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We consider Hermitian random matrices of the form H = W + AV, where W is a Wigner matrix and V'
a diagonal random matrix independent of W. We assume subexponential decay for the matrix entries of W
and we choose A ~ 1 so that the eigenvalues of W and AV are of the same order in the bulk of the spectrum.
In this paper, we prove for a large class of diagonal matrices V' that the local deformed semicircle law holds
for H, which is an analogous result to the local semicircle law for Wigner matrices. We also prove complete
delocalization of eigenvectors and other results about the positions of eigenvalues.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider large matrices whose entries are random variables. Famous examples of such matrices are Wigner
matrices: a Wigner matrix is an N x N real or complex matrix W = (w;;) whose entries are independent random
variables with mean zero and variance 1/N, subject to the symmetry constraint w;; = w;;. The eigenvalues of
Wigner matrices are highly correlated; the empirical density of eigenvalues converges to the Wigner semicircle
law [40] in the large N limit. Under some additional moment assumptions on the entries this convergence also
holds on very small scales: denoting by Gy (z) = (W — 2)~1, 2 € CT, the resolvent or Green function of W,
the convergence of the empirical eigenvalue distribution on scale 1 at an energy E € R is equivalent to the
convergence of the averaged Green function my (z) = N='TrGw(z), z = E + in. The convergence of myy (2)
at the optimal scale N~!, up to logarithmic corrections, the so-called local semicircle law, was established for
Wigner matrices in a series of papers [16, 17, 18], where it was also shown that the eigenvectors of Wigner matrices
are completely delocalized. The proof is based on a self-consistent equation for my,(z) and the continuity of the
Green function G(z) in the spectral parameter z. In [22, 23] convergence of Green function entries was established
on optimal scales. Precise estimates on the averaged Green function myy (z) and on the eigenvalue locations are
essential ingredients for proving bulk universality [19, 20] and edge universality [24] for Wigner matrices.
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Diagonal matrices with i.i.d. random entries are another example of random square matrices. Their eigenvalues
are independent, hence uncorrelated, and their eigenvectors are localized. Physically, the diagonal matrix may
represent an on-site random potential on a lattice system. Compared to the mean-field nature of Wigner matrices,
which are in the weak disorder or the delocalization regime, the diagonal randomness also provides a good example
of the strong disorder or localization regime.

In this paper we consider the interpolation of the two, i.e., the N x N random matrix

H=X+W, XeR, (1.1)

where V is a real diagonal random matrix, or a ‘random potential’, and W is a real symmetric or complex
Hermitian Wigner matrix independent of V. The matrix V' is properly normalized so that the typical eigenvalues
of V and W are of the same order. (See Definition 2.1 for a precise statement.) The parameter A determines the
relative strength of each part in this model.

For A ~ 1 the eigenvalue density is not solely determined by V or W in the limit N — oo, but can be
described by a functional equation for the Stieltjes transforms of the limiting eigenvalue distributions of V
and W; see [33, 34]. In general, this limiting eigenvalue distribution, referred to as the deformed semicircle law,
is different from the semicircle distribution. The equal strength of V and W makes it non-trivial to find the
spectral properties of H. We remark that there are some results related to this model [8, 29, 4].

When W belongs to the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE), H is called the deformed GUE, and it can
describe Dyson Brownian motion [10] on the real line; see, e.g., [27]. There has been much important work on
various scales of \: Related to symmetry-breaking, transition statistics for eigenvalues in the bulk, especially the
nearest neighbor spacing, were studied in [32, 25] for A ~ N 1/2 In this situation, the diagonal part AV controls
the average density, while the GUE part induces fluctuation of eigenvalues. For A < 1, it was shown in [35] that
universality of eigenvalue correlation functions holds in the bulk of the spectrum. Concerning the edge behaviour,
it was shown in [28] that the transition from the Tracy-Widom to the standard Gaussian distribution occurs on
the scale A ~ N=1/6. For A « N~/6 the Tracy-Widom distribution for the edge eigenvalues was established
in [36].

In this paper, we prove, for A < 1 and a large class of random potentials, convergence of the empirical density
of eigenvalues down to the optimal scale 1/N, i.e., we show a local deformed semicircle law for the averaged
Green function my(z) = N"'Tr(H — 2)~! |, 2z = E +1in, for all n > N~!. Unlike in the Wigner case, the
diagonal disorder of V prevents the diagonal Green function entries from concentrating around my (z) for A # 0.
Following [24] we derive a self-consistent equation for my(z), whose analysis requires a stability estimate that
forces interesting conditions on V' and A. As an intermediate result, we obtain a weak local deformed semicircle
law for my(z) and complete delocalization of the eigenvectors of H up to the edge. In [23] a ‘fluctuation average
lemma’ was proven that yielded optimal rigidity estimates on the location of the eigenvalues of H in the bulk [23]
and up to the edge [24]. Combining the weak deformed semicircle law with the ‘fluctuation average lemma’ [23] we
obtain convergence of m(z) on the optimal scale. However, the self-averaging mechanism of the Wigner matrix
W in the bulk is only observed after the leading fluctuations stemming from V are subtracted. For example, for
A ~ 1, the rigidity of eigenvalue location is weaker than in the Wigner case, but we show that the eigenvalue
spacing is rigid in the bulk on intermediate scales.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the precise definition and assumptions of the
model, state the main results and give a short outline of the proofs. Our assumptions on AV mainly depend on the
behaviour of the deformed semicircle law as described in Lemmas 2.4 and 2.7 (see also Lemma 3.2 in Section 3).
For similar results on the deformed semicircle law; see [5, 36]. In Section 3, we prove a weak local (deformed)
semicircle law and complete delocalization of eigenvectors. The proof of the local deformed semicircle law follows
closely the proof of the weak local semicircle law for sparse random matrices given in [12]. In Section 4, we give
a proof of the average fluctuation lemma (Lemma 4.1). The proof is inspired by [14], where fluctuation averages
are considered for generalized Wigner and random band matrices. The combination of the fluctuation average
lemma with the weak local (deformed) semicircle law, yields a proof of the strong local deformed semicircle law
as in [24, 12]. In Section 5, we identify the leading corrections due to the random diagonal part to the strong
local semicircle law on scale N~'/2  in the bulk of the spectrum. In Section 6, we establish, following the Helffer-
Sjostrand argument given in [15], estimates on the density of states and the rigidity of eigenvalues. Using the
results obtained in Section 5, we obtain estimates on the rigidity of the eigenvalue spacing on intermediate scales
in the bulk of the spectrum. Technical details about the square root behaviour and the stability bounds for the
deformed semicircle law are given in the Appendix.
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2. DEFINITION AND RESULTS

In this section, we define our model and state our main results.

2.1. Free convolution. As first shown in [33] the limiting spectral distribution of the interpolating model (1.1)
is given by the (additive) free convolution measure of the limiting distribution of the entries of \V and ps.,
the semicircular measure. In a more general setting, the free convolution measure, puy B ps, of two probability
measures 1 and ps, is defined as the distribution of the sum of two freely independent non-commutative random
variables, having distributions p1, ps respectively; we refer to [39, 30, 26, 1]. The (additive) free convolution may
also be described in terms of the Stieltjes transform: Let p be a probability measure on R, then we define the
Stieltjes transform of u by

my(z) = / dp(z) : zeCh. (2.1)

RL—Z

Note that m,(z) is an analytic function in the upper half plane, satisfying limy,_,o iym,(iy) = 1. As shown
in 38, 6], the free convolution has the following property: Denote by my,, m,,, M, @,,, the Stieltjes transforms
of p1, p2, w1 B pa, respectively. Then there exist two analytic functions w1, ws, from CT to C¥, satisfying
limy 0 wi(iy)/iy = 1, (i = 1, 2), such that

My By (2) = My (W1(2)) = My, (w2(2))

1
My By (Z) 7

for z € C*. The functions w; are referred to as subordination functions. Note that (2.2) also shows that
w1 B 2 = po B puy. It was pointed out in [9, 3] that the system (2.2) may be used as an alternative definition of
the free convolution. In particular, given pi1, 2, the system (2.2) has a unique solution (m,,m,, w1, ws2)-

The system (2.2) has been used in [34] to exploit the limiting eigenvalue distributions for random matrices of
the form A+ UBU*, with A, B deterministic or random N x N matrices and U an N x N random Haar unitary
matrix. Free probability theory turned out to be a natural setting for studying global laws for such ensembles;
see, e.g., [39, 1]. For more recent treatments, including local laws, we refer to [29, 8, 4].

In case we choose the measure py as the standard semicircular law dug.(E) = 5=+/(4 — E?).dE, a simple
computation reveals that the Stieltjes transform, m, = ms., satisfies

w1(2) +wa(z) =2 — (2.2)

1
Mse(2) = ————, zeCt.
z 4+ mge(2)
Using this information, we can reduce the system (2.2), to the self-consistent equation
d
mye(z) = /ﬁ, z€Ct, (2.3)
T —z—mye(z)

Immy.(z) > 0, for z € C*, with lim,_, iy my.(iy) = 1, where we have abbreviated u = p1. Equation (2.3) is
often called the Pastur relation. A slightly modified version of the functional Equation (2.3) is the starting point
of the analysis in [33] and also of the present paper; see (2.9).

The (unique) solution of (2.3) has first been studied in details in [5]. In particular, it has been shown that
limsup,\ o Im mys.(E +1in) < oo, E € R, and hence the free convolution measure pr. = p B ps. is absolutely
continuous (for simplicity we denote the density also with pr.) and we conclude from the Stieltjes inversion
formula that

1
JF) = lim ~ 1T J(E+in), EE€R.
pre(E) Jimy — mmy.(E +in)

Moreover, it was shown in [5] that the density ps. is analytic in the interior of the support of ps.. We refer to,
e.g., [2] for further results on the regularity of the free convolution measure.



2.2. Assumptions. In this section, we define the model (1.1) in details and list our main assumptions.

2.2.1. Definition of the model.

Definition 2.1. Let W be an N x N random matriz, whose entries, (w;;), are independent, up to the symmetry
constraint w;; = Wj;, centered, complex random variables with variance N~' and subezponential decay, i.e.,

P (\/N|wu| > .T) < Co e_ml/e 5 (24)
for some positive constants Cy and 0 > 1. In particular,
Op Op
and,
2 1 2 1 2 . .
Ewy; = N E|U}Z]| = N Ewij =0, (i # 7). (2.6)

Remark 2.2. We remark that all our methods also apply to symmetric Wigner matrices, i.e., when (w;;) are
centered, real random variables with variance N~! and subexponential decay. In this case, (2.6) gets replaced by

Ew? = Ew?, =

it N ) i N ) ('L 7é J) . (2'7)

Let V = (v;) be an N x N diagonal random matrix, whose entries (v;) are real, centered, i.i.d. random
variables, independent of W = (w;;), with law p. More assumptions on g will be stated below. For A € R, we
consider the random matrix

In the next sections, we will choose i, such that supp u = [—1, 1], but we observe that varying A is equivalent to
changing the support of p.
We define the resolvent, or Green function, G(z), and the averaged Green function, m(z), of H by

m(z) ::iTrG(z), zeCt.

G(=) = (Giy()) = 5 <

“WEwoz

Frequently, we abbreviate G = G(z), m = m(z), etc..

2.2.2. Free convolution.Following the discussion in Subsection 2.1, we define m}c as the solution to

SR B /L C) ———
fe(2) /szm?c(z), eCt, (2.9)

with Im m?c(z) >0, z € CT. We denote by M?c the corresponding probability measure. For simplicity, we discard
the superscript A from our notation. Let us list some easy examples:

i. Choosing i = 41, one directly sees that jif. is a semicircle law of radius 2 centered at .

ii. For the choice i = 1(6_1 + 61), (2.9) reduces to a cubic equation and the support of the measure fif. can
be inferred from a simple analysis of the discriminant of that equation. As it turns out, the support of u
consists of a single interval for A < 1 and of two intervals for A > 1. For simplicity, we will exclude the
possibility of ¢, having support on several disjoint intervals in the following. However, some of our results
can be generalized to this setting.

i3t. If p is the standard Gaussian measure, no closed expression for jif. exists, but the moments of py. can
be computed recursively; see [7]. Moreover, the density of pf. is a smooth function with Gaussian tails.
Although the Gaussian case is important, we will not deal with measures of unbounded support, but
comment on the Gaussian case in Remarks 2.11 and 2.16.



2.2.3. Assumptions on \V and pr. We state our assumptions on x4 the distributions of the entries (v;) of V. From
now on, we choose p with p = supp[—1, 1]. Depending on the size of the ‘perturbation’ parameter A\, we have to
distinguish two cases: For |A| < 1, we will assume the following:

Assumption 2.3. [Small A] The entries of the diagonal matrix V' = (v;) are centered, real, i.i.d. random variables,
independent of W = (w;;). For |A\| <1, we assume that the distribution of (v;) has a continuous density u(v),
such that u(v) >0, v € (=1,1), and pu(v) =0, v &€ [-1,1].

This assumption ensures that the deformed semicircle law (s is supported on a single interval [Ly, Lo, with
a square root behaviour at the edges. More precisely, we have the following result:

Lemma 2.4. Let A <1 and assume that pu satisfies Assumption 2.3. Then there are —oo < L1 < 0 < Lg < 00,
such that supp pge = [L1, Lo]. Moreover, denoting by kg the distance to the endpoints of the support of pis., i.e.,

kg = min{|E — L1|,|E — La|}, E€R, (2.10)
there exists C > 1 such that
C'eE < ppe(B) < Cy\kg,  E¢€l[l,Ly. (2.11)

In a slightly different setting this lemma has been proven in [36]; see also [5, 31]. In the Appendix we explain
how to adopt the proof in [36] to our setting.

Remark 2.5. Above, we have chosen \ to be independent of N. However, we may choose A = CN 9, for some
constants C' and > 0. In this setting all our results hold true as well, in particular, in all the bounds one may
simply replace A by CN 9.

Remark 2.6. Determining the endpoints L; and Ly of the support of pf. explicitly is, in general, not pos-
sible, since it involves solving an implicit equation. However, for A sufficiently small, one can show that
L1 = =21+ X2 4+ O(X\3) and Ly = 2v1+ A2 + O(A\3). Also the measure us. is O(\)-close to the semicir-
cular measure of radius 2v/1 + A2 in an appropriate distance, but we refrain from going into the details of this
‘perturbative approach’.

For |A| > 1, we have to strengthen the above assumptions, since the square root behaviour at the endpoint of
the support of p¢. may fail, for A large enough. We call a probability measure i a Jacobi measure if it is given
by a density of the form

w(v) = Z_l(l +0)*(1 - v)bd(v)]l[_Ll] (v), (2.12)

where d € C*([-1,1]), with d(v) > 0, v € [-1,1], =1 < a,b < 00, and Z a normalization constant.
We have the following result.

Lemma 2.7. Let pu be a centered Jacobi measure; see (2.12). Then, for any A € R, there are —oco < L1 < 0 <
Ly < 00, such that supp pge = [L1, La]. Moreover,

(1) for =1 <a,b <1, for any A € R, ps. has the square root behaviour (2.11);
(2) for 1 < a,b < oo, there exists A1 = A1 (u) > 1 and Ao = Ao(p) > 1 such that,

(2a) for || < A1, |A] < A2, pge has the square root behaviour at both endpoints;

(2b) for |A| < A1, |A] > A2, pye has the square root behaviour at the lower endpoint of the support (i.e., for
E € [L1,0]), but there is C > 1, such that

C~ Ly — E)® < pyse(E) < C(Ly — E)®, Ec0,Ls]. (2.13)
Analogue statements hold for |A| > A1, || < A2, etc..

The proof of the lemma is given in the Appendix.
For our methods to work, we have to exclude situation (2b) of Lemma 2.7. For |A| > 1, we will thus assume:

Assumption 2.8. [Large A] The entries of the diagonal matrix V' = (v;) are centered, real, i.i.d. random variables,
independent of W = (w;;). For |A| > 1, we assume that the distribution of the (v;) is given by a centered Jacobi
measure, and A and a, b are chosen as in (1) or (2a) of Lemma 2.7.



2.2.4. Notations and Conventions. To state our main results, we need some more notations and conventions. For
high probability estimates we use two parameters £ = &x and ¢ = pn: We assume that

ap < & < Aploglog N, ¢ = (log N)¢, (2.14)

for some fixed constants ag > 2, Ag > 10, C' > 1. These constants are chosen such that large deviation estimates
in Lemma 3.5 hold. They only depend on 6 and Cj in (2.4) and will be kept fixed in the following.

Definition 2.9. For v > 0, we say an event Q has (&, v)-high probability, if

P(QC) < efv(logN)g’
for N sufficiently large.
Similarly, for a given event Qg we say an event Q holds with (§,v)-high probability on Qo, if

P(QO N Qc) < e—u(logN)5 ,

for N sufficiently large.

For brevity, we occasionally say an event holds with high probability, when we mean (£, v)-high probability.
We do not keep track of the explicit value of v in the following, allowing v to decrease from line to line such that
v > 0. From our proof it becomes apparent that such reductions occur only finitely many times.

We use the symbols O(-) and o( - ) for the standard big-O and little-o notation. The notations O, o, <, >,
usually refer to the limit N — oco. Here a < b means a = o(b). We use ¢ and C' to denote positive constants
that do not depend on N. Their value may change from line to line. Finally, we write a ~ b, if there is C' > 1
such that C~1|b| < |a| < C|b|, and, occasionally, we write for N-dependent quantities ay < by, if there exist
constants C, ¢ > 0 such that |ay| < C(on)|by|.

2.3. Results. In this subsection we state our main results. The presentation of our results follows the one in [12].
Since we choose the measure p to be centered, we may assume that A > 0, without loss of generality in the
following. Fix some A\g > 0, then we assume that the perturbation parameter A is in the domain

D)\o = {)\ € RJr A S )\0} . (215)

Here \g is an arbitrary constant, but recall that in case A\g > 1, Assumption 2.8 may not be satisfied for a,b > 1.
We define the spectral parameter z = E +in, with £ € R and n > 0. Let Fy > 3 + Ay and define the domain

Dp:={z=E+ineC: |E| < Ey,(pn)" < Nnp <3N}, (2.16)

with L = L(N), such that L > 12£. Here, we chose Ej bigger than 3 4+ ), since we know that the spectrum
of W lies in the set {E € R : |E| < 3} with high probability. Thus spectral perturbation theory implies that the
spectrum of H is contained in {E € R : |E| < 3+ A}, with high probability.

Recall the definition of kg, the distance to the endpoints of the support of pfe, in (2.10). In the following,
we often abbreviate Kk = Kkg.

2.3.1. Local Laws.

Theorem 2.10. [Strong local law] Let H = AV + W, where W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and \V
satisfies Assumption 2.8 or Assumption 2.8. Let

_ AO + 0(1)

¢ 2

loglog N . (2.17)
Then there are constants v > 0 and c1, depending on the constants 6 and Cy in (2.4), Ao in (2.15), Ey in (2.16),
Ap in (2.17), and the measure p, such that for L > 40€, the events

N {1 =] < o) (i {fv—// =g (218)

z€Dy,
AE’DXO



and

N {T%MGU(Z” < (pn)¢ < % + A%)} (2.19)

z€Dy,
AEDy,

both have (&,v)-high probability.

Remark 2.11. If we choose the entries of V = (v;) to be independent standard Gaussian random variables, we
have the following result: Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.10 (except Assumption 2.3 or 2.8) and
with similar constants, the events

N e - meetoll < o (o 5} (220)

z€Dy,
AE’DXO

and

() qmax|Gy(2)] < (pn) mmpe(z) | 1 (2.21)
i#j Nn Nn

z€Dyp,

AE’DXO
both have (£, v)-high probability. Note, however, that the result only applies to the compact domain Dy, of the
spectral parameter z (i.e., for some fixed Ey), but the limiting spectrum of H = AV + W has unbounded support.
The proof of the estimates (2.20) and (2.21) is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.10 and we refrain from stating
it explicitly.

For A = 0, we have my. = ms., where my. is the Stieltjes transform of the standard semicircle law. In this
case stronger estimates have been obtained; see, e.g., [11]. Roughly speaking, in this situation we have the high
probability bounds

1 I . 1
S ad lGsE gl el Lm0, e

[m(2) —msc(2) ~ N7 Ny’

(up to logarithmic corrections), within the range of admitted parameters.

This suggests that the bound on G;;(2), (¢ # 7), in (2.19) is optimal. However, for A # 0, G;;(2) strongly de-
pends on v;, ¢ € {1,...,N}, and the diagonal resolvent entries do not concentrate round their mean m(z).
This becomes apparent from Schur’s complement formula (see, e.g., (3.17)) and one easily establishes that
|Gii(2) —m(z)] < CA+ o(1), with high probability.

Comparing the estimate on m — my. in (2.18) with the corresponding estimate in (2.22), one may sus-
pect that the leading correction terms in (2.18) stem from fluctuations of the random variables (v;). The next
theorem asserts that this is indeed true, at least in the bulk of the spectrum: There are random variables,
Co = ¢}'(2), which depend on the random variables (v;), but are independent of the random variables (w;;),
such that [m(z) —ms.(2) — (o(2)| < (Nn)~! with high probability in the bulk of the spectrum; see (2.23). Con-
cerning the spectral edge, we remark that the estimate in (2.18) is optimal for A < N —1/6 but it is not known
whether A\}/2N~1/4 is the optimal rate for A\ > N~1/6.

To state our next result, we define the domain

BL :DLQ{Z:E-FIT]G(C . \/HE+772 ((pN)LgN_l/ZL}.
We have the following result:

Theorem 2.12. Let H = AV + W, where W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and AV satisfies
Assumption 2.3 or 2.8. Then, for any z € Dy, A € Dy,, there exist random variables (o(2) = (¥ (2), depending
only on (v;) such that, with the same constants as in Theorem 2.10, the event

n {|m<z> S mge(z) — Gol2)] < (w)leNin} (2.23)
XEDx,



has (&, v)-high probability. The random variables (o(z) have the following property: The event

n {j6(e) < owysmin { 22 21 (2.24)

AE’DXO
has (&, v)-high probability.

Remark 2.13. The estimates in (2.23) and (2.24) need some explanation: Choosing F in the bulk of the
spectrum, i.e., kg > », for some s > 0, we have

1 A 1
m(z) —myse(2) — (o(2)] < e —— m(z) —mye(2)] < af [ 4 — |, 2.25
Im(2) —mye(2) = o(2)] < (¢n) Nu Im(2) —mye(2)| < (en) BT (2.25)
with high probability and the estimate seems to be optimal. In particular, on microscopic scales, n < N~/2 the
local fluctuations stem from the Wigner matrix W, whereas on intermediate scales, n ~ N~/2, the fluctuations
due to the Wigner matrix are of the same size as the fluctuations due to the diagonal matrix V. Finally, on
macroscopic scales, n ~ 1, the fluctuations are dominated by the matrix V.

Remark 2.14. The random variable (o = (y(z) is defined as the solution to a quadratic equation; see (5.2)
below. In the bulk of the spectrum, we can approximate (o by

TN (1 dp(v) - 1 a 1 B dp(v) B
Co(2) = (1 / (/\vszc(z))z) (Ni_zlx\viszc(z) //\vszc(z)> ’ €Dr, (2:26)

that only depends on (v;). Note that EO (z) embodies, up to a deterministic (z-dependent) prefactor, the expected
fluctuation corresponding to the AN ~'/2 term in (2.18). For kg > s, for some fixed » > 0, we will argue in
Subsection 6.2.1, that |Co(z) — (o(2)| < (N5)~! and we may thus replace ¢y in (2.25) by (o without changing the
bounds; c.f., Lemma 6.3.

2.3.2. Eigenvector delocalization. Next, let pu3 < ... < uy denote the eigenvalues of H = AV + W, and let
u1,...,uy denote the associated eigenvectors. We use the notation u, = (ua(i))Y; for the vector components.
All eigenvectors are ¢2-normalized. The next theorem asserts that, with high probability, all eigenvectors of
H = AV + W are completely delocalized:

Theorem 2.15. [Eigenvector delocalization] Assume that H = \V+W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1
and Assumption 2.3 or 2.8. Then there is a constant v > 0, depending on 6 and Cy in (2.4), Ay in (2.15), Ey
in (2.16), Ag in (2.17), and the measure p, such that, for any & satisfying (2.14), we have

max  max |uq(i)] < (on )
1<a<N1<i<N ' T /N

with (€, v)-high probability.

Remark 2.16. In case the entries of V' = (v;) are independent Gaussian random variables, the situation is more
subtle. For any finite Ep, there exists a constant cg,, independent of N, and a constant v, depending on Ao,
Ey, 6 and Cy, such that, for any & satisfying (2.14), the following holds: Let o € {1,..., N} be such that the
eigenvalue p, satisfies |uq| < Ep. Then we have

48
max _|ua(i)| < cg, (pn)

1<i<N VN

with (&, v)-high probability. However, cg, — oo and v — 0, as Ey — co.

(2.27)



2.3.3. Density of States. Next, we state our main results about the local density of states of H = AV + W. For
E, < E,, we define the counting functions

Eq

1
n(Ey, Ey) = N|{a D By < po < Eq}, nee(Er, Ea) i= / dz pye(z), (2.28)
Eq

where we denote by py. the density of the free convolution measure pif..

Theorem 2.17. [Local density of states] Let H = AV + W, where W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1
and NV satisfies Assumption 2.3 or 2.8. Let £ satisfy (2.17). Then there are constants v > 0 and ¢, depending
on 8 and Cy in (2.4), o in (2.15), Ey in (2.16), Ag in (2.17), and the measure u, such that, for L > 40&, the
following holds: For any E1, Es, satisfying —Ey < E1 < Fy < Ey, Es > E1 + ((pN)LN_l, and any A € Dy, the
estimate

1 NE,— By 1 ) | (2.29)

n(Er, B2) = npe(Er, B2)| < (on)% (— +

N \/H+(E27E1)\/—N

holds with (&, v)-high probability.
Moreover, let s > 0. Then, there exists a constant C,,, depending only on s, such that, for any Ei, Es,
satisfying Ly + x < By < Ey < Lo — 5, B3 > Ey + (pn)YN™1, and any \ € Dy,, the estimate

In(Ey, E2) — nge(Er, Bp)| < Co(on)™ <% + %) : (2.30)

holds with (&, v)-high probability.

We remark, however, that the estimate in (2.30) deteriorates at the edge: C,, — oo, as s — 0.

2.3.4. Rigidity of eigenvalue spacing. Recall that we denote by pu; < po < ... < up, the eigenvalues of
H =)V +W. The estimates on the density of states in Theorem 2.17 imply the following result on the ri-
gidity of eigenvalue spacing, which establishes the relation between |u; — ;| and |i — j.

Theorem 2.18. Assume that H = AV + W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and Assumption 2.8
or 2.8. Consider p; < pj, withi > eN and j < (1—¢€)N, for some constant € > 0. Assume that |i — j| > (on)C'E,
for some constant C' > C, where C' is the constant in (2.30). Then, there exist constants C1, Ca, depending only
on €, max{pre(x) : pi <z < p;} and min{prc(x) : pi <@ < p;}, such that the following holds: For & and v > 0,
as in Theorem 2.17, the estimate

i = Jl

i—
| |§|Mi_ﬂj|§C2Ta

N

Gy

holds with (&,v)-high probability, for all X € Dy,. If we assume further that i — j| < (on)“N2, for some
constant ¢ > 0, then there exists a constant K such that

i — Jl

Kel
Npge(pis) < (o) (2:31)

N )

\w—m—

with (§,v)-high probability, for all X € Dy, .

Remark 2.19. The estimate in (2.31) can be extended to |i — j| < (¢n) "¢ N3/* in the following sense: There
exists a constant K such that, for some u} € [u;, p15],

i —Jl
Nﬂfc(/%)

with (&, v)-high probability. The estimate (2.32) easily follows from the proof of Theorem 2.18.

< (pn)Fer (2.32)

|Mz'*uj|* N




2.3.5. Integrated density of states and rigidity of eigenvalues. Define the integrated density of states by
(B) = g Ha : o < B
n = —Ha : pe < .
N A

Similarly, we set
E
nselB) = [ ppela)da,
—00
where py. denotes the density of the free convolution measure jir.. Then we have the following result:

Theorem 2.20. Let H = A\V+ W, where W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and AV satisfies Assump-
tion 2.3 or 2.8. Let & satisfy (2.17). Then there are constants v > 0 and ¢, depending on the constants 8 and Cy
n (2.4), Ao in (2.15), Ey in (2.16), Ag in (2.17), and the measure p, such that the event

3/2 E
(] {ln(E) ~nselB] < (on) (% * ])\\73/4 + Ni\/e‘ + A\/\/N_)} )

E€[—Eo,Eo)
)\GDAO

has (&, v)-high probability.

Our last result concerns the rigidity of the eigenvalue location. We define the ‘classical’ location of the
eigenvalue . of H, v, by

Yo
/pfc(z)d:c:%, ae{l,...,N}, (2.33)

— 00
where p¢. is the density of the free convolution measure pi¢..
Theorem 2.21. Let H = A\V+ W, where W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and AV satisfies Assump-

tion 2.8 or 2.8. Let & satisfy (2.17). Then there are constants v > 0 and ¢, depending on the constants 6 and Cy
n (2.4), Ao in (2.15), Ey in (2.16), Ag in (2.17), and the measure u, such that

o = al < (on) € (N2 [@713 41 (@ < (o) (L4 ANV | 4 XN-V3G723 4 ANT12) L (2.34)

with (€, v)-high probability, for all A € Dy,, where we have abbreviated & := min{a, N — a}.

Remark 2.22. Let us compare this rigidity result with the corresponding rigidity result for Wigner matrices
(A = 0): In the bulk of the spectrum, where oo ~ N, we obtain from (2.34),

e (1+CA A
_ < ¢ (2T ~22, 2

with (£, v)-high probability. Thus, for A # 0, the leading corrections in the rigidity estimate arise from fluctuations
in the diagonal matrix V, and the eigenvalues do not satisfy as strong a rigidity estimate for their locations as
in the Wigner case; see, e.g., [19, 20, 16, 17]. However, the eigenvalues satisfy a strong rigidity estimate on
intermediate scales for their relative position or their spacing; see Theorem 2.18 above. For A = 0, the rigidity of
eigenvalue spacing is an immediate consequence of the rigidity of eigenvalue location.

(2.35)

Remark 2.23. For A = 0, the model is known to exhibit bulk universality, (see, e.g., [19, 20, 22, 23, 21]), and
it is easy to see that bulk universality holds true for the choice A = CN~?, with § > 1/2. In case W is a GUE
matrix, bulk universality has been proved to hold for A order one; see [35].

A corner stone in the proof of bulk universality for Wigner matrices in, e.g., [24], is the rigidity estimate

N
Z Elpe — Yal? < CN71720 (A=0), (2.36)
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for some a > 0, where (u,,) are the eigenvalues of W and (7,) are the classical locations of the eigenvalues (with
respect to the standard semicircle law). For A # 0, one can show that (2.34) implies

N

1 ez e

~ > " Eltia = Yal> < Clpn)*NN~' + CN 71720, (2.37)
a=1

for some constants C, ¢ and a > 0, where now (7,) denote the classical locations with respect to the deformed
semicircle law. For A = CN~°, with § > 0, it is thus conceivable that one can prove bulk universality following
the lines of, e.g., [24], using local ergodicity of Dyson Brownian motion and Green function comparison. Note
that for A < 1, the limiting eigenvalue distribution of H is the semicircle law. For A order one, the proof of [24]
seems not to be applicable without greater modifications.

Remark 2.24. When V is a deterministic instead of a random diagonal matrix, one can still prove the results in
this paper, provided that the limiting density of the eigenvalues of V satisfies the required assumptions. Moreover,
when V' is symmetric and W is GUE or GOE, it is possible to prove the same results after diagonalizing AV + W |
due to the invariance of GUE (GOE) under unitary (orthogonal) conjugation; some knowledge on the convergence
of empirical eigenvalue distribution is required, e.g., the analogue statement to (3.35) below. The extension to
the more general case where V' is non-diagonal and W is a general Wigner matrix requires a further investigation;
the usual Lindeberg replacement strategy using moment matching conditions (e.g., [37]) may not be sufficient,
because the statements in this paper are stronger than those one gets from the moment matching conditions in
the sense that the former hold with high probability while the latter hold after taking expectation.

2.4. Outline of proofs. In this subsection, we briefly outline the proofs of the main results.

In Section 3, we derive a weak local deformed semicircle law, Theorem 3.1. Following the lines of [12] we derive
a (weak) self-consistent equation for m — my.. The main differences with the Wigner case are: (1) The limiting
eigenvalue distribution follows the deformed semicircle law instead of the semicircle law. For Wigner matrices,
the stability of this self-consistent equation is obtained by elementary calculus using the exact form of mg.. For
the deformed model, the stability of the self-consistent Equation (3.33) follows from the (u- and A-dependent)
stability estimate (3.5). (2) When taking the normalized trace of the Green function, we average over the random
variables (v;); see (3.34). Eventually, we replace this average by its expected value. This replacement results
in an error term that is, according to the CLT, of order AN~/2 (up to logarithmic corrections); see (3.35).
These fluctuations should be compared with the other error terms. Among those error terms the dominating one,
the Z; defined in (3.15), is of order (Nn)~1/2. Since z € D, we can combine the error terms and our estimates
in Theorem 3.1 are the same as the corresponding estimates in [12]. However, due to the order one diagonal
entries (v;), Gy is not self-averaging. In Section 3, we also prove Theorem 2.15: Delocalization of eigenvectors
can be obtained as in [22] as a corollary of the local deformed semicircle law, Theorem 2.10.

In Section 4, we prove the fluctuation average bound |+ >, Z;| < (Nn)~!; see Lemma 4.1. The proof of this
lemma is inspired by [14], where more general fluctuation averages are considered for Wigner and random band
matrices. Our treatment is in so far different as fluctuations of (diagonal elements of) Green functions are not
self-averaging. Having established an optimal error bound on the average of (Z;), we have to keep track of the
(n-independent) AN~1/2 fluctuation from the CLT alluded to above ((N7)~! cannot be compared with AN ~1/2
on Dyr). As in [22], we obtain a (strong) self-consistent equation, Equation (4.35), whose stability analysis yields
a proof of the strong local deformed semicircle law.

In Section 5, we prove Theorem 2.12. In (5.2), we define a random variable (y, depending only on (v;), such
that |m(z) — mys.(z) — (o(2)| is minimized. This can be achieved by defining (, as the solution to the strong
self-consistent equation with all error terms but the ones depending only on (v;) discarded. Defining ¢y in this way
yields an optimal bound on |m(z) — mys. — (o(z)| away from the spectral edges, or more precisely, for energies £
satisfying kg > N~1/4,

In Section 6.1, we establish, using the Helffer-Sjostrand formula in the argument in [15], estimates on the
density of states and the rigidity of eigenvalues. Using the results obtained in Section 5 on (y, we obtain in
Section 6.2 estimates on the rigidity of the eigenvalue spacing on intermediate scales in the bulk of the spectrum.
More precisely, in the bulk of the spectrum we approximate (o(z) by (p(2); see Remark 2.14 above for a definition.
In Lemma 6.4, we show that the z-dependent random variables Z“O(E +in) is, for fixed 7, a slowly varying function
of F in the bulk of the spectrum. This in turn can be used to get more precise estimates on the density of states
in the bulk of the spectrum; see (2.30). In Section 6.3, we prove Theorem 2.18, based on results on the local
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density of states. Using once more the random variables EO, one can obtain stronger estimates on the eigenvalue
spacing in the bulk of the spectrum; see (2.32). Following [12], we prove in Section 6.4 Theorems 2.20 and 2.21.
In the Appendix, we discuss properties of the deformed semicircular law, pyf., in particular, we prove
Lemma 2.4 (A < 1), Lemma 2.7 (A > 1). In a slightly different setting Lemma 2.4 has been proven in [35],
but we recall parts the proof, since it is used in the proof of Lemma 2.7. The first part of 2.7, can be proved in a
similar way, but we have to impose some stronger assumptions on y; c.f., (A.6). The second part of Lemma 2.7
shows that the deformed semicircle law may not have a square root behaviour at the edge. Our proof is based
on elementary estimates, but we expect that the statement can be proven using methods of complex analysis.

3. WEAK DEFORMED SEMICIRCLE LAW

In this section, we prove a weaker form of the deformed semicircle law. This weak deformed semicircle law will
be used to prove the strong deformed law in Theorem 2.10. Moreover, complete delocalization of eigenvectors is
a direct consequence of the weak law stated in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.1. [Weak deformed semicircle law] Let H = AV + W satisfy the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and
Assumption 2.3 or 2.8. Then there are constants C, v > 0, depending on the constants 0 and Cy in (2.4), Ao
in (2.15), Eo in (2.16), Ao in (2.17), and the measure u, such that, for

ag <€ < Agloglog V| L >12¢,

the event

(on)*
ﬂ {I?%XlGU(Z)l <C \/N_U} ) (3'1)

z€Dp,
XeDy,

has (&, v)-high probability.
Denote by EY, the expectation with respect to the random variable v;, i € {1,...,N}. Then the event

N {@fg [E" Gii(2) = m(2)| < Clon)* (% + W)} : (3.2)

z€Dy,
)\GDAO

has (&, v)-high probability.
Moreover, we have the weak local deformed semicircle law: The event

13
N ) - metal <o fon L (33)

z€Dyp,
)\GDAO

has (&, v)-high probability.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorems 3.1 and 2.15. The proof follows closely the proof
for Wigner matrices, see, [12] and [24]. We will always assume that W satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1
and that AV satisfies Assumption 2.3 or 2.8.

3.1. Preliminaries.

3.1.1. Some properties of pig. and my.. The next lemma collects some useful properties of my¢. under Assump-
tions 2.3 or 2.8.

Lemma 3.2. There exist L1 < Lo such that the free convolution measure py. has support [L1,Ls). For all
z=FE+in € Dr, A € Dy, the Stieltjes transform, my., of psc has the following properties:

i. Let k := min{|FE — L1|,|F — Lsl|}, then

I VE+1, E € [L1,Ly] 3.4
mme(Z)N _-n EE [Ll LQ]C. ( . )
vk :
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i. There exist constants C,c > 0, depending on p, Eg and Ao, such that
c<|A—z—my(2)| <C. (3.5)
We refer to (3.5) as ‘stability bound’ and remark that a similar condition has already been used in [36]. The

proof of Lemma 3.2 is given in the Appendix.
3.1.2. Minors.

Definition 3.3. Let T C {1,...,N}. Then we define H™ as the (N — |T|) x (N —|T|) minor of H obtained by
removing all columns and rows of H indexed by i € T. Note that we do not change the names of the indices of
H when defining H™ . More specifically, we define an operation m;, i € {1,..., N}, on the probability space by

Then, for T C {1,..., N}, we set mr := [[,op 7 and define

i€T
HD = ((re(H)ij )i jgr -

The Green functions G, are defined in an obvious way using H™ . Moreover, we use the shorthand notation

(T) N
>3
T

and abbreviate (i) = ({i}) and, similarly, (Ti) = (T U {i}). Finally, we set

Here, we use the normalization N~ instead (N — |T|)~!, since it is more convenient for our computations.

3.1.3. Resolvent identities. The next lemma collects the main identities between resolvent matrix elements of H
and H®,

Lemma 3.4. Let H be an N x N matriz. Consider the Green function G(z) =G := (H —2z)', 2 € C*. Then,
fori, g, ke {l,...,N}, the following identities hold:

- Schur complement/Feshbach formula: For any i,

1
Gii = 5 (3.6)
u -z — Z(Z hsz’ﬂanhnz
- Fori#j,
(i5)
Gij = —GuG (h Z Bim G b ) . (3.7)
- Fori,j#k,
_g® , GuGh
Gij =Gy + G (3.8)
- Ward identity: For any 1,
Z |Gzn|2 —Im Gu ) (3 9)

where n = Im z.

For a proof we refer to, e.g., [12].
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3.1.4. Large deviation estimates. We collect here some useful large deviation estimates for random variables with
slowly decaying moments.

Lemma 3.5. Let (a;) and (b;) be centered and independent complex random variables with variance o and
having subexponential decay

2170 1/6

P(Ja;| > zo) < Cpe™ , P(|b;| > x0) < Cpe™

for some positive constant Cy and 0 > 1. Let A; € C and B;; € C. Then there exist constants ag > 1, Ag > 10
and C > 1, depending on 0 and Cy, such that for ag < & < Agloglog N, and ¢ = (log N)¢,

N 1/2
ZA ai| > (Z |A¢|2> < e~ (ogN)* (3.10)

< (o8 N)* (3.11)

N N
_ 2

E a;B;ja; — E 0°Bi;| >

i=1 i=1

N
(pN <Z |Bu|2

i#]

< e (g V) (3.13)

N
P> @Bib;| >

4,j=1

N
B[S am zwff”( w) 512

for N sufficiently large.

We refer to [22] for a proof.

3.1.5. Schur complement formula. The proof of Theorem 3.1 starts with Schur’s formula

1
G = 0 0 s z€Dyp, (314)
hii — 2 — Zk,l hikal h’li
where, for brevity, G;; = G;j(z). Define E; to be the partial expectation with respect to the i*"-column/row
of W and set
S () . () Lo o
Zii= (1 =Bi) Y hinGilhui = Y _(hirGi hii — 00 Gy
k.l k.l
(1) 1 _ (4) _
= Z(|’wlk|2 - N)Gl(;]z + ZwikGl(ch)wli 5 (315)
k k£l
here we used h;r, = w;i + Ad;,v;. For a family of random variables (F7, ..., Fiy) we introduce the notation
X
F):= Nle (3.16)
Recalling the definition m® = L Tr G = (Z G,(;k, we obtain from Equations (3.14) and (3.15)
1
)\’Ui =+ Wis — 2 — m(l) — Zz
1
(3.17)

:)\Ui—z—mfc—([v]—yi)’
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where
V; = Gii — Mye, Jil = Wiy — Zi — (m(z) — m) . (318)

Note the difference between v; and w;;: Since we assumed that the (rescaled) entries of W have subexponential
decay, we have

(on)*
wij| <C ; 3.19
gl < O (3.19)
with (&, v)-high probability, whereas v; = O(1), almost surely.
Lemma 3.6. There is a constant C' such that, for z € D, A € Dy, and 1 < i < N, we have
m(e) —m )] < 3 (3.20)

Proof. The claim follows from Cauchy’s interlacing property of eigenvalues of H and its minor H®. For a detailed
proof we refer to [11]. O

3.2. A priori estimates on the domain 2(z). Define the z-dependent control quantities

A, = ij|Gij|a Ag = max |Gy, A:i=1|m—my|. (3.21)
i#£] 4

Note that these quantities also depend on A, but we do not display this dependence, since, as we shall see,
uniformity in A can always be achieved on the domain Dy, using the stability bound (3.5).
For z € Dy, we define an event Q(z) by

Q(2) = {Ao < (o) 72} N {A < (o) 7%} (3.22)

First, we check that we can bound the matrix elements of the Green function of the minor H® in terms of the
matrix elements of the Green function of H.

Lemma 3.7. Let z € Dy, A € Dy,. Then there are constants C,c > 0 such that, for any T C {1,..., N} with
IT| < 10, the following statements hold with high probability on Q(z):

i. For anyi ¢ T,

c<cM)<c. (3.23)

ii. For anyi,j €T, i # j,
cho < |GV < CA, . (3.24)
Im —m™| < CA2. (3.25)

Moreover, the constants C and c can be chosen uniformly in z € D, X\ € Dy,.
Proof. Let z € Dy, and X € D),. We will successively use (3.8), i.e.,

GG

3.26
G (3.26)

k
Gy — G =

Since we are working on (z) we have |G;;| < A, < (¢n) ™2, for i # j. Next, Equation (3.17) yields

= |z+m(i) — v, —wi — Zi| .

’u‘
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By the large deviation estimates (3.11), (3.12), the Ward identity (3.9) and Inequality (3.20) we have

. 1/2
(7) i
2 < Clon) [ STIGHE | < olon)t | am
B N2 4= . - N
¢ A+ Immy, ¢ 1
< C(en) TNn +Clen) N’ (3.27)

with high probability on (z). Since A < (¢n)~2¢ on Q(2) and since Nn > (on)'?¢, we conclude that | Z;| = o(1),
with high probability on Q(z), for z € Dy, and A € D,,. Finally, since

X 1 B
Im| = |my| + 0 <N—n + (o) 25) ,

on (z), by (3.20), we find

1
‘Gii = |\v; — 2z —myg.| +0(1),
with high probability on Q(z). This, together with the stability bound (3.5), proves the lower and upper bound
on G;;. Note that by (3.5), we can choose the upper and lower bound on G;; to be uniform in A € Dy, z € Dy.

Statements i-i4i now follow by iterating (3.26). O

Next, we define the control parameter ¥(z), for z € Dy, by

W) = (o) | e (3.25)

where A = |m — my.|. Again, we suppress the A-dependence of ¥(z) from our notation. We will use ¥ = ¥(z)
to bound various quantities in the following:

Lemma 3.8. Let z € Dy, A\ € Dy,. Then there is a constant C such that we have with (§,v)-high probability

on Q(z):
Ay <OV, (3.29)
m;‘;LX|ZZ-| <Cv¥, (3.30)
max Vil < CT. (3.31)

The constant C' can be chosen uniformly in z € D, A € D,,.

Proof. We prove (3.29). Let i # j, then by Equation (3.7), the large deviation estimates of Lemma 3.5 and
Inequality (3.19),

(i) -
1Gij| < Cllwigl + 3 Jwin Gl wiy]) < Clow)t
k,l

E
+ FZK;MJ |2
Kl

1
VN

1 n Im m(@)
VN N7 ’

= C(en)*

with high probability, where we used in the last step the Ward identity (3.9). Since |m() —m| < CAZ, by
Lemma 3.7, we get

|GW|SC<(<PN)§+\I/(Z)>+C(¢N)EAO,

VN VNn
with high probability. Since Imm.(z) > Cn, by (3.4), we can absorb the term (¢x )N~/ into the term W(z).
Taking the maximum over ¢ # j, inequality (3.29) follows. The proofs for Z; and }); are similar. O
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3.3. Derivation of the weak self-consistent equation. We now put Equation (3.17) into a form which
admits an analysis of the average of the diagonal resolvent entries. For n € N, define

Rn(z) == / o du(v) 2€DL, AeDy,. (3.32)

v—z—my(z))"’
For any n, R, is bounded uniformly in z and A. This follows from the stability bound (3.5). Note the special
case Ry = my.. Recall the definitions [v] = 4 >, Gi; — myc and |A| = [m — my.|.
Lemma 3.9. [Weak self-consistent equation] There is a constant C such that, for all z € D1, A € Dy,, we have
on Q(z) with (&, v)-high probability
AQ
log N~

|(1 = Ry)[v] — Rs[v]?| < C¥ +C (3.33)

Proof. Since |A\v; —z—my,| is bounded below by (3.5), we can expand Equation (3.17) to second order in ([v]—)};),

N

1 1 & 1 1 .
-~ Gii:_ - - - .
N; N;)‘Uifzfmfc+N;(>\vifz—mfc)2([v] Vi)

1 & 1 )
TN ; Wi — 2 — mge)? (V] = Y1)* + O(A®) + O(m;‘;mx Vil?), (3.34)

where V; = wy; — Z; — (mY —m); see Equation (3.18).

Next, we use the ‘law of large numbers’ to replace the averages in the first two terms on the right side of (3.34)
by their expectation: It follows from the stability bound in (3.5) that the family of functions g; : Dy, x Dy, — CT,
(A, 2) = (W — 2 —my.(2)) " are jointly Lipschitz continuous with a constant depending only on Ey, A¢ and p.
Since the (v;) are i.i.d. random variables, McDiarmid’s inequality implies that, for A € Dy, z € D, n = 1,2, 3,
there is a constant C”,

N

1 1 da(v) Apw )t

— — < 3.35
N;(Avi—z—mfc)" /()\U—z—mfc)” - VN (3:35)
with (&, v)-high probability. Uniformity in A, z and v can be established by a lattice argument: Choose a lattice
L € Dy, x Dy, with |£] < CN*, such that for any (), z) € Dy, x Dy, there is (N, 2') € £, with |z — 2/| < N72
and |\ — X| < N=2. Then (3.35) holds for all (A, z) € £ for some sufficiently large C’ and some sufficiently small
v > 0. Using the joint Lipschitz continuity of (g;), we conclude that there is a constant C' > C’ such that the
event

VN

cMen)t } , (3.36)

AR

n=1,2,3 (X,2)€Dx, xDr

N
Z _ / dp(v) <
e (M — 2z — mfc) (M —z—myg)™| —

has (&, v)-high probability, for some v > 0, depending on FEy, A\¢ and the distribution p.
Hence, we obtain from (3.34),

iig../dﬂi@)jLR[]jLR[ _i 1 ~V;
NZ_:1 v AV — 2z —mye 2V 3tV N: (M —z —my.)? !

1 al ) )‘(901\7)f
¥ 2 G ¥~ 2 + O+ O 9 + 0 (ML)

with high probability on Q(z), for z € Dy, and A € D,,. Recalling the functional Equation (2.9) for my., we
obtain

—_

1=

N

(1= Ro)ly] = ¥ T N L G O 2
)€

1= =1
)‘((PN
N

—

+ O(A?) —l—(’)(mzax|yi|3) +(9( ) : (3.37)
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with high probability on €(z). Recalling that |[v]| = A, we obtain

2

200 < (i

og N + (log N) miax|yi|2) ,

(the added factor log N will be useful below). Using the estimates in (3.30) and (3.31), Equation (3.34) thus

becomes
(1 - Ro)lv] = Ryl + O (105N> Lo <A(j%)§ i qf) ,

which holds with high probability on €2(2), z € Dr, and X € Dj,. Next, observe that, since Immy.(z) > Cn, we
can absorb the third term on the right side of the above equation into the forth term. Finally, we note that we
can choose the constants uniform in z and . |

To conclude the proof of Theorems 3.1 we reason as follows. Assume, for simplicity, that 1— Rs(z2), (2 = E+in),
is bounded below (this holds true for F in the bulk of the spectrum). Recalling that |[v]| = A and the definition
of ¥(z), we are going to show that (3.33) implies

AgCAMO(%),

with high probability on Q(z). Hence, we obtain the following dichotomy: Either

3
A< CM or A>c, (3.38)

(Np)1/8”

for some N-independent constant ¢ > 0, with high probability on Q(z), 2 € Dr, A € D,,. Using the self-
consistent equation (3.33), we establish in the next section, that, for large n, i.e., n > 2, A+ A, < ((pN)_Qf, with
high probability. In other words, Q(z) holds with high probability, for Imz > 2. But then the first inequality
in (3.38) must hold, for sufficiently large N, and we can reject the second inequality in (3.38) for such 1. To extend
this conclusion to all n > (¢n)*N~!, we make use of the Lipschitz continuity of the resolvent mapping z — G(2),
which not only allows us to establish that Q(z) holds with high probability for n small, but also shows that (3.38)
holds for small 5. This continuity, or bootstrapping, argument is outlined in Section 3.5. This argument applies
in a straightforward way in the bulk of the spectrum where we have |1 — Ra(z)| > ¢ > 0. For z close to the
spectral edge, |1 — Ra(z)| can become very small and a slightly modified version of the above dichotomy has to
be applied (see Lemma 3.12), but the bootstrapping method still applies.

3.4. Initial estimates for large . To get the bootstrapping started, we need estimates on A, and A, for n ~ 1.

Lemma 3.10. Let n > 2. Then, for z € Dy, A € D, we have

A+ A< , 3.39
VN (3:39)
with (€, v)-high probability.
Proof. Let A € Dr. We fix z € Dp,, with n > 2. Then we have the following trivial estimates
1 1 1 "
Gt Pl s, el <, R (1) (3.40)
n n n n

for any T C {1,...,N}.
We start with estimating A,: From Equation (3.7) we obtain using the large deviation estimates in Lemma 3.5,
that

(on)*

m(47) (pn)¢
G|l <C| 2= + € <
| ]| N (‘PN)

Nn )= VN’

(3.41)
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with high probability.
To bound A, we note that

(pn )¢

Vdk

with high probability. The self-consistent equation (3.17) can be written as

Vil <1Zi| + [m® —m| + |wy| < C

1 & 1 1 1 & 1 1
[V]_N;|:)\’Ui—Z—me—([V]—yi))\’Uz’—Z—me:|+N;/d’u(v)|:)\’l)i—z—mf¢)\’U—Z—mfc - (3.42)

The second term on the right side of the above equation is bounded by C' % with high probability, as follows
from (3.36). To bound the other term, we rewrite it as

N

1 (%) - )
N A, —z—=mye— ([v] = Vi) (Avi — 2z —mype)

i=1

Taking the imaginary part, we see that the denominators of the summands are with high probability larger in

absolute value than
(@N)£)> 3
2-140 2> 2
< ( VN 2

for n > 2. Thus, taking the maximum over 4, we can bound the right side of (3.42) as

£

V| + 0 (o)
A=l s =0 ().

with high probability. This completes the estimate of A and hence the proof. O

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.1.We introduce the control parameters

(<PN)25/3

alz)=a:=|1- Ry, ﬁ(z)zﬁ::W.

(3.43)

Note that for any z € D, we have 3 < (on) ¢, Also note that we have chosen 3 to be independent of \.
Lemma 3.11. For Rs and Rs, we have the following estimates:

i. There exists a constant K > 1, depending only on Ey, Ao and p, such that,

1
?\//ﬁ—i—nga(z)gl(\/m—i— , z€DL, AED,,. (3.44)

In particular, we have Immy.(z) < Caa(z), for some Cy > 1.

ii. There exists a constant Cs such that |R3(2)| < Cs uniformly in z € Dy, and A € Dy,. Moreover, there exist
constants ¢ and €y such that |Rs(z)| > ¢ whenever z € Dy, satisfies |z — L;| < €9, i = 1,2.

The proof of this lemma is stated in the appendix; see Lemma A.6.
Next, we fix F and vary 7 from 2 down to (onx)*N~1. Since \/k + 7 is increasing and 3(E +in) is decreasing
in 1, we conclude that the equation

VE 1 =2U?KB(E +in) (3.45)

has a unique solution n = 7(U, E), for any U > 1. Note that 7(U, F) < 1.
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Lemma 3.12. There exists a constant Uy such that, for any fixed U > Uy, there exists a constant C1(U),
depending only on U, such that the following estimates hold for any z € Dy :

a(z)

A SUBG) or A2 2, 0> (U, E). (3.46)

A(z) < C1(U)B(2), if n<a(U, E), (3.47)
on Q(z), with (§,v)-high probability.
Proof. Fix z € Dy,. Since

A+Immy,
U2 = (SDN)%TJC = O(BBA + Bga)a
n
we can write the weak self-consistent Equation (3.33) as
A? Alpn)$
— = 2 - N/ 3 3
(1 -Ry)[v]=Rs[v]*+0O <logN> +(9< N +VB3A+ 3 a> . (3.48)

Since \/B3A + B3a < BV/BA + BvaB < C(B? + Ba+ BA) by Young’s inequality, we obtain from (3.48)

2
(1= Ro)lv] - Rafs?] < O (1 A ) LOUBA +aBt ). (3.49)
og N

with high probability on Q(z), for some C* > 1. We set Uy := 9(C* + C5 + 1), where C3 is the constant in
Lemma 3.11. Depending on the size of 3 relative to «, we estimate either [v] or [v]? using the above inequality.
We have to consider two cases:

Case 1: n > (U, E) (“Bulk estimate”) From (3.45) we find /s + n > 2U2K3(2) and hence, using (3.44) and
the definition of C*,

B<— <2 <qa
202 20 —

Thus we find from (3.49) with high probability on (z) that
A
aA < (|Rs| + A2 + C*(BA + aff + %) < (Cs + 1A + 0‘7 +20%a8.

Hence, aA < 2(C5+1)A2+4C*afB. Thus, we either have aA/2 < 2(C3+1)A? implying A > a/[4(C5+1)] > /U
(recall that U > Uy = 9(C* + C5 + 1)), or aA/2 < 4C*af implying A < 8C*B < UB. This proves (3.46).

Case 2: n < (U, E) (“Edge estimate”). Note that, when k ~ 1, the left side of (3.45) is of order 1, while the
right side 2U?K B(E +in) = o(1). (Recall that n > (on)¥N~1.) Thus, if n < 7(U, E), then x < €g, where ¢ is
the constant in Lemma 3.11. In particular, |Rs| > ¢ in this case.

From (3.44) and (3.45) we find o < 2U%K?3. Thus from (3.49), we find

cA? < 2aA +2C*(BA + aff + 32) < C'BA + C' B2,
for some constant C’ depending on U. Inequality (3.47) follows. O

With Lemmas 3.11 and 3.12 at hand, we are prepared to start the continuity argument: We choose a decreasing
sequence (), k = 1,..., ko satisfying kg < CN®, |, — qre1| < N8, 1 = 2 and ny, = (on)* N1, For fixed
E € [—Ey, Ey] we set z, = E + ing. Recall Lemma 3.12. We fix a U > Uy throughout the remainder of this
section.

One easily sees that, for large enough N, ny > n(U, E), for any E € [—Ey, Ey]. Therefore Lemma 3.10 implies
that Q(z1) holds with high probability. This is the starting point of the continuity argument. The next lemma
extends this result to all k£ < kq.

Lemma 3.13. Define the event

Qe i= Qz) N {A(z) < CE(U)B(z1)}, (3.50)
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where

@ . )Y if e = (U, E),
cr)= {01(U) if me < (U, E).

Then, there exists v > 0, such that for any £, 1 < k < ko,
P(Q) < 3kevlea NS (3.51)
Note that the estimates in this lemma are uniform in A € D, .

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The case k = 1 has just been proven. Hence, assume that (3.51) holds for
some k > 2. Then

P(Q541) < P2 N Qzk41) N Q1) + Pk N (Q2k41))°) + P(Q) = B+ A+ P(Q),
where we set

A=P2% N {A> (on) 2 U{% N {A, > (on) %)),
B :=P(Q N Qz41) N {A(zk11) > CETD(U)B(z111)}) -

We start by estimating A. Using the Lipschitz continuity of the resolvent map z — G(z), z € C*, we obtain

1
Gii(zg — Gii(zr)| < |zke1 — 2zx| sup GQ 2)| < N8 sup — < NS,
Guy(eten) = Gy 0] < [eans — 2] sup [G(2)] < N5 sup oty

Thus A(zk41) < A(zk) + N6 < CB(21) < (on) 2% and
Ao(zk41) < Aozk) + N0 < C(zk) < (pn) 7,

with high probability on Q(z), where we used Lemma 3.8. Thus A < 2e~ (o2 N,
To bound B, suppose first that n; > (U, E). Then, using the Lipschitz continuity of the resolvent map we
find |A(zg+1) — A(zx)| < N~6. Thus we find on Q4 with high probability

A(zrs1) S A(zk) + N O <UB(z) + N ° <

N W

U6(2k+1) ’

where we used that  is a deterministic decreasing function of 7.

Suppose next that n > nr41 > 7(U, E). Then since 2UB < aU~!, by Equation (3.45), we find, in this case,
A(zr41) < aU™L. But the dichotomy of Equation (3.46) then implies on Q; NQ(2+1) with high probability that
A(zg+1) < UB(zk41). I 1 < 7(U, E), the dichotomy immediately yields A(zgy1) < UB(zk+1). This shows
that B < e~ M) if . > (U, E).

If g, < (U, E), then also ng+1 < 7(U, E) and hence Equation (3.47) gives A(zk+1) < C1(U)B(2k+1)-

Thus, we have proven that, for all k < ko, P(Q25, ;) < 3e~v(og M) 4 P(£2g). This concludes the proof of the
lemma. O

To complete the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need to extend the conclusion of the previous lemma to all z € Dy,.
To accomplish this we use a simple lattice argument using the regularity of the Green function.

Corollary 3.14. There exists constants C' and v > 0, such that, for & satisfying (2.14),

Pl J Qx| +P| |J {AR)> CB(2)}| <evlosM)f, (3.52)
z€Dy, z€Dy,
AEDXO AE’DXO
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Proof. We choose a lattice £ C Dy, with [£] < CN® such that for any z € Dy, there is a 2’ € L satisfying
|z — 2'| < N73. Using the regularity of the Green function we have for 2,2’ € Dy,

_ 1
|Gij(2) = Gi () <%z = 2| < (3.53)

Lemma 3.13 yields

20 {A< )< S8 ’>} > 1 - e, (3.54)
Z'eL
AE’DXO

for some constants C' and v. Hence, combining (3.53), (3.54) and N=1 < 3(z), we get

P| |J {A() > CB(2)}H| =1 —e oM’
z€Dy,
XED,
The first term of (3.52) is estimated in a similar way. O

This proves (3.3) of Theorem 3.1. To prove (3.1), we observe that (3.29), (3.43) and (3.52) imply that

(on)*
A, <C ,
VN7
with high probability on Q(z). Then (3.52) and a similar lattice argument as above yields (3.1). To prove (3.2),
we note that (3.17) yields

|Ev"G” - m| =

/ dp(v) 1 i 1

A — z —mye(z) NZ_:1 AV, — 2 — My

with (£, v)-high probability on §(z), z € DL, A € Dy,. From the large deviation estimate in (3.36) we find
- Men)® | (on)* )

E"Gyi —m| < C + ;

| <0 (N5

with high probability on Q(z), and we can conclude the proof of (3.2) as above. This finishes the proof of
Theorem 3.1.

+ O] +max|Y)

3.6. Delocalization of eigenvectors. Next, we show that the eigenvectors of H are completely delocalized.
We denote by u, the normed eigenvector to the eigenvalue pu, of H = AV + W i.e.,

AV + W = plata s
such that ||ual|3 = >, |ua(i)[* = 1, where (uq(i)) are the components of u,.

Proof of Lemma 2.15. We follow [12]. For z € Dy, and A € Dy, we have
1
Gii z S .
2 T )]

From the weak deformed semicircle law, Theorems 3.1, we conclude that |[v] — V;| = o(1), with high probability.
Since |v; — 2z — mye(2)| > ¢ > 0 is bounded below uniformly in A € D, and z € Dy, by (3.5), we have

max |G (2)] < C,

with (&, v)-high probability, uniformly in z € Dy and X\ € D,,. Set n := (on)*N~1, L := 12¢. Then, by the
spectral decomposition of H,

C >ImGy(pa +1in) =

)

N )
Z 77|Uﬁ > |Ua(l)|2
B=1 +7? n

with (£, v)-high probability. This concludes the proof. (|
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4. FLUCTUATION LEMMA AND STRONG DEFORMED SEMICIRCLE LAw

In this section, we prove a fluctuation Lemma (see Lemma 4.1 below) that, when combined with the weak local
deformed law yields a proof of the strong local deformed law, i.e., Theorem 2.10.

Recall that we denote by E; the partial expectation with respect to the i*"-column/row of the matrix W.
Set Q; := 1 — E;. Roughly speaking, the main result of Subsection 4.1 asserts, assuming the conclusions of
Theorem 3.1, that we have

1 & 1 1
_ . < ___
N;Ql(&) S (1)

with high probability, up to logarithmic corrections. For a detailed study of fluctuation averages (for generalized
Wigner- and band matrices) similar to (4.1) we refer to [14], see also [13], whose arguments we follow. The
situation for the deformed ensembles considered here is in so far different as @Q;(Gi;) is of order A, whereas
Q:(Gyi) < 1 in the Wigner ensemble. Note, however, that Q;(G;") < (Nn)~'/2 for the deformed model studied
here as well; see below.

Using the result of Subsection 4.1, we derive in Subsection 4.2 a ‘strong’ self-consistent equation for m —my..
In Subsection 4.3, we prove, following the arguments of [12], Theorem 2.10.

4.1. Fluctuation lemma. Recall the notation A = |m—my.|. We set Q; := 1 —E,;, where E; denotes the partial
expectation with respect to the i**-column/row of the matrix W.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose £ satisfies (2.14) and let L > 12¢. Let E be an event defined by requiring that the following
holds on it: There are constants C,c > 0 such that,

i. for all z € Dy, A € Dy,,
AG) <(2). (4.2)
where v is a deterministic function satisfying v(z) < (pn)72¢;
2. for all z € Dr,, A € Dy,,
Ao(2) € CU(z) < C(2), (4.3)

where

B(2)? i= (o L)

is a deterministic control parameter;

iit. for all z € Dy, A€ Dy, and any i € {1,...,N}, ¢ <|Gii(2)| < C and

o (s o (5 ) <.

Assume that 2 holds with (£, v)-high probability, then there exist constants C,c, independent of A and z, such
that, for p € N, even and satisfying p < v(log N)¢3/2,

P

E < (Cp)™ (2(2) (4.5)

% iﬁ;@i (Giil(z))

for all z € Dp, A € Dy, .

For the proof of this lemma, we need the following two auxiliary results:
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Lemma 4.2. Let the event Z be defined as in Lemma 4.1. Let £ satisfy (2.14) and let L > 12¢. Then there exists
a constant C such that, for z € Dr, X\ € Dy,, the following holds: For any T C {1,..., N}, with |T| < (log N)¢~1,

max |G (2) - Ga(2)] < CITIA(2))? . max| G ()] < O (2).
7 1F]
©,J¢T

on Z. In particular, we have that |G£2r)(z)| > ¢, for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in T and z € D, A € Dy,.

Proof. For simplicity we drop the z-dependence from the notation. For [ € N, we set

I = max{‘c:g}r')‘ i eT AT = z}, T, = max{‘c:gf” Gyl cigT T = l}.
Equation (3.8), i.e., Gi; = Gz(-f) + GixGrj/Grr, implies that we have on 2
Dy <A+ CA2 < (pn)7%,  T1<CA2<COM)?<T < (pn) %,

In particular, we have on Z that |G51k)| > |G| — fl > |Gyl — 2T > 0, for any k # i and 2z € Dp, A € Dy,
Assume that there is a constant Cj such that |GSr )| > |G| — 2T > Cy! for any T/ with |T'| < 1, i € T’, and
z € Dr, A € Dy,. Then Equation (3.8) implies

Tip1 < Ty 4 CoTF, Ti1 <Ty+ Col'?,

thence

l l
T STi+GCo) Th, T <Ti+Go) T

n=1 n=1

Thus, as long as Cyll'y < 1/4, we obtain by induction that
I <2Iy, Typ1 < Ty +4Cl(T)2 < 2T,

and |Gg/)| > Oyt forany i ¢ T/, |T'| = 1+ 1,1 < (log N)~'. By induction on [, this proves the desired lemma.
([l

Lemma 4.3. Let the event Z be defined as in Lemma 4.1. Let & satisfy (2.14) and let L > 12¢. Assume that =
has (&, v)-high probability. Then there is a constant C such that for any p,l € N, with p,1 < (log N)¢=3/2, and
for any z € D, A € Dy, we have

p
cr (4.6)

where T C {1,...,N}, with |T| <1, and i ¢ T.

Proof. For simplicity we drop the z-dependence from our notation. By Lemma 4.2 we have |Gg)| > con =, for
any T Z i with |T| < (log N)$~!. On the complementary event Z¢, we use Schur’s complement formula (3.6),

(iT)
1 (iT) .
@:)\vi—i—wii—z—;wikal wy; 1€ T.
Then by Cauchy-Schwarz, the trivial bounds |GST)| < n7! < N, Elhi|P < NP and E[Xv;[P < A5, and the
boundedness of Dy, we find

, %p 1/2
1
E o 1(2°) < |E ol 1(Z°)|  PEY)Y? < (C+CN+CN3PP(E)Y2 <P,
where we used that Z has (&, v)-high probability and that p < (log N)¢=3/2, O
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Proof of Lemma 4.1. For simplicity we drop the z-dependence from our notation. We illustrate the idea of the
proof for the simple case p = 2:

1 & N o1&
Bl i =— - E
The first term on the right side is bounded by
N N
1 1 1 1
— E|Q; 1(E)+ — E|Q;
NQ; ’Q (G”) ( )+N2; ‘Q (G”)

where we used that = has (£, v)-high probability and that N~1/2 < C®(z), since Imm.(z) > Cn, z € Dy.
To handle the second term on the right side of (4.7), we use Equation (3.8) to write

2
E

1
Q, ( "

2 2

1 1 Gi;Gji
Qj (G—> = Qj ( i) j(i)j ) ) (49)
77 ij ijij G”

for i # j. Hence,

) ! . 1 _ ) 1 ) 1 GijGji _ ) 1 ) GijGji
m(c—ﬁ)@ﬂ (a—ﬂ) - EQ%(GT-Z-)QJ (W - 7@.0%..) - ‘m(c—ﬁ)@ﬂia.c@a. ’
Jj JIg5 Ji g5 Fu

where we used that G'¥) is independent of the entries in the i*'-column/row of W, and that, for general random
variables A = A(W) and B = B(W), E[(Q;A)B] = E[BE;Q;A] = 0 if B is independent of the variables in the
i*M-column/row of W. Using Equation (4.9) once more and applying the same reasoning we obtain

(1 ‘ Gi;Gjs B [ GGy ‘ Gi;Gji
EQl(Gii)QJ (G--G(.i.)G-->_EQl<G--G@G-- @ GGG, |
J) gy T 2T q4q 27 1355 Fe

Hence,

1 1 1 GG GG
~7 EQZ-(—)Q- (—) <supRE|Q; T | Qj et |19 (4.10)
N? Z Gi) 7\ Gy i#j GGV Gy, ! ijGg-Zj)Gii

Using that, for a general random variable A = A(W), ¢ € N,
E|Q;A|? < 277 (E|A|? + E[E; A]9) < 29E|A|4, (4.11)

where we used Jensen’s inequality for partial expectations, we obtain

1/2 o\ 1/2
1 1 1 G Gi; GGy
— IEQZ-<—>Q- <—> <supC | B[00 i i LI (4.12)
N? ; Gii ’ Gjj i#] GiiGgf)ij Gjj G%—) Gii
Using that |G'") <CP, (i #j), ERIES ¢, on =, we have, for i # 7,
g 17 j 11 j
% 1(2) < CP*. (4.13)
GGy’ Gjj
Using Lemma 4.3 and |G;;| <n~! < N, Holder’s inequality yields
E 7%(%” 1(2¢) < CP(E9)/2N* < C9*, (4.14)
GiiGii Gjj
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where we used that Z has (£, v)-high probability, and the fact that N=/2 < C®(2), z € Dr.
Combining the estimates (4.8), (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), Inequality (4.5) follows for p = 2.
Next, let 4 < p < v(log N)5_3/2 be even. Writing p = 2r, we have

1Y N
EN;Qi<G“.)| ~ Ner Z EHQZJ<7) H Q1/<sz/>. (4.15)

TLyeney 12, J'=r+1 373
For simplicity, we first assume that we can replace the sum over the indices i = (i1, ...,i2,) by a truncated sum,
where all indices are distinct, i.e., we consider

;ﬁ > EH@(T;)II@WQ%W) (4.16)

D1 yeenyiop k=1 r+1
all distinct

As in the p = 2 case, we make each factor of GG;; in the above expression independent as of many summation
indices as possible by an expansion procedure that uses the identities

o)
(T) _ (']l'k) ik Tkj
Kk
fori,j,k ¢ T, k #14,j, and
1 1 aPa
W = G0~ G ) ) (4.18)
Gii Gi; Gii Gii Gy
for k¢ T, k # i.
The expansion procedure goes as follows: We start with expanding F;, := (Gj,;,)~! in (4.16). Using for-
mula (4.18), where the choice of k € {iy,...,i2,.}\{i1} is immaterial, we can add to (G;,;,)~' one upper index k.

This results in two terms, (F;, ) = (Ggfgl)_ and (Fy, )o := —Gzlkau/GmlG”nGkk Using formula (4.18) we

can further expand (F3, )1 as (£, )11 + (F5, )10, where (Fj, )11 = (Ggfg) 1 for I € {i1,...,i2-}\{i1,k} (again the
choice of [ is 1mmater1a1) and (F;, )10 is a fraction with two off-diagonal resolvent entrles in the numerator and
three diagonal resolvent entries in the denominator. Similarly, we can split the term (F;, )o = (Fi, )oo + (Fiy o1,
where we applied (4.17) or (4.18) to one resolvent entry of (F;, )o, with an index [ # i1, k. There is some arbitrar-
iness in the choice of the resolvent entry used for the splitting that can, if desirable, be removed by choosing an
ordering on the set of all resolvent entries G(]) We continue the splitting of the terms (F;, )., hereby generating
terms indexed by sequences o of zeros and ones.

The precise procedure is the following. Let G denotes the set of monomials of resolvent entries of the form

G\ withn #m, T C {i1,... i \{n,m}, and 1/G'%, T C {iy, .. m}\{n} Given F € G, the formulas (4.17)
and (4.18) define an operatlon F— Feqg, by addlng an upper index, e.g., G — Gn%), and its complementary

operation F — Fp, e.g., eI RN Ggﬂ]; G(T /Gkk , such that F = (F)o + (F)1. Composing these operations we
generate from F' = (F)y € G, elements (F )o € G, labeled by binary sequences o. For these operations we use the
notation o — 00 and o — ol. Given F' = (F)y € G, the recursive algorithm is as follows:

(A) Stopping rules

(1) If all terms in (F'), are maximally expanded, i.e., each resolvent entry in (F'), is of the form G'E) with
n,m & T, (Tnm) = {i1,..., 2. };

(2) else if (F'), contains at least 2p off-diagonal resolvent entries in the numerator;
we stop the expansion.

(B) Else, we choose an arbitrary resolvent entry G4 in (F)o. If n = m, we use (4.18), with some arbitrary
ke {i1,..., i ]\{(Tn)}, to split (F)o = (F)oo + (F)o1- If n # m, we use (4.17), with some arbitrary
k€ {i1,...,i2- }\{(Tnm)}, to split (F)o = (F)s0 + (F)

ol-
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Below, we show that the stopping rules ensure that the recursive procedure is terminated after a finite number
of steps. Choosing F' = (F;,) = (G4,4,) ", the above procedure yields

1 1 1 1 1
Qi, (Fm)Qiz (@) Qi (Gipip) = ;Qil (Fiy)oQis (Gim) Qi (G ) + Ry, , (4.19)

plp

where the summation index o runs over a set of finite binary sequences (the number of terms in the sum is
estimated below). The summands (F},), € G are fractions with off-diagonal entries of G in the numerator

(except for the maximally expanded leading term (Gg?gl)_l) and diagonal resolvent entries in the denominator.
All these entries are maximally expanded in the summation indices. Each term in the rest term R;,, a fraction
of resolvent entries, contains at least 2p off-diagonal resolvent entries in the numerator.

We claim that the total number of terms generated by the above recursive procedure is bounded by (Cp)??,
for some p-independent constant C'. Indeed, the procedure described above generates a finite rooted binary tree,
whose vertices are labeled by binary sequences o. By the stopping rules (1) and (2), each term on the right side
of (4.19) corresponds to a leaf node of this tree. Thus to get an upper bound on the number of terms in (4.19),
it is enough to estimate the depth of this tree.

To estimate the depth of the tree, we estimate the maximal length of a generated sequences o. We first observe
that the number of off-diagonal resolvent entries is raised by one or two under the operation o — o0 (in case it
is first applied to Fj,, the number is raised by two). Hence, by stopping rule (2), the leaf nodes are labeled by
sequences o with less than 2p zeros in it. Also note that the operation ¢ — 00 increases the number of resolvent
entries by at most 4, but the operation o — o1 does not change this number. Thus the total number of resolvent
entries in a term (F;,), is bounded by 8p + 1. Hence, a bound on the number of upper indices for a vertex is
(8p+ 1)p. In other words, a sequence labeling a vertex has at most (8p+ 1)p ones in it. Thus a sequence labeling
a leaf node has a most (8p + 1)p ones and 2p zeros, therefore has length at most 8p? + 3p and we conclude that
the number of leaf nodes of the tree is bounded by

2p 2 2\2p+1
8p* + 3p (11p*)*P -
3 ( ) < @+ D2 < (opyr(ap) 2 < (op)>
= q (2p)!

for some constant C, independent of p.

It follows that the right side of (4.19) contains at most (Cp)?? terms. In particular, the remainder R;, contains
at most (Cp)?P terms, each of which contains at least 2p off-diagonal matrix resolvent entries and less than 3p
diagonal resolvent entries. By assumptions i, Inequality (4.11), Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, the rest term R;,
satisfies

E|R;,| < (Cp)*®(2)*"

for some sufficiently large C.
Next, we expand the term term (Gi,;,) " in (4.19). We apply the same procedure to each ‘leaf node term’

Qh(Fil)UQiz(G.l, ) "'Qip (Gl )

ipip

in (4.19). Note that we do not expand the remainder term R;, any further nor start a new expansion separately
for (Gi,i,) ! (this would yield an expansion with too many terms for our purposes). We also modify the stopping
rule (2) accordingly: We stop expanding a term in (4.19) whenever it contains at least 2p off-diagonal resolvent
entries. Applying the algorithm (A4)-(B) to (4.19) we find

1 1 1 1
Qi <TM)Q12 (G—> o Qiy, <G > = Z Qiy (Fiy ) oy Qis (Fiy)ory - - - Qis, <G

i212 i2r 12 01.09 i2r 2
,

> + R;, + Ry,
(4.20)

where the remainder R;, satisfies the same bound as R;,. The effect of the modified stopping rule (2) is that the
sequences o1 and o9 together contain in total at most 2p — 1 zeros.
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Expanding the remaining 2r — 2 factors of (Gy;)~! in (4.20), we find

r 2r
1 1
E H Qik (G—) H Qik/ (G—) = Z E |:Q11 (El )0'1 T Qim (FiZT)G'QT:| +ER, (421)
k=1 KL TN | k! O1,..-,02r
where the remainder R = 3°F_; R;, satisfies
E[R| < (Cp)*Pe?, (4.22)

for some sufficiently large C. Tt therefore suffices to consider only the first term on the right side of (4.21),
in which all monomials (Fj, )s, are maximally expanded and the summation runs over 2r binary sequences of
finite length. Note that the total number of zeros in the array of sequences ¢ = (071, ..., 09,) is, by the modified
stopping rule (2), at most 2p — 1. It follows that the total number of terms in (4.20) is less than (Cp)3P. Indeed,
this can be checked in the same way as is done above: A term in (4.20) corresponds to a leaf node on a rooted
binary tree, whose vertices are labeled by g. The total number of zeros in ¢ indexing a leaf node is bounded
by 2p and the number of ones is less than (8p + 1)p?. It follows that the total number of terms in the expansion
of (4.20) is bounded by (Cp)3P and we find

Z EQil (Fil )01 T Qizr (F‘izr)am < (Cp)qu)p : (423)
O1,...,02r
Recall that, due to our simplification assumption all indices (i1, ...,4,) are distinct. As in the case p = 2 we now

use the presence of the @’s: First, we claim that, for any label a € {1,...,2r},
(Fi)ou | 1(3) < (CB)HHOE0) (4.24)

where 0(0,) denotes the number of zeros in the sequence o,. For 0(c,) = 0, this follows from hypothesis 4.
If 0(0,) > 1, the successive application of the operation o — 00 has generated at least 0(c,) + 1 off-diagonal
resolvent entries and at most 30(c,) + 1 diagonal resolvent entries.

Next, choose (i1, ...,42,) and (o1, ...,02,) in (4.23) such that

E Qil (El )61 e QiZ'r‘ (Fizr)62r 7é 0. (425)

The key observation is the following:

(C) Let a € {1,...,2r}, then there is a label b € {1,...,2r}\{a}, such that the monomial (F},),, contains an
off-diagonal resolvent entry with i, as a lower index. We use the notation b = 1(a), if b is linked to @ in this
sense.

Indeed, assuming the contrary, we conclude that all monomials (F;, )., in (4.25), but (F;, )., , are independent
of the random variables indexed by i,. But due to the presence of the ;, this term has vanishing expectation.
Note that this argument relies on the assumptions that all indices (i1, ..., i2,) are distinct.

Next, let a € {1,...,2r} and denote by 1, := [I7*({a})|, the number of times the label a is linked to some
label b in the sense of (C). Then,

[(Fiu)o. | 1(E) < CPO! e (4.26)

Indeed, for each label ¢ € 17!({a}) we had to use at least once the operation o — 00 to get the lower index 4.
Hence, 0(oy), the number of zeros in oy, is at least 1,. Inequality (4.26) follows from (4.24). Finally, noting that
> ola > p by (C), we find that, for terms as in (4.25),

E Qil (El )01 T Qim (Fim)azr < (C(I))2p : (427)

Combination with the bound (4.22) on the remainder term, the estimate on the number of terms in (4.21),
we thus obtain

1 T 1 2r 1 .
. ) D §2P
= X ellen(g—) T ew (g )| = emre.
L1,y 02p k=1 k'=r+1 k'K
all distinct
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for any p < v(log N)¢~3/2, under the simplifying assumption that all indeces are distinct in the sum.

To deal with the general case, we go back to (4.15). Abbreviate i = (i1,...,42,). Denote by P, the set of
partitions of {1,...,2r}. Let T'(¢) be the element of P, defined by the equivalence relation a ~ b, if and only if
iq = 1p. Then we can write

1 & A\
EN;@'(GTZ-)

Fix now g, and denote by I" := T'(2), the partition induced by the equivalence relation ~. For alabel a € {1,...,2r},
we denote by [a] the block of @ in T'. Let S(T') := {a : |[a]| = 1} C {1,...,2r} denote the set of single labels
and abbreviate by s := |S(T')| its cardinality. We denote by igr) := (ia)acs, the summation indices associated
with single labels. Notice that if a is a single label (for some T'), then there is exactly one @;, on the right side
of (4.28). However, if a is not a single label (for some I'), Q); appears more than once on the right side of (4.28).

Next, we expand the summands on the right side of (4.28), using the recursive procedure (A)-(B), but we
only expand in the single labels. More precisely, the recursive procedure is now defined as follows:

>, > 1 EQmQ (%) . (4.28)

1rl
FEPQT i1,e.0502r e

(A) Stopping rules

(1") If all terms in (F'), are maximally expanded in the single labels; a resolvent entry Gg{%, is maximally
expanded in the single labels if ig C (Tnm), n,m ¢ T;

(2) else if (F'), contains at least 2p off-diagonal resolvent entries in the numerator;
we stop the expansion.

(B') Else, we choose an arbitrary resolvent entry G4 in (F)y. If n = m, we use (4.17), with some arbitrary
index k € {ig}\{(Tn)}, to split (F)e = (F)oo + (F)o1- If n # m, we use (4.18), with some arbitrary
k€ {ig\{(Tnm)}, to split (F), = (F)oo + (F)or

Applying this procedure to (G, i,) !, we obtain a similar expansion as in (4.19). Expanding the remaining factors
of (Gi;i,)~" as before (using only single labels), we obtain the analogue expression to (4.21). The remainder terms
can be estimated in the same way as before, simply by using the fact that each term in the remainder contains
at least 2p off-diagonal resolvent entries. Also note that the bounds on the number of terms in the expansion
still apply. It therefore suffices to bound the summands in the first term on the right side of (4.21), (now some
of the indices may coincide). Recall that s denotes the number of single labels in the fixed configuration i. We
claim that

EQil (El) ler( 12r)62r < CQp(I)erS' (429)

This follows in a similar way as above, using the following observation:

(C") Let a € S(T'), then there is an label b € {1,...,2r}\{a}, such that the monomial (F},),, contains an
off-diagonal resolvent entry with i, as a lower index.

The bound (4.29) now follows in the same way as above, by only considering single labels.
We now return to the sum in (4.28). We perform the summation by first fixing a partition I" € Pa,. Then

%

Here we used that any block in the partition I' that is not associated to a single label, consists of at least two
elements. Thus |I'| < (2r+5)/2 = r+5/2. Now, using N~/2 < C®, we find, combining (4.30), (4.29) and (4.22),

1 Y 1
E N;Qi((;ﬁ)

2r

< (Cp* Y (Cy>

rePa,
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Finally, we recall that the number of partitions of p elements is bounded by (Cp)?*, thus

1 Y 1
N;QZ(G)

This proves the desired lemma. O

2r

E < (Cp)°Pd?r.

We will use the fluctuation Lemma 4.1 in a slightly generalized setting. Abbreviate

1
i(2) 1= , Dy, AeDy, ic{l,...,N}, 4.31
9i(2) A —— z€Dg €Dy, 1€{ } (4.31)

and also recall that the random variables (g;) are bounded uniformly in A and z as follows form the stability
bound (3.5). We will use the following corollary of the fluctuation lemma:

Corollary 4.4. Suppose £ satisfies (2.14) and let L > 12€. Let = be the event defined in Lemma 4.1 and assume
it has (&,v)-high probability. Then there exists a constant C, independent of A and z, such that, for p € N, even
and satisfying p < v(log N)¢=3/2, and n = 1,2,3,

1 & o1
N;Qz <gi Gii>

p

E < (Cp)™" (2(2)) (4.32)

for z€Dr, A € Dy,.
Proof. In the proof of Lemma 4.1, we used the following two properties of (Q;):

i. For general random variables A = A(W) and B = B(W), E[(Q;A)B] = E[BE;Q;A] = 0, if B is independent
of the variables in the i*®-column/row of W.

ii. For a general random variable A = A(W), ¢ € N, E|Q;A|? < 29E|A|%; see (4.11).

Fix n and define @Z = @Q,97. Since the random variables (v;) are independent of the random variables (w;;),
property ¢ holds true with @Q; replaced by @l (Here E stands for the expectation with respect the (w;;) and
the (v;) random variables, but, since the random variables (g;) are uniformly bounded, one could replace E by the
conditional expectation with respect the (w;;)). Since the family of random variables (g;) is uniformly bounded
and independent of W, property i holds now with E|Q;A|? < 29E[|g;|*"]E[|A|9] < CYE|A|?, for some constant C,
for any random variables A = A(W) depending only on W. Thus the proof of Lemma 4.1 also applies to left side
of (4.32): Tt suffices to multiply the bounds with C?.

O

4.2. Strong self-consistent equation. With Corollary 4.4 at hand, it is easy to derive a stronger self-consistent
equation for m — my. than the one obtained in Lemma 3.9. Recall the notation [Z] = & Zivzl Z;.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose ¢ satisfies (2.14). Assume that there exists a deterministic function y(z) withy(z) < (pn) ™2
such that, for all z € D, A € Dy,

A(z) <7(2),
with (§,v)-high probability. Then we have with (§ — 2,v)-high probability
Immys.(2) +v(z
12]] < C(ww)lof( fj(v) u )) : (4.33)
n
and, form=1,2,3,
N
1 1 Immy.(2) + (2
50, () < e (st s
i=1 k23
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where the constant C' can be chosen uniformly in z € Dy, and X € Dy, .
Moreover, the strong self-consistent equation

A? Immye(2) +7(2) Aen)*
1— — 2| <« 10€ fe n
(1= Ra)i] = Rals?] < 0 (oo ) + 0 ((n)oe (202 ro (2 (4.35)
holds with (§ — 2,v)-high probability, uniformly in z € D, X\ € Dy,.

Note that in the above lemma we have not changed the value of the parameter v, but replaced the N-dependent
parameter & by & — 2. This is necessary at this point, since in the iteration procedure below we apply this lemma
loglog N times.

Proof. We begin by proving (4.33). From Schur’s complement formula we obtain

(@)
1 i
Qi (G”) = Qi | Avi +wii — 2 — ; hikGyY) hi
(0 |
=wi — Qi | Y hinGy) hu;
ol

Since |wi;| < (N ) N~1/2, with high probability, we obtain from the large deviation estimate (3.10),

N
1 (on)%
N Z Wi

=1

N )

with (£, v)-high probability. Hence it suffices to bound the average of the left side of (4.36) to get (4.33).

Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.8 imply that assumptions ¢ and ¢ of Lemma 4.1 hold with high probability. By
Lemma 3.7, we have ¢ < |G| < C, with high-probability. Finally, from the estimate on Z; in (3.30) and the
bound on w;;, we conclude that assumption ii: of Lemma 4.1, i.e., Inequality (4.4), holds with high probability.
Hence the event Z, as defined in Lemma 4.1, being the intersection of several (£, v)-high probability events, has
(& — 1/2,v)-high probability. Thus we can apply Lemma 4.1: Choosing p in (4.5) as the largest even integer
smaller than v(log N)¢~2, Markov’s inequality yields (4.33). Note that we have not changed the parameter v
here, but have replaced & by & — 2.

Similarly, (4.34) follows from Corollary 4.4 and a high-moment Markov estimate.

To derive the self-consistent Equation (4.35), we return to (3.37), i.e.,

<

N N

1 1 1 1
1-— = 24— I 2 _9 ,
(1= Ro)lv] = Bs[v)" + N ; (Av; — 2z —my)? Vit N ; (Av; — 2z —my.)3 S¢ [¥)>)
13
+ O(A?) —l—(’)(miax|yi|3) +0 (WTX[)) : (4.37)
which holds with (£, v)-high probability. Recall that, on the event =,
) 1

Using (4.34) to control the second term on the right side of (4.37) and the apriori bound (3.31) on |Y;| to control
the terms O()?) in (4.37), we obtain

1

—mye)

3 vV + 0O ((@N)m& Im mfc](\«]ZB] + 7(2))

2 1 -
(1= Rl = Bl =2 3 o

+ O} +0 <A(L\/%)g) :

with (£ — 2, v)-high probability. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.9, we obtain (4.35).
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4.3. Proof of the strong deformed semicircle law. The proof of Theorem 2.10 is based on an iteration using
the weak semicircle law, i.e., Theorem 3.1, and Lemma 4.5. We start with an entirely deterministic lemma:

Lemma 4.6. Assume that 1 < & < &. Let 0 < 7 < 1 and L > 40&. Suppose that there is a function v(z)
satisfying

< 11&2 A2 L o 4.39
1@< o) (Rt ) (4.39)
such that A(z) < v(z), for all z € D, A € Dy,. We also assume that, for z € Dy, A € Dy,,
A? Men)™ a(z) +7(2)
1— o 2| _ 10&1 4.4
(1= Ra)ls] = Ry = 0 (2 ) + 0 (MO 4 oo D) (4.40)
where o = |1 — Ry| was defined in (3.43). Moreover, we assume that A < 1, if n ~ 1. Then
A1/2 1 1-7/2
116,
A et (Rt ) (4.41)

for all z € D, A € Dy, .

Proof. The proof is based on a dichotomy argument. We set

ors/me (A2 1
N1/4 Ny

1-7/2

ao(2) := (¢n)

Note that ap <7 and o < 1. Using (4.39) we find

A ~v(2) 1 /A2 1
106, < 2 21¢,

)\1/2 1 2—1
226,
< (o) (Nm+ﬁﬂ

First consider the case a < ag: In this case, kK < 1 and |R3| > ¢ for some constant ¢. From equation (4.40) we
find that

1—7

2—T1
av]| | of[v]| A2 a oy
) < |2 = S+ S <oV + (on) (i + 377 )+ Clem ™ i + S0
and hence
2 1/2 2—7
X2 & 226, (A 1 (10+3/4)e, O
— )<« - N
(- 27 < G + o™ (Fia+5) o+ ow) N

(Note that we used here ¢ to compensate for various constants, as we shall do below.) Thus taking the square
root, recalling that a < ay and using the definition of ag, we find

1-7/2

V] < Cao + (o)t (22 4 L
>~ 0 PN N1/4 N77 )

and the claim follows for a < ag.
Next, consider o > ag: Recall that |Rs| < C3 for some constant C3 > 0. Assume first that A < «/(2C3).
Then in (4.40) we can absorb the terms R3[v]? and A?/log N into the term «|[v]| and we get

A 1 y
A<C 1051(—+—+—)
< Clen) /v Vot oy
1 ol ol
< W <E + ap + PR (4.42)

where we used the definitions of y and ag. Since we assumed that o > ag, we get A < «/(2C5) if A < o/(2C3).
Thus, if o > ap, we either have A > a/(2C3) or A < a/(2C3). By the continuity of A(z) in n = Im z, we must
have A < a, since we assume that A(z) < 1 = O(a), for n ~ 1. Thus, the claim follows from (4.42). O
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Proof of Theorem 2.10. We prove (2.18). Let £ = A“JFTO(D loglog N and set

& :=2(loglog N/log?2) +¢.

Note that Eg 3¢/2 < Aploglog N. Let L > 40§~. To prove (2.18) it suffices to prove

_ N 126 1/2
N {mu>—mﬁuns<ww“fﬁmn{wo? i%’§U4}+R%>}, (1.43)
AEDx,

with (&, v)-high probability.
The weak semicircle law, i.e., Theorem 3.1 with £ replacing &, yields

1-2/3

_ 1\ /3 _ /212 1
rsew®(5:) <@ (3mtws)

for z € Dr,, A € Dy, with (E, v)-high probability. Thus (4.2) holds with

= /212 1\
— 11€ L
1@ = e (Fmt )

Since L > 40¢, we also have y(z) < (@N)’Qg. Hence, by Lemma 4.5 we have

A Immge(z) +7(2)
VN * Nn ) ’

for z € Dy, A € Dy,, with (§ — 2,v)-high probability. Since Immy. < Ca, by Lemma 3.11, this implies (4.40)
with & = &. Also, v satisfies (4.39) with & = & and 7 = 2/3. Moreover, since A < v < (o) "%, we have A < 1,
if n ~ 1. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 4.6 with & = £, = £ to obtain

2

9 A
(1= Ro)[v] — Ra[v]?| < Clog N

¢ o) (

NV 1 1-1/3
AS(SDN)H5 (N1/4+N_7]) )

for z € D, A € Dy,, with (£ — 2,v)-high probability. Iterating this process M times, we find that

)\1/2 1 )1_%(%)]\/1

A< (on)™ (N1/4 v

for z € Dp, A € Dy,, holds with (£ — 2M, v)-high probability. We choose M = |loglog N/log2] — 1, here |-]
denotes the integer part. Since \'/2N~Y4 4 N=1/2 4 (Npy)~! > ¢N~! on Dy, we get

)" _

i

A2 1N
<N1/4 +N_77) < C < (on)*.
Thus
~ )\1/2 1
12¢ —
A< (on) (N1/4 + Nn) : (4.44)

for z € Dp, A € Dy,, with (£+2,v)-high probability (the factor of 2 comes from the —1 in M). This proves (4.43)
when

(QDN)HE A A\L/2
JN = N4

(67

2
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In case

A2

)\1/2 198
< 1260 < —
((PN) « + Nna

N1/4 — - N1/4

we have
-1

Gl A N2 a2 T L
min { T~ — " — > =4 — — > =+ —
a /N N4 Nn = /N \NV4  Np n~ 2\NYV4 Np)’

and the proof for (4.43) is similar to the above case. Finally, when

/2 1

126, ~ -
(pn)” + No’

— N1/4

(4.45)

set

~ )\1/2 1
o 12¢
v(2) = (on) (—N1/4 + _Nn) :

Then by Lemma 4.5 we have

§(at+q(2) Alen)*
a|[v]| < CA% 4 C 105(0‘ )+c :
|[ ]| = ((PN) Nn \/N
with (&, v)-high probability, where we used that Immy. < Ca. Assuming that (4.45) holds and using the definition
of v, we have v(z) < a(z), and we get, using (4.44),

VI < Clon)2E ﬁ o) (NLU N QLNU)

g oA 1
< 12 < P ¢ —> : 4.46
< (o (o) Db - (4.46)
Hence, combining (4.44) and (4.46) we find, using a simple lattice argument, (4.43). Inequality (2.19) then

follow from (4.43) combined with (3.29).
O

5. IDENTIFYING THE LEADING CORRECTIONS IN THE BULK

In this section, we identify the leading correction terms to m —m . stemming from the diagonal random matrix V.
We define random variables (o(z) = ¢ (z), which only depends on the random variables (v;), such that, in the
bulk of the spectrum, the leading correction term in the estimate on |m(z) — mys.(z) — (o| is of order (Nn)~!.
This estimate is then used to prove Theorem 2.12.

In this section, we fix £ = AOJFTO(D loglog N and choose L > 40¢.

5.1. Preliminaries. Recall the notation A = |m — my.| and the definition of (R,) in (3.32). In Lemma 3.11,
we showed that 1 — Ry ~ \/k + 1, R3 = O(1), for all z € Dy, A € D,,. We will need some more notation. For
z€Dp, A€ Dy,, n €N, set

1 N 1 dp(v)
rn(2) = i= N ; (i —z —mpe) / (A =z —mge)"

Recall from (3.36) that |r,(2)| < (@N)gﬁ, with high probability, uniformly in z € Dy, and A € D,,. Thus,

combining the above observations, we obtain

C'EFn<|l =Ry —1o| <CVE+1, |Rs +r3| < C, (5.1)
for all z € Dr, A € Dy, with (£, v)-high probability, for some C > 1.
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5.1.1. Definition of {y. In order to define (5 = (o(2), it is convenient to introduce a high-probability event =,
by requiring that (5.1) holds on it. We define ¢y as the solution to the equation

(1= Ry —12)C0(2) =r1(2) + (Rs + T3)CQ(Z)2, 2€CT, MNeDy,, (5.2)

such that {p(z) — 0, as Im z — oo.

First, note that (o(z), z € Dr, is well-defined on Zy. Second, note that {y only depends on (v;), but is
independent of the random entries (w;;) of the Wigner matrix W. Third, from the discussion in the preceding
subsection, we infer:

Lemma 5.1. There is a constant ¢ > 0, such that, for z € Dr, A € Dy, we have on Zo,

AL/2 A 1}

[Co=)] < (o)t min{mm’ VETnVN

with (§,v)-high probability.

We omit the proof and just remark that it is suffices to consider the cases k +n ~ |1 — Ra|? < |r3| and
Ir3| < |1 — Ral?.

Recall the (strong) self-consistent equation for m(z) — my.(z) in (4.35). The definition of (o is natural in the
sense that it embodies the leading correction to m — my. stemming from the random matrix V: Subtracting the
defining equation for {y from the self-consistent Equation (4.35), we obtain, after some manipulations,

CglmmfchA)

(1= Ry —ra)(m —myge— (o) = (R3 +r3)(m —myc)* — (Rs +13)(§ + O(A®) + O <(<PN) N

on some high probability event Z. Theorem 2.12, now follows easily from analyzing the stability of this equation
in the variable {(z) := m(z) — myc(2) — Co(2).
5.2. Proof of Theorem 2.12. Next, we carry out the details of the proof of Theorem 2.12.
Proof of Theorem 2.12. Recall the event Zy defined in (5.1). Let
A2 1
= 1€ i _ — € Dy. 5.3
0= o (min{ o o f ) e )

Choosing ¢; sufficiently large in (5.3), we can achieve that |{o| < v(2) on Zg. Next, it follows from Theorem 2.10,
Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 3.8, that there is an event Z;, having (£, v)-high probability, such that the following holds
on it: There is a constant ¢y such that |A(2)| < v(2),

m?x|yi(z)| < (cpN)coﬁm\/ Ny 7 (5.4)
and, recalling (4.31),
1 & Immye(2) +v(2)
il ny). co§ f
N ;:1 9;Yi(2)| < (¢n) ( N ) , (5.5)

for n = 1,2,3, where V; = wi; — Z; — (mY —m); see (3.18). Since both events Zy and Z; have high probability, the
event = := Zg N =; has (£, v)-high probability, with a slightly smaller v > 0. Set ((2) := m(z) — my.(z) — (o(2).
Subtracting the defining equation of ¢y, from Equation (3.34), we obtain, using the bounds in (5.4) and (5.5),

coe mye(z) +9(2)
Nn ’

(1= Ry —r2)¢ = (Rs +7r3)(m —myse)* — (Rs +13)¢5 + O(A%) + O <(<PN) (5.6)

on =, for z € D, A € Dy,. Let ¢ > max{cp,c1} and set

() = ()€ (min { 22 A L1, 1
= min fy— -_— .
apl 2 YN N1/4a %+ 7 N ]\777
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Thus, on =, we have A < a and |{y| < ap, for all z € D, A € D,,.
Recall that we defined the domain

B,=DrN{z=E+ineC : Vg +1n> (pn)*N"V4},

Note that we have on the domain By,

[ A2 A 1 A 1
min — —_—.
N4 /K VN k+n+/N

]

First, consider the case

In this case, we can easily see that

on E. Then we obtain from (5.6),

A (pw)f Tmmge +y(2)
— Mo — C—+C—=
m s Col + a + « Nn

3 CO&I
SO(l)Im—mfc—§o|+07(f) +c(‘P@ mmfc+v(2)’

m—mys.+ (o

_ —Gl <
|m Mmge §0| > 0

on =. By Lemma 3.11, we have Ka > /k +1 ~ Immj. on =y, for some constant K, and we obtain, for some
c > Cg,

3
m —mpe — ol < (o) (2 L 1
< e e Y

on Z, for all A\ € Dy,. Since the condition /& + 7 > (on)*¢N~/* implies that

A3 1 < 1 - 1
(k +n)2 N3/2 N(k+mn) — Nn’

we conclude that

3
m—mye — Go| < (cpjif\[?)? ;
on =, for A € Dy,. If
A 1 < 1
k+nyVN ~ Nn’
we may use the bound
c§
Im —myge — Co| <A+ |Gl <2y < ((p]%)} ;
on =, for A € D),. This finishes the proof. O
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6. DENSITY OF STATES

In this section, we prove Theorems 2.17, 2.18, 2.20, and 2.21. Recall that we denote by (1) the eigenvalues of
H = \V + W. Define the normalized eigenvalue counting function of H by

N
1
Pe) =y 3200 = o). (6.1)
Then we can write
N
1 o [ ple)dx "
m(Z)_NZG“(Z)_/szz’ 2eCT.

For By < Es, we defined in (2.28) the counting functions
1 1
0B B) = o By <pa < B}, n(E) = 1ot e < BY.

Similarly, we have denoted

Es E
nsl BB = [ prle)de, )= [ prela)da,
E1 — 00
where py. stands for the density of the free convolution measure p¢c.
Throughout this section we fix £ = A”+0(1) loglog N and choose L > 40¢&.

6.1. Local density of states.Recall that kg := min{|E — L;|, i = 1,2}. In the following, we set n := N1
The first part of Theorem 2.17, Inequality (2.29), is an immediate consequence of the next two lemmas. Their
proofs follow closely the proof of Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2 in [12].

Lemma 6.1. Let n := N~'. For any Ey < E» in [—Ey, Ey], we define f(x) = fg, g,,(x) to be an indicator
function of the interval [Ey, Es], smoothed out on a scale n, i.e., f(x) =1, for x € [Ey1, Es], f(x) =0, for x in
[B1 —n, By + )¢, |f'(2)] < Cn~t and |f"(x)| < Cn=2. Assume that the event

) {imte) e < o (i e bt ) ) 62)

XEDy,

holds with (§,v)-high probability with L := Co&, for some constant Cy > 0. Abbreviate
k= min{kp,, ke, }, & :=max{Fy — Ey, (pn)* N1},

Then, we have

/R F(@)(p— pre) (@)de

< (on)* (

2|~

=N

+

tn

31~

~—
>
N

with (€, v)-high probability, for some ¢ > cp.
Proof. For convenience denote
pA::p—pfc, mA::mfmfc.
We use the Helffer-Sjostrand formula. We set yo := (on)“ N1 and choose a smooth cut-off function y such that:

x(y)=1, on [-£E&]; x(y)=0, on [-2E 2 Ix’(y)IS% (6.4)
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Starting from the Helffer-Sjostrand formula,

= [ WO U@ UGN W) g, ©5)
we obtain
dw‘ < /dw/ dy(If @)| + Il @)D ()[[m* (@ + iy)]
+C’/dx/ dyf" (z)x(y)y Imm™ (z + iy) ’—i—C’/dx/ dyf" (z)x(y )yImmA(x—i—iy)’ . (6.6)

Using that x’ is supported on [£,2€], we can bound the first term on the right side of the above inequality by

@ 4o [ ay(ste Melr o) (=5 5w) <o (= 7). 00

with (&, v)-high probability. In order to bound the two remaining terms in (6.6), we first bound the imaginary
part of m® (z + iy). For y > yo, we can use (6.2). So assume that 0 < y < yo. Using the spectral decomposition
of AV 4+ W, it is easy to see that the function y — yImm(x + iy) is monotone increasing. Thus

: . : e, (A1
yImm(z +iy) < yo Imm(z +iyo) < yo Imme(x + iyo) + (on) o (W + N—y0> , (y<wyo). (6.8)

Recalling that, by Lemma 3.2, we have Imm.(z + iy) < Cy/ky + y, we get

) /\1/2 1 c€
yImm(z +iy) < yoCvVkz + 4 + (n)“yo <N1/4 + Nyo) < %) v W<y, (6.9)
with (&, v)-high probability. Using that y < yo = (on)*N~1, we can now easily bound
A : (o)
ylmm=(z +iy)l < =—5—, (¥ <), (6.10)

with (&, v)-high probability. Since by assumption we have n < yo, we can bound the second term on the right

side of (6.6) by
c§
2 faatp o) [ annio) < 2=, (6.11)

with (&, v)-high probability, where we used that the support of f” has measure O(n). To bound the third term
on the right side of (6.6), we integrate by parts, first in = then in y to find the bound

‘/dxf )nRem”™ x—i—m’—i—(}"/dx/ dyf'(z)x' (y)y Rem”® (:I:—l—iy)‘
—l—C‘/dx/ dyf'(z)x(y) Rem (m—l—iy)‘ . (6.12)
The second term in (6.12) can be bounded similarly to the first term of (6.6) and we obtain
‘/dz/ dyf' ()X (y)y Rem™ (z+i)‘<( )CE<L+i> (6.13)
y y y — QON \/H—S\/N N Y .

with (&, v)-high probability. To bound the first and the third term in (6.12), we write, for y < yo,

Yo
|mA($ +iy)| < |mA(x + iyo)| —|—/ du (|0uym(z + iu)| + [Oumge(x + iu)]) - (6.14)
Y
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The first term on the right side of (6.14) can be estimated using (6.2). For the others we observe that the Ward

identity (3.9) implies, for u < yo,
1 1 & 1 1
|Oum(x + iu)| = |N Tr G2 (x + iu)| < N Z |Gij(z +iu)|* = EImm(m +iu) < Eyolmm(ac +iyo) -
—

]

Similarly, we obtain
(t)dt 1 . 1 .
pset) = —Immy.(z+iu) < ﬁyolmmfc(erlyo).

|Oumge(z +iu)| < /m =

From (6.14) we hence obtain
A Y Yo £ Yo
o) < (o) (14 [ ) <o <), (6.15)
y
with (&, v)-high probability. Thus we can bound the first term on the right side of (6.12) by
(o) (6.16)

’/dwf’(w)nRemA(erin)‘ <Y

with high probability. To bound the third term on the right side of (6.12), we split the integration in the y
variable into the pieces [n,yo) and [yg, 00). Using (6.15) we can bound the first piece by
Yo c&
Jaslr@] [ gl o) < B
7

with high probability. For the second integration piece we find

2 2 A1 1
x| f(x m®(z +i N)EE x| (x - 4=
Jastr@l [ ayim i < @0 farlrl [ (o2 5 )
2&
< (pn)* <% + LW dy F:\Jr y)
(1 &x 1
<0 (5 + o vw)

with high probability. Adding all the contributions together, we have proven that

[t i < o) (5 + s )
O

with (&, v)-high probability.

As a simple corollary, we obtain:
Corollary 6.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.1, there is ¢ > 0 such that, for any —Ey < E1 < Fy < Ey,

(0(E2) = n(E2)) = (n5el ) = myo B < (o) 55 + T ) - (6.17)
with (€,v)-high probability.
Proof. Observe that, for n = N1,
(o)

)

In(z +n) —n(z —n)| < Cnlmm(z +in) < N
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with (&, v)-high probability, where we used (6.8). Hence,

c§
w(3) = u(E2) ~ [ Flulpldu| <€ 5 (E + ) - u(Ei - ) < O (6.15)
R i=1,2
with (&, v)-high probability. Moreover, since p¢. is a bounded function, we find
C
nyc(E1) —nge(E2) — ]Rf(w)pfc(w)dw <Cnp= N
Combination with the claims of Lemma 6.1 yields the statements. O

The first statement of Theorem 2.17, i.e., (2.29), now follows easily from the two preceding lemmas.

6.2. Bulk fluctuations. The aim of this section is to prove the second part of Theorem 2.17, i.e., Inequal-
ity (2.30). Recall the definition of the random variables (o in (5.2). Since we will restrict the discussion to the
bulk of the spectrum, we may use slightly modified random variables, (o (2) = Z“év (z), approximating (o in the
bulk that are easier to handle in computations.

6.2.1. Definition of &.We define a random variable EO (z) = Zév(z) by

~ (1 & 1
Go(2) = (1 = Re(2)) (NZ —— mfc(2)> , (6.19)

for z € CT, A € D,,, where (R,,) have been defined in (3.32). Recall that, 1 — Ro(2) ~ \/k + 1. Hence, by the
large deviation estimate (3.36),

(o)A
VKEE + n\/N ’
with (£, v)-high probability, for some ¢, uniformly in z € Dy, and A € D,,. Also note that EO approximates the

random variables (g in the bulk: Since 1 — Rz ~ 1 away from the spectral edge, it is straightforward to show that
|Co(2) — Co(2)| = O(N~1), with high probability for such z.

1Co(2)| < (2= E+in), (6.20)

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.17, there is ¢ > 0 such that the event

XEDy,

(6.21)
has (&, v)-high probability.

We omit the proof of this lemma since it is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.12. Note, however, that the
estimate in (6.21), deteriorates at the spectral edge and we have to restrict the discussion below mostly to the
bulk of the spectrum. B

Next, we show that the random variable (o(z), z = E + in, is a slowly varying function of E (for fixed 7), in
the bulk of the spectrum.

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.17, the event

N)ZEN 1
N { (o) }
z€Dy,

T (ke + 0P VN
)\GDAO

9Co(E + in)
OF

has (&, v)-high-probability.

40



Proof. Recalling the definition of EO in (6.19), we compute, for z € Dy, X € Dy,

(E+in) [0 1 1 & 1
OF B <0_E1 —R2(2)> (N ;Qvi Av; — 2 —mfc(z)>

T Ra(e) <N ;Q“ (i — 2 — mfc(z))2> (1+mj (B +in)),

where we abbreviate m’;.(E + i) = w and Q,, := 1 — E,,, where E,, denotes the partial expectation
with respect the random variable v;. Differentiating the functional Equation (2.9) for my.(z), we get

/ o dp(v)
mly (B +in) = / (MW —FE —in—my.(E+in))?

(14 m}.(E +in)) ,

hence,

1 K
14+m).(E+in)| = — < ,
| fel )l [1—R:(E+in)| — Vke+1

for some constant K > 1, where we used Lemma 3.2. Similarly,

0 1 _ 2(1+mfy (E +1n)) / du(v)
OE1—Ry(E+1in)  (1—Ra(E+1in)2 | (W —2z—my(E +in))3
_ 2(1+ m'fc(E +1in))R3(E + in)

(1= Ry(E +1in))? ’

and hence, by Lemma 3.2,

P c
OE1—Ry(E+1in)| ~ (kg +n)3/2’°

for some constant C. The terms involving the Q,, can be bounded by the large deviation estimates (3.36).

Uniformity in A and z follows from a lattice argument using the stability bound (3.5). O

Next, let f(z) = fg, E,,(x) be an indicator function of the interval [E, Es], smoothed out on scale n = N~
Let x(y) be a smooth cut-off function as defined in (6.4). We set m® := m — my.. Appealing to the discussion
in Section 6.1, we define

Xo(Ey, Ep) = % /R2 dady (iyf" (x)x(y) +i(f(2) + iyf (@)X () Co(z +1iy) , (6.22)

where we extend (o to the lower half-plane as (o (z) = Zo(z), 2z € CT.

Lemma 6.5. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for F1 < Ey with E1,Es € [—Ey, Ey] and for A € Dy,, we

have
Xo(B1,E) < (o) (6.23
with (&, v)-high probability, where £ = max{FEy — E1, (pn)!N71} and k = min{|E; — L;| : i =1,2}.
Choosing the energies Eq, Es, such that min{kg,, kg, } > », for some fixed s > 0, we obtain
[ Xo(Er, Ep)| < C%(ww)cgﬁ (6.24)

ok

with (&, v)-high probability, for some constant C,,, depending on ».
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Proof. Starting from the definition of EO, we find
Xo(Ey, B)| < C ‘ [ae [ avson @t + iy>\ n \ [ [ avur@n i+ (6.25)
0 0

+C :

2E ~
/ do / dy £ (2)x(y)y Tm &z + i)
0

To bound the first term on the right side of (6.25) we integrate by part in the variable y to find, with (¢, v)-high
probability,

2& -
‘/dxf(x)/g dy x'(y)¢o (= + iy)

2& -
— ‘/dx f(:c)/(g dy X (y)9yCo(z + iy)

28 -
— ‘/dxf(x)/g dy x(y)9xCo(z + iy)

< (owre| [ @101 —em

S 0y (520)

where we used in the second line that 60 (z) in an analytic function in the upper half plane, and in the third
line we used Lemma 6.4. In the fourth line we used that k, > k = min{kpg,,xg,}. Finally, we used that f is
supported on [Ey —n, By + 7], n = N1

To bound the second term on the right side of (6.25), we integrate by part in the variable z and find, similarly
to the computation above,

Ex+n oo ~
/ dz / dyyf (@)X (1)l +iy)| =
0

Ei—n

Ex+n oo ~
/ da / dyy (@)X (4)0:o( + iy)
0

Ei—n

A 1

Ex+n 2
<o [ a [ o 0

Ei—n
A 1 Ex+n 28 y
< c§ - d dy <
< e o, 0 ), W
E2\ 1

< e R

(6.27)

with (&, v)-high probability.
Finally, the third term in (6.25) can be bounded by integrating by parts in x to obtain

2E ~
|/dz/ dy f"(z)x(y)y Im (o (z + iy)
0

2E ~
— |/dz/ dy f'(z)x(y)y Im 9,Co (x + iy)
0

< (on)*

/25 /\y 1
dy———+—

o (k+y)32 /N
E2N 1

< (@N)Cgm\/—ﬁa (6.28)

with (&, v)-high probability. Adding up the estimates (6.26), (6.27) and (6.28) yields the claim. O
6.2.2. Local eigenvalue density in the bulk. In this subsection, we show that we can control the difference
n(E3) —n(E4) in terms of ny.(E2) —nys.(E1) in the bulk of the spectrum up to an optimal error: Fix some 3 > 0.

We consider energies E1 < Es, such that min{kg,,kpg,} > 7, L1 < By < Ey < Ly and Ey — By > (on)XN7L.
We denote with C,, constants that only depend on s (with C,, — oo, as » — 0).
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As above, let f(z) = fg, B, n(x) be an indicator function of the interval [E1, Ep], smoothed out on scale
n = N1 Let x(y) be a smooth cut-off function as defined in (6.4) and let m* := m — my.. Define

X1(Ey, Bp) = % /R2 (iyf" (x)x(y) +i(f (@) +iyf' (@)X (y))m> (= +iy) , (6.29)

and recall the definition of X in (6.22),

1 . . . ~ .
Xo(Er, Bp) i= o /2 (i f"(@)x(y) +i(f(2) +iyf (@)X’ () Go(z +1y) . (6.30)
R
Here we implicitly assume that the functions f and x in both definitions agree.
Following the discussion in Section 6.1, one easily sees that

(QDN)C5

|(n(Ey, E2) —nge(Er, E2)) — X1(Ey, E2)| < N

(6.31)

with (&, v)-high probability. Recalling the estimate on X( in (6.23), we observe that it suffices to bound X; — X,
in order to control the density of states.

Lemma 6.6. Let Ly < Ey < Ey < Ly, with min{xp,, kg, } > 3 and E; — By > (on)YSN~L. Then

1
|X1(E1, E2) — %0(B1, Ba)| < Cr(pn)® —

N (6.32)

with (§,v)-high probability. The constant ¢ > 0 can be chosen independent of Ev, Ea and X € Dy, .
Proof. We set yo := (on)“N~! and abbreviate ((z) = m(z) — mye(z) — Co(2). Using the definition of ¢, we find
(X1 — X0)(En, E2)|
< c/dz/ (@) + o @D G e+ i)l +.€ | [ a [7 dur @y mdate + )
e ‘ [ /0 " Q" ) ()y Tmm (o + iy)' e ' [t [ aur @ty + iy)‘ S (633)
Yo

Using (6.21) we can bound the first term on the right side of (6.33) as

2 - c 2
‘ Jas [ (@l +alr @)l e+l < B8 far [Zayirwi+ i)

< Cu(pn)® (6.34)

with (&, v)-high probability.
The second term on the right side of (6.33) is, by (6.20), bounded by

‘/dx/oyo dyf”(w)x(y)ylmfo(ﬂiy)’ < (<pzv)”5%/0y0 dy x(y)y Hlﬂj\/—lﬁ
el (7 ANY
< (on)2 /O ay =L
(on)*
< (6.35)

with (&, v)-high probability.
To control the third term, we note that both functions y — y Imm(z +iy) ,y Immy.(z + iy), are monotone
increasing. Thus we get from (6.2),

)\1/2 1 c&
yImm(x +iy) < yoImm(z + iyo) < (pn (\/nz +yo+ N/ Nyo) < ((p]]\\g) ) (v <o),
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and

yIlmmye(r +iy) < yolmmye(z +iyo) < Cyovee +40, (¥ <o)
Since yo = (¢pn)P N1, this yields
23
=L N
vl i) < P50 <), (6.36)

with (&, v)-high probability. The third term on the right side of (6.33) is thus bounded as

Yo Yo c§
[ /0 auf" @y mmA (o +iy) | < £ [ aslr@) / ayx(w) < P (eam)

with (&, v)-high probability.
To bound the fourth term in (6.33), we integrate first by parts in the variable 2 and then in y, to find the
bound

2
Jao [ anr @, ctmm) Redlo +i)| + | [ e @t Relo + i) (6.38)
Yo
Using the a priori high probability bounds
m® (e 4 iyo)] < (on) (L b ) S WS Tl )] < (o) S o < (o)
B N4 Nyo ) ’ = Vhz Y0 VN ’
we bound the second term on the right side of (6.38) as
~ e
[ et @mite+ )| < ony<n < O
with (&, v)-high probability. It remains to bound the first term in (6.38),
28 B 28 _
[as [ aur@o, (i Redla +in)| < | [ do dyf @ W Red(a + )
Yo
dz dyf y)Re((z +iy)| . (6.39)
Yo

For the first term on the right side, we use (6.21) to find

ot 1
SCVJ{(SDZ\T) Eﬁv

/ du /y dy (@) (9)y Re &(a + iy)

with (£, v)-high probability. Using once more (6.21), we bound the second term on the right side of (6.39) as

2&
’/dx/ dyf'(z Reg“(x—i—ly)‘ < C%(@N)cg/ dy;\] (pN) 5%, (6.40)

Yo

with (£, v)-high probability. Adding up the different contributions, we find (6.32). O
To conclude this subsection, we prove (2.30) of Theorem 2.17:

Proof of (2.30). Let E; < E3. Then we have from (6.31)

1
In(E1, E2) — npe(Er, E2)| < [X1(En, Ea)| + C(SDN)CEN

< |Xo(Er, E2)| + [X1(E1, B2) — Xo(E1, Ea)| + C(SDN)CEN ,

with (&, v)-high probability. Using Lemma 6.5 and Lemma 6.6, we therefore get
1 )\25 2
N /N
with (&, v)-high probability. Inequality (2.30) follows by choosing By — By > (¢pn) ¢ N1 O

In(E1, E2) — nse(Er, Eo)| < Co(on)® <
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6.3. Eigenvalue spacing in the bulk.In this subsection, we prove Theorem 2.18.

Proof of Theorem 2.18. Let A € D,,. Starting from the identity

i~
N

= n(yn) — n(uy).

we obtain from (2.30) that

i—J ¢ (i — pj)? 1

c\Hi) — c\Mj) = 7 0 L oA @ €

with (&, v)-high probability, for some c large enough. Then, using nyc(pti) —nge(py) = (i — pj)n'y.(17), for some
i

My € [M’La ,u‘j]v

. — Zi] cf(:uifnuj>2 cfi
= 5= s+ 0 (o ) 0 (enrre ) (6.41)

where we used that n’s.(u;) = pre(p;) > 0 and 1/C" < pge < C” in the bulk for some constant C’ > 1, depending
on A and p. Since |p; — pj| = O(1), we have

ce (i = 1j)?
(o)< = )

which shows that the second term in the right side of (6.41) can be absorbed into the left side. Similarly, the
last term on the right side can be absorbed into the first term in the right side, as we can see from the condition
li — 7| > (pn)s. Thus,

i
< pi = p] < Cz—' Nﬂ ; (6.42)

with (&, v)-high probability for some constants C7,Cy > 0. This proves the first part of the theorem.
If [i — j| < (pn)S N2 we find from (6.42) that |p; — ;| < Ca(pn)$N~™1/2. In this case,

Jeé (pi — p5)? <L ’

JN N

with high probability. Furthermore, since |u; — p;| < |u; — 5| and since py. is Lipschitz continuous inside supp g .
(see, e.g., [5]), we get

(on

pre(i) = pre(pa)] < (sozv)“\/—lﬁ , (6.43)

hence
i— 1—7

|i _Jl |pfc(//') _pfc(,ui” K -1
- C i < (pn)*ENTL.
Npse(p;)  Npge(ps) (

T N pre(pi)ppe(pi) T

with (&, v)-high probability, for some constant K. Thus, we obtain that

|i — Jl

i = 1yl = 5| < ()N,
‘ ’ Npye(pa)
with (&, v)-high probability, proving the second part the theorem. O
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6.4. Integrated density of states and rigidity of eigenvalues.The goal of this subsection is to prove
Theorems 2.20 and 2.21. The proofs follow closely [12].

6.4.1. Estimate on ||H||. As a first step, we need an estimate on the operator norm of H = AV + W. We have
the following result:

Lemma 6.7. There is a constant co > 0, such that for all X € Dy,, we have

A 1
cof (2 4~
1 < max{ Ll Za} + (0w (2= + 55 ) -

with (€, v)-high probability.

Proof. We will only consider the largest eigenvalue py. A bound on the lowest eigenvalue p; is obtained in a
similar way. From the strong local law (2.18), we get

e (A2 1
A(z) < (¢n) (N1/4+N_77)’ z2€Dr, AEDy,,

with (€ + 2, v)-high probability. Then we can apply Lemma 4.6, with

/2 1
o c§ _
1) = (ex* (377 + 77 -

to get, for some sufficiently large constant c;,

o A e (A, Immp(z) +1(2)
!(1—R2>[v]—Rg[v]\sclOgNw(@N)f(TW 2 )

with (&, v)-high probability, for any z € Dy, and A € Dy,. Now, if E > Ly and & > 1, we have Imm.(z) ~ n/\/k
and

a:=|1—-Rs| ~k,

by the Lemmas 3.2 and 3.11. Thus, we obtain, upon using Young’s inequality,

2

9 A
(1= Rl = Rl < Oy

+ Clpn)¢ (\/% + ﬁ + N%/E) , (6.44)

with (&, v)-high probability, for some ¢; sufficiently large.
Given ¢q, it is straightforward to check that there is a constant co > 2¢1, such that, for any F satisfying

A 1
(1 AT
we have
1
: N71/2 1/4 N71/2>\71 1/2 > c1§+2 . 646
min{N 251 2} > (o) (6.46)
We assume now that E satisfies (6.45) and set
— - c1é+1 )
n=ne = (pN) —N\/E
Note that z = F +in € Dy,. From (6.46), we have x > 7. Similarly, we have
1 A 1
Imme(E +in) ~ & < — < = (6.47)

VE Ny’ vVEN — Nn
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Furthermore, since a > /k/K, for some K > 1, we must have

c1§+1 A2 1

with (£, v)-high probability. Here, we used that Nnyvk = (on)¢t! and k> (pn)2¢2A/2N-1/4. Since
a > 2|R3|A, we get from (6.44),

A < Clon)E (aéﬁ + 04(]\1777)2 + aNl\/E> : (6.49)

with (&, v)-high probability. Since a > \/k/K, we obtain from (6.47),

Cl§+1 1 i << L

The second term on the right side of (6.49), can be bounded by using (6.48). The first term on the right side
of (6.49) is estimated by using the second inequality in (6.47). Thus, for any E satisfying (6.45), z € Dy, and
any A € Dy,, we obtain that

with (&, v)-high probability. Thus
1
Imm(z) <Immye(2) + A(z) < N (6.50)
n

with (&, v)-high probability, for such E. By the spectral decomposition of H, we have

S

a:l

Imm(z ——

= |

+n

and we conclude that

C
I > — 6.51
mm(:) > 5 (6.51)
for some C > 0, if there is an eigenvalue in the interval [E — n, E + n]. Thus (6.50), implies, for any E,
satisfying (6.45), that there is no eigenvalue in the interval [E — 7, E + ], with (£, v)-high probability.
To cover energies E > Ey, we use the following result: For a Wigner matrix W satisfying the assumptions in
Definition 2.1 we have

i <2+ G0 (6.52)

with (¢, v)-high probability. We refer, e.g., to Lemma 4.3. in [12]. Spectral perturbation theory then implies

IH| < |IAVI+ IV <24 (;\’}11\’/)5 + A, with (&, v)-high probability, covering the regime E > Fy. This concludes
the proof.

O

6.4.2. Integrated density of states. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 2.20. Given the results on n(Ey, F2) in
Theorem 2.17 and the estimate on ||H|| this is straightforward:

Proof of Theorem 2.20. We assume that E is such that |E — Li| < |E — La|. The other case is dealt with in the
same way. Set

Ei = Ly — (on)6 (\/_ Ni/?’) , (6.53)
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with some ¢; large enough, such that ny.(E1) = 0 and n(E;) = 0 with (£, v)-high probability; see Lemma 6.7.
Next, choose E > Fy, then from (2.29), we get, setting Ey = E and bounding £ < E — E; + (on)*N~1,

1 A
E) —ns(E)| < “(=+—=+/E-E LEN-1) .
[n(E) nf( )| < (en) <N+\/N\/ 1+ (¢nN) )
with (&, v)-high probability. Using our assumption on E and (6.53), we get

1 A3/ A ANEE
_ (L
In(E) —nse(E)| < (on) <N YAt s T TN > ’

with (&, v)-high probability, for some ¢y large enough. This estimate holds for any E and A. Uniformity is
obtained with a lattice argument, we omit the details. |

6.4.3. Rigidity of eigenvalues. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 2.21. Recall the definition of the classical
location 7y, of the eigenvalue p, in (2.33).

Lemma 6.8. There exists a constant C, such that, for all X € Dy, the following statements hold with (&, v)-high
probability for some large enough c,

i. if max{kq,, Kpu, } < (SQN)Cf(\/_ 4 N2/3) then

A 1
_ ce(_ 2~ 4 = ).
lta — Yal < (¢N) <\/N+N2/3) ;

i, if max{k.,, K, } > (@N)%(ﬁ + ~375), then

=0l < (o) (et X
ta — Ya| < (PN \/N al/3N2/3 N1/352/3 )

where & := min{«a, N — a}.

Proof. We will focus on the eigenvalues p1,. .., un/2. The other eigenvalues can be treated in a similar way.
Define an event = as the intersection of the events on which the estimates
|| < mas{|Lal, Lo} + (on) ¢ (2= + — (6.54)
1 2 <PN \/— N2 ~2/3 | .

(see Lemma 6.7), and

1 A2 A MNEE
N ot (L
n(E) = nje(E)] < (on)™° (N tasa TN T N ) ’

(see Theorem 2.20), hold, for any A < X and |E| < Ey. We note that on Z, we have jy/, < K, for some K < L.
Let C7 > Cy. We use the dyadic decomposition

2log N

{1,...,N/2} = | Uk,

k=0

where

Uo := {04 < N/2 ¢ Ly + max{pa, Yo} < 2(<pN)CIE>\N’1/2} ,

U = {a < N/2 0 2 (o) N2 <Ly | + max{pta, Yo} < 2k+1(<pN)le)\N*1/2} , (k>1).
By the definition of Uy and (6.54), we have

ce A

lHa = Yal < (oN) Nz
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on =, for a € Uy.
For k > 1, we find on = that

o _ B Coem (1, X2 A MNEE
N - nfc('}/a) = n(,ua) = Tlfc(ﬂa) + (SDN) s (N + N3/ + N5/6 + \/N . (6.55)

On =, and for a € U, we can bound the second term on the right side of the above equation as

1 N3/ A MNFE
Cot
(sﬁN)o(9<N ~a7A T e t \/N>

132 A \3/2
Cot (k+1)/2 (Co+Cr/2)e AT
< Cen)™° <N+N3/4 N5/6)+C2 (on)' ™0 N3
where we used k,, < |L1|+ po. Furthermore, we have on Z, for a € Uy,
nfe(Va) + nfe(pa) 2 02%/2(WN)301£/2>‘3/2N_3/4 )
where we used ns.(Ly + ) ~ 2%/2 for 0 <z < |L;| + K. Thus

1 M2 X M\Ne
(SQN)COEO (N + N3/4 + N5/6 + VN ) L nge(Va) + nge(pa) ,

which implies by (6.55) that

nelia) = nge(va) (140 (o)~ @=%) ) |

on E, for a € Uy,. Using that ny (z) ~ (nse(x))"/? ~ (|L1]|+2)"/2, for Ly <z < K, we have [Ly|+7a ~ | L1|+ o
Hence
n/f(,(z) ~ n/fc(’)/a) 9
for any = between 7, and p,. Recalling that the density ps.(z) is continuous, we conclude that, on =, for a € Uy,
Infe(ba) = nre(va)l
nlfc(')/a)
( )Cof i )\3/2 + A + )\\/ Kua
- (a/N)1/3 N N3/4  N5/6 \/N

( Cot 1 \3/2 Aal/3 Ay |Moz - '7a|
VE + , (6.56)

|:uo¢_'7a| <C

N2/3 N5/12 + \/N N1/6

where we used ki, < fq, + |la — Yol and K., ~ (a/N)?/3. Next, since @ = Nnge(va) ~ N(|L1| + 7a)%/?, we
find for @ € Uy, (k > 1),

i - A 3/2 ,
aZcN(Q(goN)l— > NV,
vN

hence a~ /3 « N=1/12_ Using Young’s inequality, we can absorb the last term on the right side of (6.56) into
the left side and we obtain

1 A2 A
ce ——
la — Yol < (¢N) <a1/3N2/3 + a2/3N1/3 + \/ﬁ) ’

on Z, for o € Uy, some C sufficiently large. The proof is completed by noticing that the event = has (&, v)-high
probability. [l

We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 2.21.

Proof of Theorem 2.21. We restrict the discussion to eigenvalues with o < N/2, the other eigenvalues are dealt
with in the same way. From a/N = ns.(va) ~ (|L1| + 7a)%/?, we find that

a < (pn) 7 1+ NNV, (6.57)

if v is as in item ¢ of Lemma 6.8. Combing the conclusions of items ¢ and éi of Lemma 6.8 with (6.57) completes
the proof of the theorem. [l
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A. APPENDIX: FREE CONVOLUTION MEASURE AND STABILITY BOUNDS

A.1. Introduction. In this appendix, we discuss some properties of the (rescaled) free convolution measure, p .,
defined through the functional equation

1
mfc(z):/ d,uf—c(v), z2=E+ineCT, (A1)

1AV — 2 — mye(2)

such that Immy.(2) > 0, for n > 0; c.f., Equation (2.9). Here A > 0 and we assume that p is an absolutely
continuous measure, with bounded and continuous density p(v) such that supp p = [—1,1]. For simplicity, we
always assume that p is centered, although this is not essential for our argument.

To see that Equation (A.1) has a unique solution such that Immy.(E +in) > 0, for n > 0, one can choose
1 > 2 first. Then it is straightforward to check that the right side of (A.1) is a contraction (in the sup-norm on
the set of analytic function on the upper half plane with positive imaginary part). The fixed point equation (A.1)
thus has a unique solution for > 2. By analytic continuation, the solution extends to the whole upper half
plane. We leave the details aside and refer, e.g., to [34].

A deep study of the equation (A.1), with slightly different conventions, can be found in [5]. One important
result of [5] is the following: The measure py. is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, in
particular, we have mps.(E) = lim,\ o Imm¢.(E + in). For general probability measures (of bounded support),
the support of j17. may consist of several disjoint intervals, however, under our assumptions, the support of .
is a single interval, i.e., supp ptf. = [L1, L2], with L1 < 0 < Lg; see Lemma A.1. We refer to [5] for a discussion
of the general case.

We are mainly interested in the behaviour of pif.(E) and Imms.(E+in), for E € R close to L1, Lo respectively.
We distinguish the cases A <1 and A > 1:

For the former case, it was already pointed out in [5] (see also [31, 36]) that us. has a square root behaviour
near Lo, i.e., pge(La — k) ~ /K, K > 0, and similar for L.

For A > 1, we will restrict our attention to Jacobi measures, a special class of measures whose densities are of
the form

p(v) = Z_l(l +v)*(1 - U)bd(U)X[—l,l] (v),

where a,b > —1, d € C'([-1,1]) with d(v) > 0, v € [~1,1] and the normalization constant Z is appropriately
chosen so that p becomes a probability density. Again, for simplicity, we will always assume that u is centered.
Note that we also admit exponents a,b smaller than zero, thus u(v) — oo as v — +1 is allowed. As it turns
out, the square root behaviour at the endpoint of the support persists for A > 1, in case we have —1 < a,b <1,
respectively. However, if a,b > 1, there exists Ao > 1, such that for any A > Ao, we have ps.(L1 — k) ~ K°; for a
precise statement see Lemma, A.4.

A.2. Case A\ < 1. In this subsection, we choose A < 1. Adopting the proof of Proposition 2 in [36], we have the
following result:

Lemma A.1. Let u be a centered probability measure supported on [—1,1]. Assume that p has a continuous,
strictly positive, bounded density p(v) on (—=1,1). Suppose that 0 < A < 1. Then, there exits L1,Ls € R, with
L1 <0< Lo, such that the (rescaled) free convolution of p with the semicircle law, pis., satisfies

supp fife = [L1, Lo] .
Moreover, denoting by kg the distance to the endpoints of the support of pg., i.e.,
kg :=min{|E — Lq|,|E — Lo|},
we have
C™'rEp < pgpe(B) < CVRp,  E €Ly, La], (A.2)

for some constant C > 1.
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We briefly outline how the proof in [36] can be adopted to our setting: We denote by my.(z), z € C*, the
Stieltjes transform of the free convolution measure pf.. Define 7 := z 4+ my.(z) and consider instead of (A.1) the
equation F(7) = z, where

F(r)i=7— /1 du() ¢t (A.3)

1A —T

Note that lim,\ oIm F(z +iy) = —mp(z) < 0, for € (=, ), since we have assumed that the density of x is
bounded and continuous, and strictly positive in the interval (—1,1). Thus F extends to a function on R, which
is continuous and bounded, except possibly at the point {£A}. As shown in [36], the endpoints, (L;), of the
support of pif. are characterized as the real valued solutions, 7;, with |7;| > A, of the equation F'(7) =0 (L; are
then obtained by solving 7; = L; + my.(L;)). Setting

H(r) ::/1%, rect, (A.4)

a point E € R is an endpoint of the support of pyse, if H(7) =1, |7] > A, 7 = E 4+ my.(E) € R. Since A <1 and
1 is centered, we have from Jensen’s inequality

_f _dp) 1 1 _ 1
HY) = /,1 022~ ¥ (Japme-npF » oo (A.5)

Here, the first inequality is strict since p is absolutely continuous. Since H(7) is monotone decreasing (on R)
as |T| — oo, we conclude that there are only two real solutions 7y, 72. One then checks that the endpoints of
the support of ps., L1 and Lo satisfy Ly < —2 and Lo > 2. The square root behaviour of pf. at L, i.e., (A.2),
follows as in [35]: It suffices to observe that F”(r;) # 0, thus by the inverse function theorem, we have, for z € C
in a neighborhood of L;, F~1(2) = 7, + c;v/z — Li(1 + A;(v/z — L;)) (such that Im F~1(2) > 0, for z € C™), for
real constants ¢; # 0 and analytic functions A4;, with |4;] < 1 in a neighborhood of zero. This concludes our
discussion on the proof of Lemma A.1.

As an important corollary of the proof of Lemma A.1, we have the following stability bound already pointed
out in [36]:

Corollary A.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma A.1 there exist constants C,c > 0, such that
c<|w—z—mys(2)| <C, z=E+in,
for any v € (=\, ) and |E| < Ep, 0 <n < 3.

Proof. For the upper bound, we note that |m.(z)| < 1, as follows from considering the imaginary part of m .
in (A.1). For the lower bound, note that in a neighborhood of L;, Re(2+m.(2)) = Re7(z) = Re7i+0O(|z—L;|'/?).
Since |1;| > 1, |Re(z + myc(2))| > 1, for |z — L;| < € for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0. For |Rez| > |L;| + (¢/2),
the estimate is trivial. In the region not covered by the two preceding estimates, we must have Im 7 > ¢, thus
Immy. +n > c. The claim follows. |

A.3. Case \ > 1. In this subsection, we choose for simplicity u as a Jacobi measure, i.e., u is described in terms
of its density

pv) = Z7H L+ 0)* (L = ) d(v)x[-1,1(v) (A.6)

where a,b > —1, d € C1([—a,b]) such that d(v) > 0, v € [~a,b] and Z is an appropriately chosen normalization
constant such that p is a probability measure. Below, we will assume, for simplicity of the arguments, that u is
centered, but this condition can easily be relaxed.

Lemma A.3. Let pu be a centered Jacobi measure. Suppose that A > 1. If —1 < a,b < 1, the results in Lemma A.1
and Corollary A.2 hold true.
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Proof. We can apply the same argument as in the proof of Lemma A.1. The only thing we need to prove is that

HO\ +¢) = /1 - iuivz >

for any sufficiently small € > 0, and a similar estimate for H(—X — ¢).
From the assumptions, we find that there exist constants C,Cy > 0 such that u(v) > C(1 — v)® > Cp(1 — v)

for any v € (0,1). Let n := e " and choose € < 1/n. Then, we have

1 ne/A
(1 —wv)dv Co t— (e/N) Co 1
H(\ > C —_ = — ————dt = —= (1 —14+=)>1.
A+e 2 Co /1—(71—1)6/)\ (Ww—=A=e)? A [ 5 t2 ye logn =1+ 2)

From the continuity of H, we get the desired results. The same argument applies to H(—\ — ¢€). [l

For a,b > 1, we have the following result:

Lemma A.4. Let p be a centered Jacobi measure with a,b > 1. Define

(L) e LA

Then, there exist Ly < 0 < Lo such that the support of pg. is [L1, Lo]. Moreover,

i. if A < g, then for 0 < k < Lo,
C™ 'k < pge(Lz — k) < CVr, (A.7)
for some C > 1.
1i. if A > Aa, then Lo = A+ (12/X) and, for 0 < k < Lo,
C7 k" < ppe(Ly — w) < OKP, (A.B)
for some C > 1.
Moreover, for 0 < E< FEy,0<n<2,2z=F+in, vel[-1,1],
[Av — 2z — myc(2)]

remains bounded from below in case i uniformly in z and v, but in case ii, it can be arbitrarily small as v — 1,
E =Ly, andn— 0.
Similar statements hold for the lower endpoint L1 of the support of jif., with 2 and A2 replaced by

Proof. We first note that 0 < A2, 72 < 0o, for b > 1. Since p(v) > 0, for v € (—1,1), ps. is supported on a single

interval. Consider now L 1 2
HOY :/ plo)dv L/ plo)dv (A"
=2 X (v—1)2 A

When A < A2, we may follow the proof of Lemma A.1 to prove the claims in i.
We now choose A > 2. We claim that there exists a unique continuous bounded curve v in C* on which
Im F(7) = 0. For z € CT,

Im F(7) = Im7 <1 - M) .

[Av — 7|2

We know that the non-negative continuous function

H(r) = % = / oo ij)g“l g TC CH U (R\[-X,N]),
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is monotonically decreasing in Im 7. Let 7 =  + iy. For « € (=, A), the continuity of p implies that, as y \, 0,
yH (x + iy) — mpu(z) > 0, hence H(x + iy) — oo. Since H(z 4 iy) is monotonically decreasing as y increases and
H(x +1iy) — 0 as y — oo, the equation y = yﬁ(z +iy) has a unique solution 0 < y < co. The analyticity of F' in
the upper half plane then implies that on the interval (—\, \) there exists a single bounded curve such that the

imaginary part of F' vanishes on it.

The endpoints of the support of jif. are characterized as the points where the curve - approaches to the real

line. Since H(A) = H(\) < 1, the curve v does not connect with the real axis on RT\(0, ). Since this curve
cannot end at some point where F is analytic, we can conclude that the curve approaches to A on RT. When

T = A\, we have

1
o I ()L )
z=T—myg(z) = A /1)\1)7)\—)\—1—)\,

which corresponds to the endpoint, L, of the support of ps. on RY.
To prove (A.8), let

T=XA— Mk +i\y, z:)\JrT—;fliJrin.

Considering the imaginary part of m ., we obtain

1 1
po)dv _y / p(v)dv
Ay —n=Tmmse(z) =1 po)w _ Yy :
y = n=Tmmye(z) m/_l)\v—T AJ_g (v—=14k)?2+y?

We claim that in the limit n \, 0,
y~ (k+y)",

for k,y < 1.
For the upper bound, we consider first the case y < k: Let € = min{1/2, (A\?/A\3) — 1}, then we have

y/l podv /1861’“ +/”“y +/1’““‘ +/1 p(v)dv
1 (v=1+k)+y? 1 1-8e—1k  J1-k—y 1oty ) (1 —v—Fk)2 +y?

The first term in (A.12) can be estimated as

O R Ry L T A

<
-1 (I—v—k)2+y2 — l—v—k)z_y 2

< (1+§))\§y.

Here, we used that v < 1 — 8¢ !k implies that 1 —v —k > (1 — ¢/8)(1 — v), hence

Terer e (R e (S Pt

The second term in (A.12) can be estimated as

1—-k—y 1-k—y b
y/ w(v)dv < Cy/ kPdv <k
1—ge1k (1 —v—Fk)* +y? 1—ge—1p (1 —v —k)?

The third term in (A.12) can be estimated as

1-k+y 1—k+4y b

p(v)do / (k+y)Pdv b

Yy <Cy — < Cy+k).
/1ky (v—1+k)*+y? 1—k—y y? ( )

The last term in (A.12) can be estimated as

1 1 b k (1. _ b
y/ w(v)dv < y/ (k —y)°dv _ y/ (k y2) dw <Cr.
1 1 y

—k+y (1—?)—]{?)2+y2 o —k+y (1—’1)—]{?)2
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Thus, as 1\, 0, we have that
1
ES (1+ %) Ay + Ok +y)°.

Since

1 € A2 /)2 € €2
)\f—(l —))\2:—2 AN
y\Utg)e =y A2 2
we obtain

y<Clk+y)",

provided y < k.
When y > k, we decompose the integral in (A.12) as

y /1 ,U/('U)dv .y /186 k N /1 /,L(’U)d'U
L (v=1+k)?2+y? -1 1oge1k) (L—v—k)?2+y?

The first term is again estimated as in (A.13). The second term can be estimated as

1 1 b
y/ M(U)dz _ < C’y/ k ;1” < CkPHLy~l < OyP.
1—ge—1p (1—v—k)2+y 1-8—1k Y

Following the argument we used for the case y < k, we find the relation y < Cy" in this case. For sufficiently
small g, this is impossible, so this case does not happen.
To complete the proof of (A.11), we need a lower bound: Observe that

1 1-k -k
p(v)dv / p(v)dv / p(v)dv b
> >C > CkP A14
y/4 (U*1+k)2+y2_y 1mhey (W =14k +y> — Y —k—y Y2 ( )

and (A.11) follows from (A.10) and k > y. When y, k < 1, (A.11) implies that k > y and since y — Cuye(Lo — k)
as n — 0, we have pif.(Ly — k) ~ y ~ kP.
To compare k and x, we consider the real part of m¢. and get

1 1
T2 po)dv 1 / (v—1+Fk)u(v)dv
k-2 o () = _1 _
" A Remye(z) Re/_l)\v—T AJ1 (v=1+k)2+y?

From the definition of 75, we find that

\k 1 /1 (v—14k)u(v)dv n w(v)dv 1 /1 p)dv k(v —1) + k% + 2
K — = — _ - . .
A (U—1+k)2+y2 1—v 1 1—w (U—1+/€)2+y2

. )

We now separate the integral and estimate each term as in (A.14) and (A.12). We then get

! kup(v)do k
~ (k)P
La i~y
and
1/1 poydv K4y k2+y2(k:+ o1
A1 1—v (v=1+4k)2+y2 Yy Y '

Recalling that y ~ kP, when 5, k < 1, we find that x — Ak = O(k). Therefore we get

b

3

ge(La = B) ~y ~ K~
as k \, 0. Finally, it is easy to see that |A\v — z — my.(2)| is not bounded from below: Choosing z = L, we have

Im(my.(L2)) =0, but Re(Av — Ly — my.(L2)) = Av — A. This proves the claims in .
O
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A.4. Square root behaviour of my. and further stability bounds. In this subsection, we prove that the
Stieltjes transform my. inherits the square root behavior from piy.:

Lemma A.5. Assume that piy. has support [L1, Lo] and satisfies
C™ 'k < pge(Lz — k) < CVr, (A.15)
0< K<Ly, C>1. Then,
i. for z=Lo—k+1in, with 0 < k < Ly and 0 < n < 2, we have, C > 1,

C‘Rm+n§1mmfc(z)§0\m+ ;
ii. forz=Lo+k+in, with0 <k <1 and 0 <n <2, we have, C > 1,

fopr <Immyg.(z) <C U

k+n - VE+n

The analogous statements hold for z = Ly £ k + in.

Proof. We start with the claim ¢: Notice that

Immy(z Im/dufC :/( ndpse(x)

x—z x—Lo+kK)2+72"

To prove the lower bound, consider the following cases:
Case 1. When k,n < 1/2, computing the integral from x = Lo —k — 21 to & = Ly — k — 1), we find from (A.15)

that

Lo—Kk—n
Immfc(z)z/( 1 dpige(w) S0 n\/m+ WEF s o /R T,

z7L2+’i) +772_ Lo—k—2n
Case 2. When k > 1/2, 7 < 1/2, we obtain from (A.15) that
Lo—k+n/4

Imm so(z) > C’/ n dpse() > OV R N e e N ==

Lo—k+n/8 (‘T - L2 + ’%)2 + n Ly—k+n/8 77

Ly—rk+n/4

Case 3. When 7 > 1/2, we have the bound

B ndufc() /ndufc ) _C o

This proves the lower bound. To prove the upper bound, we consider the following cases:
Case 1. When ) < k < 1/2, from (A.15) we have

n
I (2)= [ dpse
mmye(z) / Hf (z)(x_L2+H)2+772
La—k—n T La—k+n Lo
con [T I oy [ [ S,
—L (:C*L2+ ) Lo—k—n 77 Lo—k+n (:C*L2+’i)

Li+Lo—k
gcn/ Vy+ dy + CVr 7 +Cn/ \/fdySC\/Fa—i—n.
n n

y?

Case 2. When k < n < 1/2, a calculation similar to Case I proves the same bound.
Case 3. When k > 1/2, we have

ndx
I o(2) < <0<Cy .
mimy (Z)_C/(.T—L2+H)2+772_C_C K+n

Case 4. When 7 > 1/2, we have the trivial bound

1
Immye(z) < fmpe(2)] < = < CVRFT.

95



This completes the proof of statement i. To prove ii, we proceed similarly:
Case 1. When k > 7, computing the integral from x = Ly — k to © = Ly — 2k, we get

Lo—2Kk
[ ) o [y, O

r—Lo—k2+2 = Jo, . K2 NN

Immye(z) =

For the upper bound, we find that
0 dptge(w) b /LM VIz—z
I (z2) = <C —d C ———d
mme(z) /(95—1@—5)24‘772_ ! Lo—r K v L, (z—L2)? !

+c /L1+L2\f Cn _ Oy
GRS

Case 2. When k <1, computing the integral from 2 = Ly — (n/2) to @ = Ly — 1, we obtain

ndpge(x) La=n /i Ch
Immfc(z):/ — _f 5 5 20/ %_dzzc\/ﬁz
(x—La—rK)2+n La—(n/2) N n+kK

T

For the upper bound, we find that

Lo La—n / —

r—Ly—rK)2+n? "~ Lo—n —r, (z—Lg)?

L1+L2\/_
<C 77+C77/ <Cyn< ——
\/_ ) \/_ \/TH—H

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Finally, we show that |1 — Ra(2)| ~ /kg + 1 and R3(z) = O(1); see (3.32) for the definitions.
Lemma A.6. Assume that pis. has support [L1, Lo] and satisfies
C™'rRE < pge(E) < C\RE

with C > 1, where kg = min{|E — L1|,|E — La|}, denotes the distance to the endpoints of the support of fifc.
Moreover, assume the stability bound

c< | —z—my(z)] < Co,
with Co,c > 0, for any |E| < Ep, 0 <n <3 and |v| < 1. Then, we have the followings:

i. There exists a constant C' > 1 such that for any |E| < Ep, 0 <n < 3,

-1 dp(v)
s |i- [ | < ovee

ii. There exists a constant C such that |R3(z)| < C uniformly in z € Dy, and A € Dy,. Moreover, there exist

constants ¢ and €y such that |R3(z)| > ¢ whenever z € Dy, satisfies |z — L;| < €9, i = 1,2.

Proof. Since ¢ < |\ — z — my.(z)|, it is easy to see that |Rs| < C. Furthermore, it is proved in [36] that
R3(L3) > 0. Since R3(z) is an analytic function of z in a neighborhood of L;, i = 1,2, this proves the second
part of the lemma.

In order to prove the first part of the lemma, we first consider the following decomposition:

‘1 -/ szdu(nzfc( )2

1_
‘ /|)\U—z—mfC )|?

‘/Ikv—z—mfc( )P /(>\v—Zdﬁ(vn”b)fc(z))2
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For the first term in the right side of the decomposition (A.4), we have

Im my.(2) n 1
1- = < <CVEg+71,
Im(z +mye(2))  Im(z+myp(2) ~ CvVee+n — RETT

ifE e [Ll,LQ] and

Immys.(z) n

. n
Y Gt mp() Iz Fmpa(?) © Onfvme i = C

if £ € [Ly, Ly)°. Since

VKEE + 1,

|Re(Av — 2z — mye(2))|, Im(z + mype(2)) < |z +mpe(2)| + A < C,

we also find that

‘/ |Av — zdl—L(:;zfc(Z)IQ - / (Av — zdl—L(:;sz(Z))Q

| [ (G mpe2)? +iReQw = 2 —mge(2)) - Tm(e +mpe(=) |
=2 V o2 —mp ()l dulv)
< C Im(z +myse(2)) < CVEE + 7. (A.16)

Thus

)

SC\/K’E+ ;

1 / dp(v)
(w2 —mye(2)?
which proves the upper bound.

For the lower bound, we first consider the case E € [L1, Lo]: If |Re(z +my.(2))| > A, we get
Im/ dp(v) _y / Re(Av — z —mye(2)) - Im(z + me(Z))d,U,(’U)
(A — 2z —mye(2))?

[Av — 2z —myc(2)*

B |Re(Av — 2z — mye(2))| - Im(z + mye(2))
_2/ [Av — 2z — mye(2)|*

> CIm(z +mye(2)) > CVEe + 1.

’1 - / Ow = d u(:;),fc(z))?

If | Re(z + myc(2))| < A, then the stability bound [Av — z — my.(2)| > ¢ implies that Im(z + my.(z)) > ¢. Then,
we get

dp(v)

Hence,

> ‘Im/( dufv) 5| > CVee +1.

A — 2z —mye(z))

dp(v) [Re(Av — 2 — mye(2))]” — [Im(z + my.(2))]?
Re/ (A — 2z —mye(2))? / du(v)

- Mo =z —me(2)]*

dp(v) N
S/|)\vszc(z)|2 .

Thus,

lee/()\ dp(v)

v —z—myse(2))?
dp(v) CRe dp(v)
2 R / o —

o~z —myo(z) s o)

>C>CVep+1.

‘1 N = ﬁ(:;z)fc(zw
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In case E € [L1, L2]°, we obtain a lower bound from

and

B dp(v) o Immge(x) " Cn s
- e T T WG ) W) 2 v~ YR

This completes the proof.
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