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Abstract

We consider the 2-spin spherical Sherrington—Kirkpatrick model whose disorder is given
by a deformed Wigner matrix of the form W + AV, where W is a Wigner matrix and V is a
random diagonal matrix with i.i.d. entries. Assuming that the density function of the entries
of V decays faster than a certain rate near the edges of its spectrum, we prove the sharp phase
transition of the limiting free energy and its fluctuation. In the high temperature regime, the
fluctuation of Fiy converges in distribution to a Gaussian distribution, whereas it converges to a
Weibull distribution in the low temperature regime. We also prove several results for deformed
Wigner matrices, including a local law for the resolvent entries, a central limit theorem of the
linear spectral statistics, and a theorem on the rigidity of eigenvalues.
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1 Introduction

The Sherrington—Kirkpatrick (SK) model and its variants have been intensively studied in statistical
physics and probability theory to understand the behavior of spin glass. Its spherical variant,
known as the spherical Sherrington—Kirkpatrick (SSK) model, is defined through the mean-field
Hamiltonian of the form

—(Jo, o), (1)

where the disorder J is an N x N matrix and the spin ¢ = (01,...,0n) € Sy—1 = {(01,...,0N) €
RY : Y02 = N}. The SSK model is widely used in various fields of study including high-
dimensional statistics and learning theory.

One of the key features of the SSK model (and the SK model) is the sharp phase transition of
the free energy, defined as

Fy = Fy(8) = %log l /S ew (5<a, Ja>)dwN(a)], 2)

where [ is the inverse temperature and wy is the normalized uniform measure on Sy_1. When the
disorder J is a real Wigner matrix, it was proved by Crisanti and Sommers [8], and Talagrand [28]
that as N — oo the free energy Fy converges to

B? if0<p<1/2

28 — 3log(28) — 2 it >1/2 ®)

FN — Fw(ﬁ) = {

The fluctuation of the free energy is also markedly different in the high temperature case (8 < 1/2)
and the low temperature case (8 > 1/2). Baik and the first author [I] studied the fluctuation
Fy — Fw (B) and proved that

(4)

N(Fnx — Fw(8)) — a normal distribution ifo<pB<1/2
2%/3(8 — L)N?/3(Fy — Fw(B)) — the Tracy-Widom distribution ifg>1/2



where the convergence is in distribution.
Heuristically, the fluctuation of the free energy in the high temperature regime is affected by all
eigenvalues of J through its linear spectral statistics (LSS), defined by

where \; > Ay > --- > Ay are the eigenvalues of J. On the other hand, in the low temperature
regime, the fluctuation of Fiy is dominated by that of the largest A;. Since the fluctuations of the
LSS and the largest eigenvalue are given by a Gaussian and the Tracy—Widom, respectively, one
obtains the phase transition as in (). Similar argument also holds for other disorders such as the
sample covariance matrix and the orthogonal invariant ensemble [I].

One natural question about the free energy of the SSK model is whether the heuristic argument
above is universal, i.e., the picture of the all eigenvalues versus the largest eigenvalue is valid
even when the disorder is not one of the classical random matrix models (Wigner matrix, sample
covariance matrix, and invariant ensemble). To test the universality, we consider the case where
the disorder is of the form

J=W+ AV, (5)

where W is a Wigner matrix and V' is a random diagonal matrix. Such a matrix is called a deformed
Wigner matrix, and with certain choices of the parameters, it is known that several key assumptions
in [I] are not satisfied, most notably the square-root decay at the edge of the spectrum and the
Tracy—Widom limit of the largest eigenvalue.

1.1 Main contribution

Under the assumption that the decay of the spectrum of J = W + AV is convex, we prove that
there exists a critical inverse temperature 8. such that

e if B < 3., the fluctuation of Fy converges in distribution to a Gaussian distribution, and
e if B> ., the fluctuation of Fyy converges in distribution to a Weibull distribution

with precise formulas for both limiting distributions, where the limiting Weibull distribution is
originated from the corresponding (Weibull) distribution of the largest eigenvalue of J. This in
particular suggests that the dichotomy between the fluctuation given by the LSS and that by the
largest eigenvalue holds not only for the classical random matrix models but for more general
models. We also prove the limiting free energy F(3) for both regimes.

It should be noted that the order of the fluctuation in the low temperature regime is N—1/(0+1)
for some b > 1 but that in the high temperature is N~%/2, and hence the fluctuation is larger in
the low temperature regime than in the high temperature regime. This was also true for the SSK
model with the Wigner disorder in (@), though the exact orders of the fluctuations (N~2/3 in the
low temperature regime and N ! in the high temperature regime) do not coincide with those for
our model.

The main technical difficulty in the proof of the main result is the lack of several results for J,

which are crucial in the analysis of the free energy in [I]. In this paper, we prove the following for
J:



e a local law for resolvent entries,
e a central limit theorem of linear statistics,
e the rigidity of eigenvalues.

These results are not only important for the understanding of the free energy but also significant
per se in random matrix theory.

1.2 Related works
1.2.1 Spherical Sherrington—Kirkpatrick model

The SK model was introduced by Sherrington—Kirkpatrick [26] as a mean-field version of the
Edwards—Anderson model [9], which is an Ising-type model of spin glass. The limiting free en-
ergy was first predicted by Parisi [25], which is now known as the Parisi formula, and later proved
by Guerra [I1] and Talagrand [27].

The spherical Sherrington—Kirkpatrick (SSK) model was introduced by Kosterlitz, Thouless,
and Jones [13], where the limiting free energy was explicitly computed without a rigorous proof. A
formula analogous to the Parisi formula was obtained by Crisanti and Sommers [§] and later proved
by Talagrand [28]. For more recent results on the free energy and its fluctuation for the SSK model,
we refer to [2, [3] [4] [15] 16, 23].

1.2.2 Deformed Wigner matrix

Deformed Wigner matrix of the form (B]) was first introduced by Pastur [24], where it was proved
that the empirical distribution of (Bl converges to a deterministic probability distribution . as
N — oo. The puy. is known as the free convolution of p and the semicircle distribution, and
assuming that the empirical distribution of V' is bounded and exhibits concave decay at the edge
of its spectrum, it is known that p1 ¢, exhibits square-root decay at the corresponding edge. In this
case, several key results for the Wigner matrix, including the local law for the resolvent [I8] [21], the
delocalization of the eigenvectors and the rigidity of the eigenvalues [18], the bulk universality [21],
the edge universality |21], 20], and the normality of the LSS [12], hold with natural modification.

On the other hand, much less is known for the case where uy. does not exhibit the square-root
decay at the edge. It was proved by the first author and Schuelli [I8] [I7] that p . decays at the
same rates as the empirical distribution of V if it is convex and X in (@) is larger than a certain
critical value Ay. (See Lemma[Ilfor more detail.) In this case, it is also known that the eigenvectors
associated to the extreme eigenvalues are partially localized [17].

1.3 Relation to a signal detection problem

The SSK model is closely related to the problem of detecting the presence of the rank-one signal
in a noisy data matrix. Suppose that the data matrix M is of the form

M = VzzT + H,

where the signal z € RY and the noise H is an N x N real symmetric random matrix. When
the signal-to-noise (SNR) A is not large, in order to detect the signal, it is common to analyze the
largest eigenvalue and its associated eigenvalue, which is the principal component analysis (PCA).



In the simplest case where H is a Wigner matrix and ||z|| = 1, the following transition for the
largest eigenvalue A; of M is known; if A > 1, Ay is strictly larger than 2 and separates from the
bulk of the spectrum, whereas if A\ < 1, A\; converges to 2, the edge of the spectrum, and cannot be
distinguished from the null model (A = 0).

If the SNR A is below the threshold and the noise is Gaussian, it is known that no tests can
reliably detect the presence of the signal. For this case, it is natural to consider the hypothesis
testing between the null hypothesis A = 0 and the alternative A = w for some positive constant
w, which is also known as the weak detection. By the Neyman-Pearson lemma, the likelihood
ratio (LR) test is optimal in the sense that it minimizes the sum of the Type-I error and the Type
II-error. For the (i, j)-entry of the data matrix with ¢ # j, the ratio of the densities under the null
and the alternative is

exp( (M;j — Vwix;)? )
exp (N M 12]) .

Assuming that the signal is chosen uniformly from the unit sphere SV and the noise is GOE, the
likelihood ratio is given by

dP; exp (N(Mij — VAziz;)?) 11 exp (N(Mi; — VAziz;)?/2)
dPy /SNH exp (NM?) 11 exp (NM?Z/2) A

(@)
k

(6)
= / Hexp (—N\/XMijxixj + %/\x?xf) dw™ (o),
SN o
1]

where dw? is the uniform measure on SV . Note that the logarithm of the LR in (@) coincides with
the free energy of the SSK model after shifting and rescaling. In the LR test, if the test statistic
% < 1 the null hypothesis is accepted, while it is rejected if % > 1. Since the fluctuation of
the LR is equal to the fluctuation of the free energy of the SSK model, it is possible to prove the
optimal error for the weak detection.

If the rank-1 signal zzT is perturbed by U = (Uj;;), the ratio of the densities is changed to

exp (N(Mi; — VAU — Vziz;)?)
exp (NM%)

= exp (—2\/XN(MZ']‘ - \/XUij)xi:vj - 2\/XNMijUij + )\NLL‘?,T?) .

Thus, for given U the LR in (@) becomes

Hexp (—\/XNMW-UZ-J-)/ Hexp< NVAMi; — VUi xizj + — )\x >dwN(g) (7)
i#j
for which it is required to consider the free energy of the SSK model with deformed Gaussian

interaction. Note that while U is not assumed to be diagonal, we may diagonalize U in the integrand
in () for the analysis since GOE is orthogonally invariant.

1.4 Organization of the paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section Bl we precisely define the model and
introduce our main results. In Section [3 we list several important results needed in the proof of



main results. In Sections[l Bl and [6] we prove our results on deformed Wigner matrices - local law
for the resolvent entries, CLT for the linear spectral statistics, and the rigidity of the eigenvalues,
respectively. In Sections[7] and [ we prove the main theorems for the low temperature case and the
high temperature case, respectively. Some technical details on the results for the steepest descent
curve and the proofs of some auxiliary lemmas are collected in Appendices.

2 Model and main results

2.1 Definition of the model

Recall that the disorder J = W 4+ AV. Here, W is an N x N real Wigner matrix for which we use
the following definition:

Definition 1. An N x N matric W = (W;;)nxn is a Wigner matriz if

o {W;;li < j} are independent real-valued random variables.

° Wij = Wji.

o E[W;] =0, EW2] = =4

e There exist @ > 1 and ' > 0 such that

P(VN|W;j| > z) < 0 exp(—z'/?) Y& >0,N>1andi,je {1,...,N} (8)

We remark that the subexponential decay condition guarantees the the existence of all (normal-

ized) moments and an overwhelming-probability bound as follows:

1. for any p € {1,2,...},

sup E[|VNW;;|P] < oo; (9)
i3, N

2. if € > 0 and D’ > 0, then for large enough N we have

P(IWyl < N4, vij e {1,...,N}) > 1- NP, (10)

We assume that V is a random diagonal matrix whose entries are i.i.d. with centered Jacobi
distribution p for which we use the following definitions:

Definition 2. A probability measure p is a Jacobi measure on [—1, 1] if its density function is given
by

dp _ d(z) a

I 7(1 +x)*(1 - I)bﬂ[—l,l] ()

where
ea>—1andb>—1

e d(x) € C([-1,1]) and d(z) > 0 on [—1,1].



e 7 is the normalization constant: Z = f_ll d(x)(1 +z)%(1 — z)bdx

e L is centered: f_ll xdu(z) =0
We also assume that V is independent of W. For a given constant A > 0, if we denote by Au
the law of Av where v is a random variable with law p, then the empirical measure of W + AV
converges to pf. as N — oo, which is given by
fpe = pise B (Aw)

where H denotes the additive free convolution and us. denotes the semicircle distribution. It is
known that p 7. has a density function, which we will call py.; see Remark 2.5 in [I7] for the detail.
In the following lemma, we collect the results on piy.,

! X ! €T
(] ) e[

There exists L_ < 0 < Ly such that supp(pse) = [L—,Ly]. Ifb>1 and A > Ay, then
1. L+ == )\ + TTJr,

Lemma 1. Set

2. Ly + [0 )\ and

3. there exists Co > 1 such that

b
2—0 < pre(Ly —x) < Cox® for x €0, Ly] (11)

If a > 1 and A > A_, the statements above hold for L_, with Ly and 71 replaced by L_ and 1_
respectively. In particular,

a

o < prelLo+1) < Coz* for z € [0, |L_]] (12)
0

For the proof of Lemmalll see Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.6 [I7]

2.2 Main results

Recall that the free energy of the SSK model at inverse temperature 5 > 0 is defined by
1
Fn =Fn(B) = N log [/ exp (6(0, (W + )\V)0>)dwN(0)1
Sn-1

where Sy_1 = {(z1,...,2n) : sz\il 2?2 = N} and wy is the (normalized) uniform measure on
Sn_1. We will prove that the constant

L[ pse(t)
.= - | —=dt. 13
b=y [ 22 (13)
is the critical inverse temperature of the SSK model, i.e., we study the fluctuation of Fy in two
cases: 0 < 8 < f. (high temperature regime) and 8 > 3. (low temperature regime). We remark
that 3. is well defined when b > 1 and A > A} (see Equation (IIJ)).

Our first main result is the following theorem for the free energy in the low temperature regime:



Theorem 1 (Main theorem: low temperature). Suppose 8 > B., A > max(A_,\;), b > 11 and
l1<a< I’Q%;bq. Then the fluctuation of Fn converges in distribution to a Weibull distribution.
More precisely,

1 1 F Log(2 L Mog(Ly —t)duyse(t) — BL —g)bt1
N s 35— B, b+ 1
b+1
where Oy{ = (W) . d(l) - 2% Zﬁl.
+

Our second main result is for the high temperature regime.

Theorem 2 (Main theorem: high temperature). Suppose 0 < 8 < B., A > max(A_,\;), a > 1

and b > 37/3. Suppose ¥ is the unique point on (L4, +0o) such that [ ﬁl_tdufc(t) =203. Then

2V (B + 5 log(20¢) — 53+ 5 [ log(3 — tiduse(t))

converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian distribution whose variance is

1

472

, 1(£ﬂ+m%@ﬂ%@_®%YW@

(i(l + My (€))myge(€) log (% — §)d€) T ) (At — & —myc(9))

where myc(-) is the Stieltjes transform of ps. and C is a counterclockwise path which encloses
[L_, L] but does not enclose 4. Here we take the analytic branch of log(-) on C\(—o0, 0] such that
Imlog(-) € (—m,m).

From Theorems [Il and 2] we immediately obtain the following corollary on the limiting free
energy:

Corollary 1. Suppose A > max(A_,Ay), b>37/3 and 1 < a < bz%;bq. As N — oo we have

—% log(2e3) — %flog(LJr — t)duge(t) + BL+ if B> Be

F F =
o {—% log(2¢f) — § [log(§ — t)dpc(t) + Y if0< B <B.

i distribution.

From the definitions of 8. and 4, we see that lim 4 = Ly and that lim F(8) = lim F(B).

Bﬁﬂc_ ﬂ_)Bc_ Bﬁﬂc"l'

2.3 Outline of the proof

In this paper, we study the fluctuation of Fx by following the idea introduced in [I]. In the low
temperature case (i.e., 8 > ), we will show that the leading term of Fy is a linear function of A;.
Since the fluctuation of A; has size O(N 71_ib) and converges to a Weibull distribution, so does the
fluctuation of Fy, as in Theorem [l In the high temperature case (i.e., 0 < 8 < f3.), the leading
term of Fy is a linear function of the quantity

1
N Zf()‘i)' (14)



for some N-independent deterministic function f. Thus, by the central limit theorem (see Theorem
H)), the fluctuation of Fiy has size O(N ~1/2) and converges to a Gaussian distribution, as in Theorem

For the actual proof, in addition to the known results, we need the local law for resolvent entries,
the central limit theorem for linear statistics, and the rigidity of eigenvalues. While we prove these
results in the current paper, some of them are not strong enough to directly follow the analysis
in [I]. To overcome the difficulty, we introduce several changes in the detail of the proof. Most
notably, (1) for the low temperature case, instead of proving a lemma analogous to Lemma 6.4 of
[1] that is required to control the integral of an exponential function along the curve of the steepest
descent in Lemma BIl we prove a refined result for the curve in Lemma B0l and (2) for the high
temperature case, instead of controlling the difference |y —4| by applying the rigidity of eigenvalues,
we use the local law to control it as in Lemma [33]

In what follows, we list our new results on the deformed Wigner matrices:

Definition 3. e For any M >0 and § > 0, define

Ds(M) = {z+dy||z] < M,N~° < |y| < 3}

e For any z € C\R, define

1 1 1
mN(Z)_N;/\Z——z’ Gl = iw s

where \1 > -+ > Ay are eigenvalues of W + AV

Theorem 3 (local law for resolvent entries). Suppose M >0 and 0 < § < . For any € > 0 and

D’ > 0, we have for large enough N that

1
. A — z —my(2)

P(maxmij 'y | < N3 {Imz|~3,vz ¢ D(;(M)) >1- N~V
]

We remark that the local law for the trace of the resolvent was proved by the first author and
Schnelli. See [I7] and also Section of the current paper.

Theorem 4 (CLT for linear statistics). Let f(x) be a function which is analytic on a neighborhood
of [L—,L4]. Suppose a > 1, b>37/3 and A > max(Ay,A\_). Then

1 ( /
— Ai)— N t)pse(t dt)
(00 =N [ ferto
converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian distribution whose variance is

2 1 14+ m’
= (freasmpom©w) - [ (f A<f>_<€+_ niii(é)))

where C is a counterclockwise path enclosing [L_, L] such that f is analytic on a neighborhood of
the region bounded by C.

de) " du()



Definition 4. Define the deterministic number v, = v, (N) and 4, = 4, (N) by

T —

1
N2 Vz € [1,N]
Y

fige([yas +00]) =

pre([fy, +o0]) = & ¥y € (0, N)

with the convention that Y = L_ and 49 = Ly. Here x and y are not necessarily integers.

Theorem 5 (Rigidity of eigenvalues). Suppose a > 1, b > 3 and A > max(A_, ;). Suppose

€€ (bJ%l, 1). There exists an event En(€) such that

P(En(€)) > 1 — ko(log N)1 T2 N ¢ (15)
when N is large enough. Moreover, if En(€) holds, then:

1
1. for any ¢ € (0, ZT_;) we have

X — | < NTitet yhen N is large enough and i € Z N [/ N* =S+,

31 a6

2. for any ¢’ € (0, 3_:16) we have

/ N /
A — | < N7itete yhen N is large enough and i € Z.N [?, N — x/N1=¢ e+ (17)
Here ko > 0 and k' > 0 are constants independent of ¢ and (.

2.4 Remarks

As discussed in Introduction, we expect the existence of the dichotomy between the fluctuation
given by the LSS in the high temperature regime and the fluctuation dominated by the largest
eigenvalue in the low temperature regime, regardless of the choice of various parameters in the
deformed Wigner matrix. The main technical issue is the non-optimality of the local law; if the
local law can be improved, the rigidity result will also be improved and it will be possible to relax the
condition on a and b. It is even expected that the fluctuation of Fy would converge to a Gaussian
distribution when A < A, since the fluctuation of A; converges to a Gaussian distribution in this
case. However, we do not attempt to prove the claim in the current paper.

3 Preliminaries

Definition 5. Suppose w is a measure on R. Define its Stieltjes transform by

/dw(t), Vz € C\supp(w). (18)

t—=z

10



3.1 Fluctuation of the largest eigenvalue

Recall that Ay > A9 > --- > Ay are eigenvalues of W + AV. The following theorem can be found
in [I7].

Theorem 6. Ifb>1 and X > Ay, then

O#Sprb
140

lim P(NT (L~ M) <5) = 1-exp(—

N —oc0

), Vs >0

b+1
where C,, = ( A ) ~d(1)-2%-Z71 as defined in Theorem [l

N2\

Ifa>1 and A\ > A_, then

lim P(NT= (0 — L) <5) =1—exp (-

N—oc0
a+1
where Cj, = (ﬁ) d(=1)-2°. 771,

Remark 1. For the second conclusion of Theorem[d, see the sentence above section 2.4.1 in [17].
It can also be proved by replacing W + AV by —W + A(=V).

The next lemma is a direct corollary of (3.22) in [I7].

Lemma 2. For any constant r > 0 we have that

lim IP’( max_|Ag| < 2+)\+r) =1.
1<k<N

N—o0

Therefore,

[L_,Ly] C =2 A2+ (19)

3.2 Local law for the trace of the resolvent

In this subsection we introduce the local law for the trace of the resolvent obtained in [I7].
Definition 6. Suppose uyn is the empirical measure of W + AV: un = % sz\il Ox,. Let
o my.(z) be the Stieltjes transform of pge: mye(z) = [ ptfi—(zt)dt (as mentioned in Theorem [3);
e 1isc(z) be the Stieltjes transform of (3 Zi\il Oxv; ) B pse-
Definition 7. For z € C\R, let

Lemma 3. For z € C\R,

N
ma(s) = FIGE). pels) = 5 30, mecle) =Blo(a)] = [ gy i)
i=1 ¢



(4 () (1 - 5 D 97(=)) = 1 (20)

(1+m'fc(z))(1—/( dp(t) ):1, (21)

1 1
i < — — 22
0] < (22)
Proof. The first conclusion is trivial. The second and third conclusions are direct corollaries of
(2.3) of [I§]. The fourth conclusion can be proved by taking derivatives on both sides of the second

conclusion:

1=

N 1 r 1+ 1}, (2)
Mye(2) = N Zl ()\vi -z - mfc(z)) N Z (Av; — 2z — mhpe(2))? (23)

The fifth conclusion can be proved by similarly taking derivatives on both sides of the third conclu-
sion. The last conclusion is because both Imm.(z) and Imr¢.(z) have the same sign as Imz. O
Definition 8. Suppose € € (0, ~121bb;29). Let 0; be the i-th largest one of {v1,...,un}. We define the
regions D, D. and the events Q(e), Qu.(€) and Qo(e, c1,c2) by the following.

e De={z+iy —3-A<e<3+A\N 3 <y< N w5t}
o D = {z €D\ — z — mye(2)| > LN"T57 Vi € 20, N}

Qe) = {Imn(2) —myse(z)| < N2—3 for all z € DL}

Q.(€) = {Immy(z) < N*72,Vz € D'}.

Qo (€, c1,ca) is the event on which the following conditions are satisfied for any k € {1,...,19}.
— Ifje{l,...,NN\{k} then N~ < |0; — 0| < (log N)N~ 7% . Moreover
1 1
N7 < |1 = 01| < (log N)N ™ T+5.
— If 2 € D, and |Re(z + myc(z) — Aoy)| = 1I<ni<11N |Re(z +myc(z) — AD;)| then

1 1
Z ~ <.
oz 2
N i€{1,...N}\{k} A =z = mje(2)]

3e 1
<cgNz7z,

Oi—z—myc(z) z—myc(z)

1 & 1 dp(t)
— If z€ D. then |% Y —fMi
i=1

Here ¢; € (0,1) and c2 > 0 are constants.

Remark 2. e Notice that D. is random but is independent of W.

12



o We defined Qo(e, c1, c2) in the same way as Definition 3.5 in [17]. The condition € € (0, 121bb;29)

comes from (3.20) of [T7]. Definition 3.5 in [17] involves a constant ng and we let ng = 20
in the current paper.

o [17] requires the entries of the diagonal matriz to be ordered along the diagonal, so in order
to used results in [T7], we use U; instead of v; in the definitions of D. and Qo(e, c1,¢a).

Proposition 1. Suppose b > 1, A > Ay and € € (0, 121bb;29). There exist constants ¢ € (0,1),
ca>0,v9>0,11 >0 and Ng > 0 such that:

1. P(Qo(e,c1,¢2)) > 1 —vp(log N)HH2N=¢ for all N;
2. P(Qo(e, c1,¢2)\Q(e)) < exp(—vi(log N)10lgloe N) if N s large enough;

3. Qo(e, c1,c2) is measurable with respect to the sigma algebra generated by the entries of V.

Proof. The first two conclusions of Proposition [I] are proved in [17]. See (3.30) and Proposition 5.1
there. The last conclusion is from the definition of Qg(e, ¢1, c2). O

Definition 9. Let Qv (e) be the Qo(e, c1,c2) with ¢; = c1(e) and ca = ca(e) properly chosen such
that the conclusions of Proposition [ hold.

The next lemmas are Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 3.7 in [17].

Lemma 4. Suppose b > 1, A > Ay and € € (0, 121;’—;29).

N is large enough then

There exists a constant vo > 0 such that if

P(Qv(e)\ﬂ*(e)) < eXp(—VQ(IOg N)lOloglog N).

Lemma 5. Suppose b > 1, A > Ay and € € (0, 121;’—+_29). If Qv (€) holds and z € DL, then

|mf0(z) - me(Z)l < N2z,

3.3 Integral representation of the partition function of the SSK model

The following lemma comes from Lemma 1.3 and (5.25) of [I].

Lemma 6. Suppose M is an N X N real symmetric matriz with eigenvalues \y(M) > --- > An(M).
Suppose B > 0. Then

ao—+1i00

/ eﬁ(a,MU>dwN(o,) _ CN/ e%RM(z)dZ
Sn-1

ag— 100
where
e ag is an arbitrary constant satisfying ag > A1 (M);

e the integration contour is the vertical line from ag — ico to ag + i0co;

Ru(z) = 2Bz — £ 3", log(z — A;(M)) where we take the analytic branch of the log function
such that Imlog(z — A\;(M)) € (—m, ) for all z on the integration contour;

e Oy = % where T'(z) denotes the Gamma function. Moreover,
T 2
VNp
Oy = ——=——=(1+O(N7Y)).
N i\/E(2Be)N/2( +O( )
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3.4 Helffer-Sjostrand formula

The next lemma can be found in Section 11.2 of [I0].

Lemma 7. Suppose x : R — [0,1] is C* such that x(x) =1 when z € [-1,1] and x(z) = 0 when
x & [-2,2]. If f € C%(R), then

_ % /Rz wf (a:)x(y)ﬂ:5 ?c ggy_)(i(x) +iyf (x))dxd% Gen

ft)

3.5 Cumulant expansion

The next lemma is Lemma 3.2 of [19].

Lemma 8. Suppose | € {1,2,...} and F € C*Y(R,C). Let Y be a real-valued centered random
variable with finite moments up to the order l+2. Let G be a sigma algebra independent of Y. Then

l r+1
By )0 = 3 O gpo) (vyg) + £(v)

r!

where K"t (Y) denotes the (1 + 1)-cumulant of Y. The error term E(Y) satisfies:

IHYNSQEmwﬁhx%wﬂ“Wﬂ+GEWW”mmxﬂ¥gF“”®| (24)

1
where @ > 0 is an arbitrary cutoff and C; satisfies C; < (p”lil) for some absolute constant po > 0.

3.6 Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality

The next lemma is copied from Lemma D.1, Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3 of [5]. It is a version of
the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality.

Lemma 9. Let X1,...,XnN,Y1,..., YN be independent centered random variables such that for each
p €{1,2,...} there exists a constant u, > 0 satisfying

E[|Xi[P1VP <y, E[Yi[P)VP <pp (1<i < N).

Then for deterministic families (a;;) and (b;) we have

E[I Y biXilP1VP < Cp-pp- O I0il)2, W1

E[| Y ai XVl P < Cpopip - (3 lay ), Wp =1

ij i
B[ ay XX, < Cp -2 (3 JayH)V?, Wp =1
i#j i#j

where Cy, is a constant depending only on p.
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3.7 Some results for symmetric matrices
Suppose M is an N x N real symmetric matrix. Suppose T is a subset of {1,..., N}.

Definition 10. o We use MT) to denote the (N — |T|) x (N — |T'|) matriz:
(Mij)ijef1,...NI\T

e For z € C\R let
R(z)=M—2)"t, RO(z)=M") —2)!

o We also set

(T) (T)

=00 2= )

i iigT ij  iugT j:j¢T

Remark 3. 1. When T = {i}, we use (i) instead of ({i}) in the above definitions. Similarly,
we write (ij) instead of ({i,j}). We use (T) to denote (T U {i}).

2. InMT) and RT) we use the original values of matriz indices. For example, the indices for the
rows and columns of M are 1,3,4,...,N.

3. It is easy to see that R(z) is a symmetric matriz.
Lemma 10. Suppose Imz; # 0 and Imzo # 0. Then
. (%R(Zl) = R2(2’1)

ITTLR.“(Zl)
2 _
o > [Rij(z1)]* = T

° ‘(Rk1(21)(R/)k2(22))w’ S W, fO'f’ any Z,j S {1, o .,N}, kl,kQ S {O, 1,2, .o }

Proof. The first can be proved by directly taking the derivative. The second conclusion is the Ward
identity, see (3.6) of [5]. For the last conclusion, suppose

Vi

M = Odiag(A\ (M), ..., An(M)OT

where A1 (M), ..., An(M) are eigenvalues of M and O is an orthogonal matrix. Then

R(z1) = Odiag((A; (M) — 2z1) 7L, ..., (A (M) — 21)"H)OT  and
R'(22) = Odiag((AM (M) — 22) 72, ..., (An(M) — 22)"3)OT  (by the first conclusion of this lemma).

So
al 1
R¥ (21) (R (22))..]| = ‘ > 0irOjy
’( (Zl)( ) (22))”’ e (/\T(M) — Zl)kl (/\T(M) — 22)2k2 J
N N 2 2
1 1 O;. + 07, 1
< § |Oir0jr| < § = .
[Tmzq |*1 [Tm 2o [2k2 : [Tmzq |*1 [Tm 2o [2k2 2 [Tmzq | %1 [Imzg|2k2
r=1 r=1

O

15



Lemma 11 (Resolvent identities). 1. Ifi,5,k € T and i,j # k, then

(T)p(T)

R\ RS
(T) _ o(Tk) ik 'jk
Rjj =Ry '+ NV (25)
kk
2. if i # j then
(i)
Rij = —RiR|; ( i ZM KR MIJ) (26)
3.
(4) _
Ry =My —2— ) MikRY Mi; (27)
k.l
4.
ORpy —1
6Mij 1+ 61']' J J

Proof. The first conclusion can be found in (3.4) of [5]. The second conclusion is (5.9) of [5]. The
third conclusion is (5.1) of [5]. The fourth conclusion can be proved by definition. O

Lemma 12. IfMis an N X N real symmetric random matriz such that {M;;|i < j} are independent
and E[M;;] = L fori# j, then

! z—z——TTR()-i-M”-i- ZR’”Z ZMmR M + ZR

Rii(2) (2)

Proof. This lemma is from Lemma 5.2 of [5] and the fact that Z,(;)l E[ Z;CR(l)MlZ

(i)} =1 1(;) R(l)
(since M;My; is independent of the sigma algebra generated by the entries of M@ ). O

4 Local law for resolvent entries: proof of Theorem

In this section we follow the idea introduced in [5] to prove Theorem Bl Recall that G(z) is defined
in Definition B

Lemma 13. Suppose i # j. For any € > 0, D' > 0, there exists Nog = No(€/, D') > 0 such that if
N > Ny and z € C\R then

(i)
P(| Y waG wy| < N
k.l

1-NP
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< N¢

2Z|G |2+N€*12|G )>1—N*D’

k£l

(1)
P(| > Wi wi
k,l

(i5) (i5) (i5)

(} ZWJkal le} < N€ N2 Z |G l])|2 + N¢ -1 Z |G(zg) ) _N- D’
k£l

< N¢

(| Z LG

where each of Gl(;l]) and szl) takes value at z.

NzZIG )Ny

Proof. 1. For the first conclusion, suppose G is the sigma algebra generated by entries of (W +
/\V)(ij). Then W, and W;; are independent of G;. Let

ol
/ (13 |G(1J |

For any natural number p and any sample point w in the probability space, we have

By =

- (i) I )
E[| > WaeBuWy | |61] @) = B[ (D WaeBuwy ) (D WaeBuwy ) |61 ] @)
k,l k,l
(i) (i) (i)

:E[(ZWikBkl ng) (ZWszkl VVIJ) } HZWszkl( w)Wi;
k.l

)

"
<o(3 |y <o

where C' > 0 depends only on p. We used (@) and the second conclusion of Lemma [J in the
inequality. So,

(i3) (25) (3)
P(| > WGl wy| > N - Z|G”) 2) = 2|V > Wi Buw
k,l k,l
(i5)
< N~%'E HNZWszleVl]
k,l

> Nﬁ/)

*) < on-ue.

Choosing p large enough such that 2pe’ > D’ we complete the proof of the first conclusion.

2. For the second conclusion, we use the same argument as above except that the Gy is replaced

by the sigma algebra generated by entries of (W +AV)(*), the summation is replaced by Z P
and By, is replaced by

G(i)
Z G(i) 2.
rt |G |
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Then using the third conclusion of Lemma [l we have for N > Ny = Ny(¢’, D'):

R I A ot D
>N WZIGL)P)SCN e < N=D, (29)

k£l

(0
P(| Y waciwy

k£l

This together with (I0) and the fact that Z,(; WlkG VVlZ Zkﬂ ik Gl(fl) VVli—i—Z,(f) Wka,(;,z
complete the proof of the second conclusion.

. The third conclusion can be proved in the same way as the second conclusion.
. For the last conclusion, let X, = NW3 — 1 and Qx = G,(jlz/ ,(j) |G§€2|2 Then, similarly

as above, with Go be the sigma algebra generated by entries of (W + AV)(®), for any natural
number p and any sample point w,

(@)
|ZXka|2p|g2 |ZXka )IPP] <

where C depends only on p. We used (@) and the first conclusion of Lemma [ in the last
inequality. So for any € > 0, D' > 0, if N > Ny = Ny(¢’, D), then

(i) (1)
O IGER) < N7E] Y XiQu) < ON
k k

(|ZXkG | > N¢

Choosing p large enough such that 2pe’ > D', we complete the proof.

Corollary 2. For any M >0, ¢ >0, D' >0, if |Rez| < M and 0 < |Imz| < 3 then

1| 3N¢ ,
P ‘— ILN])>1-NP
( Gii |]mz| VZ < [ ]) -
1 3N ,
P ‘ _ Vi 1-N-D
( Gg_lj) |Imz|’ ! ¢j) >

for large enough N.
Proof. By Lemma [T1]

(1) (i)
i 1 ij
- = Av; + Wiy — 2 — Z WikG](Cl)VVlh E = )\Uj + Wjj —zZ— Z ijG,(dJ)le.
w k,l 77 k,l

This together with (0], Lemma [I3] and the facts that

[Av;| < A, |G

1

| < Tmal’ |z| < M +3 (provided |Rez| < M, |Imz| € (0, 3])

G| < —
g |I |7

yield the conclusions. o
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Proof of Theorem[3. Suppose i # j and z € C\R. By Lemma [I0 and (23]

(i5) (i5) (@) ~(8)
(i3) . szsz . ij ij
|ZG |_|Z(Gkk 5 = )l
4i
N (G2)ii — (Gii)? — (Gij)?] | (GD)3; — (GE?VI < N n 3 n 2
= [Imz| |Gl 1G] = [z ImzPIGal e |G|
(30)
and
(i9) /2 (i5) (i)
ImG 1/2 1 3 2 1/2
G! ZJ) — kk < .
(N2 Z' ) (¥ NQImz> - (N|hrnz|2 + N2[Imz|3|G | + N2|Imz|3|G§Zj)|>
By Corollary 2 for any ¢ > 0, D’ > 0, if N is large enough and ¢ # j, then
1 15N¢ /
U) _n-D : <
((N2 Z |G} ) \/N|Imz|2 + N2|Imz|4) >1-N provided |Rez| < M, [Imz| € (0, 3]
(31)

Now using (26]), ([I0), the first conclusion of Lemma [I3] and ([BI]), we have that for any ¢ > 0
and D’ > 0, if N is large enough then

¢ Né/ . .
]P’(max|GU| < \/_|Irnz|3 N|Imz|4> >1— N2 provided |Rez| < M and |Imz| € (0, 3].

If6 < i, then \/N|I |3 > N|Imz|4 for all z € Ds(M). This together with a classic “lattice” argument
proved that for any ¢ > 0 and D’ > 0, if N is large enough then

P(I?%X|Gij| < \/_| e D(;(M)) >1-ND (32)
By Lemma [12]
Gii = Av; — 2 1— mN(2)| - [Av; — ,|2G—”lnN( )||G1” — (i =z = mn(2)]
g G S i+ Sl
< [tmz| =2 (|Waal + |§VG|2 || + |ZWkG Wi| + |Z G,Sk|) (33)
i k£l

where we used Lemma [I0] and the fact that Immy has the same sign as Imz in the last step.
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By Lemma [I0l and (23]), we have

(@

1 ) 1
— G2 —m— 34
N2 ;l kkl = |Imz|\/N ( )
and
(4) (® @ (4)
1 ) 1 (%) ImG,, 1/2 1
— S 16V < | =S 160 = <— 35
N2kz#l| kl| = N2;| kl| ( - Nglmz) = |Imz|\/ﬁ ( )

If ¢ >0, D' >0, |Rez| < M and |[Imz| € (0, 3], then by @33]), (IQ), Corollary 2 [29) and the
last conclusion of Lemma [I3] we have for large enough N:

' ' (4) ()
1 N¢ 1 3N°¢ 1 ; 1 i /
B(1Gu- SR RN LN ES SIS e
| )\vi—z—mN(z)l_ [Imz |2 \/N+N|Imz|3+ NQICZ;H| ko N2;| kk -
thus by (B4) and (35,
1 3N2 5N /
]P)(|Gii— |< )>1—N_D

< +
Av; — z —mpy(z) N|Imz[5 \/N|Imz|3

If§ < %, then \/NJTI;ZP > N|]Ivr:1z|5 for all z € Ds(M). This together with a classic “lattice” argument
yields that for any ¢ > 0 and D’ > 0, if N is large enough then

’

1 N¢ /
P(Gii— < , for an zEDMandlgiSN)>1—N_D.
| /\Ui—Z—mN(Z)| \/N|Imz|3 Y 5(M)
This together with ([82]) completes the proof. O

5 Central limit theorem for linear statistics: proof of Theo-
rem [4

Suppose f is a fixed function satisfying the condition in Theorem [l In this section we prove
Theorem [ i.e., the fact that the linear statistics

(100 =n [ rosar) (36)

converges in distribution to a Gaussian variable. We use the method introduced in [12], but we
prove Lemma [[4] in a different way. The method we prove Lemma [[4]is similar as that in [22].
Throughout this section, we assume that the conditions of Theorem [4 are satisfied.

Definition 11. e Suppose d € (0, %) is a constant which is small enough such that f is analytic
on a neighborhood of the rectangular region whose vertices are Ly +d £ di and L_ — d % di.
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o Usel to denote the boundary of the above rectangular region with counterclockwise orientation.

o Let
6( 2 ,(1 1 2 1 1 1 2 ))
w —— min ( —, — — - — - —
3(b+1) 14710 50b+1)’8 b+1'9 3(b+1)//°
1 1 1 1 1
§€[b+—1,§—w) and (’6(O,min(g—4w,§—7w,§—5w—2§)).

o Let Ty ={z eT||Imz| > N~7}. The orientation of I'y is induced from T.
Remark 4. Since b > 37/3, it is easy to check that the constants w, ¢, ¢’ exist.

Definition 12. o Let o(V) be the sigma algebra generated by V :
O'(V) = O'(Ul,...,UN).

e Use Ex|] to denote the conditional expectation E[-|o(V)].
Lemma 14. As N — oo,

1
VN Jr,

We prove Lemma [[4] in Section

f(6) {TTG({“) - EN[TTG(Q]} d¢ — 0 in distribution.

Lemma 15. As N — oo,

1
Nl

We prove Lemma [[H] in Section (.41

€3] [Nmfc(f) — IEN[TTG(Q]} dé — 0 in distribution.

5.1 Some auxiliary lemmas

Recall that g; and §; are defined in Definition [7]

Lemma 16. There is a constant Cy > 0 depending on d such that

min |Av; —z —mye(2)| > Cq VzeTl

Moreover, g;(z) is analytic on C\[L_, L] for alli € {1,...,N}.
Proof. See Appendix [Bl O
Definition 13. Define My = max(| Ly +d +2|,|L_ —d —2|) and

Av; —z —mpy(z)

By = Q(s) N {max |Gy (z) — | < N““2|Imz|%,Vz € Do(Ma)}  (37)
2,7

where Q<) is defined in Definition[d and Dy (My) is defined by Definition[3. The parameters w, ¢
and <" are defined in Definition [T
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Lemma 17. 1. there exists No > 0 such that if N > Ny then T'y C D!

N

2. for any D' > 0 we have that if N is large enough then
P(Qv (s)\By) < N~ (38)
3. if N is large enough and By N Qy(s) holds, then the following holds for each & € T :

|Gis(€) = §u(©)] < N¥'72 - [Img| ™ + N>7% - [Img[ %, |Gii(€)] > W'|Imé]
3
TN e
Gis(€) = gi(€)] < N2 - [Img| ™ + 2N>7% - Img| =2
where W' is a constant in (0,1).

Proof. See Appendix [Bl O

1 ; 1
[inge(€) = 5 TG (O < N*72 +

5.2 Proof of Theorem [4]

Proof of Theorem[J) Let @’ be a positive constant in [,

1 _W,W/2) and

d
107

See Section for the notations. By Definition IEL Definition @ ([3)), Lemma [I6 and the fact that
d < 1/2, we know that if N is large enough then

Ry = {)\i €l - Lyt d =l Vz} N Qy (@) N Q).

FN{z[N"2® <Imz< N ®} CcD... (39)
By Theorem [6] and Proposition [
P(Ry) =1 as N — oo. (40)

On Ry we have

_ 1 f(€) L1 fe
f()\i)—%ﬁg_/\df and  f(t) = 2mf£g_td5 Vte[L_,L,]

and then

1
=100 =N [ @ = o[ § 1O Y e -
:Vﬁzgﬁf@XNmﬁ@»~nG@»%:

%pﬁmﬂ

1 1
N /F ot (€)(N'mpe(€) — TrG(€))dg + \/_M . FEEN[TrG(E)] - TrG(€))d¢
1 Y A~
I Nom /F ) FEON1pe(€) — En[TrG(E)])dE + —=— \/_27“ 5 FEONmpe(€) = Nringe(§))dE

::P0+P1+P2+P3. (41)
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Lemma 18. If ¢ € C\R then
VN(itvge —mye) =
() (< 3 ()~ Blos@)) + T 2IE 57 gt g mpe) (6 - Bla2)).

Proof. See Appendix [Bl O
Using Lemma [I8 for Ps (i.e., the last term in ({#I)), we have that if Ry holds then

\/LN[Z J(Ni) — N/f(f)ﬂfc(f)dt] =P+ P+ P+ P31+ Psa+ P33 (42)

where Py, Pi, P> are defined in ({#I]) and

~1
Py =
T onivN

D2 | OO +mp) (g —Egi)ds,

Py = ﬁ O+ )y = ms) gj<gf ~ Elg?))d¢,

L[ KOO+ ) e —mp)? Y igPde.

2miv/N Jr,

e Asymptotic behavior of Py. When Ry holds, we have:

P33 =

1

VN2r /m{|1mz|<1v<1+w'>/2}
1

VN2r /rm{N<1+w'J/2<1mz<Nw}
: sup |f(2)]-4N/d (since |myc(€)] < 2/d and |Gy (2)] < 2/d)
zel

[Fol < [FOINmfe(€) — TrG(§)]dE

[F©IINmse(€) — TrG(&)|dE

1

VN2r
1

VN2r

@
2

< 4N~z

1

AN~ sup|f(z)|- N -2N?* =2 (by (@9), Lemma [5] and Definition R)
zel

+

= (o D SN N ) o) (e = < /) (43)

e Asymptotic behavior of Ps3. Let

1 11b-9

1
w” S (1——|—b7 m) SllCh that 4w” + w < —.

2

By the condition on w, such w” exists. When N is large enough, we have that 'y C DL, and that

if Qy (w’) holds then by Lemma [

l1ige(€) — mpe(€)] < N7242" veeT, (44)
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1
C2
where Cy is defined in Lemma Here we used the fact that [m/(§)| is bounded by =+ for

¢ € T. The last inequality together with the facts that 4w” + @ < § and that P(Qy (")) — 1 (by
Proposition [I]) yield:

1 1 1+4w’ w
|Pssloy, (o] < o \/—|F|Sup|f( )AL+ 5)N™ N-N

P33 — 0 in distribution. (45)

e Asymptotic behavior of P3,. Let

N
W = {5 | L0 ~B@DI < 1, veeT)

Lemma 19. Suppose a1 > 0, ag > 0 are constants. Then

P(| i(gg@ ~Elg©)| < VEET) 41 asN oo

;o
(| e SO - Bla@| <o VEET) 21 ws N oo
Proof. See Appendix [Bl O

By Lemma [[9 and Proposition [ P(Qy(w”) N Wx) — 1 as N — oo. This together with the
fact that

Loy Pl 5 [ mplfEI0+ énmfc =gl N i | St~ Bl
< %|I‘| ilelg If(2)](1+ dl? )N3%" =3 = 9(1) (by (@) and the condition on w")
yield:
P33 — 0 in distribution. (46)
e Asymptotic behavior of Ps;. Let
Uy = +wlzbql i(©ON <1, VEeT)

By Lemma[I9 P(Uyx) — 1 as N — oo. This together with the fact that

2771\/_ Z /F\F )L+ mfp) (g — Egﬁd{’

<1y, 14 Lyn=r Ly E d
- UN.E/MSUPWZW + @IV (| 2o (0:(6) ~ Elai(©)]) ) e

zel i—1

[N
vl
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1 1
< —sup|f(2)|(1+ =) -4AN"®/2 = (1) (since |T\I'y| = 4N~7)
2T zer d?

yield:
(1 4+ m%.)(g; — Eg;)dé — 0 in distribution.
szz/m (g — Egi)d

So P37 has the same limit in distribution as

2m\/_27§f (1 + m},)(g: — Eg;)dé. (47)

By central limit theorem, (@) converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian distribution whose
variance is

Var(= 74 PO +m (©)g:(€)de) = Var( 7{ J©) Av11—+€ﬂifﬁ1(§> )

_ 1+ m/y (&) - 1+mk.(€)
:E[(Q_wli%f(g))\vl +§ le”Lfc(f)d5 2 a E 2_7T11%f(§>)\01 +§ f?”l”bfc(f)ng2

SN0+ M6 ¢ i)ty
e ( f 100 i) ~33 §, / €O~ & - mpl&)

( f(§)(1 +m.(£)
r At =& —mye(§)

e Conclusion. The asymptotic behaviors of Py, Ps1, Ps2, P33 together with [@Q), (@2), Lemma
4l and Lemma complete the proof of Theorem @l We remark that the variance of the imaginary

part of == §. f(&)(1 + m'.(€))gi(§)d§, ie., the left hand side of (@S), must be 0. This is because
the above argument show that (A7) has the same limit in distribution as the real-valued random

variable (36]). O

= 7z ( P HOO -+ Omile)ie) — 1 &) dut) (49)

5.3 Proof of Lemma [14]

Proof of Lemma[I4l According to Proposition[I] it suffices to prove that

1
Xivi= 5 £(6) [TrG({) - JENTrG(é)} Loy od€

converges in distribution to zero. Fix ¢ € R. We only need to show that
Elexp(itXn)] =1 as N — oo. (49)
Notice that

%E[exp(itXN)] = %E[EN [exp(itXn)]]

- \/LNE[EN [exp(itXN)/

Ly

1) TrG(€) — ENTG(E)] - Lo (o ]|

i

= 75 ) 710 B[ Loy By [exp(Xm[G(E) ~ NG Jde - (50
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Lemma 20. Suppose the conditions of Lemma[I]] are satisfied. Then we have

6eitXN

_ _itXnN -2 / .
3Wij - \/N(l + 5ij) ry f(g)Gij (§)d§ ]lQV(g) (51)

Moreover, there exist constants rg > 0 and Ng > 0 such that if N > Ny then

6eitXN 1 82 eitXN 1 63 eitXN
8W-j|§rO'Nw 2 |%|STO'N2W 2, |¥
(3 1]

| | <ro- N33, (52)

Proof. By Lemma 10

aeitXN

XN it -2 _ _ '
s _eX‘;ﬁiﬁ+ﬂ@T13;2;Gm@XhA0& Loy ()

: —2it
—eltXv 7 G (6)dE -1
\/N(l + 51]) F+ f(é.) 7,_](5) g QV(C)
Noticing |G};(£)] < [Tmé|~2 we complete the proof of the first inequality in(52). The other two

inequalities in (52)) can be proved similarly by directly taking more derivatives of e!*X~ with respect
to le O

For any £ € C\R, by the definition

1
TAV AW —¢

we have (f — )\’Ul)G“ =—-1+ (WG)” =—-1+4+ Zj WUGU Then by m),

G(&)

(€= X0 )ENfe™™ (Gia(€) ~EnGal€)] = 3 (Enle™ ™ Wiy Gy (€)]~En e [En W G (6)]).
To use cumulant expansion to study (¢ — Av;)En [N (Gy;(€) — EnGi;(€))], we write:
(€ = M) En[e (Gii(€) — EnGii(€))]
6eitXN

_ 1+ Ny XN
- Z N (EN[ oW, Gij(§) te

J

—1
1+ 4y

(Gii(€)Gj;(§) + (Gi(€)*)]

- En [V [ 5 (Cul€)G () + (Gu ()
3 2 eitXN eitXN i " " 2 i

+EW©), vEeC\R. (53)
According to Lemma [§] there are constants r; > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny then

1 1 1 1

(4) < L. N3w7% <
ETON< 5 O g+ i) = e

for any £ € T'; (54)
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Here we used (@), Lemma 20 and the condition @ < 7 to control El(i) (€¢). For convenience we let
82(i) (€) be the second summation on the right hand side of (G3)):

R B G e Ve )]
Moreover we set:
-+ S HOBN (GO - EnCLO)
T / OSSN (GO (€Nalde Ty ~ L0060 +6(0).
Lemma 21. For any £ € C\R we have: 1
(1 5 S GBS (TG(E) — Ex TG(©)
= = 3 OB (Guil€) — () mpel€) — - TGO
~ v [ Y giOEN(GalO) — () (7 TEE) — mpe()] + E(6) (55)
Proof. See Appendix [Bl 1 0

Using ([28) and Lemma [0 for any z € C\R

|82Gij _ [6Gi;GiGjj + 2(Gy5)?| < e if i =5
ang (1 + 6ij)2 o ﬁ max#j |G1J| + 2maxi¢j |Gij|3 if ¢ 75 j
1 PN
< et TI=0 (s6)
[Imz[2 maxiz; |Gij| if 4 7é J
By (@), 28)), (&8), Lemma [I0l and Lemma 20} if £ € ' and N > Ny then

2w
0] . 1
8701 < 72 gy *+ e S max (G (©)) (57)
where ro > 0 and Ny > 0 are constants.
By Lemma [I0,
(GE)G'(€))ii] < [Tmg|~HImg'|* V¢, & € C\R. (58)

Plugging (B8) into the definition of £3(¢), by (B4)), (57) and the fact that |g;(£)| < [Im&|~!, we have

[€3(8)] < r3(|Tmg|~> + N7 - [Img| =2 + [maXIGu(f)l]% if¢elyand N >Ny (59)

N
P

where r3 > 0 and Ny > 0 are constants.
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Lemma 22. Suppose Qv () holds. If N is large enough, then:
- %Zi:g?@! > Sl VEeT,.
Proof. See Appendix [Bl O
By (B3), (59), Lemma [T and Lemma 22 if N is large enough and £ € T';. then
[En [ (TrG () — ENTYG(E))]Lay ()|
< 6N (]ENHG“- = gillmyse — %TrG“lQV(C)\BN] + Ex [max|Gi; (§)|119v(c)\BN]) +pn(§)

< 30N1+5WEN []lﬂv(g)\BN] +pn(§) (60)

_ N2t 16Nt 2 2raN?% | 2ry N
where py(€) = Stagre + Tmels + e + Tongr + Timer

According to (60), (B0) and ([BF), there exist constants r4 > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny
then

Eepil| < oo [ 7O1(30 TRy ()\By) + (o))

< r4(N5w+2§+</—% + N4w+4§—% + N7w+§'—%)
and therefore

’E[exp(itXN)] <ty (NPFHHS ) | NAwrA— ) NTwd g (61)

By the conditions on @, ¢ and ¢’ in Definition [[I] the exponent for each term on the right hand
side of (GI)) must be negative. So (49) is true and we complete the proof of Lemma [T4 O

5.4 Proof of Lemma

Proof of LemmalId According to Proposition[d] it suffices to prove that
1

7w £(6) [Nmfc(g) - ENTrG(g)} gy dé = 0 in distribution, (62)

Let o
Qi = —vi — Wi + > Wi, G W,
p,q

Lemma 23. For any £ € C\R, Ex[TrG(§) — N1insc(€)] equals:

1 & 1 o (Gar() — ()
(14 (€0 - N;gmwamw — ;«;w@m +EN[; cor )
3
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Proof. See Appendix [Bl O
There exists a constant uq € (0, 1) such that if { € T'\R, then

1

1/4;| = [ Mv; — M| <A+ ]|+ — < ————
1/3] = Do = €= g <A+ 1el+ e < — L

and thus by (22)

-] < [36)] < o (64)
By the definition of Stieltjes transform, [y | < \Img\z This together with (@), Lemma [0l and (G4))
yield:
Z ()] < 2/Img| ™%, VE€T\R (65)
al 3
A3 e (1 (1 47 2
le) D ae (5 + 3aEN(TG +ZEN (GEDIEWL] - +5)))]

< 2|Im§|*5(2 + 2|Tmé| 2 + |Im§|*2(maéx1E[(\/NWab) |+ 3)) < up|Imé|™7, VE€T\R (66)

where us > 0 is a constant. According to Lemma [I7] there are constants uz > 0 and Ny > 0 such
that if N > Ny and &£ € ', then

(@)

1
1+mjc Z (5) Z(Gzp(g)) ]le( ﬁBN” = |I §|5 |Z ZP |]lﬂv(<)ﬁBN]
p
= mz—ZPEN[|(G2(§))ii — (Gii(€))*Lay ()nBy) < us|Imé|™"  (by Lemmal[ll) (67)
1+m ]ENi—A(é-))g]l ]l <u3( N?’g/ N NGC ) (68)
Sz BB = BN me[ 13 VN e 0

Mz

. 1 i _
1+ ) 3 GO 2 5e — TGPl (sl < us N4 Tme]| = (69)

i=1

By Lemma 23] and the conditions in Definition [T the terms on the left hand side of (G5, (66,
©D), ©8), @) all make o(1) contribution to the quantity in ([62]). So to prove (62)) it suffices to
show that

(®
el LI

En| G;( 3 Zp:(Gip(g))Q]lgv(g)\BN]dg — 0 in distribution (70)

~.

=
NaY
)
—
"}
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1 Y (Gal6) - 3i(6))® e
VN Jr FEO+ m;"c)EN [Z Wﬂgv(g)\gz\,]df — 0 in distribution (71)
+ i=1 w
L FEOM+mw] )i@g(f)ﬂzz\z[(m - i'I‘lfG(i))Q]lQ By]d§ — 0 in distribution (72)
/N r. fe — T fe N V(C)\ N

e Notice that |riifc| and |£TrG"| are bounded by m By (39), if N is large enough and
g S F+ then

B ([Ex {0566~ TrG (€) Loy 5] > V) < NE B [07e(6) - TGO ()L 15|

< NOE[|(7e(6) — TG0 (€)M 54| < ANTHH7B(Qy (0)\By) < N7

which together with a classic “lattice” argument yields

P([Exllise(e) - %TrG@ () Toynsy] | S2N, WeTy) 21— N2,

This and the facts that [/, (€)] < N?* and |g;(€)] < N¥ on I'y. complete the proof of (72).
e According to (B8) and ([Z7), if N is large enough and £ € T';, then

1 (@)

©)
: Z(Gip(ﬁ))2]lszv(<)\BN]‘ > N_5> < NSEHEN[G“-(@ Z(Gip(f))2]19v(<)\BN]H

Gii(€)

(e

(@)
< NE[| o S (G210 54 SN“WEH%@WV@\BN]

< Nb+2w E{m} P(Qyv(s)\Bn)

(@)
= NGH"”J E[|/\vi + Wi — &+ Z WGy (f)WZiﬂ P(Qv ()\By) < N373= /P(Qy ()\By) < N~100

k.l
which together with ([27)) and a classic “lattice” argument yields

@

1 _ _
> (Gipl)Tay ]| S2N75, Ve ) 21N,
p

Gii(€)

This and the facts that |..(£)| < N2% and [§;(£)] < N on I'y. complete the proof of (70).

#(ex

e Similarly, according to B8) and (27), if N is large enough and & € 'y, then
N N

]P)(‘EN[Z Wﬂnv(c)\&v]‘ > N_5> < N5]EHEN[Z Wﬂﬂv(c)\&v]”

i=1 i=1
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< §NOT3@ Z \/E[m]lp(@v(g)\&v) < N7100

which together with ([27)) and a classic “lattice” argument yields

N .
P(‘EN[Z WHQV(C)\BJ\J‘ <2N75 Ve P+) >1- N2,

2

i=1
This and the facts that [/, (€)] < N** and |g;(€)] < N¥ on I'y. complete the proof of ().
(]

6 Rigidity of eigenvalues: proof of Theorem

In this section we prove the rigidity of eigenvalues in the bulk of the spectrum. For an eigenvalue

A; in the bulk, we show that it is very close to the deterministic number +; with high probability.

Roughly speaking, the distance between \; and ; is no more than N ~iTTT with high probability.
By the definition of v; and 4; (see Definition M) we have that

/ SR SRR S S / TR ), VieR N 1) (73)
Hfc = X7 = Hfc ) 1 ) - .
oo Le =t NLi—% = Jy Lot/

Lemma 24. There exists a constant Cy > 1 such that

1 1
1+b

o ifb>Tand > As then O (F) 7 <1y — il <O (F)

1 1

e ifa>1and A > \_ then C*’l(%)wa <JLo — < C*(NJ\?Z-)HQ.

Proof. Suppose b > 1, A > A;. According to Lemma/[] there exists C/ > 1 such that

(Ly —2)°
C/

*

< pre(@) < CL(Ly —)°

for « € [y0.99n, L+]. Therefore if i < 0.99N, then

([ %)b—i-l /L+ ([ CL‘)b /L+ i i /L+ , b Ci([ %,)b-'rl
e s L/ 2 Y dr < = < — = Zxr )
SACES) A ar dz . pre(z)dz A Ci(Ly—x)’dx T

—

If ¢ > 0.99N, then both i/N and |L; — ~;| are of order 1, so the inequality also holds. This proves
the first conclusion. The second conclusion can be proved in the same way. O

Definition 14. For e > 0, set
An(€) == Qv (e) N Qe) N Qu(e)

where Qv (€), Q(e) and Q. (€) are defined in Definition B and Definition Q.
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1 116—9
1+b7 2b+2

Lemma 25. Suppose b > 1 and € € ( ). Suppose An(€) holds and zg is in

1
|ﬂ§3+&y65N?ﬁfiNﬁﬁ“Q. (74)

{x + 1y
If N is large enough, then we have zo € D, and

Im (20) — mse(20)] < 2N 3. (75)

1 116—-9

Remark 5. In the condition ¢ € (133, 5o

), the interval is not empty since b > 1.

Proof. By the condition b > 1 it’s easy to see that (4] is contained in D.. We notice that Imzg
and Immy.(zo) have the same sign, so |[A\v; — 2o — mye(20)] > [Imzg| > %Nfﬁfe. Thus zp € D..
Finally (75) is from Lemma [5 and the definition of Q(e). O

Suppose € > 0 and

e [ is an interval contained in (—2.99 — X,2.99 + \) and it may depend on N,

e 19 =N"it¢and n = Nﬁﬁ*e;

e x:R —[0,1] is a C* function supported on [—2, 2] such that x(x) =1 when z € [-1,1];
e f:R —[0,1] is a smooth N-depending function such that

1 ifzel
ﬂ@:{o if dist(z, I) > 10 (76)

and || f'llee < Cp-m5 ", If"|loo < Cf -ny 2 for some absolute constant C'y > 0.
Remark 6. It is easy to see that f satisfies the following properties.
1. If € < % then suppf C (—2.995 — X,2.995 + \) when N > Ny = No(e).

2. |suppf'| < 2no, [suppf”| < 2mo.
Recall that py is defined in Definition

Lemma 26. Suppose b > 3 and € € (%er, 1). Suppose Ay(€) hold. Then

| / F)dun (1) — / F()dpge(®)] < on (2 +n2m0)

for large enough N. Here a; > 0 is a constant depending only on Cf.

1 11b—9) ;

Remark 7. The condition € € (%er, 1) is stronger than the condition € € (%5 o2

because the condition b > 3 ensures that % < 121bb;29.
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Proof. According to the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (see Lemma [T),

[ taunto /f Jajuge (t)

27T/(/ iyf"(@)x(y) +i(f (=) + 1y f" (@)X (y)

R2 t—z—1iy

dady ) (dp (1) = dpige(t))

1

=5 L, [0 @XW) 4307 @) i f @) )] oma e+ ) g+ i)y

—5-Re ( [ i7" @) +i07() + 105 @) )] o o+ ) = el + iy))dxdy>
]RQ

=K, — Ko — K3
where

K :Re(l

3= | X @) + s @) oma (@ + i) = myela +i9)dady)

e = / / f (@) x)Im(my (z + iy) — mye(x + iy))dydx
27 y|>m

K; = —/ / yf"(x)Im(my (z + 1y) — my(z + iy))dydx
2 lyl<m
Recall € > 7 b and that Ay (e) holds. For simplicity let m(z) = my(2) — myc(2).

1. We first estimate K;. By (73], Remark [(] and the definition of , if N is large enough then:
1
Kol <282 2 [ 1)+ 21 @)lde < ON*E = O
T

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on CY.

2. Then we estimate K,. Suppose = +iy is in the support of y f”(z)x(y)1|y|>y, (z+iy). Let L be
the counterclockwise circle centered at x 4 iy with radius min(§,0.005). If N > Ng = No(e),
then L is contained in (74]) and we have by Cauchy’s Theorem and (3 that

010+ iy) | = \%f% :

and therefore

1
~,100
(y )

|K,| < —’ / [— / fl(x)o,m(x + iy)daz} yx(y)dy’ (integral by parts for x)
lyl€[n1,2] R
2

< 3200C; oy _ 32000 -3

™ m

< LNt 2C - /yx(y)ma:)c(l 100)dy <
y

2 m

3. Finally we estimate K3. Notice that both yImmy (z+1y) and yImm ¢.(x+1iy) are nonnegative
and increase when y € [0,71]. So,

| K| :—’/f” / (yImmy (z + iy) — yImm.(z + iy))dydz
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1 m
<2 [17@)] [ o+ )+ gty (o -+ i)dyds
R 0
1 1 . .
<> [17@) [ s (o o+ i)+ o+ i) dyds
R 0
2
:77?1 / |/ (z)|(Immy (z + in1) + Immge(x + in))dx
R

If « € suppf, then = + in; is in (74) and thus also in D, provided N is large enough. So we
know by (73 and the definition of Q. (e) that if NV is large enough then

Immy (z + i) 4+ Immpo(z + iy ) < AN?3
and thus , o 3 2
4 8C's - 8C's - n2 -
K3 < —LN2e3 / | (z)|de < S2L T N2et = 224 T 7T
™ R N0 T

The estimates for K7, Ko and K3 together complete the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 27. Suppose b > 3 and € € (%Lb, %) Suppose An(€) holds. If N is large enough, then for
any (possibly N-depending) interval J C

lun () = ppe(D)] < Ano(llpre(z) o + a2)
where ag > 0 is a constant depending only on Cy.

Proof. First, suppose J C (—2.99 — X,2.99 + \). Define h : R — [0, 1] to be a smooth function such
that

My =4 et (77)
0 if dist(z, J) > no

From Lemma 28] if N is large enough then
pn(J) < /h(w)duzv(w) < /h(w)dufc(w) +an (g +1im0) < ppe ) + 200l pre() oo + (15 + 17m0)
(78)
where a1 > 0 is defined in Lemma 26l On the other hand, let
J' = {x € J|the distance between z and the edges of J is no less than 7}

and define h in the same way as h, except that J in(77) is replaced by J'. So by Lemma 28] if N
is large enough then

v (D)= [ @din(@) = [ B@)duge(w) = arld + ) = seld) = 2nlloreo) o = s + )
(79)
We remark that if |J| < 279, then J’ = @, but (79) is trivial in this case. By (79) and (78],

lunv (T) = pge( )] < mo2llpse(a) oo + a1 (no + nf)) (80)
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so we complete the proof in the case that J € (—2.99 — A,2.99 + \).
Then, suppose J is not necessarily contained in (—2.99 — A,2.99 + \). By Lemma [2]

,LLfC([_2 —A24+2) =1

So by (80) we have

i ((=2.99 = A,2.99 + A)¢) =1 — pun((—2.99 — A, 2.99 4 X))
< 1= (7e (=299 -7, 2.9940) ) =m0 @l se(@)l|ow a1 (o +12))) = 1m0 2l|p el ow + a1 (mo+172))

Let J1 =JN(—2.99—X,2.99+ )\) and Jo = J\J1. So by [B0) and the above inequality,

lun (J) = ppe( D) < lpn(J1) = pge(J0)] + |an (J2) = ppe(J2)]
<n02llpse(@) oo + a1(mo +n7)) + un(J2) < 2002l pre(x)lloe + 1 (m0 + 7).

O

Proof of Theorem[3. By Proposition[land LemmaH] there exist constants Ny > 0 and v > 0 such
that if N > Ny then
P(An(e)) > 1 —215(log N) T2 N,

Suppose Ay (€) holds. Now it suffices to prove (6] and (7).
Suppose Lo is the unique point in [L_, L] such that pr.([Lo, L+]) = 2/3. If N is large enough,
then by Lemma 27

pn ([Los L+]) >

N~

thus
N
Xi > Lo, Viell, ?] (81)

Define g(z) by
9(@) = nse(lz, +00)).
According to Lemma 27 if N is large enough, then

190%) — 9] < la() = ol +15 — 90| < legel D +00)) — v (D, +00)) | + 5

< 5no(llpse()lloe +az2), Vie[l,N] (82)

where as > 0 is defined in Lemma 27

By () there is a constant C' > 1 such that
L. — b
B 2D < profa) < Oy — ), Vi€ Lo, L] (33)

and therefore

i i
<
2N — N

1 Ly Ly C N
2 = / pre(z)de < C/ (Ly —2)%de = ——|Ly — 5" VI<i< —.
ol Vi b+1 2
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Then we have

t b+1, L 2C N
= L] > (=220 > N6 e [ N1

I (84)
We control |y; — A;| in two cases.
Case 1. Suppose i € [f—bel_C(b‘H), &l and \; < 7. By ®I), 82), (B3) and (84), when N is large
enough, there exists s € (\;,7;) such that

1900) — 90| 5molllpre(@)lloe +02) _ Sm0(loe@lloo +a2) _ - < 1reres
i Al = < < < UpN~atete
M=M= ) pre(s) (Ls — )]0 1

(85)
where U; > 0 is a constant.

Case 2. Suppose i € [ZGN!'=¢HD JJand A; > v;. By 82), [®3), 84) and the definition of ¢, if N
is large enough then

Ly
g(\i) = g(vi) = 5mo(llpre(®)lloc + ) > / C MLy — x)’dx — 5no([|pse()||oo + a2)

Vi

C~ YLy —)0t! ot
- Vo ()| oo >_— N0+
b1 5no(llpfe(@)||oo + a2) = 2051 (86)

which implies A; < L; (otherwise g(\;) = 0) and thus

(Ly — A, (87)

)< L, — < -
g0 < [ Oy —afar < 105

By (86l and (&), if N is large enough then
Ly — N\ > (203 N—¢,
s0

1907:) = gD _ Smo(lpre(@)lloe + a2) _ 5n0(lpse()]los + a2) -
|g/(t)| = Pfc(t) < (L+ — )\z)b/C < UyN .

Ivi — | =
(88)
Here ¢ € (;, A;) and Uz > 0 is a constant.

@B5), [B]) and the fact that ¢ can be arbitrarily small complete the proof of (I6). ([ITZ) can be
proved in the same way. o

7 SSK model in low temperature: proof of Theorem [

In this section we follow the idea introduced in [I] to prove Theorem [II Because of the results
in Lemma [B0O] we know that if a particle is moving along the curve of steepest-descent defined in
Definition [[7, then its y-coordinate is monotone, therefore we do not need a lemma like Lemma 6.4
in [1].

Throughout this section we suppose the conditions of Theorem [ hold.
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Definition 15. Suppose ey > 0 is a constant. Let so = so(€g) > 0 be a constant such that
P(|\ — Ly| < soN"TF and Ay — L_| < s5oN"T57) > 1 — ¢. (89)
for large enough N. Set
0% (0) = {|M1 — Ly| < soN~ % and [Ay — L_| < s)N 153 }.
Remark 8. By Theorem[@ the constant sg exists.

Definition 16. Let R(z) be an analytic function defined on C\(—o0, A1] b

X
R(z) =28z — N ;log(z

Here we take the analytic branch of the log function such that Imlog(z — \;) € (—m,7) for all
z € C\(—o00, A\1]. Let vy denote the unique number in (A1, 4+00) such that R'(y) = 0. Equivalently,

7 is the unique number on (A1, +00) satisfying 28 = + Zfil ﬁ

Lemma 28. Suppose

. . 1 . a .
® c 15 a constant in (m,mln (Z —5id b+_1 — W))’

e T 15 a constant in ((b+1)2,mln (_

o 71 < 79 are two constants both in (1 —7(b+1),1— b-'%l)

Suppose En(€) N Q% (eo) holds. There exists a constant No > 0 such that if N > Ny, then

A A + N0,
3ﬁN<’7< 1+

Remark 9. According to the conditions b > 11 and 1 < a < bz%;bq, it is easy to check that the
constants €, T, 7o and T exist. The event En(e) is defined in Theorem [4.

Proof. Notice that R'(x) =28 — is increasing on (A1, +00). Since

i= lz )\
1 1 1
At <o L L0=R(y),
B 35N) N(A1+ﬁ)—A1 @
we have that \; + BBN <.
1, btz
Suppose that En(e) N 2% (eo) holds. Since # < ;+1 ,

¢ and ¢’ in Theorem 5l According to Theorem [B], when N is large enough, we have

[Ai — il < N—itetTb ifie [H/Nl—‘r(b-i-l), %]
N — | S N-atetme e [N N g/ N1-T(at)
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where k' > 0 is defined in Theorem
To prove v < A; + N~1+70 we need

N
1 1 dpye(t)
— — <IT+II+1I1I
|N;)\1+N_1+TO—)\1' /L+—f|_ T

where
1 N—pg/N1-7(a+1) 1 1 N—p/N1—7(a+1)
I:’— 1 _

N—/ N1—7(a+1)

1 1 dse(t)
=k - [t
S /3

S L

1 1 1 1
117 = ‘— 1
N Z /\1 + N*l“rTO _ )\z + N Z )\1 + N71+TO — /\z

<N i>N—r/N1-7(at+1)

Estimation of I. If N is large enough, then for any i € [N, N/2] C [/ N1=7(0+D) I,

1 1 At = Ly |+ |y — N[+ N
M +N-TF0 -, Ly—v |Ly =il = |Ly = A1 = [N — i = N~1H70
SON*%H? + N—itettb 4 N—1+70 50 +N%+bfi+e+‘rb+Nl—ibfl+‘ro
= CrN(i/N) T — sgN- T — N—dtettd _ N-ltmo  Op L. i — g — Nohoatertd _ Nt 1o
SQ+N1_‘L’_i+€+Tb+Nﬁ_1+TO

Ol N —sg - NTH bt _ N

|Ly — ] <

< 250C, N~ (91)

Here we used Lemma 24 (90) and the definition of Q% (o) in the second inequality and we used the

1 _b+2
conditions on 7 and 7y in the last inequality. (In particular, the condition 7 < *——®+1)

%_H) — % + e+ 7b < 0.) The constant C, > 0 is defined in Lemma

By a similar argument we can prove [@1)) for i € [N/2, N — &' N*~7(@+D] So we have that if N
is large enough, then

implies

1 N—/ NI-7(a+1)
R
[<250CuNT70 = )

i=NT1 Ly =
N_p/N1-7@a+1)
i Yi—2 r
<2500 N"TH - Y dse(t) < 4Bc - sC N~ T
i=NT1 Fi—1 Ly—t

where we used (73)) in the second inequality and used the definition of 3. in the last inequality.
Estimation of II. If N is large enough, then by (73], (IT) and Lemma 241

NN =Tt o g (t L dpro(t Ly
17 S/ ’ L() —I—/ L() < O|’A}/N_H/N17T(a+1)_2 — L7| +/ Co(L+ — t)bildt
I Ly—t AT Ly—t 5

INT1
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Co Co

=CN w1 g = Lo+ 57 Ly = A" < Clyn - g — Lo| + == 1L+ — vl

K/ N1-7(a+1) + 2) 1ia C(NTl + 1) 1+b
N N

where Cj is defined in ([l and C' > 0 is a constant.
Estimation of ITI. Since A\; > --- > Ay, we have for large enough N:

<c(

1
0< sy SNT° (I<i<N/
0< 1 < 1
M AN-"It70 -\, — A\ + N-1+70 — )\LN/QJ
1 2
< < N/2<i<N
|Ly =y vy2)l = A vyz) = vivgzgl = 1Ly = Al = N=H70 = Ly — 7y N2 | &/ )
SO
IIT < N7 4 g/ N—7letl) 2z
|L+ —”YLN/2J|

Since R'(\; + N~1t70) = 253 — % Zfil m, we know from the estimations of I, IT
and [T that if N is large enough, then

dpge
R\ +NF70) >23— /L“f —I—1II-1III
-

K N1— T(a+1)+2
)

_ (Nﬁ*‘ro + I{/Nf‘r(aJrl)

> 28 - 28, — 4B.50C. N — (C(Z

(N““) )

N
|Ly — 'VLN/2J|)
therefore v < A; + N 717 because R’ is increasing on (A1, +00). O

Lemma 29. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma hold. Suppose T2, T3 and 7' are constants
satisfying:

e max(l —7(1+b),1—7(14+a)) <m2<1

o max(2+(1+b)(—%+6+Tb),1—T(b+1),1—“—1(%— —L)> <13 <

1 1
1—73 €1 z—€
o < <rn1n( i)

Then we have the following conclusions.

e If N is large enough, then

N
‘% > log(y — Ai) — /10g(L+ — t)dpse(t) — 2B(y — L+)‘ <Widy
=1

where Wy > 0 is a constant and

T3—1 —27: 1— 7 b(rg—1)
By = N-2H2m0- 25 | Nty N dtetThr R | - dbetray oG (N7ﬁ+N_1+T°)+NTS_110gN.
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e If N is large enough, then

l l
Ni-lro—1 < M < [}[/2lj\/'_1""Tﬁ_l7 1=2,3,...

- (-1
where Wo > 0 is a constant.

Remark 10. e From the definition of € and T (see Lemma [28), we see that the 1o and T3

1_ o _b+2
b+1)2

satisfying the conditions exist. Since T < %, we have from the definition of 73:
3
T3>1—7'(b+1)>1+6 (93)

1

1 e L 1
and the definition of 5 yields =2 < min I NT A7 thyus 7 is well defined.
a+1 a 1+a

e By [@3) and the definitions of 7o and T3, we have

3 3
T3>1—T(1+b)>1>(T0—1)(b+1)+§ (94)
s0
1 T3 -1
— — 24279 —2 0. 95
br1 C T g S (95)
By 1o < b-;—il and the definition of T3 we have T3 < b_%l <2- HTITO, S0
1 b(Tg—l)
-1 0 96
byl br1 S (96)
By [@3), @6) and the definition of T3 we see that
lim NTF - &y = 0. (97)

N —o00

Proof. By Lemma 24, Theorem [f, LemmaR28 and the definition of Q%;(ep), if N is large enough and
i€[l+ N N — N™], then

- L Y M — L N=+70 4 oo N™T n_,o0
el I o R e T2 TR0 oy @) (98)
L+ — % L+ — % L+ — Y C;le
i)  NTET N s "0 (by definitions of 73 and ') (99)
< — I; + —F—1; — efinitions of 73 and 7
Ly =%l = orin#e SN2 = nge] 2N Y 3
and thus

7—L++%‘—)\i _a—Ly
Ly—~ Ly—v" Ly—m

log(y — Ai) —log(Ly — ;) =log(1 + + By + By (100)

y—L 2
and |B2| S ﬁ

where |B;| < 2’%
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By (@), Lemma [ and Lemma 24] if N is large enough, then

1 Y& IR dpg(t) NN dppe(t) [P dpge(t)
‘N > L __—2ﬁc§’ I. ¢ 2P| = I, —t L, —t
i=NT3+1 + =Y AN-nT341 L_ + N34 T

AN-NT3 41 Ly b—1 1 CO . b
S Wg/ (t—Lf)adt—FC()/ (L+—t> dt S W3|")/N,N7-3+1—L,|a+ +T|L+—’}/N73+2|

- IYNT3 42
T
N Co

§W3'N+b

N7 (Cy N 4+ 3\ 145
Ly — yyrsgal’ < Wye —-Cb( )
|Ly — YN o]’ < W3 N + b w N

b(rgz—1)

< WsN #r1 (101)

where W3 > 0 is a constant, Cy > 0 is defined in Lemma [l and C, is defined in Lemma
According to Lemma [, Lemma 24} the definitions of «; and 4; and the fact that
2

i—2
[ toslLe = Odue®) < log(Le ) < [ low(Le ~fdugelt) (2<i<N-1)
ﬁ/

i—1 Yi+1

we know that if N is large enough, then

N—-NT3

¥ > toske =)~ [ log(Le ~ )duse(t)]

i=N73+41

IN-NT3 2 Ly
<[ flog(L — Olduze(®) + [ log(L ~ O)duzelt)

L_ INT3 42

YN-NT3 -2 Ly

< W4/ (t — L_)%dt + Oo/ (Ly —t)°|log(Ly — t)|dt
L- INT3 43

|Ly — 71\/73+3|bJr1

b+1

1
b+1
<WyN™ tlog N (102)

<W,N™~1 4+,

‘ log (L4 — nwa3) —

where Cy > 0 is defined in Lemma [Tl and W, > 0 is a constant.
By Lemma [28 and the definition of Q% (eo), if IV is large enough, then

1 1
’N Z log(y — A\i) + ~ Z log(y — A\i)| <4NT*"1log N. (103)

i<1+N73 i>N—NT3

According to (@8), (@9), (I00), (I0I), (I02), (I03), if N is large enough, then

1 N
[ Do togty = ) = [ log(Lu = thduselt) — 26407~ L)

| N | N v, N )
— Ly
S‘N_ E log(V—)\i)—N_ E log(L+ — i) — N E -
1=14+N73 i=14+N73 i=1+NT73
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N—NT3 N—NT3

Y- Ly 1
+ ‘ N Z Ly — —2Bc(y —L+)‘ + ‘N _ Z log(Ly — i) — /10g(L+ — t)dpse(t)
i=14+N73 i=1+N73
1 1
5 X e -+ D lsr—A)
i<1+N7s i>N_NT3

(N—1+To + SQN_%M >2 N—%+6+Tb N—i—i—e-{-T/a
+2 =i

e |+W3N7b(§fll) Iy Ly [+ WiNT " log N+4NT"log N.
CIN bR + = IN/2

<

T3—1

Cy' Nt
The above inequality together with
|’Y - L+| S |F)/ - A1| + |)\1 — L+| < N71+TO —+ 50N7W11

and the fact that |L; — yy/2| is bounded below by a constant completes the proof of the first
conclusion of the lemma.
For the second conclusion, notice that

N
R<z>(z)_%z(_(?l_(7l/\:;)!, 1=2,3,...,

so for large enough N we have by Lemma 2§ that
O] —1)!
ROG)(-1)' 1 1

— > Nizlo=1 =23 ... 104
(-1 ~“ N(EH-M)'— ’ T (104)
From the conditions on 75 and 7 we see
1
1>T2>1—T(1+b)>1+(b+1)(-1+€+7’b). (105)
By Lemma 2§ if N is large enough, then

1 2 N 1
— — <3N (38N) = 3(3p) N =23, ... 106
N(;ﬂ_NZNW)W—W‘ (38N)' = 3(35) =23, (106)

By (I05) and Lemma4lif N is large enough and ¢ € [N™, N —N"2], then | L4 —;| > C;lN%,

b
ILy — 4| < Ly = M|+ |y = M| < soN"5T + N0 < (14 59)N "7 (since 7 < )

N—atetth i NT < < N/2

and |\ — | < 107
i =l {Ni+€+m ifN/2<i<N—N™ (107)

The above estimations and the fact that |L4 — ;| is of order 1 for j > N/2 imply that if N is large
enough then

1 L o/iNTT o .
|7—)\z'|2|L+—”Yi|—|%—)\z‘|—|L+—7|Z§|L+—%‘|> (—) , fN?<i<N-N™



and thus

1 1 1 (2C,)IN T b (N
¥ Y aoysw. Y CammoseeINt [ et

: : L2
NT2<4<N—-NT2 NT2<G4<N—-NT2 2

(2C.) log N if b is an integer and [ = b+ 1
< 20! l ifl<b+1 (108)
s AC) N EE T >
where C, is defined in Lemma 24l In (I08]), the coefficient + bf{l ; for the case [ # b+ 1 is bounded
by:
AL b+1 | b+1 ifbeZ
b+1-1— —dlStJ(rb 7 itb g Z

and this bound is independent of I. So by the fact =1 +7 +1 > (1 — 7'2)(1)4%1 —1) and (I04)), (TI06)
and (I08) we complete the proof.

Definition 17. o Set S ={x+ iy € C\(—o0, \]|[ImR(x + iy) = 0}.
o Set ST ={x+iyeSly>0}, S ={z+iyeSly<0}.

e Fory satisfying 0 < |y| < 35, let h(y) be the unique real number such that h(y) + iy € S. Set
h(0) = ~.

Lemma 30. e h(y) is well defined. In other words, for any y satisfying 0 < |y| < 35 there is
a unique real number x such that x + iy € S.

o« S={hy) +isl— & <y< &} andhy) € CH((—F, &)).

e h(y) <+ and the identity holds only when y = 0.

o If + <co<Z, then h(y) is strictly decreasing on (% 35)-
Proof. See Appendix [Al O
Remark 11. Since h(y) is C*, we can define the integral of continuous functions along S.

Lemma 31. Suppose the conditions in Lemma[29 are satisfied. Set
vy+ioco
K= —ze—%RW)/ e R gy, (109)
y—100

There exist constants Ng > 0 and Wy > 0 such that if N > Ny then

N Y<K <W,.
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Proof. From Lemma [0 we know K > 0. By the same argument as (6.31) of [I],

K= [7 " e (SR - R )as = [ o (5 R0 40 - re)]Jar
:/Zexp (iBNt— %ilog (1 + Fyit/\))dt

> 1 2
§Lmexp ( 1 ;bg (1 + m))dt
where we take the absolute value of the integrand to obtain the last inequality. Since
O<y—AN<y=AN<|y—M|+|M—Ly|+|Ly —L_|+|Lo —An| <1+2s9+ Ly — L_,

we have for N > 4:

[e%s) 2 2 _
KS/ exp (—%mg(u(l”%:h_L_)g))dtg/R(1+(1+280+tL+_L_)2) "t < oo

— 00

and therefore the right hand side of the conclusion is proved.
To prove the left hand side of the conclusion we need Lemma We first claim that

y+ioco N N
/ e Py = / ez Ry (110)
y—ioco S

where the direction on S is from —oco — %i to —oo + %i. In fact, suppose r > 0 such that

|z — Ai] > r/2 for all |z| = r, then for C, := {z € C||z| = r,Rez < v} we have
ReR(z) < 28y —log(r/2), Vze C,

’/ ‘e%R(Z)‘dz
C,

Moreover, by the last conclusion of Lemma [30] we have fﬂ/(w) lez RWIH9) | /T (0 (y))2dy < oo.

0
So ([0 is true.
Notice that R(z) = R(Z) for z € S, so by (I0)

K = —i/ e (RE-RM) gy = —i(/ e%(R(Z)fR(W))(d:E + idy) -I—/
S S+ -

—2 /S Cexp (F(RG) - ROD)dy (1)

and thus
< 277(\/56‘”)]\’7“1*% —0 asr — oo.

e FRE=RM) (g idy))

Now we define
Qv ={z€C|lz—v] <N7°}.
By LemmaP8, R(z) is analytic on a neighborhood of Qy, so by R'(y) = 0 we have for large enough

N:
> RG) )
R(z)—R(y):ZRj'(w(,z—v)ﬂ7 if z€Qn. (112)
=2 7

The next lemma shows that S does not leave v too fast when the y coordinate is small enough.
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Lemma 32. When N is large enough, we have
{z € ST|Imz € (0,N"'9} C Q. (113)
Proof. See Appendix [Bl O
By Lemma 29] (IT2) and the definition of @y, if N is large enough, then:
> | ) ‘
R -l < Y T —op <ompne, v e g (114)
=2 '

which together with (ITI]) and (I13) imply:

N N-10 N B B
K = 2/ exp (5(1{(2) - R(*y)))dy > 2/ exp (5 (—2W2N 16))dy > N0,
S+ 0
So the proof is complete. O
Proof of Theorem [1. Recall the definition of K in (I09)). According to Lemma [G]

[ e = N e e ov),
SNn-1

= V(2B

Now we choose the constants sg, €, 7, 79,, 71,72, 73,7 in the same way as in (89), Lemma 28 and
Lemma 290 Suppose En(€) N Q% (o) holds. By LemmaB1] if N is large enough, then

1 R(y) 1
Fy = —log / WA giyn (o)) = = — Zlog(28e) + en
N ( s ) 2 2

where
len| < Clog N/N (115)

for some constant C' > 0. By Lemma 28 and Lemma 29 if N is large enough and Ey(e) N Q% (eo)
holds, then

1 1
P+ Ltog(268) 1+ 3 [ 1084 Duge) 4 An — )| < lewl + (3 4 B~ Ml + Wty
<len|+ B+ BN + WDy

and thus
1 Nﬁ —1+4
IN—N5+1 ()\1—L+)‘ < W[|6N|+(ﬂ+ﬁc)]\7 TO+W1(I)N} (116)

where

Iy = N#tt [FN + 5 log(2¢8) + 5 éligﬁ(h — t)dpye(t) — ﬁL+]
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Fix s < 0. Choose €y € (0, |s|/10). There exists ds > 0 such that if |s" — s| < d5 then

CM(_S)HI
b+1

CM(_S/)HI

T )| < €o. (117)

| exp(— ) —exp(—

Write Ey = N#7T(A; — L) — Iy. Notice that
P(Iy <) =P({Iy < s} N (En(e) N QX (€0))") +P({In < s} N (En(e) N QY (o))
=P({Ix < s} N (En() N QX (€0))?) + PUNTT (A = Ly) < s+ En} N (En(e) N Q% (e0)))
=P(NTT(A\ — Ly) <s+En) —PUNTT(A\ — Ly) < s+ En} N (En(e) N (e0)))
+P({In < s} N (En(e) N Q% (e0))¢). (118)

If N is large enough, then by (@), (I15), (I16) and the definition of 79, we have En € (—ds, ds)
and then

P(N#T (A —Ly) < s+Ex) € (]P’(NWII()\l L) <s—68,),P(NFT(\ — L)) < s—i—és)) (119)
By (1), (II8), (I19), (IT) and (B9) we have:

[P(In < s)— P(N*)iil()\l — L;) <s)| <5¢ when N is large enough.

Since €y can be arbitrarily small, we have by Theorem []

. ) 1 e C (—s b+1
A}gﬂoo P(Iy <s) = A}gnoo ]P)(Nbil (M—Ly) <s)= I—P(Nbil (Ly+—X\1) < —s) =exp (—%
It is easy to check that the above identity is also true when s = 0. O

8 SSK model in high temperature: proof of Theorem

In this section we use the method introduced in [I] and Theorem H to prove Theorem 2] but we
follow a different way to control |y —4|. In [I], the tool used to control |y — 4| is the rigidity of
eigenvalues, but we will use the local law to control |y — 4| because the rigidity we have here is not
strong enough to provide a proper estimation of |y — 4.

Throughout this section we assume that the conditions of Theorem [2] are satisfied.

Definition 18. o Set R(z) = 28z — [log(z — t)duysc(t) analytically defined on C\(—oo, L]
such that Imlog(z —t) € (—m,m) for all t € supp(pyc).

o Suppose € € (b%, =) and
min(§ — L4, 1) min(§ — L4, 1)

20 20

Remark 12. R(z) is an analogue of the R(z) defined in Definition [I8. Obviously the 7 defined
in Theorem [3 is the unique point on (L, ~+00) such that R'(§) = 0. According to Theorem [@ and
Proposition [l we have

Qi (e) = {|)\1 — L < and Ay —L_| < } N Qv (e) N Qe).

P(Qi(e)) 1 as N — oo. (120)
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Lemma 33. There ezists a constant No > 0 such that if N > Ny and Q4 (€) holds, then

1 8
v=A < N*7Z |R() = RO € m——3
=41 IRG) =~ RO < =

where v was defined in Definition[18 and 4 was defined in Theorem [2.

Nﬁefl

Proof. Let L be the boundary of the rectangle with vertices

min(y — L, 1) n min(§ — L4, 1) i and L. — min(y — L4, 1) n min(§ — L, 1) i

3 3 3 3

L+
with counterclockwise orientation. By Lemma [2] and Lemma [I6] if IV is large enough, then
£LN{z:Imz> N2} CcD.

Notice that if x > (§ + Ly)/2, N is large enough and € (€) holds then

N
W) (4 _ 1 (-1 (-1 _
RO = 1Y o S Ty (=% (121)
1 1 1
— = 5= %ﬁ md{ for any ¢ enclosed by £ (122)

R R =] [ -5 3 2= | f O ] oy )

3
1 — M e 1 — M e
1 @ mlye, L I © —miel9)]
2m LN|[ImE|<N~27¢ |z —¢&| 27 LN|Imé|>N"2 ¢ |z — ¢
1
< 00 N™27¢ 4 6l£] N23 (by Lemma [Bl and Definition [§])

~ m(min(§ — L4,1))? m-min(y — Ly, 1)
< ON?*73  (123)
for some constant C' > 0.
By mean value theorem and the fact that R'(5) = 0,

R/(,Ay_i_NBef%) _ R//(ﬁ/_’_thBef%) . NSef% _ RN(’?) . Nsefé +R///(’§/+t1t2N3€7%) . thGefl
(124)

1

2)_N357% _ _R//(;Y) _NSEf% +R///(;}/_tllt/2N357%) 't/1N6€71
(125)

R/(’A}/—N?’ei%) _ _R//(;Y_tllNBef



where 1, ta, 1, t5 are all in [0,1]. According to (I2I), (I23), (I24), (I23) and the fact that
R’ (%) > 0, we have that if NV is large enough and Q4 (¢) holds, then

. . 128
R/(’?+N36_%) > R/(’?-FNB&_%) _CNQE—% > R//(,?).N?)E—% - m .thﬁf—l _CNQE_% >0
-
(2 3e—1 R/ (4 3e—1 2e—1 P! (2 3e— 2 128 / A76e—1 2e—1
R'(y—N Q)SR(’Y_N 2)+CN 2 <-R (’Y)N 2+m'th +CN*72 <0
- Ly

thus .
[y =4l < N2
because R'(y) =0 and R’ is increasing on (A1, +00).

For the second conclusion, according to Taylor’s formula and the fact that R'(y) = 0, we have:

. 1 . .
R(9) = R(y) = 3R (v + s(7 =) = 7)°
for some s € [0, 1]. This together with (I21]) and the first conclusion yields the second conclusion. [

Lemma 34. Suppose c3 € (0,1/10). There exists constants c4 > 0 and Ny > 0 such that if N > Ny
and Q1 (€) holds, then

y+1i00 N A7
S R(z _ . YR
/’Yioo [ ( )dZ = e ? (’Y) m(l +U)N)

where |wy| < cgN*e~ 2,

Proof. Suppose €24 (¢) holds. Notice that

yHee i e N it
0= 3 [ oo (S 20)
e’ dz = ex R(y + dt
/vioo 7w e (Fro+ g5
ez RO oo (N(R( N it
= exp ( — —
VN S TP
Using the Taylor’s formula (for complex analytic functions), if N is large enough and [¢t| < N¢3
then

)= R(v)))dt.

RO+ ) = Rl = 0

and the remaining term ry(t) satisfies:

it ., R"(y), it
s ()t () v

NI PE RVE R(w)
Irn ()l ‘(\/N) 2mi %w’y-(‘yL+)/2 (w—y)*(w -7y — \}_tﬁ)

dw| < Cit*/N? < CyN**=2 (126)

for some t-independent constant Cy > 0. By ([I2I)), if N is large enough and |¢t| < N° then
NR"(y), it

55 ()l GNP (127)
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for some t-independent constant Co > 0, therefore we have

N3

’/NC% exp (7—1— \/tN)—R(7)>)dt—/_NC3 exp(——R” )dt‘
- | /Nq exp ( R”;><j_%)2+w(;_%>s+m<t>))_exp(__Rf/ )]

< /_]JVV esp (- %R”(y)) 2. ‘g(RmG(”) (\/i—%)?’ e (r))
< 5C,N*3~3  (128)

where we used ([26), (I27)) and the fact that R”(y) > 0 in the last inequality.
Since €24 (¢) holds, Lemma B3 yields (¥ — L4+)/2 < |y —X\| <2(% — Ly)+ (L4 — L_), so

/OO exp(g(R(’y—i— \;—%)—R(W)))‘dﬁ/m eXP( Zlog %)dt

o -N C3t 0 -N C3t
< Ta _—
_/N exp (5 logm>dt /N exp (= log(1+ —2-))dt (129)

for some constant C3 > 0. Plugging

C’gt2> > 023—1(5,2 > 031\][\?3 if t € [N, \/N/Cs] (since log(1 +x) > % on [0,1])
N log2 > SN2 if ¢ ¢ [\/N/Cs, N] and N > N,

log(

into (I29), we know if N is large enough, then

/: N (R(7+i_t)—R(7))) ’dt < /NN exp (_ﬁ Cs N2 )dt+/oo exp(—% 1og(0%2))dt < %
(

2 VN 4 2N N
Similarly we have f:OJZCB ’ exp (% (R(”y + \/‘tﬁ) - R('y))) ’dt < 1/N when N is large enough. This
together with (I2]) and (I30) imply that if N is large enough, then:

’/Rexp (g(R(’y—l— \/i—tN)—R(’y)))dt—/Rexp(—ZR” )dt’

t2
exp ( - ZR’/(’y))dt < 50y N*s572

exp (

1

2 2 ,
< 5C N4C37%—|———|—/ 24 < 6CyNies—z
? N " J i nes neae N N=T

(131)

Since [, exp ( - %R”(”y))dt = \/4m/R"(v), we complete the proof by (I21]). O

Proof of Theorem [2. According to Lemma [6l and Lemma B4l if N is large enough and Q4 () holds,
then

Blo.(WHAV)o) g ___VNB__ yre |47
/SN 16 wn (o) Jr(2Be)N/2 e NR(~ )( +un)
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where |uy| < N~'/? and thus by Lemma B3]

Fn = N log WAV dun (o) = —= 1og(256) + 6y - == Zlog A=) +tn
Sn-1

where
lty| < CNO? (132)
for some constant C' > 0. Therefore, if N is large enough and € (e) holds, then

—2VN (FN + % log(28e) — Bﬁ) - VN / log(§ — t)dusc(t)

N
1 . .
v > log(d = i) — \/N/log(”y — t)dpse(t) — 2VN - ty.
N
According to Theorem [ (I32), (I20) and the assumption that € < 1/12, we complete the proof.

O

A Analysis on the curve of steepest-descent: proof of Lemma

Now we study the curve of steepest-descent. In this section,
e N is fixed;

e we do not consider randomness. In other words, we can imagine that the sample point in the
probability space is fixed.

Lemma 35. If ImR(x+1iy) = 0 andy > 0, theny € (0, 5 ) On the other hand, for anyy € (0, 2[3)
there is a unique x € R such that ImR(z + iy) = 0.

Proof. By definition we have that if z € R and y > 0 then

—\
ImR(z + iy) = 28y — arccos —Z 133
( Z S (13

So if ImR(x + iy) = 0 then 2y = & Z _ 1 Arccos \/ﬁ <, thus y < 7/(28).
On the other hand, suppose y € (0,7/(20)). Let
fy(z) =ImR(z +iy) =28 1iaccos el
z) =ImR(z + iy) = 28y — — r —_—
Y N = ((E _ )\i)2 + y2
Then lim fy(z) =28y —7 < 0 and 1iIJ1r1 fy(x) = 2By > 0. By continuity there exists x € R
Tr—r—00 T—r1+00
such that f,(z) =0 so ImR(z + iy) = 0. Moreover, if x1 < z2 such that f,(x1) = f,(z2) = 0 then
N
there is x3 € (z1,72) with f)(z3) = 0. But f,(r) = & l; m > 0, so such z3 cannot exist.

In summary, there is a unique z € R such that ImR(z —Ij iy) = 0. o
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Lemma 36. h(y) <~ for ally € (0, 33)

Proof. Suppose yo € (0, 55). If h(yo) = 7, then ImR(y +iyo) = 0. Since ImR(7) = 0, there must
be y1 € (0,yo) such that

0
— ImR(vy +iy) = 0.
By by (v +iy)
But N N
. 1 v—=A\ 1 1
— ImR(vy+1iy) =28 — — — 5 > 2 =0.
By = O =20 NZW Ni)? + B N;’Y—)\i

The definition of 7 is used in the last identity. This means h(y) # v for all y € (0, 75). Since

lim h(y) = —oo,

Y—353 25
we know by continuity that h(y) < for all y € (0, 53). O

Lemma 37. Ify € [ﬁ, 25) then

Wy) < 3 — 20y, (134)

Proof. Suppose y € (0, %) According to (I33) and the implicit function theorem,

OlmR(x+i -
(M) NZz . (h A)2+y

—h(y) =~ = . (135)
OImR(z+iy)
() lomneyy Y- Nzizl COEnE==:
Since
h(y) — A

‘<h<y>—Ai>2+y2‘§z_y’ @) - ME+ 8 =y

we see that on the right hand side of (I3]), the numerator is larger than or equal to 25 — % and

1 1
2’

the denominator is less than or equal to 1/y. So the lemma is proved. o
Corollary 3. If 1 < co < %, then h is a bijection from [%,35) to (o0, h(%)]. The inverse
function satisfies:
2 Co
< (h7tY —00, h(=)].
= < (7Y@ <0, Vo€ (—oo ()

Proof. By ([I34]) we know h is strictly decreasing on [%0, %), so is bijective on this interval. Then
using (h~1) = (h')~! we complete the proof. O

Lemma 38. We have

hy) —
lim h(y) =+, lim hiy) = =0 and lim K (y)=
y—0+ y—0+ Yy y—0+
Proof. We put this proof at the end of this section. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma
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Proof of Lemmal30. The first, third and last conclusions of Lemma B0l come from Lemma [35]
Lemma [36 and Lemma [37] respectively. Notice that R(Z) = R(z) and that + is the only number
in (A1, 00) where R' = 0. Moreover, according to Lemma B0 the y-coordinate of any point on S
is in (=35, 35). So we have S = {h(y) +iy| — 35 <y < 55} Finally, by Lemma 3§ we have

h(y) € CH((—35, 35))- O
Proof of Lemmal38 We notice that N is a fixed number in this lemma. If \; = --- = Ay then the

lemma is trivial. Now we assume that
AM=-=Ay >Ap41 > > AN

for some M € [1,N —1].
Lemma 39. o If0 <t <1 then there exists t; € [0,t] such that

3 1422
arccos\/1—t2=t+4+ — - + 24

6 (1-)p2

o There exists wo > 0 such that #<25=—— VA= > g for all t € [0,1].
Proof. The first conclusion is from Taylor’s formula. The other conclusion is trivial. O

Now we use Lemma [39] to prove Lemma B8]

1. According to (I33)),

Il h(y) — A ™
28y = v ; arccos NOOENET: Yy € (0, ﬁ) (136)

so we have

h(y) >\ Wy € (0, ﬁ]

. . . . 1 h(y)—X T
otherwise the right hand side of (I36) is larger than + arccos m > 5 > 28y.

For y € (0, 7%=], define

" INB
N
1 h(y) = Ai
fy) =20y — = E arccos
N i=M+1 y)—Ai)?+y?

By Lemma [39 there exists do € (0, 755) such that if y € (0,0o) then

N 2
F)l = ‘%y_% 2 BLIQCCOS\/]L - (\/(h(y) —yAi)2+y2) ‘

i=M+1
N
1 2y
Sty <2y + o =wnry (137)
N i:%rl V(h(y) = Xi)2 + 42 A1 =AMt
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where wy := Qﬁ—i-ﬁ. By LemmaB9 (I37), (I30) and the definition of f(y), if y € (0, do)
then

— 2
wiy = |f(y)] = M arccos My) = M _M arccos, [1 — ( L )
N V) =M +y2 N V(h(y) = A1)? + ¢
. M woyY
— N V) = M)+
which implies
M’LU()
h(y) — M)+ 52 >
MUOESNERTES
So there exists 61 € (0,dp) such that
M’LU()
A >
hy) =z g0 - vy € (0,01) (138)
According to (I33) and ([I33), if y € (0, ;) then
N N
1 1 h(y) — A
B— —
; 2ty ( Z} (h(y) — Ai)? +y2)
N N
1,1 h(y) — A 1
=—(—= ) arccos = A; (139
y(yN; V((y) = )% + 2 ; +y) yZNZ; (139)

where

; = arccos - y ’ — ) ‘
A \/1 (\/(h(y) — i)+ y2) (h(y) = X)* + 9>

By Lemma B9 and ([I38), there exist constants we > 0 and d3 € (0,071) such that if y € (0, d2)
then |A;| < wey® and thus by (I39) and Lemma

N
I (y) Z 71y s way <y -wa((v — An)? + (%)2). (140)

This tells us the boundedness of h'(y) on (0,d2). So by the completeness of R we know

h%l+ h(y) exists. Now multiplying both sides of the first identity in (I39) by y, letting
y—r
y — 0+, using the boundedness of h'(y) on (0, d2), we have:

28 — — - =0.

This together with the definition of v completes the proof of the first conclusion.
2. Plugging 28 = 1 > ﬁ into the first identity of (I39), we have for y € (0,7/(25)):
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-5 . My =7 1§ hy) - A
=N ; (v = M) ((R(y) — Xi)* +92) + ” N Zl () = M2+ 59 (141)

Taking y — 0+ on both sides of ([41]), using ([40) and the first conclusion of this lemma, we

have N
. hly)—~ 1 1 B
(y]ir(r)lJr Yy ) N; (’}/—)\1‘)2 =0

which completes the proof of the second conclusion.

3. Now we use the first two conclusions to prove the third conclusion. According to (I33]) and

the fact that lim, 04 — N El 1 W = % Efil ﬁ > 0, we know from the formula
81521% ReR’ that it suffices to show that
lim — - Re(R'(h i =0 142
ui%lw e(R'(h(y) +1iy)) (142)

Notice that R'(v) = 0. So

Lo, ) — R(h(y) +iy) — R'(y) h(y) +iy —~v
y R(h(y) +1y) = h(y) +iy — y '

(143)
According to the first two conclusions of this lemma and the mean-value theorem, (I43) must
converges to i - R"(7) = 4 S| ﬁ as y — 0+, so ([42) is true.

O

B Proofs of auxiliary lemmas

Proof of LemmalIfl If z is on the upper or lower edge of I' then [Im(Av; — 2 —my.(2))| > |Imz| = d.
So we only need to prove the lemma for z on the left and right edges. Now let z be on the right
edge of I". The case that z is on the left edge can be proved by the same method. Notice that

d
Lot mpe@) >0 on(Ly, ),
dz
so by Lemma [T]

C = (L+ + d) +mfc(L+ + d) —A> L+ +mfc(L+) —A=0.
Since v; € [—1, 1], we have that

min |Ly +d+myg.(Ly +d) — Avs| > C.

By continuity there is yo > 0 such that if 2 = L1 + d + iy with y € [—yo, yo] then

min |z + my.(z) — Av;| > C/2.
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If z= Ly +d+ iy with y & [—yo, yo] then

min |z + my.(z) — Av;| > |Im(z + myc(z))| > |Imz| > yo.

Taking Cyq = min(%, yo) we complete the proof of the first conclusion. Since d can be arbitrarily
small, the second conclusion follows from the first conclusion. o

Proof of Lemma[I7 The first conclusion is from (I9), Lemma and the facts that ¢ > %er,

w < % + ¢ and d < 1. The second conclusion is from Proposition [I] and Theorem [Bl For the third
conclusion, notice that if N is large enough and By N Qv (<) holds, then the following statements
hold for each & € I'y

1 —-n c
G©) ~ €)= 1Gu(€) — 1|+ e

< N2 Im¢| 3 + N*73 . [Im¢| ™2 (by definitions of By and Q(c))

Gii(E)] = 19:(&)] = 1Gii(§) — 3:(6)]

, 1 1 1
> oW/ [Imé|—N¢' "2 [Im¢| 3 —N%*"2.—— (since SN €]+ [ige(©)] < N+ €]+ ——)
[Tm¢ |2 [FIG]] d [Tme]|
> W/ [Im¢| (by definitions of w, ¢ and ¢’)
1 lmn —my|

|Gii(€) = 9:(&)] < [Gui(€) — v

_|_
—§—mN| |Av; — & —mpl|dv; — & —my]
< N3 . [Im¢| 3 4+ 2N%"2 . [Im¢| 2

(1)
(Gip)2
G

tgel€) = TGO )] < rnge — may| + 1IGul + \N | oy @)

1 2

1 1
Nme] T WNImep

Niimg] ~ NGyl

< N%73 4 I(G?)ii — (Gii)2| <SN%TE 4

O

Proof of LemmalI8 By Lemma [3 and the definitions of ¢g; and g;,

VN (itge = mye) = ( D 3:(8) /At—g mfcg ) \/_Z( 5)])
= =3 () ~Elnte >1A) = Yl = my)as©)6)
= == 30 (60 ~ Bla]) + TLZHE (S 2+ g~ myig?)
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Mipe —Mie)? . N
= = 3 (50 - Bl ) + LD 5 g2 4 VR g — g 367 - El?)

VN
) du(t) . 2 / du(t)
N(mfe —myge) | —————— Egil= | ——— 144
Ve = mpe) [ s e Bl = [ =) (1)
Moving the last term on the right hand side of (I44) to the left hand side, multiplying both sides
by 1+ m’.(2), using (ZI), we complete the proof. O

Proof of LemmalI9 Let
Yiv(€) = N727% > (g2(¢) — E[g7 (€)))-

i

By the Cramer-Wold Theorem, for any &;,...,&; € I, if N — oo then
(Yn(&1),...,Yn(&)) — 0 in distribution (145)

where O is the zero vector in RF. For any &1, & € I', by Lemma [[6 and the definition of T', we have
9:(€1)] < &7 19:(&2)| < &7 and

92(61) ~ 9262)] < s — ol + Impe€) - mic(@) < 1+ B~ &l (146)
where Cy is defined in Lemma 16l So
E[[Yw (&) — Yi(&)P?)
= | i (92(60)— g2 (€2)~Elg? (61) | +Elg? (¢2)]) (92(€1) — 93 (€2) — ElgZ (€] + Elg (&2)] )|

g2 (&) — g7 (&) —Elg2 (&) + E[g?(fg)]m (by independence of g1, ...,gN)

1 N
-y B2

i=1

< wmlgg+ @la - el oy @m)
So
PV (6) = V(&) 2 9) € SEIVNE) ~ V(@) < am (gg 1+ @) 16 -G ¥ >0

According to Theorem 12.3 of [7],
{Yn(6)|€ €T} N=1,2,...

is a tight sequence of random functions on I'. This together with (I45]) and Theorem 8.1 of [7]
imply that
{Yn(©I€ €T}

(as random elements in the space of continuous functions on I') converges in distribution to 0 as
N — oo. By Portmanteau’s Theorem (see, for example, Theorem 2.1 of [7]) the proof of the first
conclusion is complete. The second conclusion can be proved in the same way. o
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Proof of Lemma[Zll. By (EI) we have

OeltXn } it =2

B (GO T = TR TS

Ex [ Gi(e) | TE)GE)E | Loy
_ =2
VN 14065 Jr,

Putting (I47) into (B3), we have :
(€ = M) En[e (Gii(€) — EnGii(€))]
- Z [ (Gii(€)Gs () + (Gi(€))*)] — En[e* M En[(Gii(§)Gy;(€) + (G (€))*)]
N

JEEN [ Gig(€)G, (€] e - Loy o) (147)

7 Z/r FIE BN [ GG ()] d Lavio +£17(0) + 70

~xn 3
_ _%EN[e“XN(G (ETG(E) — Ex[Gis(©)TrG(EN)] + £ (6) + €9 (&)
- %EN [N (G () — EnGil€ Niijz / f€ ltXN (§)G’(§’))ii}d§’1gv(g) (148)
Notice
_%EN 5% (G TrG—En G TrG)] = —m B [ (GumBn G|~ L Ex [ (TrG—EnTYC)
+ En(e™™ (G — EnGui)mye - %TYG)] + %EN [ (TG — ExTYG)] (g — EnGir)

1 .
+ NIEN[e‘tXN]]EN [Gii(TrG — ExTrG)]  (149)

Plugging ([49) into ([I48), moving the term —m ¢.(&)En [N (G (€) — EnGii (€))] to the left hand
side, multiplying both sides by —g;(§) and taking )., using the definition of £3(§), we have

En[e"* (TrG(€) — ENTrG(¢ Zgl [V (Gii(€) — EnGii(€)) (myge(€) — %TYG(@)]
Y Zgz [N (TrG(£)—EnTrG/(§) -5 Zgi (9i(§)—EnGii(&))En [N (TrG(§) —EnTrG(§))]

- %EN [e*] Z 9i(Q)EN[Gii(§)(TrG(§) — ENTrG(E))] + E5(¢).  (150)
Moving the term 5 >, g2(§)En [e"* (TrG(£) — EnTrG(£))] to the left hand side:
1-= Zgl [N (TrG(€) — ENTrG(€))]

= = Y G(OBN [ (Gu€) ~ ExGil©)mpel€) — TGO

o7



- % Z 9i(€)(9:(€) — EnGii(€)) En[e"*N (TrG () — ENTYG(€))]

1

— BN [N " g (OEN[Gii (§)(TrG(€) — ENTrG(£))] + E3()

= - Z gi(OEN[E NN (Gii(€) — 9i(€)) (mye(€) — %TFG(O)]

— En[eV] Zgi(Q]EN[(Gn (&) - gi(§))(%ﬂG(€) —mye(§))] +E(§) (151)

where we used the fact that g; and ExyGy; are o(V)-measurable. O
Proof of Lemmal24 First we notice that the conditions in Definition [Tl imply:
1
5w +2 — 5 < 0. (152)

According to (23), for any £ € C\R:

14w/ 1 14w/
1 (1 ‘ fe _ = fe
[riye = (14 1) ( Zgl N Z )\v-—f—mf )2 Z(z\vi—é—mfc)Q
N +mf (Avi =& —mye() + (A — € - mf 2
c ) c 7 c . . 1 . — ~ .
S e e s ey el < it i
(153)
If £ €Ty, then Im¢| <d <1 and
1+ 10| < 1+ |Img|~2 < 2/Tmé¢| 2. (154)

Now suppose N is large enough and Qy (<) holds. By Lemma [I7 we have I' ;. C D.. According to
Lemma Bl (I53) and [I54), if £ € I';, then

N . 1

4
|1m§|5N2§_% SANT=FETE = o(1)  (by (I52))

and therefore

|1 + mfc

- Sat@)] = o+ (a6 -+ Eab) > 3

The last inequality together with (I54]) completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemmal23 According to (27]),

1 1
d Qi thget M= — — —.
and Q; — M.+ v Aarem

G11(§) = (155)

-1
£+ Qi)

Using _Tl = % + bi + (a+b) 4+ =1 —1 (a+3b)

Na)Y

with a = £+ Q; and b= —& — . + Av; we have
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—1 - 1 QZ —T?Lfc—F/\Ui (Qz —’nA”LfC—F)\’Ui)Q -1 (Qz —T?Lfc—F/\vi)S
E+Qi  —E—tpet+ My (=€ —mpe+ Mi)2 0 (=€ —1hpe + Av;)3 €+ Qi (=€ — e + Avy)3

= i) + (@i = g+ 20 + 3O — e+ 2 — ZEL @ g+ 3w

and therefore

N N
TrG(€) = Ninge(€) = (; Gii(€)) = Ninge(€) = ( ; : ;1@_) ~ Niinge(€)
S 92 (€)
= 3 (350G (@—rhgert Mn) 4 GEEN Qi —ngert Mn) = 0 Qi =gt Ai)? ) = Nonge€)
i=1 i
S 62 (€)
= Z (Q?(@(Qz — e+ Avi)+ 95 (€)(Qs — Muge+ Avg)? — %(QZ e+ Av;) ) (by Lemma [3])
(s ) ) ) A 1 13
> (©Qi=set M) +5HOQi—inget 30 +3H G (6) (575~ ) ) (b @)
N N N y Y 3
=D _GH(O(Qi = tivge + Xvi) + D GHE(Qi = rhge +Aui)? + D % (156)

Notice that WU is independent of the sigma algebra generated by V and {G |p q # i}. So if
Jis-- 9k €4{1,...,N} and p,q,r,t € {1,..., N}\{i}, then

En[Wij, - Wij, G2] = E[Wyj, - Wi, JEN[GD)],  En[Wij, - Wiy GOGW] = E[Wyj, -+ Wi, JEN |G G

(157)

Notice that g; and 7. are o(V)-measurable. By (I57) we have

N N
En[Y 7€) (@i — nge + M) = Y 7€) [Ex ZW GLIWai] = 1ne(©)]
- 2 S ~2 u (Gip)2 A
=i ©[FEw ZG —inge(€)] = Zg (©) [ (G =) ()] (by @)
al 1 1 & 1 U
=D GHOENFTG(E) — mse(©)] = 7 DG EEN(Cu(E) + 5 D (Cun(€)?) (158)

Similarly, using (I57),

EN[%Q?(&) Qi — Mfe + Av;) } Zgz [(_Wii_mfc+§wipGg1)qu)2:|
=1 P
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=ig§ &)=+ fvmchNmG@]+EN[(§W@G§,2WW)2}) (159)
i—1 P.q

Considering the cases p=q=r=t,p=q#r=t,p=t#q=r and p=r #* q =t we have

N[(ZW@G&)W@)Q} = (z): En [Wi Wi Wor WG G|

Pp,q,r,t

_ZEW‘*]EN[ } Z]E [Ee Z]E (GD)2] (by (T5T))
pF#T p#q
= B ()] 2 (Ealre? ZEN )+ 2 (B TGO GO ZEN )
(i)

= Y EWAEN [(Ggg> } + %EN [(TrG“ )2+ 2(TeGOY Z (G9) } (160)

Plug (I58)), (I59) and ([I60) into ([I50]), then we have:

1 & 1 (@)
En[TrG(§)—Niinse(€) Z TrG(&)—mfc@)]—N > B EENGa(©)+ 5 q S (Gi(€)?)
i=1 i »
p 3
Z (N Nzl Z I T N2 TN ) N; G“(g) 2
Moving the first term on the RHS to the LHS and using (20)), we complete the proof. o

Proof of Lemmal3d Comparing the imaginary part of both sides of (I12):

111 1t > RO .
0= R”(W)Re(z—v)lmz—i—R—m(Re(z—v))QImz—R—m(lmz)?’—i—z RT(V)Im((z—w]), Vz € STNQN.

j=4
In the above equation Imz - R” () # 0, so we can divide both sides by Imz - R”() and have:
X—%X2+%Y2+H(X,Y) =0, VzeStNQy (161)

where
e X =Re(z—7), Y =Imz;

oa:—%&)>0;

o) R(j) Im((z+iy)?
o H(z,y)=3;_, j!R”((z)) « ;y) .
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According to (6.46) of [I], we have
Im((z +iy))| <j-le+igf ™" |yl VeyeRje{l2,...} (162)
By Lemma 29 and ([I62), if N is large enough then

%N1,370772 S a S 2W23N1+27'0+7'2 (163)
2

and

(H(X,Y)| <Y WYN-202m0tmbi| X 4y Pt < oWy N2t 2 X 4y
j=4

<QWYN2ZoF2=T(X2 1 V2 V=X +4+iY € STNQn

where Wy > 0 is defined in Lemma 29 We used the condition | X +iY| < N~? in the last inequality.
Soif z=X +~v+i¥Y € STNQxN and N is large enough, then we can write

H(X,Y)=HY(X,Y)+ H?(X,Y) (164)
where
[ HO (X, V)| < 2WEN20F=2TX2  and  |HP(X,Y)| < 2WiN20Ft7=2=Ty 2, (165)
By [I61), (I64) and ([63), if z = X + v +1iY € STN QN and N is large enough, then

HY(X,Y) Lo 6H2 (X,Y)

_ 2 2 -
X(@ 2X+ X ) 6Y(1+ e )=0
where (by ([IG3), (I63) and the definition of Qn)
oY HM(X,Y) 1 6H2(X,Y) 1
| 2X—|— e | <2W5N <2 and | e | <6W3N <2
thus we have x )
- a o
¢ [_7 _] C [ N1737-0772,W3N1+27-0+72] (by (m))
Y2 "8’ 2! T w2 2
and
|X| < Y2 X W23N1+27'0+7'2 < Y
which implies (IT3]). O
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