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THE CIRCULAR LAW FOR RANDOM REGULAR DIGRAPHS
WITH RANDOM EDGE WEIGHTS

NICHOLAS COOK

ABSTRACT. We consider random n X n matrices of the form Y,, = %An o Xn,
where A, is the adjacency matrix of a uniform random d-regular directed
graph on n vertices, with d = |pn] for some fixed p € (0,1), and X,, is an
n X n matrix of i.i.d. centered random variables with unit variance and finite
4 4+ n-th moment (here o denotes the matrix Hadamard product). We show
that as n — oo, the empirical spectral distribution of Y;, converges weakly in
probability to the normalized Lebesgue measure on the unit disk.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. For an n x n matrix M with complex entries, denote by

1 n
par = > S0 (1.1)
i=1

its empirical spectral distribution (ESD), where A;(M),..., A\, (M) € C are the
eigenvalues of M, counted with multiplicity, and labeled in some arbitrary fash-
ion. When M is a random matrix, ups is a random probability measure. In
the following we denote the space of bounded continuous (resp. continuous and
compactly supported) real-valued test functions over a space X by Cp(X) (resp.

Ce(X)).

Definition 1.1 (Convergence of random measures). Let (p,)n>1 be a sequence of
random Borel probability measures supported on X = R or C, and let 4 be another
Borel probability measure on X. We say u, converges to u weakly in probability
if for all f € Cy(X) the random variable [, fdju, converges in probability, i.e. for

any € > 0,
IP’<’/ fd,un—/ fdu‘ >5> —0 as n — oo. (1.2)
X X
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We say p, converges to u weakly almost surely if for all f € Cp(X) the random
variable [ v fduy, converges almost surely to | x fdu. We similarly define conver-
gence of u, to u vaguely in probability and vaguely almost surely by replacing the
space Cy(X) with C.(X') above.

For random matrices with i.i.d. entries having finite second moment, the global
distribution of the spectrum is asymptotically governed by the circular law:

Theorem 1.2 (Circular law). Let £ be a complex-valued random variable with
mean zero and variance one, and for each n let X, = (&§)1<ij<n be a matriz
whose entries are i.i.d. copies of &. Then the rescaled ESD M%Xn converges

weakly almost surely to pcirc, the uniform measure on Bc(0,1).

In the above form Theorem 1.2 was established by Tao and Vu in [TV10],
building on important advances of Girko [Gir84] and Bai [Bai97]. The circular
law was earlier established by Mehta for the case that £ is a standard complex
Gaussian [Meh67], and later by Edelman in the real Gaussian case [Ede97]. Prior
to the work [T'V10] there were versions of Theorem 1.2 that made more restrictive
assumptions on the distribution of ¢ [Bai97,BS10, GT10,PZ10, TV08].

The circular law has been applied to the study of dynamics of networks aris-
ing in fields ranging from neuroscience [SCS88,RA06, ARS15] to ecology [May72,
AGBT15]. Theorem 1.2 is mathematically interesting as an instance of the wuni-
versality phenomenon in random matrix theory: in the limit as n — oo, the global
distribution of the spectrum of X,, is determined completely by the first two mo-
ments of the entries §;;. The theorem hence identifies a wide class of matrix
ensembles lying in the circular law universality class. For additional background
and history on the circular law we point the reader to the survey [BC12].

It is natural to ask whether this universality class extends to include some
ensembles not covered by Theorem 1.2, that is, if we can relax the independence,
identical distribution, or moment hypotheses on the entries. Informally, one might
expect an ensemble M, = (&;;) to exhibit the circular law if the entries &;; are
centered around a common value, have reasonably bounded tails, are not too
degenerate (i.e. their distributions do not concentrate too much near deterministic
values), and are only weakly correlated.

For i.i.d. matrices, the second moment hypothesis is sharp, and the limiting
spectral distribution for certain classes of heavy tail matrices was described in
[BCC11]. Nevertheless, in [Wool2], Wood showed that the circular law is robust
under sparsification: letting X,, = (&;) be an ii.d. matrix and B, = (b;;) a
matrix of i.i.d. Bernoulli(p) indicator variables, independent of X,,, the empirical

spectral distribution of M, := \/%Tan o X, converges weakly in probability (see

Definition 1.1 below) to the circular law, provided that p = p(n) > n! for
any fixed ¢ > 0. (Here o denotes the matrix Hadamard product, i.e. B0 X, =
(bij&i;).) The lower bound on p is near-optimal, as it is easy to see that for
p =< 1/n the matrix M, will have a linear proportion of trivial columns, so that
the limiting spectral distribution will have an atom at zero.
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There has been considerable interest in extending the circular law to cover mod-
els with dependent entries. In [Ngul4], Nguyen showed that the circular law holds
for matrices drawn uniformly (according to volume measure) from the Birkhoff
polytope of doubly stochastic matrices. This followed work of Bordenave, Caputo
and Chafai on random stochastic matrices, which still enjoy joint independence
of the matrix rows. In [AC15], Adamczak and Chafai established the circular law
for matrices whose distribution over M, (R) is a log-concave and unconditional
measure, generalizing Edelman’s result for Gaussian matrices [Ede97]. Together
with Wolff, the same authors showed in [ACW16] that the circular law holds for a
matrix whose entries are exchangeable and have a finite moments of order 20 + €.

A particularly motivating challenge in random matrix theory is to extend uni-
versality results to include adjacency matrices of random regular graph models.
For integers n > 1 and d € [n] denote

Amd:{Ae{O,l}”X”: Al:Aledl}, (1.3)

which is the set of 01 adjacency matrices for d-regular directed graphs (digraphs)
on n vertices, allowing self-loops. (Here and throughout, 1 = 1, denotes the
column vector of all 1s.) One can view a uniform random element A € A, 4
as a discrete analogue of the doubly stochastic matrix considered by Nguyen in
[Ngul4]. We note also that such matrices are not covered by the above-mentioned
results in [ACW16]: while the rows and columns of A are separately exchangeable,
the entries themselves are not.

More generally one can consider random regular digraphs with random edge
weights, i.e. matrices of the form A o X with A € A, 4 uniform random and
X an i.i.d. matrix independent from A. For applications in neuroscience, where
random matrices have been used as mathematically tractable models of synaptic
matrices [SCS88,RA06,ARS15], random matrices supported on adjacency matri-
ces for directed graphs are of interest as they reflect the sparsity of natural neural
networks.

We have the following augmented version of a conjecture of Bordenave and
Chafail from [BC12] (only case (2) below is stated there).

Conjecture 1.3 (Bordenave-Chafai [BC12]). Let 1 < d <n—1 and let A be a
uniform random element of Ay, 4.

(1) If d = d(n) < n/2 satisfies d — oo as n — oo, then M3 s converges to the
d
circular law as n — o0.
(2) If d > 3 is fized independent of n, then as n — 0o, pa converges to the
oriented Kesten-McKay law on C, with density given by

1 d*d-1
frm(w) = W(dg(_‘w’g)zl{ng/a} (1.4)

From the above one obtains results for n/2 < d < n — 1 by considering the
complementary matrix with entries 1 — a;;, which has the same limiting spectral
distribution. See Figure 1 for some numerical evidence supporting Conjecture 1.3.
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The explicit density in (1.4) can be computed as the Brown measure of the
free sum of d Haar unitary operators — see [HLOO, Example 5.5]. We note that
in (1.4), if one rescales w by v/d and sends d — oo the expression converges to
the normalized indicator for the unit disk, which gives some evidence for part (1)
of the conjecture. By contiguity results (see for instance [Jan95]), to establish
Conjecture 1.3 for fixed d it suffices to consider a different measure, the sum of d
i.i.d. uniform permutation matrices. It was shown by Basak and Dembo in [BD13]
that the sum of d i.i.d. Haar unitary or orthogonal matrices has limiting spectral
distribution given by (1.4), so Conjecture 1.3 posits that their result should hold
if the unitaries are restricted to permutation matrices.

The two cases of Conjecture 1.3 parallel known results for undirected regular
graphs. Namely, it was shown by McKay in [McK81] that for d > 3 fixed, the
limiting spectral distribution of adjacency matrices of d-regular undirected graphs
is given by the (explicit) Kesten-McKay law. More recently, it has been shown
in [DP12], [TVW13] and [BKY] that if d — oo at certain speeds, the empirical
spectral distribution converges to the semicircular law, matching the asymptotic
behavior of Wigner matrices (the Hermitian analogue of i.i.d. matrices). Moreover,
these results show that the convergence of ESDs holds on mesoscopic scales, i.e.
on intervals with length shrinking to zero relative to the limiting support of the
spectrum, but growing to infinity relative to the mean spacing of eigenvalues.
In particular, the work [BKY] has shown convergence at the optimal mesoscopic
scale, provided d grows in the range f(n) < d < (%)2/3 for some f(n) growing
poly-logarithmically. Very recently, the Kesten-McKay law has been established
at the optimal mesoscopic scale for sufficiently large fixed d [BHY16].

1.2. Main result. In the present work we obtain some partial progress towards
Conjecture 1.3 by considering random regular digraphs with random edge weights,
i.e. matrices of the form
Y=A0X

where X = (&;;) is a matrix with i.i.d. centered entries of unit variance. One
can view this as a random regular digraph adjacency matrix with some additional
randomness, or alternatively as an i.i.d. matrix that has been randomly sparsified
to have each row and column supported on d entries. This is to be compared with
the work of Wood [Woo12] discussed above, where the sparsification is performed
by i.i.d. Bernoulli indicators.

Theorem 1.4 (Main result). Fiz p € (0,1), and let £ € C be a centered random

variable with unit variance and B |£|*+" < oo for some fized n > 0. For each n, let

Ay, be a uniform random element of A, 4, where we write d = |pn], and let X, =

(&j)1<ij<n be a matriz of i.i.d. copies of &, independent of A,. Denoting Y, =

Ay 0 X, we have that the rescaled ESDs “%Yn converge weakly in probability to
np

Ucire, the uniform measure on Bc(0,1).

Moreover, if we assume & is a standard real Gaussian variable then the rescaled
ESDs converge weakly almost surely.
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FiGure 1. Empirical eigenvalue distributions for simulated 8000 x
8000 uniform random elements of A, 4, rescaled by Vd, for d = 3
(top), 10 (middle), and 100 (bottom). Left: scatterplots of eigenval-
ues, with the unit circle plotted in red for reference. Right: histograms
for eigenvalue moduli, with each bin count normalized by 27 times the
distance to the origin. The curves predicted by (1.4) are plotted in
red. While the eigenvalue distribution is noticeably more dense near
the edge of the support for d = 3, for d = 100 it is indistinguishable
from the uniform distribution on the disk.
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Remark 1.5 (Moment assumption on &). The assumption E [£|**" < oo is used to
ensure that A, o X, has operator norm of size O(y/n) with high probability, which
is needed in our arguments to obtain control on small singular values. However,
we believe it is likely this hypothesis can be eliminated.

In a sequel to this paper [Cooa] we establish the circular law for the unsigned
adjacency matrix A,, under the mild growth condition min(d,n—d) > log® n for a
suitable constant C' > 0, which establishes part (1) of Conjecture 1.3 for this range
of d. That result requires significant new ideas over the proof of Theorem 1.4 due
both to the sparsity of A, and the lack of the extra randomness of X,,. The
work [Cooa] builds on some of the basic arguments of the present paper, which
can serve as a warmup for the reader interested in understanding the proofs.
Below, we provide some comparison between [Cooa] and the present work after
first giving some background on the general strategy. We also mention that in the
recent work [BCZ] we have proved the circular law for the sum of d i.i.d. uniform
random n X n permutation matrices (under a growth condition on d = d(n)) which
provides a model for random d-regular directed multigraphs.

Let us denote uy, == p \1ﬁ y, - Our general approach to the proof of Theorem 1.4

follows previous works in using Girko’s Hermitization strategy, which reduces
the problem of establishing convergence of linear statistics f(c fdu, to one of
establishing convergence of the logarithmic potentials fR+ log(s)dvy, , for a.e. z €
C, where

_M\/ Y77 —z) Yn —z) (15)

is the empirical singular value distribution of the scalar-shifted matrix \/%TpYn — 2.

Following the influential work of Bai [Bai97], this in turn can be reduced to the
following three tasks:

(1) (Weak convergence of singular value distributions). Show that for a.e.
z € C, the measures v, . converge weakly in probability.

(2) (Smallest singular value). Show that for a.e. z € C, with probability
1—o0(1) the smallest singular value of \/%prn — 2 is of order at least e=("),

(3) (Wegner-type estimate). Show that for a.e. z € C and some a,c > 0
depending on z (but not on n), with probability 1—o(1), for alln € (n™¢, a]
we have v, .([0,7]) = O(n).
In the above, the implied constants and rates of convergence may all depend on
the choice of z.

A key difficulty for all of these problems is the lack of independence among the
entries of A,,, and to deal with this we combine several results from the literature,
as well as a new Wegner-type estimate. For (1) we use a conditioning argument of
Tran, Vu and Wang [TVW13] to compare with a matrix Y, = B,o X,,, where B,
is an i.i.d. Bernoulli matrix of the same expected density as A,. Here we apply an
asymptotic for the number of 0—1 matrices with constrained row and column sums
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due to Canfield and McKay [CMO05]. For (2) and (3) we leverage the indepen-
dence of the entries of X, together with robust connectivity properties of random
regular digraphs. Specifically, we use a graph discrepancy result of the author
from [Coo16] to prove the matrix A,, satisfies a certain “broad connectivity” condi-
tion with high probability. This gives us access to recent results on the invertibility
properties of random matrices with independent but non-identically distributed
entries having broadly-connected support, due to Rudelson—Zeitouni [RZ16] (for
the Gaussian case) and the author [Coob] (for the general case). In the process
we prove Theorem 4.5, which gives a Wegner-type bound at essentially optimal
scale (i.e. allowing one to take any c € (0,1) in (3)) for the small singular values
of random matrices with broadly-connected support.

In the sequel [Cooa] to this paper, the proof of the circular law for the unsigned,
possibly sparse adjacency matrices A,, follows the same basic steps as in (1)—(3)
above, but each of these tasks is significantly more involved. In this setting we
are no longer able to apply the recent results of [RZ16, Coob] for (2) and (3)
as these only apply to matrices of the form A, o X,, with X, an i.i.d. matrix
and A, a matrix independent of X,, and having non-vanishing density. The bulk
of [Cooal is spent establishing (2), building on previous works on the invertibility
problem [Cool7, LLT*17], and making use of finer graph expansion properties
than the above-mentioned broad connectivity property. For (1) and (3) we apply
the conditioning argument of [TVW13] as in the present work to replace the matrix
A, with an i.i.d. Bernoulli matrix of the same density. Unlike in the present work,
we then need an extra step of replacing the (possibly sparse) Bernoulli matrix with
a (dense) Gaussian matrix (using a Lindeberg swapping argument) at which point
standard arguments apply. See [Cooa] for further details.

1.3. Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
give a high level proof of Theorem 1.4 following the Hermitization approach,
reducing our task to establishing the weak convergence of empirical singular value
distributions (1.5), and lower bounds on small singular values of \/%Y” — z. The
weak convergence of v, , is proved in Section 3. In Section 4, we present two
results — Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.5 — on the small singular values of random
matrices with broadly-connected support, and prove that random regular digraphs

satisfy this condition with high probability. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 4.5.

1.4. Notation. We use standard asymptotic notation, always with respect to the
limit n — oo. f = O(g), f < g and g > f are all synonymous to the statement
that |f| < Cg for some absolute constant C' > 0. f = o(g) means f/g — 0
as n — oo. Dependence of implied constants on parameters is indicated with
subscripts. C,(C’, ¢, ¢y, etc. denote constants which may change from line to line.

For J C [n], we denote by C/ € C" (resp. S/ C S™~1) the set of vectors (resp.
unit vectors) in C" supported on J. Given a vector v € C", we denote by v; € C"

the projection of v to the coordinate subspace C”. ([Tg]) denotes the family of
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subsets of [m] of size |x]. We write E, for the closed Euclidean p-neighborhood
of aset £ C C".

M, (C) denotes the set of nxm matrices with complex entries, and for square
matrices we simply write M,,(C) = M,, ,(C). For a matrix A = (a;j) € Mpm(C)
we will sometimes use the notation A(i,j) = a;;. For I C [n|,J C [m] with
elements iy < --- < iy and j; < ---j) |, respectively, A; ; denotes the |I| x |J|
submatrix (a;, j )1<k<|1)1<i<|s]- We often abbreviate A; := Aj ;. || - denotes
the (2, — (2 operator norm when applied to n x m matrices, and the Euclidean
norm when applied to vectors. Other norms are indicated with subscripts.

For a measure p on a space X and a function f : X — C, we will sometimes
abbreviate u(f) == [, fdp.

When there can be no confusion we will suppress the subscript n from the
matrices X,,, A,, Y, etc.

2. REDUCTION TO ESTIMATES ON SINGULAR VALUES

We follow Girko’s Hermitization method, introduced in [Gir84], and which we
briefly review below; see [TV10] or the survey [BC12] for more background. For
a probability measure p on C we define the log-potential

Uu(z) := /(Clog |lw — z|dp(w). (2.1)

Let us abbreviate p, := p_1 . . The following is taken from [TV10, Theorem
N
1.20]:

Lemma 2.1 (Hermitization). Let p be a probability measure on C satisfying
Jo |212du(z) < co. The following are equivalent:

(i) pn converges weakly in probability to .
(i1) For almost every z € C, Uy, (2) converges in probability to U,(z).

Moreover, the same equivalence holds with “in probability” replaced by “almost
surely”.

Denoting the ordered singular values of a matrix M € M, (C) by s;(M) >
- > 8p(M), from the well-known identity

n

[T i) = [det(M)] = [T si(M)
=1

i=1
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1
det | —Y — =21
<\/np >‘
1< 1
= — 1 il —Y —zI
n;g( = )

_ /R log(s)dns(s)

we have

1
U,u‘n (Z> = E log

where we have defined .

1
Vnyz 1= Z(Ssi(LY—zl)' (2.2)

The log-potential for the uniform measure on the unit disk is

1 I if 1
U(z) = / log | — z|dw = { ‘81Tl > (2.3)
T JBe(0,1) —5(1 —|2]?) otherwise.

From the above lines and Lemma 2.1, to establish Theorem 1.4 it suffices to show
that for almost every z € C, fR+ log(s)dvy, - (s) converges in probability to U(z).
As a first step we will establish the following:

Proposition 2.2 (Weak convergence of v, ). For all z € C, v, . converges
vaguely almost surely to a deterministic probability measure v, on Ry. Further-
more, for all z € C the measures v, satisfy

/ log(s)dv,(s) =U(z) (2.4)
R4

where U(z) was defined in (2.3).

In order to deduce from this the convergence of log-potentials Uy, (2), we will
apply the above proposition to a truncation f € C.(R;) of the function s — log(s).
To show that the truncated integral flR+ fduvy, . is a good approximation of Uy, (2),
we must prove that the measures v, , uniformly integrate the singularities of
s+ log(s).

The singularity at +o0o requires control on a matrix norm of \/%Y —zI. While
the standard approach is to use the Hilbert—Schmidt norm, we will instead apply
the following stronger control on the operator norm as we will need it later.

Lemma 2.3 (The largest singular value). Ezcept with probability O(n="/8) we

have 31(\/%1/ —zI) = O,,(1). If§ is a standard Gaussian then the probability

bound improves to O(e=") for some constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of a general bound on the expected operator norm
of random matrices due to Latala [Lat05] and a standard truncation argument.
See the proof of [Coob, Lemma 5.5] for the details. The bound for the Gaussian
case is well-known; see for instance [RZ16, Lemma 3.1]. O
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The singularity of the logarithm at zero requires lower bounds on the small
singular values of \/%pr — zI. It turns out that for z inside the support of the
limiting ESD (i.e. |2| < 1 — ¢), the limiting singular value distributions v, from
Proposition 2.2 have a positive density in a neighborhood of zero. Based on this
fact (which is not needed for the proof), we might expect that the smallest singular
value sn(ﬁY — zI) to live at scale ~ 1/n, and in general that the k-th smallest
singular value would be at scale ~ k/n. The following two propositions provide
quantitative lower bounds at these scales.

Proposition 2.4 (The smallest singular value). For any t > 0,
P(sn(Y — zy/npl) < tn_l/Q) < pt+ n=1/2, (2.5)
Moreover, if £ is a standard Gaussian variable then we have that for any K > 0,

]P’(sn(Y — zy/npl) < niK*lp) <.prn K. (2.6)

Proposition 2.5 (Local Wegner estimate). There are constants agp,ai,as >
0 depending only on p,z such that for all « € (0,1), except with probability
O(exp(—apn®)), for all i € [n“, ain] we have

Sp—i (\/iTpY - zI> > aQ%. (2.7)
We defer the proofs to Sections 4 and 5, and conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4
on Propositions 2.2, 2.4, 2.5 and Lemma 2.3. We will first argue the general case;
at the end we will discuss the necessary modifications for the Gaussian case.
Fix z € C. Here we allow implied constants to depend on 7, p and z. Our aim
is to show that for any € > 0,

P(|vn,:(log) — v:(log)| > €) = o(1) (2.8)
with v, as in Proposition 2.2. From Lemma 2.3 we have
P(vy,([Co,00)) =0) =1 —o(1) (2.9)

for some Cy > 0 sufficiently large depending only on 2. In particular, with
Proposition 2.2 this implies that v, is supported on [0,Cp). For 6 > 0 small,
let f5 € Co(Ry) satisfy

o s €1[0,0/2] U [2Cyh, 00)
Jo(s) = {log(s) s €[4, Co]

and take f5 to be linearly increasing and decreasing on the intervals [§/2, 0] and
[Co, 2Cp], respectively. From Proposition 2.2 we have that for any fixed 6 > 0,
Un,z(fs) = vz(fs) almost surely, so from (2.9) it only remains to show that with
high probability,

19
/0 |log(s)|dvp,.(s) = 0(50'9) (2.10)
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(say) for all 0 > 0 sufficiently small.
For ease of notation we write s; for si(ﬁY —zI). Fix a € (0,1) arbitrarily.

We write left hand side of (2.10) as

ol p 1

— log(sp—i)| 1(sp—; < 6) = — log(sn—i)|+— log(sn—i)| L(sn—; < 9).

2 2 Hog(s0-) on-s £9) = 1 3= gl + 3 lloglsn-0l 2ons <0
(2.11)

By (2.5) in Proposition 2.4, except with probability O(n~'/2), the first term on the

right hand side is bounded by O(n!~®logn) = o(1). By Proposition 2.5, taking

0 < ajaz we have except with probability O(exp (—agn®)), the second term is

bounded by
1 - 1 . —0.1 25/&2
— Z log <a22> ‘ < = Z <a21> < / s s = 0(6%9)
n n n_ . n 0
1<i<én/az 1<i<dn/az

which completes the proof.

Now for the Gaussian case, our aim is to show v, ,(log) — v,(log) almost surely.
By the Borel-Cantelli lemma it suffices to establish (2.8) with a bound that is
summable in n for any fixed ¢ > 0. Fixing ¢ > 0, we only need to verify that
the o(1) term in (2.9) is summable in n, and that (2.10) holds with probability
1 — O(n=2), say. For the former, by Lemma 2.3 we can replace the bound o(1)
in (2.9) with O(e=“"). For the latter we only need to replace the application of
(2.5) with (2.6), taking K = 2. This completes the proof for the Gaussian case of
Theorem 1.4.

3. WEAK CONVERGENCE OF SINGULAR VALUE DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section we prove Proposition 2.2. Specifically, we show that for any
f € C.(R;) and any € > 0,

P(|[vn-(f) — v2(f)| > €) < exp (—copn?) (3.1)

for some ¢y = co(e, f) > 0, where here and in the remainder of the section we
allow implied constants to depend on f and €. The desired result will then follow
from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Following an approach of Tran, Vu and Wang from [TVW13], we compare the
signed adjacency matrix Y with an i.i.d. matrix taking the form

Y = (bij&ij)i<ijen = Bo X

where the variables b;; are Bernoulli(p) indicator variables (recall that d = [pn]),
jointly independent of each other and of the matrix X. Note that the entries of

1 . . . . o . ~ o l n _
WY areii.d. and centered with unit variance. Writing v, . := ~ > 7" | 551-(\/%1/%1)7

it follows from a result of Dozier and Silverstein [DS07] that for all z € C the mea-
sures v, . converge weakly almost surely to a deterministic probability measure
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v,; see [PZ10, Lemma 3| for the verification that (2.4) holds with g = picire. In
particular, we have that for any f € Cy(Ry),

’Vz(f) - Egn,z(f)’ = 0(1) (32)

so it suffices to show

P(|vn,(f) = Evn.(f)] > ) < exp (—copn?) . (3.3)
Define the event

End = {B € An,d} (3.4)
that the Bernoulli matrix B is the adjacency matrix of a d-regular digraph. Note
that B|&,, 4 <A Hence, to bound an event {A € Ap} for some set Ay C A, 4, we
can bound the corresponding event {B € Ay} and apply the bound

P(B e AyNA,a) < P(B € Ap)

]P)<gn,d) B ]P)(gn,d)

together with a lower bound on P(&,, 4). For this we have the following result of
Canfield and McKay from [CMO05].

]P’(A S .A()) =

(3.5)

Lemma 3.1. Assume min(d,n —d) > n/logn. Then

P(Ena) = (1+ o(1))/Zrd(n — d) exp <—nlog <27’d(”_d)> ) C(36)

n
In particular, if d = |pn] for some fized p € (0,1), then
P(&na) > exp (—Op(nlogn)). (3.7)

By the above lemma, (3.5) and (3.3), it suffices to show that for any f € C.(R4)
and any € > 0,

P(‘ van,z(f) - Egn,z(f)’ > E) < €xp (_Cﬂan) (38)

for some ¢q(e, f) > 0.
We have hence reduced our task to proving a concentration bound for linear

statistics of the singular value distribution of the perturbed i.i.d. matrix %pY —

zI. For this task we have the following lemma, which follows from the work of
Guionnet and Zeitouni in [GZ00]:

Lemma 3.2 (Concentration of linear statistics). Let H = (hi;)i<ij<n be a Her-
mitian random matriz, and assume the variables on and above the diagonal are
jointly independent and that |h;;| < K/\/n uniformly in 1,5 for some K € (0,00).
Let f : R — R be an L-Lipschitz function supported on a compact interval I C R,
and let Hy be an arbitrary deterministic n X n Hermitian matriz. Then for any

4 >0,

ClI 254
P (e (F) = B (1) 2 9) < Sl ow (<151 ) 89

for some absolute constants C,c > 0.
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Proof. For the case that Hy = 0, this follows directly from [GZ00, Theorem 1.3(a)].
For the general case, the only part of the argument that needs modification is in
the proof of their Theorem 1.1(a), where we need to show that for f : R — R
convex and L-Lipschitz, the function H +— ppim,(f) is a convex and O(L)-
Lipschitz function on the space of Hermitian matrices. However, this follows
directly from their Lemma 1.2 and the fact that the convexity and Lipschitz
properties are invariant under translations H — H + Hy. The rest of the proofs of
[GZ00, Theorem 1.1(a)] and [GZ00, Theorem 1.3(a)] apply with no modification.

O

Fix e > 0 and f € C.(R). To apply the above concentration estimate to the
measures Uy, ., we recall the linearization approach to the study of singular value

distributions of random matrices. From Y we form a 2n x 2n Hermitian matrix

H(z) = —— < _ 0 Y- ZW[) . (3.10)
Vb \(V = zyipl)* 0

It is routine to verify that the 2n eigenvalues of H(z), counted with multiplicity,

are {isi(ﬁ? — zI)}? . In terms of empirical spectral distributions, KH(z) 18

the symmetrization across the origin of the measure v, , on Ry. From (3.8), it

now suffices to show

P(lpp () = Eppe) ()] > ¢) < exp (—copn?). (3.11)

As f is uniformly continuous, there exists § = d(g, f) > 0 such that |f(s) —
f(t)] < /10 whenever |s — t| < §. By linear interpolation on a d-mesh of the
support of f we may find a function f. € C.(R) with Lipschitz constant O(g/d) =
Oe,f(1), and such that ||f — fc|l < €/10. It now suffices to show

Pl (fo) — E e (fo)| > €/2) < exp (—copn?) . (3.12)
Finally, we note that H(z) has the form H + Hp as in Lemma 3.2, with K =
O(1/y/p), H= H(0) and
0 —zI
Ho = (—Z*I 0 )

Applying that lemma yields (3.12), and hence (3.1), which completes the proof.

4. BOUNDS ON SMALL SINGULAR VALUES

In this section we deduce Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 from two general results on
the small singular values of random matrices with independent entries: results of
Rudelson-Zeitouni [RZ16] and the author [Coob] on the smallest singular value,
and a new Wegner-type bound on “moderately small” singular values.

We begin by recalling some definitions and notation from [Coob]. The following
allows us to quantify the dependence of our bounds on the distribution of the
matrix entries.
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Definition 4.1 (Spread random variable). Let £ be a complex random variable
and let kK > 1. We say that ¢ is k-spread if
1
Var[€1(J¢ ~E€| < 1)) > (4.1)

Remark 4.2. Tt follows from the monotone convergence theorem that any random
variable £ with non-zero second moment is k-spread for some x < oo. Further-
more, if { is centered with unit variance and finite pth moment i, for some p > 2,
then it is routine to verify that £ is k-spread with x = 3(3u£)1/(p_2), say.

Our results on small singular values assume the matrix ¥ = (oy;) of standard
deviations satisfies a certain expansion-type condition originally formulated in
[RZ16]. To state it we will need some graph-theoretic notation. To a non-negative
n x m matrix ¥ = (0;;) we associate a bipartite graph I's, = ([n], [m], Ex), with
(i,j) € By, if and only if 0;; > 0. For a row index i € [n] we denote by

Nz(@) = {] S [m] 10 > 0} (4.2)
its neighborhood in I's;. Thus, the neighborhood of a column index j € [m] is
denoted N5t (7). For I C [n] and § € (0,1), define the set of -broadly connected
neighbors of I as

5 . .
NI = { € fm] : INsr (i) N 1] = 3111} (4.3)

Given sets of row and column indices I C [n],J C [m], we define the associated
edge count

es(l,J) .= [{(i,j) € [n] x [m] : 035 > O}]. (4.4)
We will generally work with the graph that only puts an edge (i,j) when o;;
exceeds some fixed cutoff parameter oy > 0. Thus, we denote by

%(00) = (0ijlos;>00) (4.5)
the matrix which thresholds out entries smaller than oy.
Definition 4.3 (Random matrix with broadly connected profile). Let ¥ = (0;;)
and Z = (z;;) be deterministic n X m matrices with o;; € [0,1] and z;; € C for

all 7,7. We assume that ¥ satisfies the following expansion property: for some
00,0, € (0,1) we have

(1) N5(o)(@)] = dm for all i € [n];
(2) Wx(o)T(5)] = dn for all j € [m];

(3) wgzoy(m > min(n, (1 + v)|J|) for all J C [m].

We say that a matrix ¥ satisfying conditions (1)—(3) is (o9, d,v)-broadly con-
nected. Let X = (&;;) be an n x m matrix with independent entries, all identically
distributed to a complex random variable £ with mean zero and variance one. Put

M =%o0X+Z = (0i&; + 2ij)i j=1 (4.6)
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where o denotes the matrix Hadamard product. We refer to ¥ as the (standard
deviation) profile for M. Without loss of generality, we assume throughout that
£ is k-spread for some fixed k > 1.

The following proposition collects known bounds on the smallest singular value
for random matrices with a broadly connected profile.

Proposition 4.4 (Smallest singular value: broadly connected profile). Let M =
Yo X 4+ Z be an n x n matriz as in Definition 4.3. Let Ko > 1. For anyt > 0,

P(5n(M) < o, M < Kov) <1+ (47)

1
vn vn
where the implied constant depends only on Ky, d, v, 00 and k. If we further assume
the entries of X are standard real Gaussians, then

t
P(sn(M) < NG M| < KO\/E> Lt+e (4.8)
where the implied constant and ¢ depend only on Ky, d,v and og.

Proof. (4.7) follows from [Coob, Theorem 1.13], while (4.8) follows from [RZ16,
Theorem 2.3] (together with (2.3) and the triangle inequality for the operator
norm). O

We will prove the following theorem in Section 5.

Theorem 4.5 (Wegner-type estimate: broadly connected profile). Let M = ¥ o
X + Z be an n x n matriz as in Definition 4.3. Let Ky > 1 and € € (0,1). There
are constants ag, a1, as > 0 depending (polynomially) on k, 00,9, v, Ky such that

k
]P(Elk: € [n*,a1n] = sp_1(M) < azﬁ , IM| < KO\/;L> < exp (—agn®) (4.9)

where the implied constant depends on k,0q,0,v, Ky and €.
To apply these results to the case that 3 = A,, we show the following;:

Proposition 4.6 (Random regular digraphs are broadly connected). Let p €
(0,1) and let A be a uniform random element of Ay |pn|- Then A is (1,p/2,p/8)-
broadly connected with probability 1 — Op x (n=%) for any K > 0.

To prove this we need the following result on edge counts in random regular
digraphs, which is an immediate consequence of Corollary 1.9 in [Cool6]. (In
the present setting the probability bound below can easily be improved, but it is
sufficient for our purposes.)

Lemma 4.7 (No sparse patches). For eg > 0 let G(gg) be the event that for all
I,J C [n] with |I|,|J| > eon, ea(I,J) > p|I||J|. For all g9 > 0 we have

P(G(c0)) = 1 — Op ey (e ™),
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Proof of Proposition 4.6. We may assume that n is sufficiently large depending
on p. A clearly satisfies conditions (1) and (2) in Definition 4.3 with § = p/2
since every row and column has support |np|. Now we verify condition (3). Let

J C [n], and abbreviate Iy = Io(J) = N7 (n/2) (J). Since each column of A has
support [np|, we have

|np||J| = ZZQW

i=1 jeJ
=D IN@ NI+ INGE) N |
i€ly i¢Io

<[LollJ] + (p/2)n| ]|
which rearranges to

%pn — O(1) > pn.
Thus, condition (3) is satisfied (deterministically) for any J of size at most c¢pn for
a sufficiently small absolute constant ¢ > 0. On the other hand, if |J| > n(1—p/4)
then we must have [N (i) N J| > (p/2)n for all i € [n], so condition (3) also
holds deterministically for any J of size at least n(1 — p/4). So we may assume
epn < |J| < (1 —p/4)n. In particular,

’]b| >

(1+2v)|J] = (1+p/4)]J| <n (4.10)
Suppose that |Io(J)| < (1 +v)|J|. Then
1§ > n— (14 0)|J] = 1] + 0 — (1+20)LJ] 2 vl

and

a(Lg, J) ZV\/ ARJIES puoHJ’

el§

Thus, on the event that |Io(J)| < (14 v)|J| for some J C [n], there exists I C [n]
such that |I| > p|J| and es(I,J) < ip|I||J|. But this means the event G(c'p?)
holds for some constant ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, and the result follows from
Lemma 4.7. g

Now we deduce Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 from Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.5.
Fixp € (0,1),z € C,let A, X, Y be as in Proposition 2.4, and write Z := —z,/npl,
M =Y + Z. Conditional on any realization of A, by Lemma 2.3 we may restrict
to the event {||M|| < Ko/n} for some Ko = O, ;(1). By Proposition 4.6 we may
further condition on A lying in the event that it is (p/2,p/8)-broadly connected.
Propositions 2.4 and 2.5 now follow from Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 4.5 with
Y =A.
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5. CONTROL OF MODERATELY SMALL SINGULAR VALUES

In this section we prove Theorem 4.5. While the traditional approach to obtain-
ing such estimates (going back to the work of Bai [Bai97]) is based on quantitative
control on the rate of convergence of Stieltjes transforms, in [TV10] Tao and Vu
introduced a simpler and more direct geometric argument. The first key element
of their approach is the so-called “inverse second moment identity” ((5.5) be-
low), which relates the size of the singular values of a rectangular matrix to the
distances between rows and the span of the remaining rows.

The second key element is a high probability lower bound for the distance
between a random row vector R and a fixed subspace W of moderately large
codimension k (in our case of size k ~ n®). This distance can be expressed in
the form ||Py 1 R||, where Py, 1 is the matrix for projection to the orthogonal
complement of W. If R has i.i.d. centered components with unit variance, then

Edist(R,W)?> =E||PyLR|? =ER"Py. R =tr(Py.) = k. (5.1)

A high probability lower bound on dist(R, W) is then deduced from concentration
of measure — in this case Talagrand’s isoperimetric inequality (after a truncation).

The main new difficulty for proving Theorem 4.5 stems from the fact that the
entries of M are not identically distributed, in which case the computation (5.1)
breaks down, and in general the expected distance between a row and a fixed
subspace can be quite small. However, from a result in [Coob] (Proposition 5.3
below), it turns out that under the broad connectivity assumption the orthogo-
nal complement of a large number of rows is in “generic position” in a certain
sense. Specifically, any unit normal vector for a large number of rows is highly
incompressible (see (5.7) below). This can be used to obtain a lower bound on
E dist(R, W)? that only loses a constant factor from the identity (5.1). (Observe
that in the i.i.d. case the only information we used about W was its dimension.)

We turn to the details. The following reduces our task to obtaining lower
bounds on the distance between a fixed row and the span of most of the other
rows.

Lemma 5.1. Let M € M, (C) and 0 < k <n—1. Put m =n — [k/2]. Denote
the rows of M by Ry, ..., Ry, and for i € [m] denote

R_;:=span{R;:j € [m]\ {i}}. (5.2)
We have
ook (M) > % win dist(F. R (5.3)
1e|m

Proof. We follow the argument from [TV10]. Denote M’ = M, x[n], the matrix
obtained by removing the last [k/2] rows from M. By the Cauchy interlacing
law,

Sk (M) > sp_p(M). (5.4)
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On the other hand, from the inverse second moment identity (cf. [TV10, Lemma

A.4]) we have

M
D si(M)72 = dist(Ri, R;) (5.5)

i=1 i=1
and so
_92 m
m( m[ln} dist(R;, R%)) > Z dist(R;, R_;) >
1e|m ;
=1
n—Tk/2]
Z Z Si(M/)_Q
i=n—k
> gsn—k(M,)_Q‘
(5.3) now follows from the above and (5.4) (noting that m > n/2). O

Our next task is to show how the distances dist(R;, R—;) can be controlled from
below if we have certain structural information on the normal vectors of R_;. We
recall the following definitions from [RZ16, Coob]. For m > 1 and 6, p € (0,1) we
define the set of compressible vectors

Comp,,(6,p) :==5™"'n | J (C’), (5.6)
Je(hm

Om

and the complementary set of incompressible vectors
Incomp,, (8, p) := S™ 1\ Comp(8, p) (5.7)

(recall our notational conventions from Section 1.4). That is, Comp,, (0, p) is the
set of unit vectors within (Euclidean) distance p of a vector supported on at most
Om coordinates.

Lemma 5.2 (Distance of a random vector to an incompressible subspace). Let
& be a centered complex-valued random variable with unit variance, and let X =
(&1,. .., &) be a vector of i.i.d. copies of §. Let o = (o1,...,0,) € [0,1]", and put
R=Xoo= (ajfj)?:l. Suppose that for some 6,00 € (0,1) we have

Ll = |{j € In] : 0 > o0}| > om.
Let € € (0,1) and let V . C C™ be a subspace of dimension n — k. Suppose that for

some p > 0 and any unit vector u € VX we have u € Incomp,((1 — $),p). Then
for any fized v € C™ we have

]P’(dist(R +0,V) <cpV 5k:) = O.(exp(—coip*5k/n%)) (5.8)
if
Cn®
——<k<n-1 .
27 ks n (5.9)

for a sufficiently large constant C' > 0.
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Proof. Fix € € (0,1). We may assume n is sufficiently large depending on €. By
replacing V' with span(V,v) and k with £ — 1 we may take v = 0.

Towards an application of concentration of measure, we first perform a trunca-
tion. By Chebyshev’s inequality, for all j € P(|¢;| > n/2) < n~¢. It follows from
Hoeffding’s inequality that

P(Hj €n]: &l <n/?Y >n— nl_s/Q) > 1 — exp(—cn'™9). (5.10)
Put m = [n —n'~%/2], and for J € ([:1]) denote the event

&y ={l¢g] < n?vje g} (5.11)

It suffices to obtain control of the lower tail of dist(R, V') conditional on £; that
is uniform in the choice J. For j € [n] let

N=E (G151 <n?), &=
and write R = (&],...,¢,). We have
2= E (P |l < nf?) = 1/2.
Fix J € ([:;;]) Condition on a realization of {{;} ;¢ s, and write P;(-) and E;(-)
for probability and expectation conditional on {{;} ¢ ;. Let W = span(V, Rj,)\ 7, Aoy );

note that W is deterministic under the conditioning on {§;};¢;. Then dim(W) <
dim(V') + 2 and

dist(R, V) > dist(R', W). (5.12)
Note that dist(R/,W) = ||Py;LR||, where Py . is the orthogonal projection to
W, Letting u',...,u" 2 be an arbitrary set of orthonormal vectors in W+, we
have
k— ‘ k=2 n 1 k—2
E; dist(R', W)? > ZE IR u'P =720 " fuboi? > ~og > ll(u)L?. (5.13)
=1 =1 j=1 =1

For each 1 < i < k — 2, since u’ € Incomp, ((1 — %), p) there is a set J; C [n]
with [J;| > (1 — $)n and \u;\ > p/+/n for all j € J;. Indeed, if this were not
the case then the projection of u’ to its largest (1 — g)n coordinates would be a
(1— g)n—sparse vector lying a distance at most p away from u’, which contradicts
u’ € Incomp,, ((1 — 2), p). Thus, we have ||(u®)z||> > ||(u) L, ||* > $0p%. Hence,

2
E; dist(R', W)? > cop*oik (5.14)

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0.
It remains to obtain a lower tail bound for dist(R’,W)2. Note that v
dist(-, W) is a convex 1-Lipschitz function on C’. Since the components of

R’ are bounded in magnitude by 2n¢/2, by Talagrand’s concentration inequal-
ity [Tal96, Theorem 6.6] (see also [AGZ10, Corollary 4.4.11]) we have

P, (| dist(R', W) — d| > t) = O(exp(—ct?/nf)) (5.15)
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for any ¢t > 0, where d is any median for dist(R', W) conditional on {{;},¢;. In
particular, | E; dist(R', W) — d| = O(n*/?) and Var(dist(R',W)) = O(n?), so
d = /Edist(R,W)2 + O(n/?).

Together with (5.14) these estimates imply
P, (dist(R’, W) < cogpV ok — Cn5/2> = O( exp(—cogp®dk/nc)) (5.16)

for some absolute constants C', ¢ > 0. Undoing the conditioning on {¢;};¢ s, from
the above and (5.12) we have
P (dist(R,V) < coopV/ ok — Cns/? |€7) = O(exp(—cogp*dk/n%)). (5.17)
Summing over J and using (5.10), we conclude
IP’(dist(R, V) < coopVok — Cns/z) = O(exp(—coip®dk/n%))
and the result follows from the lower bound in (5.9). O

We will need the following technical result, which is Proposition 3.1 from [Coob].
It shows that under the broad connectivity hypothesis, the matrix M is well-
invertible on compressible vectors, even after the removal of some rows.

Proposition 5.3 (Compressible vectors). Let M = ¥ o X + Z be as in Definition
4.8 with n/2 < m < 2n. Let Ky > 1. There exist 0y(k, 00,0, Ky) > 0 and
p(k,00,0,v, Ko) > 0 such that the following holds. Assume

(1) Ns(ooyr(4)| Z o for all j € [m];

(2) |N§LO)T(J)\ > min((1 4 v)|J|,n) for all J C [m] with |J| > 6gm.

Then for any 0 < 0 < (1 — %)min(%, 1),

P(||M]| < Kov/n,3u € Comp,, (8, p) : || Mul| < pKoy/n) < exp (—coéagn)
(5.18)
where cg > 0 depends only on k and the implied constant depends only on k, og, §, v
and K.

Remark 5.4. In [Coob, Proposition 3.1] is stated under a more general distribu-
tional hypothesis for &; see [Coob, Lemma 2.5].

Proof of Theorem 4.5. For the duration of the proof we restrict to the event
{IIM|| < Koy/n}. We may assume that n is sufficiently large depending on
K,€,00,0,v, and Ky. By the union bound it suffices to show that for as suffi-
ciently small depending on k, 0g, 4, v, Ko,

B(su_k(M) < azk/v/n) = O(n exp(~agn)) (5.19)

for arbitrary fixed k € [n?¢,a;n]. By Lemma 5.1 and another application of the
union bound, after modifying as by a constant factor it suffices to show

IP’(dist(Ri, Vi) < aQ\/E) — O(exp(—agn®)) (5.20)
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where Vi = span{R;,i € I} for an arbitrary fixed subset I C [n] with |[I| =
n— |k/2] —1 =:n’ and arbitrary fixed i € [n] \ I.

Fix such I C [n] and ¢ € [n]\ I. Let 6y be as in Proposition 5.3 and let
J C [n] with |J| > fpn. Denoting % := ¥(00)x[n), by the assumption that ¥ is
(00,0, v)-broadly connected we have

VSN 2 min (', (1 -+ 0)[| = [k/2] = 1) > min (o', (1 +v/2)L]])

taking a1 < cvfy for a sufficiently small constant ¢ > 0. Applying Proposition 5.3
to My, (with (n’,n) in place of (n,m) and (6/2,v/2) in place of (d,v)) we have
that except with probability O(exp(—%coéagn)),

5\ n
|Myxpull > pKov/i Vu € Comp, ((1 _ 4) ” p) (5.21)
for some p = p(k,00,0,v, Ky) > 0. In particular, taking a; smaller if necessary,
we have )
A R PR (1_@) 1.0
4/ n 4 2 2
and so

SVt = ker(Mpy[n)) C Incomp,,(1 —4/2,p). (5.22)

We may condition on the event that (5.21) holds. Conditional on My, we
apply Lemma 5.2 with R+ v = R; and V = V] to obtain (5.20) as desired. O
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