -+ ,2,) is a multiple of (wy41,- -+ ,wy,), we have

E[ max X,|, E[ max —X,]
2 E€E; (u) €& (u)

20/T — [uf?
< B[ max v,] = B2y lul

20/1— [u]?
< Vv 17
=T/ J

j=r+1
=201 [ul2y/1— = <201~ [u]?
n

E| Z w?]  (by Cauchy-Schwarz)
+
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This together with (5.7), (5.8) imply

ElLiwu] <) 0;u2 +20/1 - [uf? = (u)

Jj=t
ElLiu] < =) 0;u2 +20/1 - [u? < o(u)
Jj=t

When 6; > o, the maximum of ¢(u) is 6; + ‘g—j and is attained when u =
(4/1— ‘9’—22,07 -++,0); when 6; < o, the maximum of ¢(u) is 20. Therefore, the

previous two inequalities imply

E[Li,u]a E[Lz,u] S )\Gi (510)

Now we want to apply concentration inequalities to L; 4, LW, which are sumprema
of Gaussian processes. We need the following proposition, which is proved via
the Gaussian concentration inequality (proposition 8.6 in the appendix).

B

fort>0

42
P(minmax X; ; > E[minmax X, ;] +¢) < e 2maxi j BEXZ
g J 2 7
_.2
P(minmax X; ; < E[minmax X; ;] —t) < e*™™%3 7%,
g J 2 7

Proof. We can find i.i.d. (0, 1) random variables Y1, - - - , Yy,,,, and A € Rv™m*nm
507;5721&‘5 Xij = > a(i,l)mﬁkYk,l < i <mn,1 <j < m. Define gm».(y) =
Z(:’“:)1 A(i—1)ym+j,kYk> 9(y) = mini<i<np Maxi<j<m 9i,j(y),y € R™". Then min; max; X; ; =
g(Y).

Let y, 5 € R™, g(y) = i1, (%), 9(J) = gir.ju (). Assume g(y) = g(¥),
Maxi<j<m Jis,j (Y) = Yia,js (y), then

9¥) = 9@ = 9125, (¥) = 9z o (§) = min  max g ;(y) = iz 3. (¥)

< |DaX i j (Y) = Ginojo (I) = Ginja(y) — ax i j (9)

< Yis,js (y) — Giz,js (g) < mftx m;?LX |gi-,j (y) — Yij (g)|

Hence g has Lipschitz constant bounded by the norm of the operator A :
(R™ 13) = (R, 1), which equals

max
.3

Then we can apply proposition 8.6 to conclude. O
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Remark 5.4. Using a similar arguemnt, proposition 5.3 generalizes naturally
to: max min, max min max, min max min, etc. We will only use the “max” ver-
sion (i.e. n =1 case) in the argument that follows. However, we will be using
the full “minmax” version in the proof of theorem 3.2.

Since E[X?] = EZ:lIiE[glg,k] + Ek<j 435%35?1*7[91%]] = 2;%2,17 e 5", we
can use (5.10) and apply proposition 5.3 to get

nt?
P(Lia 2 Xo, +1) S €757, £>0
~ nt2
P(Liy> Mg, +1)<e 12, t>0
Let € = 2&;2‘;),0 < a <1, then (1 —2€)(N\g, +t) = Ag, + at. Using (5.6) and
the above two inequalities, we have

P(X\i(A) > Mg, +t) < P(max{L;., Iilu cu € M} > (1—26)( Mg, + 1))

<Y P(Liw> o, +at)+ Y P(Liw > X, + at)
ueN; u€.N;

. naztz

< 2| Ajle” a2

v 2(r—i+1)o
When t > 7\/@
This choice of a guarantees 0 < ¢ < % (This is needed when we apply (5.6)
and lemma 8.4). When ¢ = r, we use |A4;| < % when 1 < ¢ < r — 1, we use

,choosea:%(l—l— 1—M),thena21—52%.

nt?

)

|Ai| < 4(T_i+1)2 (1+ 2(T_i.+1))T_i. After some simplification, we get

(r—i)e

na?? 7(1*5)2nt2

PA(A) > Xg, +1) <2C_it10,(n) - 102 < 2C,_i410,(n)- e 202

This finishes the proof of the r > 0 case.
When r =0, \1(A) = max,ecgn—1 X, with X, = 2*Gzx. Define Y, = \2/—‘% Z?Zl Tjwj, T €
S wy, -+, wy are id.d. N(0,1) random variables. Similar to (5.9), we have
E|X, — X,|? < E|Y, = Y,|*Vo,y € S"1; thus E[\(4)] < Emax,cgn-1 Yy] <
20 by Slepian’s lemma. Applying proposition 5.3, we get

nt2

P(M(A)>204+t)<e 2, t>0

5.2. Approximate Eigenvectors

We prove part (ii) of theorem 3.1 in this section.

The idea of the proof is to construct, for each i,1 < ¢ < 7y, an approximate
eigenvector x, i.e. © € S”il, with o Ax = Ag,.

Let m = n —r, /722G be the lower right m x m submatrix of G, then
G € GOE(m,Z.). Let 20 < Ao < Ag;, B = {Amax(G) < Ao}, then (3.3) in (i)
implies

m(Ag—20)2

P(BY)<e ™ i (5.11)
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We will only construct approximate eigenvectors on the event B; the indicator
15 might not be mentioned at every instance.
Let # € S" ! be such that oy = -+ = ;1 = 2441 = -+ = z, = 0,

2
z; =4/1— %, and
(3

‘ o Rv

(Trg1, e, on)" = N

m
(gi,r-l-la T 7gi,n)t = \/ —0ov
n

The random vector v defined above has i.i.d. N(0, %) coordinates. R = (G —
o, I)7Y, L1 = v*Rv, Ly = v*R?v. A straight forward calculation shows

N r. 202 o2
Ao, — & sz(l—,/l—g) 0 _gi’i(l_é) (5.13)
n /@0_2(—L1_9i2—02
0
2

2 2 L o2
Y R A s I A
n 91 91 \/LQ

0;

The next step is to show L; ~ —eii,LQ ~ g7z This makes the grouping of
terms in (5.13) clear: the four terms are all small and we can take a union bound
to get a deviation inequality for \g, — 2™ Ax.

There are two sources of randomness in L;: v and G; and they are inde-
pendent. We break the task of building deviation inequalities for L; into three
steps. The first step is to show that, conditioning on G, L; concentrates around
E[L;|G], see lemma 5.5. The second step is to show that E[L;|G] concentrates
around E[L;], see lemma 5.6. The third step is to show E[L;] = —9%, E[L)] =~

ﬁ, see lemma 5.7.

Lemma 5.5. ¢t > 0. On the event B, we have
P(Ly — %trR < ] G) < e im(V/TFRRe R0)E-1)°
P(Ly — %trR >t] Q)< e~ 1m(Xo; —Xo)?t?
P(Ly — %mz? < —t] G) < emamo—ro)'

P(Ly — ller2 >t|G) < e~ T/ 142(N, —X0)2t—1)
m

Conditioning on G, R is a constant matrix. Since the distribution of v is
orthogonal invariant, we can diagonalize the quadratic forms L = v*Rv, Ly =
v*R?v and apply proposition 8.7 to get lemma 5.5. The bounds in the first
and fourth inequalities are complicated. When we apply lemma 5.5, we will
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use e~ 1M1= 5)2(’\9 ~20)*#* a5 a bound in the first inequality; this is valid when
(Mg, — Ao)t < (1 5 . Similarly for the fourth inequality.

Lemma 5.6. ¢t > 0. On the event B, we have

1 1
P(—trR — E[—(trR)1p] > t (or < —t) ) < ¢~ 3™ o; =20)*
m

m

1
P(—trR?* — E[— (trR*)1p] > t (or < —t) ) < e~ 2o —20)"¢*
m

1
m
Proof. f = L(trR)1p is a function of the random variables g; j; and these g ;
are independent. If we can divide {g; ;} into several groups such that each group
has limited influence on f, then McDiarmid’s Inequality (proposition 8.8) will
yield a concentration inequality for f.

Let G be the submatrix of G obtained by deleting the j-th row and j-th
column. Then proposition 8.9 implies

AM(G) > M (G)) > Xa(G) > Xa(Gy) > - > A(G) (5.14)

Let ¢(z) = ﬁ,x € (—00, Ao]. We have

%(tT’R)lB + — ! (t?"( ~J — )\91) 1)13
= L e@) - X @i
=1 =1
m—1
= 1Y (0@ ~ o (@) + e (@)1
=1

m—1
1 ~ ~ -
|E[Z (PN (@) = p(ANi(G)))) + e(Am(G)1 5]
=1
<Lonm@s < —1
= PEEE = o e, — o)
So f is within m distance to —(tr(G — Xg,) " 1)1p. Therefore, changing

the j-th row and j-th column of G will leave f to vary in an interval of length

2
m()\gi —Xo)”

Divide {g;;} into m groups: Xy = {g; ;| max(l,j) = s},s = r+1,---,n
Then each X influences f by at most m Now we can apply proposition
8.8 to get the first inequality. The proof for the second inequality is similar. O

Let g(z) = 27 1 MAgPos® gy he the Stieltjes transform of the semicircle

—20 x—=z 2mo?
law. Then 1 .
Mg, ) = —— "Ng.) = ———
9e) = =7 9 () = 5

2
i ; O

(5.15)
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Lemma 5.7. There exists a constant C such that

) c
B[ (trR)1p] = g(X,)| < m(xg, — Xo)
1 ! <
B (B8] =6/ Qo) < s

Proof. This lemma is proved using lemma 8.10, we will adopt the notation of
lemma 8.10 in the following. Let ¢(z) = ﬁleAo, the first inequality can be

reformulated as
C
| z)dEFy, p(@)dF ()] < —|¢llmax (5.16)

Lemma 8.10 says

| [ oe)aEFn @)~ [ 6@dF@] < =6l

if ¢(z) = ¢ 1(_oo,q)(z). To prove (5.16), we approximate ¢(x) by pa(z) =
> Cil(—o0,a,) (), where A'is the division a; < --- < ax = Ao, and the coefficients
are ¢, = p(ag),ci = ¢(a;) — p(aiy1),i < k — 1. Since p(x) is nonnegative and
monotone, we have Y |¢;| < 2|¢]|max, thus

|/mwwam—/ @1 < Y Tl < 2 el

Let ||A|| = max(a; — a;—1) — 0, we get (5.16). The second inequality is proved
in a similar fashion. O

Combine the previous three lemmas, we can establish deviation inequalities
for Ly and Ly as follows. When 0 < (Ag, — Ao)t < V25(14v2-3)

(1-0)2
C §m(>\9-7)\0)2(1;6)2t2
P(Ll — g(/\ei) >t+ ()\0. — )\0) < 2e i T7v2—3 (5.17)
P(Ly — g(Xg,) < —t — ﬁ) < 97 am0 20 (FF )
0; — N0

When 0 < (Ag, — Ap)2t < Y2UEV220)

9)
/ ¢ —Im(Ng, —Ao)* (1222
P(Lz—g'(M,) < —t = ﬁ) < 9e”1m0n M) ()
6; — N0

The first two terms in (5.13) are bounded above by 22Z + |g; ;|. Using (5.15),
(5.17) and (5.18), we can build deviation bounds for the last two terms in (5.13)
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(the routine details are omitted). We choose Ag = (20 + Ag,). The end result

1S
Cgm(9i70)5t2

P({\g, — 2" Az >t + Cior/n} N B) <8  *it+o)? (5.19)
Let B; = {)\g, — x*Ax >t + Cyor/n} N B; then the 1st,--- i — th approximate
eigenvectors we built are valid on BN (Uj»:lBj)c, SO

P()\Z(A) S )\gi —t— Clor/n) (520)

< P((BN (U= B)))) < P(BY) + ) P(B))
=1
_771(91'7(7)4 _sz(eifd)stz

<e 1602602 1+ 8i-e 2(0;—0)3

6. Spiked Population Model: Proof of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3

Since the distribution of G is orthogonal invariant, we can assume
%7 = diag{61,- - , 015 1---,1}

The proof is divided into three subsections, corresponding to part (i) of theorem
3.2, part (i) of theorem 3.3, and part (ii) of both theorems. As mentioned before,
the proof of part (i) of both theorems follows the same idea used in proving part
(i) of theorem 3.1; the proof of part (ii) of both theorems is similar to the proof
of part (ii) of theorem 3.1.

6.1. Upper Tail Bound for the Largest Eigenvalues

We prove part (i) of theorem 3.2 in this section.
The r > 0 case. By the minimax characterization of eigenvalues, for 1 < i < r,
we have

Xi(Sp) = min max *S,x
zl,..zimleRP zeSP—In{a?! ... xi—1}+
< max r*Spx = o? (6.1)
zeSP—1 x1==x;_1=0

o; is the largest singular value of the lower (p —i+ 1) x n submatrix of %Z% G.
Let X, = x*(ﬁE%G)y,x € 5P~ 4y e S™ ! then

o =max{X,,:r€ S nV,ye s}

where V; = {x € RP : 2y = --- = x;_1 = 0}. Using lemma 8.2, we have

1
o; < l—max{Xw:xe%,yeS"—l}, D<e<l1 (6.2)

—1—e€
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When i = r, 2, is an enet for (SP"* NV, N{zx € R? : z, > 0},|-|). When
1<i<r—1, 2;is an enet for (SP~1NV;, |- |).
By lemma 8.4 and lemma 8.5, we can pick

Zr = Unes, & (u) (6.3)
where &.(u) = {x € SP71 12y = - = 2,1 = 0,2, = ul,u € [0,1], A, is a
finite subset of [0, 1] with 47| < 2. When 1 <i <7 —1

Zi = Uuex; 6i(u) (6.4)
where &(u) = {x € P~ 1oy = =1 =0, (xi,- - ,2,) = u},u € By T

A; is a finite subset of BT with |4 < 4(T_i+1)2 (1+ 2%?{;”)“?

Define L; , = maX,eg,(u) yesn—1 Xa,y, then
max{X,,:r € Zi,y € S" '} =max{L;, :u € A} (6.5)
(6.1) and (6.2) and (6.5) imply

1
Ai(Sn) < T max{Lj,:u€ 4}, 0<e<l (6.6)
—€

We will be using (6.6) to establish an upper tail bound for A;(S,,). As in the
GOE case, we will prove a tail bound for each L;,, then take a union bound
over u € ;.

Let u = (ui,--- ,u,) € By "Mz € &(u),y € S" ', consider
Yo, = % i@iu% +1- |u|2iijj + % i B (6.7)
k—i j=1 j=r+1
in which wq, -+ ,wn, Bry1,- -, Bp are i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables; and
a' = (g, 1) = Or1®rp1, O sTrgs, Trgsg1, - 5 Tp)

Then for z,% € &(u),y,5 € S* !, we have

B\ Xyy— Xz5)? (6.8)
1 r on ) p n o
= E| DO Orury; — Okunii)gr + > Y (@hy; — i)k,
=i j—1 k=rt1j—1
1 r on 1 p n
= SO ORui(y — ;)7 + - S0 (@) + (@)% — 225, 35y,05)
k=i j—1 k=rt1j=1
71 T922 ~12 1 /2 ~/12 2 = ~
= E(Z wup)ly — 917 + — (17 +17°) = —(a', 7)(y, 9)
k=1

1 — . 1 _
= E(Z Orup + 1 — [u]®)|y — g° + ﬁlx’ —&|?
k=1
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_ %(1 — |u|2 - (xl,f/))(l - (yvg))

1 o1 .
< (Y0 + 1= [uP)ly = 5P + ~fa’ = &7 = ElYa, — Yagl”
k=i

The maximum of {Y, , : x € &(u),y € S"~1} is reached when 2’ is a multiple
of (Bry1,---,0p) and y is a multiple of (w1, ,wy). Since O,4; < 1,]|z| <

|(x7“+1; e aI;D)| Y, 11— |’U,|27 we have

1 r n 1 P
max Yy, = — 02u2 + 1 — |ul? w? + —|a’ B?
ve&i(uyyesn— Y \/n kZ;: kk [ul ; i \/ﬁ| | j;l j
1 ¢ a VI—PE | &
<= D12 |y W Y Y B2
v\ iz j=1 v j=r+1

Using Slepian’s lemma, we have

E| max X.y < E| max Yl

€8 (u),yesSn—1 €& (u),yeSn—1

DL IS =y
k=1

Therefore

" -7
ElLiu) < | 30202 +1— Juf2 + VeyT—[uPf = p(u), c="7
k=1

n

When 67 > 1+ /¢, the maximum of ¢(u) is 1/67 + ¢~ 0;;51 and is attained

when
B (6?2 —1)2 —¢
When 62 < 1+ /¢, the maximum of ¢(u) is ¢(0) = 1 + /c. Hence

E[Liu] < /0 (6.10)

Since E[X2,] = L(3 ) _, 02ui + |2/[*) < 162, we can use (6.10) and apply
proposition 5.3 to get

nt2

P(Liw >\ oc+t)<e >, t>0

Let ¢ = %,o <a<1,then (1—¢€)(y/Ag,c+t) = /g, c+at. Using (6.6)
6;,c
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and the above inequality, we have

P(V/Ai(Sn) > /e +1) < Plmax{L;, :u € A} > (1—€)(y/ Ag.c+1))
< N P(Liw > /A, +at)

ueN;

_ na2t2

<|Aile 2%

The final step is to use our bound on |.4;| and optimize over a € (0,1). When

Vr=i+16; _1 _ At 1)6? —5>2 1
tzm,choosea—2(1—|— 1 ———),thena >1-6> 2,0 <e< 3
(as needed in the use of (6.6) and lemma 8.4). When i = r, we use [A4;] < 2;
when 1 <4 <7r—1, we use [4] < 4(“2“)2 (1+ 2=t yr—i Then

(r—i)e

_na®s? _(=92ns?
P(VAi(Sn) > VAo, e +1) < Critr,(n) e 2% <Crit16,(n)-e 207
This finishes the proof of the r > 0 case.
When 7 =0, \/A1(Sn) = maxgegr-1 yesn—1 Xay, Xoy = x*(ﬁE%G)y. For
r e SPLye S"1 define

1 — 1 &
Yoy = % j;ijj + % ;C%ﬁk

where w1, -+ ,wy, B1,- -+, Bp are L.i.d. N(0,1) random variables and

:EI = (xllu 71;;) = (elxlu"' ,95$5,$5+1,"' 71:1))

Similar to (6.8), we have E|X, , — Xz 3> < E|Y,,, — Yz />, Vo, 2 € SP71 y,5 €
St Thus E[\/A1(S,)] < Emax,cgo—1 yegn-1Ya,] < 1+ (/¢ by Slepian’s
lemma. Using proposition 5.3, we have

nt?

P(y/M(Sn) > 14+Ve+t)<e 72, t>0

6.2. Lower Tail Bound for the Smallest Figenvalues

We prove part (i) of theorem 3.3 in this section.
The s > 0 case. By the max-min characterization of eigenvalues, for 1 <i < s,
we have
= max min %S,z
VCRP,dim V=p—i+lzeSrP—1NV
>  min  2*S,x = p? (6.11)

zeSP-INW;

Apfiqu (Sn)

where W; = {2 € RP : 4542 =+ = x,4s = 0} and

=

b))

i =  min max Xz, Xgu=2"( G)y

zeSP—INW, yeSn—1

Bl
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Using lemma 8.3, we have

i Xoy < s A1 (S 6.12
mip Xy < it e/l (612
When r = 0,i = s, 25 is an e-net for (SP1NW,N{z € RP : 21 > 0},|-]). In
all other situations, 2; is an e-net for (SP= N W;, |- |).
By lemma 8.4 and lemma 8.5, when » = 0,7 = s, we can arrange

Zs = Uue, 65(u) (6.13)
where &(u) = {x € RP : 29 = -+- = xy = 0,217 = u},u € [0,1], A5 is a finite
subset of [0,1] with |.#;| < 2; in all other situations

Zi = Uye s 8;(u) (6.14)
where for u € By s~

Gi(u)={xeRP 12y jyo="=Tp15=0,(T1,  , Trys—iy1) = u}

. o , .
A is a finite subset of Bg”ﬂﬂ with |A4;] < 4(”‘5;”’1) (1+ 2((:—:Sszzi+)-€1))r+s—z'

Define L;,, = mingcg, ) max,cgn—1 Xy y, then

min max X, , = min L;, (6.15)
reZX; yeSn—1 ueN;

(6.11), (6.12) and (6.15) imply

mi/111/ Liw < A/ Ap—it1(Sn) + e/ A1 (Sn) (6.16)
ueN;
To get a lower tail bound for A\,—_;11(Sy), we will establish a lower tail bound
for each L;, then take an union bound. The /A1 (Sy,) term will be dealt with
using the result of part (i) of theorem 3.2.

For z € &i(u),y € S"~!, consider

r+s—i+1 n P
1 1
Yoy=— Z Ofui +1— [uf? Zijj +—= Z Tk B
v k=1 j=1 v k=r+s+1
in which wq, -+, wn, Brgst1, -, Pp are 1id. N(0,1) random variables. Similar
to (6.8), for , 7 € &(u),y,7 € S"~ 1, we have
BlYsy — Yagl* — ElXoy — Xzl
9 P
== = > wd)(1 - (v,9)) (6.17)
k=r+s+1

This quantity is always non-negative, and equals zero when z = . To proceed,
we will use the following generalization of Slepian’s lemma.
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B >N, 1l>)>

tered Gaussian processes. Assume

E|Xi; — Xix> < EY;; —Yigl?
E|Xi; — Xukl* > ElYi; —Yigl?, i#1

Then

Eminmax X, ;] < E[minmaxY; ;]
i J 3 J

This proposition implies

F| min max X > FEl min max Y.
[ min max X.,] > B[ min max,Y,,)

r+s—i+1
> 0l 41— |ulE[
k=1

si-

Y

Si-

r+s—i+1 n4+1

o0 (kL —=
S gtz 41— upYCE) VT
k=1

1 r+s—i+1
WD 1 jul - VET P, =
k=1

p—r—3s

—~
[—

2

The last step uses Stirling’s approximation for I'-functions. Therefore

ElLi] > Hsfﬂe%ﬂ 1 = Va TP = VL gy = BV
vl = P kTk 2n 2n

To avoid heavy notation, let 6; = 0,45 ;41,1 < i < s, ie. 62 is the i-th
smallest eigenvalue of the population covariance matrix 3. When 6% < 1 — Ve,

02 . .
7 and is attained when

0 [ B
e ’0’\/@% BRI o

the minimum of ¢(u) is /6% + ¢ -

When 62 > 1 —/¢/, the minimum of ¢(u) is ¢(0) = 1 — v/¢. Hence

6,V 1
ElLiul > /X, 0 — 12n (6.19)

. 2
Since E[X2,] = +( P22 41— Juf?) < elnw, we can use (6.19) and
apply proposition 5.3 to get

7nt2
— 61Vl 1) < e
O:5c! 2n -

)



Minyu Peng/Figenvalues of Deformed Random Matrices 21

Let (1 —a)t = ¢t,0 < a < 1, (6.16) and the above inequality imply

/ 91 V 1
P( ;D “Fl \/ i,c’

< P( mlanu<,/ 91\/1 at) + P(v/A1(Sy) > 1)

ueN;
9 \V4 1 -
<> N, — —=— = at) + P(y/A1(S,) > 1)

ueN;

<|AHle 2<92“> + P(\/A1(Sn) > 1)

We will use the bound for |.#;| and make an appropriate choice of @ and . When
r >0, we pick t = \/Ag, o +t,a= l(1—|— 1-— M); when r = 0, we

nt2

pick t =14 c+t, a=3(1 Alrts ZH) . This gives

Ttz

61 Vv1 _(1=9)?ne?
P(y/Ap—i+1(Sn) < \/ N6 — 12n —t) < Cli(n)e 20TV

This finishes the proof of the s > 0 case.
When s = 0, we have

WlS0) = min max Xey Xy =" (0A0)y

For u € By, let &(u) = {zx € SP~1 : (x1,--+ ,2,) = u}. For x € &(u),y € S" 71,
define

D 02uZ+1—[ul?> g+ Z 2 Br
k=1 =1

k r+1
where w1, ,wp, Bry1, -+, Bp are 1id. N(0,1) random variables. Similar to

(6.8), for z,7 € &(u),y,5 € S"1, we have

2 a _ ;
E|Yyy = Yigl® — E|Xey — Xa5” = (1= > = > adn) (1 (1,9))
k=r+1

This is nonnegative, and equals zero when x = Z. Using proposition 6.1, when
r =0, we have

E[ min max X,,]>FE[ min max Y,,]>1-V¢
zeSP—1lyesSn—1 zeSP—1 yeSn—1

when r > 0, we have

0
E[ min max X,;,]>E[ min max Y, ,]>1—-+Vd — -
z€&(u) yeSn—1 ze&(u) yeSn—1 2n
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The derivation is similar to the s > 0 case.
Let Ly, = mingeg(y) maxyegn-1 Xz y, the previous two inequalities and propo-
sition 5.3 imply

nt2

P\ A(Sn) <1 =V —t)<e ™, t>0,r=0 (6.20)
This is the result for the r = s = 0 case; and

9 _nt2
P(Lu§1—\/3—2—1—t)ge 2 t>0,r>0
n

When r > 0, we can use an e-net argument analogous to the one used in
establishing (6.16) to get

min L, < 4/Ap(Sn) + €/ A1 (Sn)

ueN
A is a finite set with [.#| < 2 when r = 1; and || < %(14— @)“1 when
r>1.
Let (1 —a)t = e(y/ Ao, ,c +1),0 < a < 1. Using the previous two inequalities
and the result of part (i) of theorem 3.2, we have

P A8 <1V - 1y

9
< P(min L, <1-V¢ — 2= —at) + P(VA1(Sn) > /Aarc +1)
ueN 2n
_ na2¢? _(1=8)%nt?

<|Ale T +Crp(n)e 1

4r9%
nt?

Using the bound for |.4| and choosing a = 4(1+1/1 —

) gives

_ (1=5)%nt?

P(/Ap(Sn) <1 —Ve — 29—1 —1) <2Cp,(n)e %
n

This together with (6.20) finishes the proof of the s = 0 case.

6.3. Approximate Eigenvectors

We prove part (ii) of both theorem 3.2 and 3.3 in this section. The proof uses
the same method for proving part (ii) of theorem 3.1. So we will focus on the
construction of approximate eigenvectors and omit other details.

Let’s first consider approximate eigenvectors associated with the largest eigen-
values. Let G be the lower (p — r — s) X n submatrix of ﬁG. Let (1+4/c)? <

Ao < Ao, .es B={Amax(G*G) < \o}, then (3.7) in (i) implies

P(B°) < em2n(V3o-1-ve)? (6.21)
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We will construct approximate eigenvectors on the event B.
Let € SP~! be such that 1 = -+ = 2,1 = @i = -+ = Tpys = 0,
(62—-1)2—c

@r-nEr-1re and

€Xr; =

5 RGv

e 6.22
"VALy + Ly ( )

j:(xr-l-s-l-lu"'uxp)t:_ -z
1 t
v = %(gz,lu e 791,11)
where A = \g, o, R = (GG* = \I)~1, S = (G*G—\I)~', L1 = v*Sv, Ly = v*5>v.
Then z*S,x = |y|? with

1 -
—G*)Z%x =0,z;0+ G2
n

y:

W
A2 .
L= % & pén

=biziv — ———
VALy + Ly
/1 — 22
=0;z,v — 7%(1 + AS)v
VALy + Ly
= (al — XbS)v
where a = 0;x; — b,b = \/)\:ﬂ Therefore
A —2*Spx = A1 — Ab?La) — a®|v|* + 2abAL, (6.23)

To build a deviation inequality for A — 2*S,,z, we will prove 1 — \b>Ly ~ 0,
a ~ 0, then take a union bound in (6.23). This is accomplished by proving
Ly =~ g()\), Ly = ¢'()\), where g(z) is the Stieltjes transform of the Marcenko-
Pastur distribution, see [21]. More precisely, as n — oo and holding the ratio p/n
constant, the spectral distribution of G*G converges to a deterministic limiting
distribution with Stieltjes transform

c—1-z+/(z—1-0¢)?—4c
2z

Thus we can apply the same argument used in proving part (ii) of theorem 3.1
to get

9(z) =

1 -~ (7 —1)°

JE— ~ / —
(S Vo)

(6.24)

The only modification is that we need proposition 8.11, which is a rate of con-
vergence result for sample covariance type matrices, instead of proposition 8.10.

The above is the proof of part (ii) of theorem 3.2. The proof of part (ii)
of theorem 3.3 is similar. In this case, we will build approximate eigenvectors
on B = Main(G*G) > Mo}, Moy siner < Xo < (1 — /)2, and use (3.10)
and (3.11) to get a bound for P(B¢) similar to (6.21). The construction of
approximate eigenvectors is done by changing ¢ to r + s — ¢ + 1 in the above
argument.
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7. Summary

In this work we considered the extreme eigenvalues of matrices from the de-
formed GOE and the spiked population model. We proved tight deviation bounds
for these eigenvalues. An interesting direction to go next is to study these prob-
lems when the Gaussian distribution is replaced by a stable distribution. This
will complete our picture about the eigenvalues of deformed random matrices.

8. Appendix

This appendix collects some auxiliary propositions.

Lemma 8.1. Let Ac RIX", 0 <e< 3, 2 is an e-net for (S"71,|-|), then

sym ’
4] < — Je* Aul
— 1ma. u u
- 1—2e¢ ueﬁi”(

The same inequality holds if % is an e-net for (ST7',|-|) where ST7' = {z €
sn—l . x> 0}

Proof. Let € S"~! be such that ||A| = 2* Az. We can arrange z € ST~ " (by

changing x to —z if 7 < 0) when 2 is an e-net for S’i_l. Choose y € 2 which
approximates x as | — y| < e. By the triangle inequality, we have

|27 Az — y" Ay| = [27 Az — y) + (2 — y) " Ay| < 2¢[|A]|

It follows that [y Ay| > |2 Az| — 2¢| A = Al - 2¢|| A, [|A]] < =5 ]y" Ayl <

- max,e o [ut Aul. O

Lemma 8.2. Let A€ RP*", 0<e<1, 2 is an e-net for (SP~1,|-|), then

1

max
1 —€zea yesn—1

[A]l <

" Ay

The same inequality holds if 2 is an e-net for (4", |- |) where S?" = {z €
sp—1. T > 0}

Proof. Pick zg € SP71,yo € S"~! so that | A|| = 2§ Ays. We can arrange z¢ €
S?~"in the S " case. Find Z € 2" with |Z — x| < ¢, then

17" Ayo — 25 Ayo| < |A]l - [Z — 2ol - [yo| < €l Al
Thus

" Ayo = oAy — e[| Al = [[All — €] A

~ % *
T Ayg < max ¥ A
1—¢ Yo = 1 —€ze2 yesn—1 4

1Al <
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Lemma 8.3. Let A € RP*™ p < n, $min(A) is the smallest singular value of A.
Let 2 be an e-net of (SP~L,|- 1), then

min max z*Ay < smin(A4) + €|| Al
e yeSn—1

The same inequality holds if 2 is an e-net of (S% ", |- |) where S%" = {x €
Sp=1. 2, >0},

Proof. Let smin(A) = x5Aye = |A*xol, 20 € SP~1,y9 € S"71, we can arrange
xg € S?fl when 2" is an e-net for Sf_fl. Find Z € 2 so that [T — x¢| < €, then

min max z*Ay < max Z"Ay = |A"Z|
F=A yesnfl yesnfl

< |A*wo| 4+ |A*(& — w0)| < Smin(A) + €| Al

Lemma 8.4. Let By = {z e R™ : Y"1"  a? < 1}, for z,y € BY", define

pun() = 2 — 92 + (VI [o2 — /T~ o2
Then
(i): pm is a metric on BJ".
ii): For 0 < € < %, there exists an e-net for ([0,1], p1) with size < 2.
( ) 3 P €

(iii): For 0 < € < %, when m > 2, there exists an e-net for (BS", py) with

; 4m?> 2m m—
size < 22— (1+ m) 1
Proof. (i): To check the triangle inequality, we use \/(a + b)(c + d) > \/ac++/bd
to lower bound the cross term in the expansion of (o, (z,vy) + pm(y, 2))?
(P (2, 9) + Py, 2))? 2 & = > + (V1 = |22 = V1= [y[?)?
+ly =2+ (V1= [y = V1 - [z2)?
+2(je =yl ly =2l + V1= [z = V1= [yP] - [v1 = [yI? = V1= [2[?])
>(@—y+y =2+ (V1I-[a? = V1= [y + 1 [yl2 = V1 - [z2)?
= pm(I,Z)2

(ii): Let 1 >m > n} > n2 >nh > --- >0 be such that

pi(z,m) <€, x€[m,l]
Pl(%m) < €, HS [ngunl]ab%
pr(z,miv1) <€, x € [nig1,n), Vi

. . 2
Then {71,72,---} is an e-net. We can pick 1 =1 — 5. For 0 <u <wv < 1, by

applying the mean value theorem on v/1 — u2 — /1 — 22, we have

v?2 v—u

Pl(uav)ﬁ\/(U—U)2+1_vz(u—v)2=ﬁ
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Writing 1; = 1 — x;¢%, 1) = 1 — z}¢? and using the above inequality, we have

nz (‘T; B .’L'i)E
P1 77 777 = =
v \/1—771 V(T
n; — ﬁz+1 _ (w1 —3))e

) S G T e
Hence the condition on n;,7; is satisfied if the following hold
z; <ap+ i (L+m)

Tiv1 < @+ /@ (1 + )

Therefore, we can construct n;,7n; inductively by letting z; = %,x; = x; +
Ly Lij41 = Ty + 2\/171'.
By induction on i, it is easy to show that x; > %'2 . Let k be the

smallest positive integer such that (%k2 1k) 2> 1, then 77k 1> 0> n. Thus
{m, - ,mk-1,0} is an enet for ([0,1], p1), and

The last step uses the condition 0 < e < %

(iii): The construction of e-net in higher dimension is based on two obser-
vations: (a): The restriction of p,, on a fixed radius is p1, i.e. pp(sx,tz) =
pi(s,t),z € S™1 st €[0,1]; (b): The restriction of p,, on the sphere S™~1(r) =
{z € By : |z| = r} is the Euclidean metric, i.e. py(z,y) = |z — y|,z,y €
Sm=1(y).

Let’s recall a basic fact about e-net of the sphere: For 0 < € < 2, there exists
an e-net for (S™71, |- |) with cardinality < 2m(1 + 2)™~!. Proof: Consider a
maximal e-separated subset A of S™~!, then A is automatically an e-net. The 5-
balls centered at these points are disjoint and contained in (1+5)B5"\(1—-5)B3",
by volume counting we get

€ € € €
(=)< —\)m _\ym < Sym—1
A ()" S A4 )" = (L= )™ <m(1+5)" e
Hence |A| < 2m(1+ 2)m~1,
Let {z',---,2™} be an ac- net for (S™ 1, pp), M < 2m(1+ 2)™=1.0 <
a < 1. Since 0 < (1 — a)e < z by (i), we can find an e-net {n,--- ,nn} for
([0,1], p1) with N < = _Then

«/VZ{ijtlﬁz'SN,lgng}

is an e-net for (BY, pp), and [A4] < NM < (1412)5(1 + 2)m=1. Choosing

a=1-— ﬁ gives the desired bound.
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To see .4 is an e-net, pick z € BY*, we can find n; with py(|z],7;) < (1 —a)e,
and 27 with ||m7| — 29| < ae (If x = 0,replace re7 by any u € S™=1). Then

|z

X
pm(a?,mm) = p1(|zf,m) < (1 —a)e

xr . x€X .
Pm(ni—aniiﬂj) = 77i|_ - $]| < ae
|| ||
By triangle inequality, we have p,,(z,7;77) < (1 — a)e + ae = e. O

Lemma 8.5. Assume 1 <m < mn, foru € BY*, define
Ew)={reS" (21, ,Tm) = u}

Let A be an e-net for (BY', pm) where py, is defined in lemma 8.4, then 2 =
Uue s &(u) is an e-net for (S*71,|-|). When m = 1, if A is an e-net for
([0,1], p1), then Uye s & (u) is an e-net for (ST ]+ ).

Proof. For x € S"~1, write z = (2/,2"), where 2’ is the first m coordinates.

Since A is an e-net for (BY*, p,), we can find v € A with p,,(2',u) < e. Then
y = (u, 7wx") €é(u)C Z (If 2 =0,let y = (u,0)) is such that

1— ||

1_ 2
oyl =yl =2 + o — YT e oy <
e

The proof for the m = 1, (S77',| - |) case is similar. O
Proposition 8.6. [6] Let Xi,---, X, be i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables. f :
R™ — R 4s Lipschitz. Then

— 42

P(f(X) = BE[f(X)] +1) < e, ¢>0

Proposition 8.7. Let Xy, -+, X, bei.i.d. N(0,1) random variables, ai,- -+ ,an >
0, then fort >0

NIE

1 2
P(Y (X2 1) 2 falt + Hlalat?) < =

1

.
Il

t2
ai(X?—1)< —|a|t) <e T

M=

P(

.
Il

The proof is based on Chernoff’s exponential method, see [18] page 1325.

Proposition 8.8. [19] (McDiarmid’s Inequality) Let X; be an S;-valued random
variable, 1 < i < n, and assume X1, -, X, to be independent. Let f : S; x

- X S, = R be Borel measurable. Suppose that there exist positive constants
c1, - ,Cp Such that

|f((E) - f(xlu' t ,:’Ei_l,l';;,flii.l,.l," . wrn)l S C; VJI,JI;
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Then fort >0

—2¢2

P(f(X)> Blf(X)]+1) < et
Proposition 8.9. (Cauchy’s Interlacing Law) Let A € R?X" " deleting the ig-th

sym ’
row and ig-th colume of A, we get a matriz A;,. Then the eigenvalues of A and
A, satisfy

M(A) > Ai(Aig) > A2(A) > Xa(Aiy) = -+ > A—1(Aiy) = A (A)

Proposition 8.10. [17] Let G € GOE(n, %), Fu(z) = 2|{j : A;(G) < z}|. Let
F(z) be the distribution function of the semicircle law with density 5—=V/40? — 2213 <2,dx.
Then there exists a constant C such that

sup |EF,(z) — F(z)] <
z€R

s1Q

Proposition 8.11. [14] Let G € RP*™ with entries being i.i.d. N'(0,1), S, =
LGG", Fu(z) = %|{j 2 Aj(Sn) < x}|. Let F(x) be the distribution function of
the law with density

2mcx

ooty = [T (1 o <o < (14 VR,
0 otherwise.

with ¢ = p/n. Then there exists a constant C' such that

1 1
sup |EF,(z) — F(z)| < C(= + -)
z€R n p
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