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ASYMPTOTIC DISTRIBUTION OF RANDOM QUADRATIC FORMS

BHASWAR B. BHATTACHARYA, SAYAN DAS, SOMABHA MUKHERJEE, AND SUMIT MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we characterize all distributional limits of the random quadratic form
T, = 21<u<ugn Qu,pXuXv, where ((au,v))i1<u,vo<n is a {0,1}-valued symmetric matrix with zeros
on the diagonal and X, Xs,...,X,, are i.i.d. mean 0 variance 1 random variables with common
distribution function F. In particular, we show that any distributional limit of S, := T, /+4/Var[T}]
can be expressed as the sum of three independent components: a Gaussian, a (possibly) infinite
weighted sum of independent centered chi-squares, and a Gaussian mixture with a random variance.
As a consequence, we prove a fourth moment theorem for the asymptotic normality of S, , which
applies even when F' does not have finite fourth moment. More formally, we show that S, converges
to N(0,1) if and only if the fourth moment of S, (appropriately truncated when F' does not have
finite fourth moment) converges to 3 (the fourth moment of the standard normal distribution).

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a {0, 1}-valued symmetric matrix ((auy,v))1<u,0<n With zeros on the diagonal, consider the
quadratic form,

Tn = Z au,vXuXv7 (11)
I<u<v<n
where X1, Xo,..., X, are i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables with common distribution

function F'. In this paper we will study the asymptotic distribution of

T 1
S, = n _ Z 0 Xu Xy, (1.2)
\/V&I’[Tn] \/Zl§u<v<n Qyv 1<u<v<n

in the regime where
Var[To] = ). auw — . (1.3)
I<u<v<n

The asymptotic normality of S, has been extensively studied going back to the classical results
of Beran [6], Rotar [40], and de Jong [16] (see Remark 1.9 for a detailed discussion). Broadly
speaking, 5,, has a Gaussian limit when the dependence between the collection of random variables
{ay, v XuXo<u<v<n is either local and/or weak. The following is a simple example of this:

(1) Assume n = 2L and take

1 fu=20—1landv=2¢ for 1 </<L,

Ayu = Quou = .
’ ’ 0 otherwise.

Then it is easy to show that, for example, by a direct application of Stein’s method based
on dependency graphs (cf. [14, Theorem 2.7]),

L
1 D
Sn = 2 nglegg - N(O, 1)
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Examples where S,, converges to a weighted sum of independent centered chi-squared random vari-
ables are also well-known (cf. [26, Chapter 3]). This usually happens when the matrix ((au,v))1<u,0,<n
is ‘dense’, that is, it has a positive fraction of non-zero elements, as in the example below:

(2) Take ay,p =1, for all 1 <u # v <n. Then

g
|
]
s
s

2.1), (1.4)

. 2 D P
since %(ZZ:l X.)* 5 x? and %2221 X251,

Perhaps more interestingly, there are also examples where the limit of S, is neither a Gaussian nor
a weighted sum of chi-squares (or a combination of both).

(3) Take aj, = ay,1 =1 for all 2 < v < n and ay,y = ay, = 0 otherwise. Then

1 $ D
Sp = ——=X X, > X, 7,

n \/m 1 ’UZ::Q v 1
where Z ~ N(0,1) is independent of X;. Note that X; - Z D N (0, X?), which is a normal
distribution with random variance X?.! This limit is non-Gaussian whenever X is not the
Rademacher distribution. Moreover, this limit, unlike those in the previous two examples,
is ‘non-universal’, that is, it depends on the distribution F'.

Despite being a quantity of fundamental interest, it appears that the regime where S, neither has
a Gaussian nor a chi-squared-type limit has not been systematically explored. In fact, the different
limits obtained in the examples above raise the natural question: What are the possible limiting
distributions of Sy, in the regime (1.3)7 In this paper we answer this question by proving a general
decomposition theorem which allows us to express the limiting distribution of S,, as the sum of
three independent components: a Gaussian, a (possibly) infinite weighted sum of independent x%—1
random variables, and a normal variance mixture, where the random variance is a (possibly) infinite
quadratic form in the variables { X, },>1 (Theorem 1.4). Moreover, we show that any distributional
limit of S,, must be of the aforementioned form (Theorem 1.7), thus identifying all possible limiting
distributions of S,. As a consequence, we obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for the
asymptotic normality of S,. In particular, we show in Theorem 1.8 that S,, converges to N(0,1)
if and only if the fourth-moment of S, (appropriately truncated when E[X{] = o0) converges
to 3 (the fourth-moment of N(0,1)). The key idea in the proofs is to decompose the matrix
A = ((auw))i<uv<n into parts, such that contributions to .S, from the corresponding parts are
either asymptotically negligible or mutually independent. For this we use estimates from extremal
combinatorics [1, 21] to bound various moments of S,, and a Lindeberg-type argument for replacing
F with the standard Gaussian distribution (in the relevant parts of A), for which the limiting
distribution can be explicitly computed. The formal statements of the results are given below.

lGiven a non-negative random variable A, we denote by Z ~ N(0, A) the normal distribution with variance A
(normal variance mizture). More precisely, Z is a random variable with characteristic function ¢z (t) := ]E[e*%Aztz],

where the expectation is taken over the randomness of A.
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1.1. Limiting Distribution of Random Quadratic Forms. Hereafter, we will adopt the lan-
guage of graph theory and think of the matrix ((ayv))i<uv<n @s an adjacency matrix of a graph
on n vertices. We begin with the following definition:

Definition 1.1. We denote by ¥, the space of all simple undirected graphs on n vertices labeled
by [n] :={1,2,...,n}, where the vertices are labeled in non-increasing order of the degrees d; >
dy = -+ = d,, where d, denotes the degree of the vertex labeled v.

For a graph G, € 4, we denote the adjacency matrix by A(Gy) = (Guw)uvev(a,), the vertex set
by V(G,) = [n], and the edge set by E(G)). Then the quadratic form in (1.1) can be re-written
(in terms of the adjacency matrix of G,,) as follows:

1
To,(Xn) = )| au7vXuXU=§XJA(Gn)Xn, (1.5)

I<u<v<sn

where X, := (X1, Xs,...,X,)". Note that E[Tg,(X,)] = 0 and Var[Tg, (X,)] = |E(G,)|.
Throughout, we will assume that {G,},>1 is a sequence of graphs with G,, € ¥4,, and |E(G,)| — ©
(recall (1.3)). Then the rescaled quadratic form (1.2) can be re-written as:

Tg, (Xn) (L5) 1
[E(Gn)] 2V |E(Gy)l

The statistic Sg, (X)) is a prototypical example of a degenerate U-statistic of order 2 [26] which
arises in various contexts, for example, the Hamiltonian of the Ising model on G,, [2, 12], non-
parametric two-sample tests based on geometric graphs [22], testing independence in auto-regressive
models [6], and random graph-coloring problems [4, 20]. The related statistic where F' is the
Bernoulli distribution is also of interest, due its connections to the birthday problem [10, 15] and
motif estimation [27], and has been studied recently in [5].

To describe the limiting distribution of Sg, (X,) we assume the following two conditions on the
graph sequence {Gp}n>1:

SGn(XTL) = X;A(Gn)Xn (16)

Assumption 1.2 (Co-degree condition). The graph sequence {G),},>1 will be said to satisfy the
Y-co-degree condition if there exists an infinite dimensional matrix ¥ = ((os))s>1 such that for
each fixed s,t > 1,

nh—r»rolo ’E 2 Qs byt = Ogt- (1-7)

Assumption 1.3 (Spectral Condition). Fix K > 0 and let G, i be the subgraph of G,, induced by
the vertex set [K + 1,n]. Denote by A, i the adjacency matrix of G, . Then the graph sequence
{Gp}n=1 will be said to satisfy the p-spectral condition, if there exists a non-negative sequence
p = (p1,p2,...) such that for every fixed s > 1,

. . 1 (s)
lim lim ————=A\ = ps, 1.8
K—on—w \/|E(Gy,)] " nK =P (1.8)

where |/\7(11)K| > \)\7(12)K| > - |)\ " K)\ are the eigenvalues of A, k.

Note that ZZZl Qspy ¢ 18 the co-degree (the number of common neighbors) of the vertices u and
v. Since the vertices of G,, are arranged in non-increasing order of the degrees, Assumption 1.2
means that the scaled co-degrees between pairs of ‘high’-degree vertices in G, have a limit. On the
other hand, Assumption 1.3 ensures that the edge of the spectrum (properly scaled) of the graph
obtained from G,, by removing the ‘high’-degree vertices have a limit.

With the above assumptions we are now ready to state the main result of the paper.
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Theorem 1.4. Let {X,}y>1 be a collection i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables with com-
mon distribution function F. Suppose there exists an infinite dimensional matric ¥ = ((0st))s =1
and vector p = (p1,p2,...) such that the graph sequence {Gp}n=1, with G, € 9, satisfies the %-
codegree condition and the p-spectral condition as in Assumption 1.2 and 1.3, respectively. Then
for X, = (X1, Xa,...,X,) " and Sg, (X,) as defined in (1.6) the following hold:

SGa(Xn) 2 Q= Q1 + Qa2 + Qs, (1.9)

where Q1,Q2, and Q3 are independent random variables with

- Q1 ~ N(0, X X X) where Xoo = (X1, X2,...)" and ¥ is defined in Assumption 1.2.

Qo ~ N(O0,% where 9 = 1~ (700 + 103),

- Q3 ~ %Zzozl psYs where {Yi}s=1 are i.i.d. x3 — 1 random variables and {ps}s>1 are defined

in (1.8).

Remark 1.5. Note that the distribution of @ in (1.9) is a normal variance mizture, where the
random variance X XX, = Di< st<on Os,tXs Xt is well-defined under Assumption 1.2 (see Lemma

3.20). Moreover, the distribution of Q3, which is an infinite weighted sum of centered x? random
variables, is also well-defined under Assumption 1.3 (see Proposition 3.19).

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is given in Section 3. The proof proceeds by partitioning the vertices of
Gy, into three components based on their degrees, which we refer to as the ‘high’-degree, ‘medium’-
degree, and ‘low’-degree vertices, respectively (see (3.2) for the precise definition). This partitions
the edge set of G, into 6 parts, namely, the high-to-high (hh), high-to-medium (hm), high-to-low
(h1), medium-to-medium (mm), medium-to-low (ml), and low-to-low (11) edges (see Figure 2). The
proof then involves analyzing the contributions from these 6 components. (A detailed overview of
the proof outline is given in Section 3.) In particular, we show the following:

e The contributions from the hh and hm edges are asymptotically negligible.

e The joint contribution from the mm, m1, and 11 edges converges to Q2 + @3, where (2 and
Q3 are as defined in Theorem 1.4. Observe that this limit is universal, that is, it does not
depend on the distribution F.

e The contribution from the hl edges is asymptotically independent from the rest and con-
verges to the normal variance mixture 1. Note that here the limit is non-universal because
the (random) variance of ()1 depends on the distribution of F. For the proof of the as-
ymptotic independence we use estimates from extremal combinatorics [1, 21] to bound the
number of copies of various subgraphs of GG,, which arise in the moments of Sg,,.

Remark 1.6. A particular case that is easy to analyze is when F' = N(0, 1) is the standard normal
distribution. In this case Sg, is a quadratic Gaussian chaos and, by straightforward calculations
using the spectral theorem, it follows that any distributional limit of S¢,, is of the form Q) + Q%
with (Q%, Q%) mutually independent, where @ is Gaussian and Q% is an infinite weighted sum of
centered X% random variables. On the other hand, Theorem 1.4 implies that Sg,, 24 Q1+ Q2+ Qs
with (Q1, @2, Q3) mutually independent, where Q1 ~ N (0, X/~ X ), Q2 is Gaussian, and Q3 is an
infinite weighted sum of centered x? random variables. This apparent dichotomy can be explained
by observing that in the Gaussian case

0
N0, X[5X5) 2 D nYs,
s=1

where {Y;}s>1 are i.i.d. x7 — 1 and for some sequence {ns}s>1 (see Lemma A.3). Consequently, in
the Gaussian case (1 + Q3 is an infinite weighted sum of centered x3 random variables.

Given the above discussion, it is natural to wonder whether Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3 are necessary
for the distributional convergence of Sg, (X,). More generally, one can ask what are the possible
limiting distributions of Sg, (X, )? We answer this question is the following theorem:
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Theorem 1.7. Let X, = (X1, Xo,... ,Xn)T be i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables with
common distribution function F and consider a sequence of graphs G, € %,, where 9, is as in
Definition 1.1. If the rescaled quadratic form Sg, (X,,), defined in (1.6), converges weakly to some
random variable Q', then Q' must be of the form Q defined in (1.9).

The result above shows that Theorem 1.4 indeed characterizes all possible distributional limits
of Sg, (X,). The proof of this result entails showing that Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3 always hold
along a subsequence, and then we invoke Theorem 1.4 along the subsequence to characterize the
limit.

1.2. Characterizing Normality: The Fourth Moment Phenomenon. Theorem 1.4 can be

used to characterize when the limiting distribution of Sg,, (X,,) is asymptotically Gaussian. To this
end, for M > 0 let

apy = E[X11{|X 1| < M}] and by = Var[X11{| X:| < M}].
Note that ap; — 0 and by; — 1. Define

_1
X = by (X 1{| Xy < M} —ay), (1.10)
for 1 < u < M. Observe that for all large enough M we have by; > 0 and hence, X, s :=
(X1, Xn, 1) is well defined and consists of i.i.d. mean 0, variance 1 bounded random variables.

Therefore, without loss of generality we will hereafter assume that M is large enough. Now, we
have the following result:

Theorem 1.8. Let X,, = (X1, Xo,... ,Xn)T be i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables with
common distribution function F and consider a sequence of graphs {Gn}n=1 with Gy, € 4,.

(1) Then
Sa, (Xn) 5 N(0,1) if and only if lim lim E[(Sg, (Xn))*] = 3,

M—00 n—0

where Sg,, is as in (1.6) and X, v is defined via (1.10).
(2) If further E[X}] < o0, then

B N(0,1) if and only if  lim E[(Sg, (Xa))*] = 3.

Sa, (Xn)

The above result shows that the asymptotical normality of the random quadratic form Sg,, (X5,)

is characterized by a fourth-moment phenomenon. In particular, if F' has finite fourth moment, then

Sa,, (X)) is asymptotically standard Gaussian if and only if its fourth-moment converges to 3 (the

fourth moment of the standard Gaussian). Furthermore, if F' does not have finite fourth moment,

then the limiting distribution of S¢g, (X)) is asymptotically Gaussian if and only if the fourth-

moment of the quadratic form evaluated on the truncated variables {X, ys}1<u<n converges to 3,
that is, the asymptotical normality is characterized by a truncated fourth-moment phenomenon.

Remark 1.9. The fourth moment phenomenon was first discovered by Nualart and Peccati [39],
who showed that the convergence of the first, second, and fourth moments to 0, 1, and 3, respectively,
guarantees asymptotic normality for a sequence of multiple stochastic Wiener-1t6 integrals of fixed
order. Later, Nourdin and Peccati [36, 38] provided error bounds for the fourth moment theorem
of [39]. Thereafter, this emerged as a ubiquitous principle governing the central limit theorems
for various non-linear functionals of random fields. We refer the reader to the book [37] for an
introduction to the topic and website https://sites.google.com/site/malliavinstein/home for a list
of the recent results. Related results for degenerate U-statistics of a fixed order were first obtained
by de Jong [16, 17]. Here, in addition to the fourth moment condition, in general, an extra condition
is needed to control the maximum influence of the underlying independent random variables (cf. [16,
Theorem 2.1], [17, Theorem 1], and also [18, Theorem 1.6]). For other classical sufficient conditions
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for asymptotic normality and rates of convergence of quadratic forms see [13, 23, 24, 25, 40] and
the references therein.

Adapting the aforementioned results to the specific case of the quadratic forms (for general
symmetric matrices ((@yv))1<uv<n), implies that the fourth-moment phenomenon is sufficient for
asymptotic normality when F is such that Ex.r[X*] = 3 [35] and F follows is the Rademacher dis-
tribution [33]. In Theorem 1.8 we provide a complete characterization of the asymptotic normality
of random quadratic forms when ((ay))1<u,v<n is the adjacency matrix of a graph. In particular,
Theorem 1.8 (2) shows that the convergence of the fourth-moment characterizes the asymptotic
normality of Sg, (X,,) whenever F' has finite fourth-moment. This means that the fourth-moment
phenomenon holds even in the intermediate regime 1 < Ex.r[X*] < 3, which, to the best of our
knowledge, is not covered by previous results. Our result also includes the case where F' does not
have finite fourth-moment, where the asymptotic normality is characterized by a truncated fourth
moment phenomenon (Theorem 1.8 (1)).

Theorem 1.8 is a consequence of the following proposition, which we prove in Section 4. In
addition to establishing the fourth-moment phenomenon, this proposition provides a structural
characterization of graphs which satisfy the fourth-moment condition. Interestingly, the character-
ization depends on whether or not the common distribution F' of (X1, Xo,..., X)) is Rademacher.

Proposition 1.10. Let X, = (X1, Xo,..., Xn)T be i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables
with common distribution function F' and consider a sequence of graphs {Gp}n=1 with G, € 9,.

Then the following hold:

(1) If F is not the Rademacher distribution, then the following are equivalent:
(a) For |Ain| = |Xan| = = [Aunl| the eigenvalues of the adjacency matriz A(G,),

max |Ay | =0. (1.11)

1
lim —————
n—0o0 , /|E(Gn)’ 1<u<n
(b) limps—o limp,on E[(Sq, (Xnar))*] = 3, where xM is as defined in (1.10).
(¢) Sc,(Xn) 2 N(0,1).
Moreover, if E[X{] < o0, then the above conditions are equivalent to lim,, . E[(Sg, (Xy))*] =
3.
(2) If F is the Rademacher distribution, then the following are equivalent:
(a) For Cy denoting the 4-cycle and N(Cy, Gy,) the number of copies of Cy in Gy,
1
lim ———=N n) = 0. 1.12
(b) lim,, o E[(Sg, (X,))*] = 3.
(¢) Sc,(Xn) 2 N(0,1).

Proposition 1.10 provides a useful way to verify the fourth-moment condition in examples. In-
cidentally, the fact that the 4-cycle condition (1.12) characterizes Gaussianity in the Rademacher
case (Proposition 1.10 (2)) also follows from [4, Theorem 1.3], where the statistic S¢, was studied
in the context of graph coloring problems. However, when F' is not the Rademacher distribution,
the asymptotic normality of Sg,, is characterized by the spectral condition (1.11) instead. To prove
Proposition 1.10 we express the fourth moment of S¢,, as a linear combination of the counts of the
different multi-graphs with 4 edges (see Figure 3). Then it can be observed that when F' is not the
Rademacher distribution both the 2-star and the 4-cycle counts contribute to the leading order of
the fourth-moment difference E[(Sg,, (Xn.ar))*] — 3. This, in turn, can be expressed in terms of the
sum of the fourth-powers of the eigenvalues of G, (see (4.3)), which leads to the spectral condition
in (1.11). On the other hand, if F' is the Rademacher distribution, the coefficient corresponding to
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the 2-star count vanishes (since Var[X?] = 0 in (4.2)) and the leading order of the fourth-moment
difference E[(Sg, (X,,))*] — 3 is determined solely by the number of 4-cycles.

1.3. Asymptotic Notation. Throughout we will use the following standard asymptotic notations.
For two positive sequences {an}n>1 and {b,}n>1, an < b, means a,, < Ciby, a, 2 b, means a, >
Csby,, and a, = b, means Csb, < a, < C1b,, for all n large enough and positive constants C7, Cs.
Moreover, subscripts in the above notation, for example <, or 2., denote that the hidden constants
may depend on the subscripted parameters. Finally, for a sequence of random variables {X},},>1
and a positive sequence {a, }n>1, the notation X,, = Op(a,) means X,,/a, is stochastically bounded,
that is, limys—o0 limy, oo P(| X /an| < M) = 1, and X,, = op(ay,) will mean lim,,_,o, P(| X, /a,| =
g) =0, for every € > 0.

Organization. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we compute the limiting
distribution in various examples. The proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7 are given in Section
3. Theorem 1.8 and Proposition 1.10 are proved in Section 4. The universality of the limiting
distribution is discussed in Section 5. A few technical lemmas are proved in Appendix A.

2. EXAMPLES

In this section we apply Theorem 1.4 to obtain limiting distribution of Sg, for various graph
ensembles. Recall that the precise condition on G, under which Sg, is asymptotically normal is
given in Proposition 1.10. Consequently, in this section we will primarily focus on the situations
where the limit of S¢,, has a non-normal component.

Example 2.1 (Dense Graphs). In (1.4) we constructed an example where the limit S¢, converges
to a centered X% distribution. Note that in this example a,, = 1 for all 1 < u # v < N, that is,
Gy, is the complete graph on n vertices. This phenomenon extends to any converging sequence of
dense graphs. In order to explain this we briefly recall the basic definitions about the convergence
of graph sequences (see [29] for a detailed exposition).

For two graphs F and G, define the homomorphism density of F' into G as

| hom(F, G)|
V@)V,
where | hom(F, G)| denotes the number of homomorphisms of F' into G. A graphon is a measurable
function from [0,1]? into [0, 1] that is symmetric W (z,y) = W (y,x), for all z,y € [0,1]. This is
the continuum analogue of graphs, and we denote the space of all graphons by # . A finite simple
graph G on the vertex set {1,2,...,n} can also be represented as a graphon in a natural way:
Define Wg(z,y) := 1{([nz],[ny]) € E(G)}, that is, partition [0,1]? into n? squares of side length
1/n, and define W (x,y) = 1 in the (u, v)-th square if (u,v) € E(G) and 0 otherwise. The graphon
Wea will be referred to as the empirical graphon corresponding to the graph G. For a simple graph
F with V(F) ={1,2,...,|V(F)|} and a graphon W, define

t(F, W) = f H W(l’u, xy)dl’ldl'g s dx|V(F)|
0.1V (), e E(F)

tF,G):

The fundamental definition of graph limit theory [7, 8, 29] asserts that a sequence of graphs {G}, }5,>1
converge to a graphon W € # if for every finite simple graph F',

lim #(F, Gy) = H(F, W), (2.1)

Furthermore, every function W € #  defines an operator Ty : L?[0,1] — L?[0, 1], by

(Tw f) () = fo W (a9)f ()dy. (2.2)
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Ty is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, which is compact and has a discrete spectrum, that is, a countable
multiset of non-zero real eigenvalues {\s(W)}sen (see [29, Section 7.5]). In particular, every non-
zero eigenvalue has finite multiplicity and > o> ; A2(W) = 8[071]2 W (z,y)?dxdy.

Suppose {Gp}n>1, with Gy, = (V(Gy), E(Gy)) and G, € 9, is a sequence of graphs converging

to a graphon W as in (2.1) such that t(Kq, W) = S[O 172 W (z,y)dzdy > 0. Note that

1 " n
T N\ AsvQy, S A
|E(G,)] Zl 'S E(G,)]

— 0,

since t(Kq,Gy) = % — t(K3,W) > 0 implies |E(G,)| = n?. Thus, G, satisfies (1.7) with
ost = 0 for all s,t. Next, observe that for any fixed K, if G,,\G, x denotes the graph obtained
by removing the edges in G, i from G, (recall the definition of G, i from Assumption 1.3), then
#|E(Gn\Gn7K)| < £ This implies, as n — oo,

f[o 1]2 (We, (x,y) = Wa,, « (z,y)|dzdy — 0,

that is, the L' distance between the empirical graphons We, x and W, converges to zero, for any
fixed K. Hence, by [29, Equation (8.14)], for any fixed K the truncated graph G, g also converges

to the graphon W. Then, recalling that |)\7(11?K\ > \)\S)K > 2 \)\7(;1;{]{” are the eigenvalues of
the adjacency matrix of G, g, by [29, Theorem 11.53] %)\S)K — As(W), for every s > 1 fixed,

where {A\s;(1W)}s=>1 are the eigenvalues (ordered according to non-increasing absolute values) of the
operator Ty as defined in (2.2). Thus, (1.8) holds with

2
Ps = s (W).
\/8[071]2 W(:E7 y)d‘rdy ( )
Thus limiting distribution @ in (1.9) is of the form

5[0,1]2 Wz, y)2dxdy> - 1

+ Z As(W) - Y, (2.3)
5[071]2 W (z,y)dzdy = \/2 5[071]2 W (z,y)dzdy

where {Y;}s>1 are a collection of independent x? — 1 random variables independent of the normal
distribution. In the following we compute the limit in (2.3) for a few specific choices of W.

Q~N<0,1—

e Dense Erdds-Rényi Random Graphs: The Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n,p) is a random
graph on n vertices where each edge is present independently with probability p = p(n) €
(0,1]. When p € (0,1] is fixed, then G,, ~ G(n,p) converges to the graphon W, = p, which
is the constant function p almost everywhere. In this case, A1 (W) = p is the only non-zero
eigenvalue of W), and

Q~ N(0,1-p) +4/503 - 1), (2.4)

where the x? — 1 variable is independent of the N (0,1 — p) variable. In particular, if p = 1,
which corresponds to the complete graph K,,, the normal component in (2.4) is degenerate
and @ ~ %(x% — 1) (which recovers the limit in (1.4)).

e Stochastic Block Models: Consider the graphon corresponding to the 2-block stochastic
block model with equal block sizes, such that the within-block probability is p and the
across-block probability is g:

p xz,yel0,3]> U [51]%
Y
q otherwise.
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Since p—;q and 251 are the only non-zero eigenvalues of W, following (2.3), the limiting

distribution is given by

Q~N(0,1—M)+W;+q'yl+ P4y,

p+q 2vp+q
where Y1, Y are independent x? — 1 random variables which are independent of the normal
component.

Next, we consider the case where the limit is a normal variance mixture. This arises in the
limit when the graph G,, has a few ‘high’ degree vertices. Towards this we consider the complete
bipartite graph.

Example 2.2 (Complete bipartite graphs). Suppose G, = K, is the complete bipartite graph
with vertex set V(K,,) = A u B such that |[A| = a and |B| = n. In this case, the limiting
distribution of Sg, depends on whether whether a is fixed or increasing with n.

o Suppose a is fized. Note that |E(K, )| = an and dgy := >, 50yt = n, for s,t € A and
dst = a, for s,t € B. Hence, (1.7) holds with o = %, for 1 < s,t < a and 0 otherwise.
Moreover, when K > a, then the graph G, i is empty. Hence, (1.8) holds trivially with
ps = 0, for all s = 1. Thus, the limiting distribution @ in (1.9) is

1 (& ?
~N |0 - X
0 (z ) |

which is normal variance mixture. Note that the above distribution is exactly a nor-
mal, that is, the variance é(zgzl X,)? is a constant almost surely, only when a = 1 and
X1,Xo,...,X,, are i.i.d. Rademacher random variables. This corresponds to choosing
Gy = Ki (the n-star) and F' the Rademacher distribution.

e Suppose a = a(n) — o, as n — oo. In this case, (1.7) holds with oy = 0, for all s,¢.
Moreover, removing the highest K degree vertices from G,, = K, gives G, k = KoK n.
It is well known that the adjacency matrix of the complete bipartite K, 4, for p,q > 1, has
only two non-zero eigenvalues ,/pq and —,/pq (see [9, Section 1.4.2]). Hence, (1.8) holds
with py = 1, po = —1 and ps = 0 for s = 3. Thus, in this case the limiting distribution
in (1.9) is

where Y] and Y5 are independent X% — 1 random variables.

Next, we consider the case of the sparse Erd6s-Rényi random graph where the limit turns out to
be normal.

Example 2.3 (Sparse Erdés-Rényi random graphs). Consider the Erdés-Rényi graph G,, ~ G(n, p),
where p = p(n) — 0 such that n?p — o. This ensures E[|E(G,)|] — oo and, consequently
|E(Gr)| = (1 4+ 0p(1))E[|E(Gr)]|], which ensures (1.3). Let us now verify Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3
for GG,,. Towards this we claim that
. (2
Amax := élfgxn dy, = o(n“p)
in the regime p = p(n) — 0 such that n?p — co. Clearly when np — o, as dmax < 7, we have

dmax = o(n?p). On the other hand, when np = o(logn) using [3, Lemma 2.2 (a) and (b)] gives

dmax = o(n?p) in this case as well. This implies, % Lt 0, and consequently o5 = 0 for all

s,t. Now, to verify (1.8) let |/\,(11)| > |)\£LZ)| > > |)\£Ln)| be the eigenvalues of G,,. Then using the
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FIGURE 1. TIllustration for Example 2.4.

eigenvalue interlacing theorem [9, Corollary 2.5.2] and the leading order of the maximum eigenvalue
in an Erdds-Rényi graph (see [28, Theorem 1.1]), it follows that

(s) s
maxigs<n ‘)‘n,K| < maxigs<n ’)‘51)’ _ (1 + Op(l))maX{v dmaXanp} N 07
[E(Gh)] |E(Gh)] |E(Gh)]
since \EED = £ 0 and W Lo (as p — 0). This shows that (1.8) holds with p; = 0 for all

s = 1. Thus, by Theorem 1.4
D
Sa, (X,) = Q ~ N(0,1).

Next, by combining the three examples above, we can construct a graph where all the three
components Q1, @2, and @3 in (1.9) are non-trivial.

Example 2.4. (Coexistence) Fix p € (0,1). Let G, be a graph with n? + 1 vertices labeled
{1,2,...,n% + 1} as follows (see Figure 1):

e The vertex labeled 1 is connected to all the other n? vertices.

e On the vertices 2,...,n+ 1 we have a realization of the Erdés-Rényi random graph G(n, %)

e On the remaining vertices {n + 2,...,n? + 1} there is a realization of the Erd6s-Rényi

random graph G(n? —n, #)

Note that [E(Gy)| = In%(1 + op(1)). In this case, (1.7) holds with oy; = % and oy = 0 for
(s,t) # (1,1). To check Assumption 1.3, we remove the vertices {1,2,..., K} from G,, to obtain
Gn,i- Note that after vertex 1, with high probability, the next K — 1 top vertices are the K — 1
top vertices of G(n, %) Let H,, i be the graph obtained by removing the top K — 1 vertices from
G(n, ) Thus with high probability, G, k is a disjoint union of two subgraphs which are isomorphic
to g(n —n,-5) and H, k. By [28, Corollary 1.2], the maximum eigenvalue )\max(g(n2 —n,5)) =
op(n). Note that Amax(G(n,3)) = (1 4+ op(1))34n and the other eigenvalues of G(n, 3) are 0p( ).
Since H,, i is a subgraph of G(n, 3), by interlacing of eigenvalues Amax(Hn, i) < (1 + 0p(1)) 5n and
other eigenvalues of H,, i are o,(n). Note that the largest eigenvalue of a graph is bounded below
by the average degree of the graph. Thus,

M () = B Ha)| = ———— (IE(G(n, D] = (K — D(n — 1)

Since E(G(n, 1)) = (14 0p(1))in?, from the above inequality we have )\max(Hn,K) (L+op(1))3n
and the other eigenvalues of H, i are op(n). Hence, (1.8) holds with p; = ﬁ and ps = 0 for s > 2.
Thus, by Theorem 1.4,

Se, (X,) B N(0,2x2) + — 1)+ N(0,Z),

1
7vi (i
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where the three terms above are mutually independent.

Finally, we construct an example where the ¥ matrix appearing in Assumption 1.2 is infinite.
For this we consider a disjoint union of star graphs with growing sizes.

Example 2.5. Suppose G, = | |i_, K125, that is, Gj, is the disjoint union of n stars where the
s-th star has size 2%, for 1 < s < n. We label the vertices in non-increasing order of their degrees.
Then, since |E(Gp)| = Yn_; 2% = 2" — 2 we have

0ss =2 °, for s> 1 and oy = 0 for all s # ¢.

Next, note that the graph G, k obtained by removing the K highest degree vertices from G, is still
a disjoint unions of stars. In particular, G, x = [_]Z;lK K 2s. This implies, the largest eigenvalue
Amax (G k) = 2(n=K)/2 and hence,

)\max(Gn,K) - 2(n—K)/2 1

= _ 0,
JE@Gn)] Vol _2 2K+l _gK+in
taking n — oo followed by K — co. This implies, (1.8) holds with ps = 0 for all s > 1. Thus, by

Theorem 1.4, in this case
0
D 1
Sa,(X,) = N <0, > 25X52> :

s=1

3. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.4 AND THEOREM 1.7

Throughout the proof we will assume that the vertices of the graph G,, are labelled by [n] :=
{1,2,...,n} in non-increasing order of the degrees. The first step in the proof of Theorem 1.4 is a
truncation argument which shows that we can replace the random variables X,, = (X1,...,X,)"
by their truncated versions (properly centered and scaled) without changing the asymptotic dis-
tribution of Sg, (X,). Towards this recall from (1.10) that ap := E[X11{|X1| < M}], by :=
Var[X11{|X1| < M}], and X s = (X101, -+, Xnom) |, where

1
Xu,M = sz (Xul{‘Xu| < M} - a’M)’

for 1 <wu < n. Then with Sg,, as defined in (1.6), the following lemma shows that the asymptotic
distributions of Sg,, (Xy ar) and Sg,, (X,,) are the same, as n — oo followed by M — c0.

Lemma 3.1. For every e > 0,

lim supP(|Sq, (Xn) — Sa, (Xnm)| >¢€) =0.

M- pn>1

Proof. Note that

b*l
b1 86, (Xn) = Sa, (Xpr) = ——L— >0 auo(XuXy — by Xum Xon). (3.1)

VIEG)] <« Zhen
Now, since X, — b]éwXu’M = X, 1{|Xy| > M} + aypy,
XXy — bar X s Xoar = XoXy — b3, Xu 11Xy + b2 X0 a1 Xy — by Xoar Xo 1
(X — b2, Xoar) X + b2, Xuas (Xo — b2, X0 01)
= (Xul{|Xu| > M} + anr) Xy + b2, Xuar(XoL{|X,] > M} + ap).
Thus, from (3.1),
bai S, (Xn) — S (Xnm) = Th + T,
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where
p-1
Ty = — M Z Ao (X H{| Xy > M} + apn) X,
|E(Gn)| I<u<v<n
and

S

D)
|E G")‘ I<u<v<n

Now, since the collection { X, }1<u<n are uncorrelated with mean 0 and variance 1 and E[X;1{|X1| >
M }] = —apM,

Ty = Ay Xu M (Xo{|Xy| > M} + an)

1 1
Var [T1] = bTVar[X11{|X1| > M}] and Var[Ty] = @Var[X11{|X1| > M}].
M

Thus, by Markov’s inequality and using the fact that Var[A + B] < 2 Var[A] + 2 Var[B] we have
P(|Sc, (Xn) = Sa, (Xnm)| > €)

1
<2 (|1 {156,061 > §) + P (05756,X) — S, (Xnar) > 5)

1 1\2 1/1 1
< (1-— Sl (N X11{|X1| > M.
~ g2 < bM) + ) (b?\/l + bM>VaI'[ 1 {’ 1’ > }]

This gives the desired result, since by — 1 and Var[X11{|X1| > M}] — 0 as M — o0. O

The above lemma shows that it suffices to derive the limiting distribution of Sg, (Xy ar). One
of the advantages of working with X, 5s is that Sg, (X, a) has all finite moments. In fact, the
moment generating function of Sg,, (X, ar) exists in an interval containing 0 (see Lemma A.2). To
this end, fix M = 1. The proof now of Theorem 1.4 now proceeds by partitioning the set of vertices
[n] = {1,2,...,n} into the following three parts: Towards this, fix K7, Ko > 1 and define

Vo= [L|K4]], Ve = [[[Klj 41, [Kg\/mﬂ] and Vs = [HK2 |E(Gn)|J +1,n]]. (3.2)

Hereafter, for 1 < s < 3, we set ng := |Vi|. Note that since the vertices of G,, are arranged
in non-increasing order of the degrees, we refer to the vertices in Vi, Vo, V3 as the ‘high’ degree,
‘medium’ degree, and ‘low’ degree vertices, respectively. The adjacency matrix A(G,) can then be
decomposed as a 3 x 3 block matrix as follows:

A A Az
A(Gn) = | Ay1 A9y Ass , (3.3)
Az1 Az Ass

where Ag; is a matrix of order ng x n; which encodes the edge connections between the vertex sets
Vs and V; in Gy, for 1 < s,t < 3. (Recall that in the Introduction we referred to A1, A2, A13, Aso,
Az, and Ass, as the high-to-high (hh), high-to-medium (hm), high-to-low (h1), medium-to-medium
(mm), medium-to-low (ml), and low-to-low (11) edges, respectively.) The proof of Theorem 1.4
involves deriving the asymptotic contributions of these 6 terms. Before proceeding to the technical
details, we provide an outline of the proof below (refer to Figure 2):

(1) The first step in the proof of Theorem 1.4 is to show that the variables corresponding to
medium and low degree vertices, that is, those in the sets V5 and V3 can be replaced by
standard Gaussian random variables without incurring any asymptotic error (see Proposi-
tion 3.2 in Section 3.1). The proof uses Lindeberg’s method of replacing the non-Gaussian
variables by Gaussian variables one by one and using Taylor expansion to get approximation
bounds on the error.
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(high degree vertices)

Vi

asymptotically negligible)

Vs Vs

(medium degree vertices)

(converges to Q2 + @3: sum of the Gaussian and ‘chi-squared’ components)

FIGURE 2. The partition of the vertices and the edges of the graph G,, as in the proof of
Theorem 1.4.

The next step is to show that the contribution to Sg, from A;; and Ajy are negligible
asymptotically. This follows by a simple second moment argument and the definitions of
the sets V1, Va (see Lemma 3.3 in Section 3.1).

Then in Section 3.2 we show that the contributions to Sg, from A;z is asymptotically
independent in moments from the rest (see Proposition 3.4). The proof of Proposition 3.4
proceeds in two steps:

e First we show that the contribution from Agss is asymptotically independent in moments
from the joint contributions of A3, Agg, and Ag3 (Lemma 3.5). This involves expressing
moments as a sum over subgraphs of GG, and then estimating the subgraph counts using
the results from extremal combinatorics [1, 21] and the relevant degree bounds on the
sets Vo, V.

e The second step is to show that the contribution from Ais is asymptotically inde-
pendent from contributions of Ags and Ass (Lemma 3.6). For this we show that the
covariance between Aj3 and Ags | J A2z vanishes in the limit and then leverage proper-
ties of the Gaussian distribution (recall that the variables in V5 and V3 can be replaced
by standard Gaussian variables by step (1) above) to establish the asymptotic inde-
pendence. This combined with the previous step establishes the independence of Aq3
from the rest.

Next, in Section 3.3 we compute the limiting distribution corresponding to Ais for a fixed
truncation level M. Here, the limit is a normal variance mixture, where the random variance
is a quadratic form determined by the matrix ¥ (as defined in Assumption 1.2), and the
truncated variables { Xy as}us1-

In Section 3.4 we compute the limiting distribution corresponding to Agg | J A2s. Since
the variables in V5 J V3 have been replaced by standard Gaussians, we can use the spectral
decomposition of A,, i (the adjacency matrix of the truncated graph Gy, i) and Assumption
1.2 to show that this component converges to Q2 + Q3 as defined in (1.9).
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(6) Finally, in Section 3.5 we derive the limit of the Qs (the distribution obtained in step
(4) above) as M — oo limit, thus completing the proof of Theorem 1.4. Using the result in
Theorem 1.4 along a subsequence we also prove Theorem 1.7 in Section 3.5.

3.1. Gaussian Replacements. Recall the partition of the vertex set [n] = {1,2,...,n} into the
sets Vi, Va, V3 from (3.2). Then we can partition the random vector X, s = (X101, Xoasy -+ Xnoar) |
as

1 2 3
X = (00T (X0 (X301
where Xff;w = ((Xj,m))jev, is a ns-dimensional vector, for s € {1,2,3}. We now show that one

can replace the variables in Xffj)\/[ and XSZ)W with standard Gaussian random variables without
changing the limiting distribution of Sg, (X a). Towards this end, consider

Z = (21, Zn) o= ((Z0)T(Z0)T,(Z)T), (3.4)
where 73, Zs, ... are i.i.d. N(0,1) (which are also independent of the collection {X;}1<i<n) and
A ((Z;))jev, is a ng-dimensional vector, for 1 < s < 3.
Proposition 3.2. Let Sg, be as defined in (1.6) and h : R — C be a bounded, three times
continuously differentiable function with |h"| < L < o0.

(a) Then
maxi<y<n du

[EL(Sc, (Xa))] = Elh(Se, (Zu)) S 15040

(b) Moreover,
m sup [E[A (S, (Xuan)] ~E[h (Sa, (X007 (22007))]| =0, ©5)

K1,K2—0 p> [
where Z2 .= (28T, (Zz8HTT.
Proof of Proposition 3.2. For each 0 < u < n, define
W= (X1, Xo. ..o, Xn—us Zn—utts - Zn) (3.6)

In other words, the vector W, is obtained by replacing the last u elements of the vector X with
the last u elements of the vector Z. Note that Wy = X and W,, = Z, and the vectors {W, }o<u<n
serves an interpolation between X,, and Z,, obtaining replacing one coordinate at a time.

Now, set

T, := Sa, (W), (3.7)

and fix a bounded thrice continuously differentiable function h : R — C with |h"”| < L. We claim
that for each 0 < u < n we have

B T)] - B 5t () (5)

Assuming (3.8) we first show how to complete the proof of Proposition 3.2. To this end, summing
(3.8) over u from 0 to n — 1 gives

d,, )3/2

[EA(Sc, (Xn)) —Bh(SG,(Zn))| = [EM(T ) = M(Twm)| <1 ) <|E(G )l
u=1 n

maxi<y<n du

<2 ,
|E(Gh)|

which verifies part (a).
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For part (b), we will invoke (3.7) with X, replaced by X, ps. With this choice, observe that
1 : T
Tin-1xa)) = S (<(X,5,3\4)T7 (Z£2’5))T) ) and  T() = S, (Xn,m)-

Therefore, summing over u from 0 to n — [K1]| — 1 on both sides of (3.8) gives,

E [ (Sa, (Xaa)] = E A (Sa, (X007, (229 )7T)) || = BT r0)] - ED(TE)]|

< 3 () o0

u:[K1]+1

As the vertices [n] are labeled such that the degrees of G,, are arranged in non-increasing order,
for all u > [Ki| + 1,

1 1 2|E(Gn)| _ 21E(G )I
dugaz%éazm,: - \[Kl] (3.10)

Thus,

|
—_

< < ]
u—%:m (IE(Gn)I [Ki]+1 u_%]]ﬂ E(G,)| (K] + 1

Using the above estimate in the RHS of (3.9) and taking the appropriate limits the result in (3.5)
follows.
O

Proof of (3.8). For 0 < u < n recall the definition of W, from (3.6). In this proof, we will denote
the v-th coordinate of W as Wy, for 1 <v <n. For 0 < u < n, define the following notations:

Qu = Z Apn—uyv uvv R, = Z av,v’Wu,UWu,v’v

\/ 1<U<n V ‘E 1<’U<’U <n

vFEN—U v, En—u

Now, recall the definition of T, from (3.7) and observe the following:

(1) Ty = Xp—uQu + Ry and Tyyy1 = Zp—yQu + Ry,
(2) X,—y and Z,,_,, are independent of (Qy, Ry,).

The second observation implies
and
E[Z; ,Quh" (Ru)] = E[X;_,Quh" (Ru)].

Using the above identifies and the triangle inequality gives

[E[A(Tur1) = MT)]]

< |E[A(Tus1) — B(Ry) — Zn-uQuh (Ry) — 3Z2_,(Qu)*R" (Ry)]|
+[E [A(Tu) = h(Ru) — Xn,uQuh’( Ry) = 5X0_(Qu)*h" (Ry) ]|
<E{E|Z}_.Q} +E|X_,Q3} (since |h"] < L)
<L E|Q3| (BIX)_,| + EIZ)_,)). (3.11)

Note that {W, »}1<v<n are independent mean 0 variance 1 random variables with finite fourth
moments. Thus, by Holder’s inequality,

BEG)PE|QY| < [EG)} (E[QL])*
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N

4 2 2
< Z anfu,vE[Wu,v] + Z anfu,vanfu,v/E[Wu,v]]E[Wu,v’]
1<v<n 1<v#v'<n
vER—U v’ #En—u
_ 2+ %

< Z Ap—yp + Z Up—uv

1<v<n 1<v<n
| v£ER—u vEN—U
3
<d:_,. (3.12)
As X, and Z,,_, have finite third moments, combining (3.11) and (3.12) the result in (3.8)
follows. O

Now, recalling the block decomposition of the matrix A(G,,) from (3.3) gives,
1
Sa (X7, (239 T)7T)

= Uitn,m + Urznmr + Ursnm + Uzz i + Usz n + Uss i, (3.13)
where
Ui n,m o= (XSJ)V[)TAHX;& Ui2n,m = (XSJ)W)TAHZ?(E) UM 1= XT(Z%J)WAB(Z’(E))T
o 2\/|E(Gn)] o |E(G)] o 2\/|E(Gn)|
Uy o 0 A2, (2T Agy 2 (28T Agy 25

) Usspn := s Usszp :=
2/[E(Gh)] 23’ [E(G) - 2/[E(Gn)|

(Note that Uis a1, U22n, Uz n, and Usz,, depends on K; and Ky as well (recall (3.2)), but we
suppress this dependence for notational convenience.)

The proof of Theorem 1.4 now proceeds by analyzing the six terms in (3.13). The first step is
to show that the terms Uiy, p and Uia v are negligible asymptotically.

Lemma 3.3. For Uy v and Uio v as defined above the following hold:

nlgrolo P(|U11,n,0 + Ur2n,nr| > €) = 0.

Proof. Using the fact that Var[A+B] < 2 Var[A]+2 Var[ B] and an application of Markov inequality
shows that

1 1 1 1
B (Ut + Uiznat] > €) e {Varl (X0 TAu X 0]+ Varl (X000 T 412212
1 2 2
1 2
< -
1

< e | K+ K /[E(G)]|

€2|E(Gn)| [ 1 1482 | ( n)|

The expression above goes to zero as n — oo followed, for all K, Ko fixed. This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

3.2. Asymptotic Independence of Uiz, »s and Uz, + Uss y, + Uss . The goal of this section
is to show that Uis,, a is asymptotically independent of Usaz ,, + U3y, + Uss,, in moments. This is
formalized in the following proposition:
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Proposition 3.4. Fiz M large enough such that Ui is well defined in (3.13). Then for all
non-negative integers a, b,

Khmoo lim sup ‘E [U{l&n’M(UQQ’n + U23,n + Uggyn)b] —E [Ula&n’M] E [(U227n + U23,n + Uggyn)b” = 0.
1= n—oo

Proof of Proposition 3.4. The first step in the proof is to show that Uss, is asymptotically inde-
pendent of the triplet (U130, U22,n, U2s,n) in moments. This is shown in the following lemma
which is proved in Section 3.2.1.

Lemma 3.5. For all non-negative integers a, b, c,d the following holds:

lim lim sup ’E [Ula?),n,MU§2,nU2c3,nU§13,n] —E |:U1a3,n,MU§2,nU2CS,n:| E [Ug?),n] = 0.

K1,K24>OO n—o0

Next, we show that U3, a is asymptotically independent of Usg, + Uas,, using the Gaussian
structure. This is described in the following lemma which is proved in Section 3.2.2.

Lemma 3.6. For any ti,to € R,

lim lim sup E[eitlU13,n,M+it2(,U22,n+U23,n)] _ E[eit1U13,n,M]E[eit2(U22,n+U23,n)] =0.
Ki—®© p-oo

Given the above two lemmas, the proof of Proposition 3.4 can be completed easily. Recall that

1 (1) INT
Usnag i= ——X'1 A13(ZONT.
13,n, 9 |E(Gn)‘ n,M 13( n )
For each fixed M, the truncated random variables {X, ar}1<u<n and {Z,}i<u<n are centered,
bounded, and hence, sub-Gaussian. Therefore, the matrix m/hg satisfies the condition

(A.2) in Appendix A. Similarly, since Uz, Uszp, and Uss, involve Gaussian random variables,
the corresponding matrices satisfies (A.2). Thus, by Lemma A.2 there exists § > 0 such that

sup sup sup {E[e/Vsm ] 4 E[e!22] 4 B[e!2] + E[e!]} < oo, (3.14)
|t|<é K1,K2=1n=1

Now, let us denote
Rui, = Uiz and S, g, = U + Usg .

By (3.14), we have {(R., k,,Sn K, )}nKi>1 is a tight sequence of random variables. Therefore,
passing through a double subsequence (in both n, K1) we may assume (R, k,,Sn, k,) converges in
distribution, that is, there exists random variables R,S on R such that

(RH,KNSH,Kl) 2’ (R7 S)

Now, Lemma 3.6 implies R and & must be independent. Therefore, by uniform integrability, for
a,b > 1 integers,

lim lim E[RY x S ;] = E[R*S’] = E[R*E[S"] = lim lim E[RS x JE[S) k],

K1—00n—00 K1 —>00 Nn—00

and hence,

Combining (3.15) with Lemma 3.5 and binomial theorem, the result in Proposition 3.4 follows. [
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3.2.1. Proof of Lemma 3.5. In the method of moment calculations of Lemma 3.5, we will need to
invoke various results from extremal graph theory. Towards this, we begin by recalling some basic
definitions.

Ezxtremal Graph Theory Background: For any graph H, denote the neighborhood of a set S <
V(H) by Nug(S) = {v e V(H) : Ju € Sand (u,v) € E(H)}. Next, given two simple graphs
G = (V(G),E(G)) and H = (V(H),E(H)), denote by N(H,G) the number of isomorphic copies
of H in G, that is,
N(H,G) = > 1{G[S] = H},
ScE(G):|S|=|E(H)|
where the sum is over subsets S of E(G) with |S| = |E(H)|, and G[S] is the subgraph of G induced
by the edges of S.

One of the fundamental problems in extremal graph theory is to estimate, for any fixed graph H,
the quantity N(H, G) over the class of graphs G with a specified number of edges. More formally,
for a positive integer ¢ > |E(H )|, define

N(H,0):= sup N(H,G).
G:|E(GQ)|=¢
For the complete graph Kj, Erdés [19] determined the asymptotic behavior of N (K}, ¢) as ¢ tends
to infinity, which is also a special case of the celebrated Kruskal-Katona theorem. For a general
graph H this problem was settled by Alon [1] and later extended to hypergraphs by Friedgut and
Kahn [21]. To explain this result we need the following definition:

Definition 3.7. [42] For any graph H = (V(H), E(H)) define its fractional stable number v(H)
as:

H) = max V), 3.16
1(H) 3600 (3.16)
¢(z)+¢(y)<1 for (z,y)eE(H)
where [0, 1]V is the collection of all functions ¢ : V(H) — [0, 1]. Moreover, the polytope Z(H)
defined by the set of constraint
{¢€[0,1]VE) . p(u) + ¢p(v) < 1 for all {u,v} € E(H)}
is called the fractional stable set polytope of the graph H.

We now state Alon’s result [1] result (in the language of [21]) in the following theorem for ease
of referencing;:

Theorem 3.8 ([1, 21]). For a fized graph H, there exist two positive constants C1 = C1(H) and
Cy = Cy(H) such that for all £ = |E(H)|,

CLOM) < N(H, 1) < Cot? ™),
where y(H) is fractional stable number of H as in Definition 3.7.

In the proof of Lemma 3.5 we will often need to deal with multi-graphs (instead of simple graphs).
A multi-graph H is a graph with no self-loops, where there might be more than one edge between
two vertices. In this case, the set of edges E(H) is a multi-set where the edges are counted with
their multiplicities. For a simple graph G and a multi-graph H define

M(H,G)Z Z Z Z 1{G[€1,62,...€|E(H)‘]EH},

eleE(G) GQEE(G) 6‘E(H)‘EE(G)

where Gleq, e2,. .. € g ] is the multi-subgraph of G formed by the edges e, e, ..., e/g). In
other words, M (G, H) is the number of multi-subgraphs of G isomorphic to the multi-graph H.
It is easy to see that M (H,G) <y N(Hg,G), where Hg is the simple graph obtained from H by
replacing the edges between the vertices which occur more than once by a single edge. Moreover,
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the definition of the fractional stable number in (3.16) extends verbatim to any multi-graph H. In
fact, since the constraint for each multiple edges between a pair of vertices is identical, it is clear
that y(H) = «y(Hg). Therefore, Theorem 3.8 implies,

M(H,G) <g N(Hg,G) <g |E(G)|"Hs).

Representing the Joint Moments in Terms of Multigraph Counts: With the above results
we now proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.5. To begin with note that the result in Lemma 3.5 is
trivial if either a + b + ¢ = 0 or d = 0. Hence, we assume that both a + b + ¢ and d are positive.
Throughout this proof we will drop the subscript n from Usz,, U3 n, U3z, and the subscripts n
and M from UlS,n,M-

Now, let F; denote the set of all edges in G, with one vertex in V; and other in V;, for 1 <s,2 <3
(recall the definitions of Vi, Vo, V3 from (3.2)). Note that

1
E UL ULUS US| - B |U5U6US | E (U] = ——— s D) B (3.17)
E(Gn)] 2 u
where the sum is over all tuples of the form:
u = ({ulvvl}a'-'7{uavva}7{u/17vll} {ugvvll)}
{ Uy, 1 cﬂ c} { /1”’ /1// 2/7 g/ ) (318)
with {ug,vi},...,{ua,ve} € Er3, {u/l,v’l},...,{ug,v{)} € Eypo, {u’l’,vi’ SAul, vl € Egs, and
{uf, o]}, . ,{ug’, v/} € B3 3; and

a b c d
vk [HXuj’MZvj H Z“}Z”; H Z“}'Zv}' H Zu}"ZU}//]
=t j=1 j=1 j=1
a b c d
—E [1_[1 Xuj, 2o, 1_[1 Zu, o, 1_[1 ZurZyr | B [1_[1 Zu;(’ZfU;//] :

Since the terms with B,, = 0 does not contribute to (3.17), define U, ; . 4 as the collection of all tuples
u as in (3.18) for which B, # 0. Note, since all moments of X s are bounded, |By| <apcdanm 1-
Therefore, (3.17) can be bounded as:

a C a C 1
‘E [U13U§2U23U§i3] —E [U13U§2U23] E [U?f%” Sab,e,d, M ]E(G )|a+b+c+d |ua,b,c,d|' (3-19)
n 2

For every w € Uq . c.q, let H(u) denote the multigraph formed by the edges in . Note that the
multigraph H (u) has a + b + ¢ + d multi-edges, for each u € U, 4 . 4. As in simple graphs, we define
the degree d,(H) of a vertex v in a multigraph H = (V(H), E(H)) as the number of multi-edges
of H incident on the vertex v. Also, let dyin(H) := min{d,(H) : v € V(H)} denote the minimum
degree of H.

Lemma 3.9. For H = H(u) with w € Uy cq the following hold:

(1) 4(H) > [V(H)|/2

(2) dmin(H) = 2 which implies |V(H)| < a + b+ ¢+ d. Moreover, if there exists a vertex
v' € V(H) such that dy(H) =3, then |[V(H)| <a+b+c+d.

(3) v(H) < |E(H)|/2 = (a +b+ c+ d)/2. Moreover, if there exists a vertex v' € V(H) such
that dy(H) = 3 and o(v') > 0, where ¢ is an optimal solution to (3.16), then |y(H)| <
(a+b+c+d)/2.

(4) Hg contains a 2-star as a subgraph with one edge in E3 3.
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Proof. The proof of (1) follows by taking ¢ = % in (3.16).
For (2), since X; ps and Z ~ N(0, 1) are both mean zero random variables, B,, is non zero only
when each vertex index in uw appears at least twice. This implies, dyin(H) = 2. Hence,

2|V (H)| < |V(H)ldwin(H) < ), do(H) = 2|E(H)| = 2(a +b+c+d),
veV (H)
that is, [V(H)| < a+ b+ ¢ + d. Now, suppose there exists v' € V(H) such that d,(H) > 3, then
2A/V(H)| - 1) +3< ), do(H)=2[E(H)| =2(a+b+c+d),
veV (H)

that is, [V(H)| <a+b+ c+d.
Next, note that if dmin(H) > 2, then for any function ¢ € [0,1]VH) with ¢(z) + ¢(y) < 1, for
(z,y) € E(H), )
> ¢l >, Ae@) +o(y)} < S|E(H)].
dmm( ) 2
zeV (H) (z,y)eE(H)

which gives v(H) < 3|E(H)|. Now, suppose there exists v’ € V(H) such that d,(H) > 3 and
©(v") # 0. Then

Bz Y (o) = Y A 3e0) 2 Y )
(z,y)eE(H) zeV (H) zeV (H)\{v'}
= 2’7(H) + 90(2/)7
and the result in (3) follows since ¢(v’) > 0.

Finally, note that if Hg does not contain a 2-star, then the edge set of each connected component
of Hg must be either totally contained in E33 or totally contained in Ef;, which implies B,, = 0. 0O

We now divide the set Uy p . ¢ into the following three subsets:
(1) Llé}b)’c?d be the collection of all w € Uy p . q such that H = H(u) satisfies v(H) < |E(H)|/2.
(2) L{ézb)c 4 be the collection of all w € U, . q such that H = H(u) satisfies y(H) = |E(H)|/2 =

|V (H)|/2.

(3) U(3b) ¢.q be the collection of all u € U p,¢,a such that H = H(u) satisfies v(H) = |E(H)|/2 >

a7 b
|\V(H)|/2. (Note that |E(H)| = |V (H)|, since dmin(H) > 2 whenever u € Uy p 4 (recall
Lemma 3.9 (2).)

1 a C
Lemma 3.10. [U})_ | = o (|E(Gy)|(e0+erd)/2).
Proof. For any H = H(u) with u € Ui}g}c’d, by Theorem 3.8 and Lemma 3.9,
M(H,Gy) Saped N(Hs, Gn) Saped [E(Gn)| ") =0 (IE(Gn)|(“+b+C+d)/z) .

Denote by Hgp,cq the collection of all multigraphs H = (V(H), E(H)) with a + b+ ¢ + d edges.
Then,

UDed < Y, MH.G)UH = H(u) with we (), } = o (IB(Gy)|H+D12),

HEHa,b,c,d
since |Habcd| Sabcdl U
Lemma 3.11. [U bcd| Sabed K2|E( )| (@0t D2 Sphere Ky is as in (3.2).

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Note that for any H = H(u) with u € U(EQb)cd we have dmin(H) > 2 and
|E(H)| = |V(H)|. The following lemma shows that any such multigraph is a disjoint union of cycles
and isolated doubled edges.
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Observation 3.12. Let H = (V(H), E(H)) be any multi-graph with duyi,(H) = 2 and |V(H)| =
|E(H)|. Then H is a disjoint union of cycles and isolated doubled edges.

Proof. Let Hi,Hs ..., H, be the connected components of H. Note that if there exists 1 < i < v
such that |E(H;)| < |V(H;)|, then H; must be a tree, which has a vertex of degree 1. Therefore,
|E(H;)| = |V(H;)| for all 1 < i < v. Now, let F' be any connected component of H, and Fg
be the underlying simple graph. Since F is connected either |E(Fgs)| = |[V(F)| = |E(F)| or
|E(Fs)| = |V(F)|—1 = |E(F)| —1. If |E(Fs)| = |V(F)| = |E(F)|, then F itself is a simple
graph with dpyin (F)) = 2, which implies that F' is a cycle of length |[V(F)|. On the other hand, if
|E(Fs)| = |V(F)| —1 = |E(F)| — 1, then Fg is a tree. But any tree has at least two degree one
vertices, and one extra edge cannot add to both their degrees unless the tree is just an isolated
edge. This implies that Fg is an isolated edge, and F' is an isolated doubled edge. O

Recall by Lemma 3.9 that Hg contains a 2-star with one edge in E3 3. Therefore, by Observation
3.12, H contains a cycle with at least one edge in Fs33. In the following observation we estimate
the number of such cycles.

Observation 3.13. Let C be a g-cycle in G, with at least one edge in E33. Then
1
N(C,Gn) Sg 7= |E(Ga)|*".
K

Proof. To begin with suppose g = 2L + 1, for some L > 1, is odd. Choose a cyclic enumeration
S1,...,82141,51 of the vertices of C, such that the edge {s1,s2} is in E33. Clearly, {s1,s2} can
be chosen in at most |E(G,)| ways. Once this edge is fixed, the edge {s2,s3} of C has at most
KLQ |E(Gy,)| choices, since sg € V3 and maxyey; dy < Klz |E(Gy)| (recall the definition of the set
V3 from (3.2) and note that the vertices of Gy, are arranged in non-decreasing order of the degrees).
Now, for each 2 < ¢ < L, the edge {sas, s2¢+1} has |E(Gy)| choices. Once these edges are chosen
the cycle is completely determined. Hence,

N(C,Gy) B(Gy)[3.

S =
Ko
Next, suppose g = 2L, for some L > 2, is even. Once again, fix a cyclic enumeration s1, ..., Sar, $1

of the vertices of C, where the edge {s1,s2} in C is in E33. As before, the edge {s1,s2} can be

chosen in |E(G,)| ways. Once this edge is chosen, the edges {s2, s3} and {s1, s2r.} of C can each be
chosen in %\/|E(Gn)| ways, since s1, so € V3. Now, for each 2 < ¢ < L — 1, the edge {sas, s2¢+1}
of C has |E(G),)| choices. Once these edges are chosen the cycle is completely determined. Hence,

1
2
This completes the proof of the observation. O

To complete the proof of Lemma 3.11 chose any H = H(u), with u € u(2b),c,d' Let Hi,Hs,..., H,

a7
be the connected components of H, such that H; has at least one edge in F33. Since each component

of H is cycle or a single edge doubled, v(H;) = |E(H;)|/2, for 1 < i < v. Then by Observation
3.13,

v . 1
M(H7 Gn) sa,b,c,d N(Hla Gn)|E(Gn)‘ZZ:2 V(Hi) $a,b,c,d E’E<Gn)|(a+b+c+d)/2-

Hence, for Hgp.c,q as defined in Lemma, 3.10,

1
UDea < 3 MUH,Gu)L{H = H(u) with we U}, 1} = 7= |E(Gy)| P47,
HEHG,b,C,d 2

since |Hape.dl Sabed 1- -
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Lemma 3.14. U bcd| Sabed K2|E( )| (atbrerd)/2,

Proof of Lemma 3.14. Let H = H(u), with u € Ufb),c,dv be a multigraph with no isolated vertex,
dmin(H) = 2, v(H) = |E(H)|/2 > |V(H)|/2. To begin with assume that H is connected. Clearly
|V(H)| = 3, since Hg has 2-star with one edge in E33 (recall Lemma 3.9). Let ¢ : V(H) — [0,1]
an optimal solution of (3.16)). Then it is well-known that ¢ € {0, 3,1} [32]. Partition V(H) =
Vo(H) u Vijpp(H) v Vi(H), where Vo(H) = {ve V(H) : p(v) = a}, for a € {0,1/2,1}. We will need
the following lemma about the structure of the subgraphs of H induced by this partition of the
vertex set.

Lemma 3.15. [1, Lemma 9], [4, Lemma 4.2] Let H be a multi-graph with no isolated vertex and
v(H) > |V(H)|/2. If o : V(H) — [0,1] is an optimal solution to the linear program (3.16), then
the following holds:
(1) The bipartite graph Hyy = (Vo(H) v Vi(H), E(Ho1)), where E(Hoy) is the set of edges from
Vo(H) to Vi(H), has a matching which saturates every vertex in Vo(H).?
(2) The subgraph of H induced by the vertices of Vi,5(H) has a spanning subgraph which is a
disjoint union of cycles and isolated edges.

Note that v(H) > |V (H)|/2 implies that the optimal ¢ is not identically equal to 1/2. Depending
on the size of V) p(H) the following cases arise:

(1) [Vij2(H)| # 0: Let Ho1 be the graph with vertex set Vo(H) v V1(H) and edge set E(Ho1),
where E(Hoy) is the set of edges from Vo(H) to Vi(H). Let Hyj; be the subgraph of H
induced by the vertices of V; jo(H). Decompose H into subgraphs Ho; and Hy ;. By Lemma
3.15, Hop1, has a matching which saturates every vertex in Vy(H). Therefore,

M(H017Gn) ga,b,c,d |E( )|‘V1 ) <abcd |E( n)|‘E(H01)|/2a (320)

since dpyin(H) = 2 implies |F(Hop1)| = 2|Vi(H)|. Moreover, the subgraph F' of H induced
by the vertices of V) (H) has a spanning subgraph which is a disjoint union of cycles and
isolated edges. If Fi,...,F, are the connected components of F', then by Theorem 4 of
Alon [1] ~(F;) = |V(F; )|/2 for 1 <i<wv,and

M(F;,Gp) Sabed |E(Gn)|VEN2. (3.21)

Denote by E(V (F;), Vo(H)) the subset of edges in H with one vertex in V' (F;) and another in
Vo(H), for 1 < i <w. Then using [E(H)| = |E(Ho1)| + 2 {|E(V(F), Vo(H))| + [E(F})[},
(3.20), and (3.21),

M(H7 Gn) < M(H017 )sz 1M(F%an)
|E(Gp)|(tbtetd)2 ~abc,d |E(G )“E /2
)UV i)l/2

Sab,e,d H LTE(G ||E F) Vo (H)) /24| E(F,)]/2

- H |E(Gy) M0/
i=1

where

ANF;) = V()] = [E(F)| = |[E(V(F), o(H))|-
Note that there are no edges between V(F;) and Vi(H), since p(u) + ¢(v) = 3 > 1, for
w € Vi(H) and v € V(F;). This implies, |[E(V(F;),Vo(H))| > 0, since H is connected
Therefore, |E(G,)|**)/2 = o(1) whenever |V (F;)| < |E(F;)|. Otherwise F} is a tree, hence,

2A matching M in a graph H = (V(H), E(H)) is subset of edges of E(H) without common vertices. The matching
M is said to saturate A c V(H), if, for every vertex a € A, there exists an edge in the matching M incident on a.
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a single edge and has 2 vertices of degree 1. The degree 1 vertices must be connected to some
vertex in Hy, which implies that |E(V(F;),Vo(H))| = 1 and again |E(G,,)|’F)/2 = o(1).
Combining the above gives

M(H, Gn) = o(| B(Gy)|“H0F D), (3.22)

whenever [V;,(H)| # 0.
(2) [Vij2(H)| = 0: Recall that every vertex in Vi(H) has degree 2 (by Lemma 3.9). Therefore,

a+btctd=|B(H)| =2v(H) =2[Vi(H)| (3.23)

that is, the graph H is bipartite. Moreover, there is an edge {u,v} in H such that {u,v} €

Es 3 and {u, v} is part of a 2-star (recall Lemma 3.9 (d)). Without loss of generality assume

¢(u) = 0 and ¢p(v) = 1. Note that since d,(H) = 2 the edge {u, v} can be repeated at most

twice. We consider two cases depending on whether the edge (u,v) appears once or twice.

e The edge {u,v} appears twice in H. This means d,(H) = 2. Now, since the edge

{u, v} must be part of a 2-star, there exists w € Vi (H) such that {u,w} € E(Hp;) (this

makes (v,u,w) a 2-star with root vertex u). Take S < Vy(H)\{u} and let N(S) be

the set of vertices in Vi(H)\{v,w} that are adjacent to some vertex in S. Denote by

E(S,Vi(H)\{v,w}) the number of edges in H with one endpoint in S and the other

endpoint in Vi(H)\{v,w}. Note that there is no edge in EF(H) joining v to a vertex

in S (since d,(H) = 2, as the edge {u,v} appears twice, and u ¢ S), and there can be

at most one edge in F(H) joining w to a vertex in S (because d,(H) = 2 and w is
already joined to u). Hence,

[E(S, Vi(H)\{v,w})| = 2|5] - 1.

Also, since every vertex in N(S) has degree 2 in H, |E(S,Vi(H)\{v,w})| < 2|N(S5)|.
Therefore, 2|N(S)| = 2|S| — 1 which implies, |[N(S5)| > |S|. Hence, by Hall’s marriage
theorem [30], there exists a matching between Vo(H)\{u} and Vi(H)\{v,w} that sat-
urates every vertex in Vp(H)\{u}. Therefore, we can count the number of copies of H
in G, as follows:

— First chose the 2-star (v, u,w) in at most O(%|E(Gn)\3/2) ways.

— Then create the matching between Vy(H)\{u} and V3 (H)\{v,w} in

|E(G,)|VoEN Y

ways.
— Next, choose the remaining (non-matched) vertices in V;(H)\{v, w} in

| B(Gy) |V DN = Vo (H)\ ()]

ways.
This gives,

M(H,Gp) <aped i,E(Gn)ﬁJrIVl(H)\{v,w}\ - i,E(Gn)“Vl(H)I*%
Ky Ky

1
< F’E(Gn)|(a+b+c+d)/2’ (3'24)
2

since, by (3.23), [Vi(H)| = (a+ b+ c+d)/2.

e The edge {u, v} appears only once in F(H). In this case, since min{d, (H),d,(H)} = 2,
there exists v' € Vi(H)\{v} and u' € Vo(H)\{u}, such that {u,v'} and {v,u'} € E(H).
By an exactly similar argument using Hall’s marriage theorem as in the previous case,
it follows that there exists a matching between Vo(H)\{u,u'} and V4 (H)\{v,v'} that
saturates every vertex in Vo(H)\{u,u'}. Therefore, we can count the number of copies
of H in GG, as follows:
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— First chose the path (v'uvy’) in at most O(7z|E(G,)[?) < O(I%|E(Gn)\2) ways.
2
— Then create the matching between Vo (H)\{u, v’} and Vi (H)\{v,v'} in
|E(G,, )|V '}

ways.
— Next, choose remaining (non-matched) vertices in Vi (H)\{v,v'} in

|E(G,)| [Vi (H)\{v,0"}|—|Vo (H)\{u,u'}|

ways.
This gives,
1 ' 1
M(H,Gp) Saped —|E(Gn)|2+|V1(H)\{”’” H o —|E(Gn)||V1(H)|
K2 KQ

1
_ ' \E (a+b+ctd)/2
rel]

since, by (3.23), [Vi(H)| = (a+ b+ c+d)/2.
To complete the proof of Lemma 3.14 chose any H = H(u), with u € Z/{(gb)c g Let Hy, Ho, ..., H,

a
be the connected components of H, such that H; has at least one edge in F33. By Lemma 3.9

v(H;) < |E(H;)|/2, for 1 < i <wv. Then by (3.22) and (3.24),

v 1

M(H,Gn) Sapea M(Hy, Ga)|B(Gr)[ X P <y g o[BG[0t
2
Hence, for Hep.c,q as defined in Lemma 3.10,
. 1
Uea < X MH.GULH = H(u) with u e U, 4} = = [E(Gy) 77,
HEHa,b,c,d

since |Hape.d| Sap,ed 1. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.14. (]

The proof of Lemma 3.5 can now be completed easily. For this, recalling (3.19) and using Lemmas
3.10, 3.11, and 3.14 gives,

3

a c a c 1 s
B |U,08,08,08% | — E|U5308,08 | E [Ufh]| Sapear PG Ul
n 2 s=1

1

Sabe,d,M Ky’

which goes to zero as n — o followed by Ko — 0.

3.2.2. Proof of Lemma 3.6. In this section we will show that the joint cdf of (Ui3n,a, Us2n + U2s.n)
factorize in the limit. To begin with observe that

(Uag + Uszn) » Uiznar) ' | X, Zq(f) ~ No (pn, 2n),

where

.
= 1 ZNT Ayy 72
g (2 B 2n ) Anat. 0]

and

. z]%1,1) 27(11,2) _ 1 (Z7(12))TA23A32Z7(12) (Z7(12)>TA23A31X,(5])\4
! =P mi? [E(Gn)] (Z£2))TA23A31X7(51)\4 (Xflm)TAlzsAle?g])w-
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Note that Var((Z) T A3 Z2)) = 1T A1 < |E(G)|. Also,
Var((Zr(L2))TA23A32Zr(L )) = Z Aoy 0 W v Ay ! ! v < Z Ay Oy S |E(Gn)’2

u,veVa, u,veVa,
w,w’'eVs w,w'eV3

and
Var((X,gg\/[)TABAZSle:])\/j) = Z O Oy 0 O 1! Qg - Z RPIONRIES |E(Gn)|2

u,veV, u,veV,
w,w'eVs w,w'eVs

This shows that the conditional means {g,},>1 and the conditional variances {ES’”}n;l and

(1,2)

{253’2)}@1 are tight. Next, we claim that the covariance of %,
limit, that is,

is negligible under the double

1
lim lim ———— Var((Z?)T A4 X() 0. 3.95
A P (Z}) " Az A1 X, ) = (3.25)

Note that (3.25) implies,
1 1
B ) A X

As (M,(ll), E%l’l)) and (u,(f), 222’2)) are independent, assuming (3.25), the result in Lemma 3.6 then
follows from Lemma A.l in Appendix A.
The remainder of the proof is devoted in proving (3.25). Note that

2
Var((Z( )) A23A31X( ) ) Z (Z au,waw,v>

£o.

uEVl,’UEVQ w€V3
< Ky Z d?, (since |V1| < K7)
’UEVQ

< K, Z d?1{d, < HECn)y, (3.26)

where the last step uses (3.10). Now, for every integer v > 1 fixed, denote by

Kld?, { d, 2 }

V) = 1 < — . 3.27
Since, the sequence {| Tol(el ‘}n>1 is bounded by 1 for every n,v > 1, passing through a subsequence

(which we also index by n for notational convenience) without loss of generality we can assume
. dq} . dy 2
- = < — —-
nhngo EG) :A(v) and nhrrgol { G S Kl} : Nk, (V)

exists simultaneously for all v = 1, K1 > 1. Thus for all K; € Z~¢ and for all v > 1,
lim £ 1, (v) = KiA(©)* 0, (v). (3.28)

Furthermore, since the vertices of G,, are ordered according to the degrees (recall Definition 1.1),
for any v > 1,

dy 1 2
< dy+do+ - +dy) < 2.
BG] < WEG) ™ )<

Thus fi x, (v) < % which is summable over v. Hence, by the Dominated Convergence theorem,

J%anm KIZ)\ )21, (v

N
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Moreover, from the definition of 1k, (v), it is clear that ng, (v) = 0 or 1, and in the latter case
Av) < K% Thus,

1
lim KiA(v)*ng, (v) S lim — =0,

Ki— Ki1— K1

KiA(v)* 0k, (v) < 2X\(v), and

g o,
2,70 JL%ZA ) = o i 2 Eg <%

Therefore, by another application of Dominated Convergence Theorem and recalling (3.26), (3.27),
and (3.28) gives,

lim lim ;Var(( 2T A23A31X() )< lim lim Z frr, (v

Kj—00n—o ’E(G )‘ K{—00 n—x0
= Jim K, Z Av)? 15, (v) = 0.
This completes the proof of (3.25).

3.3. Distributional Limit of U3, 37. Having established the asymptotic independence of U135, ar
and Uszy, + Ua3 p + Usz pn, we now proceed to derive the distributional limit of Uis,, . We begin
with the following general lemma:

Lemma 3.16. Let Y7,Y5,... be i.i.d. mean 0 variance 1 random variables and ¥ = ((ost)) be as
in Assumption 1.2. For K > 1, denote by Y = (Y1,Ya,...,Yx)| and Sx = (0st)1<s i<k - Then,
the sequence of non-negative random variables

Wi =Y SxYx = > 05 V.Y

1<s,i<K
converges in L', as K — o0, to some random variable Wy, 1= YJZYOO = Zlgu,usoo 0stYsYs.

Proof. The non-negativity of Wi follows from the definition of o4 in (1.7). Indeed, observe that
for each K > 1,

2
Wi:= ), ouYsYi=lim > ZasvautYﬁ—lggoZ@aws) Z

1<s,t<K 1<st<Kv=1

We now show {Wx} k=1 is Cauchy in L'. Towards this, observe that by Fatou’s Lemma

0
Z Ogs < hmmf Z Z sy < 2, (3.29)
s=1

s=1v=1
and
Z 02t < lim inf Z _ Z Qs g o Ay £yl
1<s,t<o0 ’ e 1<s,t<n |E(G”)‘2 1<v’'<n 7 , ’ 7
< liminf Z % 2 As vy’ t
e 1<s,t<n |E(Gn)| 1<vu’'<n ’
< 4. (3.30)
Thus, using the fact that Y7, Ys, ..., have zero mean and variance 1 we get,

K+K' 2
E|Wkik —Wk| < ), ouB[Y]]+ EK PN A Y astYsY;)]
s=K+1 1<s#t<K+K' 1<s#t<K
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K+K'

2 2
N Y a3 A
s=K+1 1<s#t<K+ K’ 1<s#t<K

which goes to zero as K’ — oo followed by K — o0. Thus W is Cauchy in L'. As L' is complete,
Wy converges to some W, € L' which denote as Yog YYo.. O

Using the above lemma we can now derive in the following proposition the limit of Uz, a (as
defined in (3.13)) under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3. The limit turns out to be normal random variable
with random variance, where the random variance is an infinite dimensional quadratic form.

Proposition 3.17. Fiz M large enough such that Uiz, a s well defined. Consider Xo p =
(X1, X2, - - )T where {Xumtu=1 is the i.i.d. truncated sequence as defined in (1.10). Then as
n — o, followed by K1, Ko — o0,

Uiz — Q1,1
in distribution and in all moments, where Q1 ~ N(0,(Xoonr) 2Xoonr)), with ¥ defined in
Assumption 1.2. Furthermore, the moment generating function (mgf) of Qi m exists in an open
interval containing zero.

Proof of Proposition 3.17. Recalling the definition of Uj3, ar from (3.13), note that
1

1 1
W(Xfljw)TAlgA?’lXT(z,])W'

Uiz, | Xoo ~ N (0, Vi iy 15, 0) , Where Vi iy k6, 1=
Fix K1, K5 > 1. Note that as n — o0,

1
V?’L,Kl,Kg,M = Z Xu,MXv,Mm Z Ay, Aw v
n

1<u,v<K;j weVs
D owXum X = Vi, (3.31)

1<u,v<K;y

where o, is defined in (1.7) and using the observation
1 Ky
limsup ———— Ay, 0w,p < limsup —————= =0,
W TG, A, e S ISP e
since |V1 U Va| < Kon/|E(Gy)| (recall (3.2)). Moreover, since
Vs SWi= >0 [ Xu || Xou]

1<u,v<Kj
and E[W] <k, m 1, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem the convergence in (3.31) is also in
L.
Next, invoking Lemma 3.16 Vi, as converges to a random variables Vs := (X, M)TEXOQ M in
L' as K1 — . Therefore, as n — o followed by K1, Ko — o0, V), i, K, m converges to Vi in Lt
Thus under this iterated limit,

. 1 1
E[e"'tU13,n,]VI] _ E|:€_2t2Vn,K1,K2,M:| N E[e—QtQVM}

This establishes Ujs, pr — Q1,0 in distribution. By (3.14), the exponential moments of U3, m
are uniformly bounded in n, in a neighborhood of zero. Thus Uiz, p — Q1,0 in all moments by
uniform integrability. This also implies the finiteness of mgf of Q1 s, since by Fatou’s Lemma

E[eth’M] < sup E[etUl&"’M] < 0,
n,K1,Ko>1

where the last inequality holds for |¢| small enough via (3.14). This completes the proof. O
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3.4. Distributional Limit of (Usa, + Uas,n + Uss n). In this section we obtain the distributional
limit of Usay, + Uas pn + Uss n, where Usa p, Uaz p, Uss p, are defined as in (3.13). We begin with the
following general result.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose r,, — 0 and {Csn}n>1,1<s<r, 1S @ triangular sequence of arrays satisfying
the following conditions:

(a) lein] = |can| = ... = |cr, | for each n =1 and sup, >, ¢2, < L for some L > 0,
(b) limy, o0 €55y — cs, for each s = 1,
n
(c) hm lim sup Z = lim liminf cin = pt
K= n-o s=K+1 K=o n=o0 s=K+1

Let {Ys}s>1 be a sequence of i.i.d mean 0 and variance 1 random variables and X,, := 2221 CsnYs.

Then the random variable Zzozl csYs is well-defined and X, converges weakly to the random variable

0
X = 2 csYs + pZ,
s=1

where Z ~ N(0,1).
Proof. First, note that as >, ¢2 . < L for all n, by Fatou’s Lemma >° | ¢Z < L. Thus, )% ¢,Y;

is well- deﬁned by Kolmogorov’s three series theorem.
To establish the weak convergence we consider the following two cases:

(1) p =0: Note that

K Tn Tn
T <Xn - 2 CS,nYtS> = Var ( 2 CS,TLY;‘) = 2 cg,n
s=1

s=K+1 s=K+1

This means, as limg o imsup, o, Yo" gy €2, = 0, Xy 25:1 CsnYs 50, asn - o
followed by K — oo. However, as n — 0, 3% ¢, Vs — 35X ¢,Y; (by assumption (a) in
Lemma 3.18), which converges almost surely to ZS L ¢sYs, as K — oo (since Y2 | 2 < L).
This proves the result for p = 0.

(2) p > 0: Note that by parts (b) and (c), D", cgm — k= p2+ 27 2 as n — 0. In this
case
2 2 2
. cs,n . CK+1,n CK+1
lim max ————— = lim —; = ,
n—0 K+1<s<n & 9 n—owo o, K
Z Cs,n Z Cs,n K — Z c2
s=K+1 s=K+1 s=1

©¢]

which goes to zero as K — co. Here, we used the fact that p> = K — > ¢ > 0. Thus
s=1

the constants {c,,}}*,, satisfies the Héjek-Siddk condition [43, Theorem 3.3.6] under the

iterated limit. Therefore, under the double limit n — oo followed by K — o0, 77" +1CsnYs
converges to pZ. On the other hand, Zﬁ{:l csnYs converges to Yo | ¢;Ys under the iterated

limit.
O
We are now ready to derive the distributional limit of Uss, + U2z + U3z .
Proposition 3.19. Under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.8, as n — o followed by K1 — o©
Uaap + Uz + Uszp — Q2 + Q3

i distribution and in all moments, where Q2, and Q3 are independent random variables with
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- Q2 ~ N(0,p%), where p? =1 =37 (055 + 3p2) € [0,0) with o5 and ps as defined in (1.7)
and (1.8), respectively, and

- Q3 ~ 28 1 2psYs, where {Ys}s=1 is an i.i.d. collection of x3 — 1 random variables. (In
particular, Q3 is well defined under Assumption 1.3).

Furthermore, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup E[e(@21@3)] < o0,

[t|<C
Proof of Proposition 3.19. Following (3.13), note that
1 Ay A
U + Ussn + Ussn = —————(Z2)T, (23T < 22 23) ZOVT (ZEYTY T (332
ot U + U = e (ZE) (07 (32 02) (27207 632)

For simplicity, let us write K = | K| for the rest of the proof. Let G,k be the induced graph on
vertex set [K + 1,n] with adjacency matrix

AK) . (A2 Ass
Azp Aszz)’

By the spectral decomposition, we can write AXK) = PTAP, where A = diag()\gi)K, )\7(12,)](, ce )\ganK))
are the eigenvalues of A (such that \)\S)K > |/\£12)K] > > \)\gln;{K) |) and P the matrix of eigen-

vectors. Note that tr(A%)) = 0 and
n—K
(A0 = 3T (0)? = 2B (i)l
s=1
Let ¢sp = %(E(Gn))_%)\gf)K Then by (3.32) and the spectral decomposition, we see that

U22,n + U23,n + U33,n = Z Cs,n}/&

where {Y;}>1 are centered x# random variables. Note that > _ 1 csm = 0 and Y0° 1K o

<
Furthermore, recalling that A;; is the adjacency matrix corresponding to the set of vertices [[1, K]
we have the following identity: For m > 1

n—K
> = mEE
T 2B(Ga)

1.
]

i

2| E(G 2 ]
s=m+1 s=1
1 - S (1)
- 2|E(G s+ tr(AnAf) | = D (0% -
S[E(Gy) ( B =2 ), d h ) 2,
Then by (1.7) and (1.8), as n — o followed by K — o0 and then m — oo we have
n—K 0
Z C?,n_’ 1 - Z(Uss+%pg)~
s=m+1 s=1

Thus ¢y, satisfy conditions (b) and (c) of Lemma 3.18 under the iterated limit. Hence, by Lemma

3.18, Uz, + Uz, + Usz L4 @2 + Q3, where Q2 and Q3 are as defined in Lemma, 3.18.

By (3.14), the exponential moments of Usg y,, U2, and Uss , are uniformly bounded in n, in a
neighborhood of zero. Thus convergence in all moments is guaranteed by uniform integrability. This
also implies the finiteness of the mgf of QY2 + @3, since by Fatou’s Lemma and Holder’s inequality,

(]E[et(Q2+Q3)]>3 < sup (E[et(UQQ,n+U237n+U33,n)])3
n,K1,Ko>1
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< sup (E[eStUQQ,n]) (E[eZ}tUzs,n]) (E[eStUS&n]) < o,
TL,Kl,KQZl

where the last inequality holds for |¢| small enough via (3.14). O
3.5. Completing the Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.7. We now combine the results
of the previous sections and complete the proof of Theorem 1.4. One last ingredient of our proof

is the existence of M — oo limit of Q1,3 defined in Proposition 3.17, which we record in Lemma
3.20 below. Towards this, denote

Vir = (Xoo ) ' B X oo,
which is well-defined by Lemma 3.16, and recall from Proposition 3.17 that Q1,3 ~ N (0, Var).

Lemma 3.20. The sequence of random variables {Vyr} =1 converges in L' to some random vari-
able V := X% X,. This implies, as M — oo,

Q1m — Q1
in distribution, where Q1 ~ N(0,V) is a well defined random variable with finite second moment.

Proof. Note that E[e*@1.m] = E[e_%tQVM], since Q1,ar ~ N (0, Var). Furthermore, by Lemma 3.17,
Vi is the L' limit of Vi, = Zléu,véKl TuvXu,MmXv,nr (recall (3.31)). We first claim that Vi is
Cauchy in L'. To this end, observe that for each M, N, K; > 0 we have

K
2 2
Vi, m+N — Vi m = Z Ouu( Xy prpny — Xowr) + Z TuvXo M (Xum+N — Xu,m)
u=1 1<u#v<K;

+ Z quXv,M+N(Xu,M+N - Xu,M)

1<u#v< Ky

Thus by Fatou’s Lemma followed by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

EVaren = V| < Tminf E|Vie, pren — Vi,
1—)

0
<E ’X12,M+N - X12,M| Z Ouu

u=1

2
4+ lim inf E[( Z quXv,M(Xu,M-‘rN - XU»M)> :|

Ki—0
= 1<uro<K;

2
+ lim inf E[( 2 TuwXum+N(Xo M+ N — Xv,M)> ]

K1—o
= 1<uro<K]

o]
= E|X7 vy — Xiu| D, Ouu + 2\/E[(X1,M+N - X1,M)2} D ok

u=1 1<u#v<ow

< QE ‘X12,M+N — X12,M’ + 2\/4E|:(X1,M+N - Xl,M)2:|

where the last inequality follows from (3.29) and (3.30). Thus, to conclude Vj; is Cauchy in L', it
suffices to show

M—oo M—o0

lim E{(XLMHV - XLM)Q} =0 and lim E|X7,,n— X7 =0, (3.33)
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uniformly in N > 0. For this, recall the definition of the truncation from (1.10).Then for the first
term in (3.33) a simple computation shows that

E[(XI,M+N — X1,M)2] =2 = 2E[X1 m+n X1 M)

1 1

=2—2b,2b, 2 NE[(X11{|X1| < M + N} — apoon) (X1 1{| X1 | < M} — apy)]
1 1

=2—2b,2b, 7 v [EIXT1{|X1] < M}] — anmanrin]

1 1
=2—- 2bM2bM2+N [b]\/[ + a?w — aMaM+N] .

Clearly, as M — oo, uniformly in N = 0, bps,bayron — 1 and apg, apseny — 0. Thus, following the
above computation,
lim E[(XLMJrN - XLM)Q} =0,
M—o0

uniformly in N > 0.
For the second term in (3.33), by triangle inequality we have

E |X12,M+N - X12,M| < Ty + 1Ty, (3.34)
where
Ty := b]T/[lE ’(Xll{’Xl’ <M+ N} — aM+N)2 — (Xl]_{‘Xl‘ < M} — CLM)Z‘
and
b
Tyi= |1 = =S5 EIXT ).

Clearly, Ty — 0, as M — oo, uniformly in N > 0. For T} using the identity 22 —y? = (z +¥)(z —y)
and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality multiple times gives

Ty < byta/2 (BIXPLM < | X2 < M+ N} + (ans — apren)?)

/3 BIXZLIX| < M+ N} + E[XPL{|X)| < M}] + (ans + anron)?)

Observe that the term inside the first square root above goes to zero as M — oo, uniformly in
N = 0. The rest of the factors are bounded for all M > My, N = 0 for some M, (so that b];[l is
well defined for M > Mj). This shows (recall (3.34))

lim E|X? - X2l=0
Mo ‘ 1,M+N 1,M’ )

uniformly in N > 0. Thus, Vj is Cauchy in L'. Hence Viy — V in L! where V := X;ZXOO. This
implies, E[e~**V4/2] - E[e~**V/2] for each t > 0. This shows Q1,4 — @1 in distribution. O

Completing the Proof of Theorem 1.4. From Proposition 3.17 and 3.19 we know U3, pr and Uy, +
Ua3.n + Uss, converges to Q1 pr and Q2 + @3 in all moments, for every fixed M large enough. Thus,
appealing to Proposition 3.4, we see that for positive integers a, b,

lim  limsup E[Ufs,, v (Uszn + Uz + Ussin)’] = E[(Q1,0)*(Q2 + Q3)"].

Ki1,Ka—>®0 pooo

As Q1 and Q2 + Q3 have finite mgfs in an interval containing zero (Proposition 3.17 and 3.19),
moments of Q1 3 and Q2 + @3 uniquely determine their distribution. Thus, as n — o0, followed by
K, Ky — o0, Uy pr converges weakly (and in all moments) to @1, + Q2 + Q3. Then using Lemma
3.3 and Proposition 3.2 we get

Sa, (Xn) B Qi+ Qo + Qs (3.35)
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as n — 0. Finally, since as M — o0, Q1 p — Q1 weakly (Lemma 3.20) and Q1 s is independent
of Q2 + @3, using Lemma 3.1 we conclude

e (Xn) B Q1+ Qo+ Qs, (3.36)
where 1, Q2, Q3 are as defined in Theorem 1.4. O

Completing the Proof of Theorem 1.7. Suppose Sg, (X, ) converges weakly to some random vari-

able . We will show that Q’ 2 @, where @ is defined in (1.9). For this note that for every n, the

infinite matrix
T N as,vav,t
(G| &

has entries in [0, 1], as > _; aspav < min{ds, d;} < |E(Gy)|. Similarly, the entries of the infinite

vector
G ™)

take values in [—v/2,v2], as A\ < Y07 F(A%)? = 2|B(Gu k)| < 21E(Gy)l. Since [0, 1N x

[—v/2,v/2]Y is compact under the product topology, by Tychonoff’s theorem, it follows that there
is a subsequence along which,

1 n 1 (s)
_— syt — Ost, and —————=A\ — ,
|E(Gn)‘ 1;1 s,wlut s,t |E(Gn)| n,K PK,s

for every s,t > 1, for some 04 € [0,1] and pg s € [—V/2,+/2]. By another application of Tychonoff’s
theorem, there is a subsequence in K along which,

lim =
e PK,s = Ps;

for all s > 1, for some p; € [—v/2,v/2]. Thus, both Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3 hold along a sub-
sequence in n, and a subsequence in K. Thus, by Theorem 1.4, along this subsequence we have
Sa, (Xn) 5 Q@ where @Q is defined in (1.9). This implies, @’ D Q, thus completing the proof. [

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1.8 AND PROPOSITION 1.10

Note that Theorem 1.8 follows directly from Propostion 1.10. Hence, it suffices to prove Propo-
sition 1.10. The proof is presented over two sections: In Section 4.1 we consider the case where F
is not Rademacher. The Rademacher case is in Section 4.2.

4.1. Proof of Proposition 1.10 (1). As X; does not follow the Rademacher distribution, Var[ X?] >
0. Thus, for large enough M we have Var[X 12 1] > 0 as well. Hereafter, we will fix such a M. First
we will show that conditions (a) and (b) are equivalent. Using the definition of S¢,, from (1.6) we
have

4
1
El(Se, (Xua)'] = piap 2 E [H Xue,MXW,M] SN CR)
I (w1 ,01),(u2,v2),(u3,03), (ua,04 )EE(Gr) {=1

Now, consider the multigraph formed by the edges (ui,v1), (u2,v2), (us,vs), (ug,v4). Note that
whenever a vertex appears only once in the multigraph, the corresponding expectation is zero.
Hence, the only multigraphs which have a non-zero contribution to the sum in the RHS of (4.1)
are the ones shown in Figure 3. Note that, for Hy and Hj as in Figure 3,

N(Hy,Gp) < N(Kq,Gy) = |E(G,)|
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VIR ANE

FIGURE 3. The graphs which contribute to the fourth moment.

Hy

and

N(Hs,Gn) < N(D,Gp) < [B(G)[Y?.
Also, for the multigraphs H; and Hs, one needs to divide the 4 edges into 2 groups which can be
done in (3) = 6 possible ways. Thus, the RHS of (4.1) simplifies to

K2|_|K27Gn) Jr6]\7([(1,276171) N(C47Gn) +0(1),
|E(Gn)[? |E(Gn)? |E(Gn)?

where K| | Ko denotes the disjoint union of two edges. (Note that Ko| | K2 is the simple graph

underlying Hi, K2 is the simple graph underlying Hy, and Hy = Cy is the 4-cycle.) Clearly, as

N(Ky| |K2,Gp) + N(Ki2,Gp) = (‘E(g’m). Therefore, as n — o0,
N(K2,G) N(CoG) ) 2

[E(Gn)? |E(Gn)?
It is well known that the number of homomorphisms of the 4-cycle in a graph can be expressed as
the trace of the 4-th power of its adjacency matrix (see Example 5.11 in [29]). This implies,

! [N(K132,Grn)+ N(Cy,Gp)] = 1

E[Se, (Xnar)'] = 624 E[XE ] +

E[Sq, (Xna)'] =3 +6 Var[ X7 5] +

[N(KQ, Gn) + N(KLQ, Gn) + N(C4, Gn)]

|E(Gn)? |E(Gy)|?
n
= cﬁ’n, (4.3)
u=1
where ¢y, = %)\u,n, for 1 < u < n. Hence, if (a) holds, then since

n n
4 2 2 2
E Cyup < MAX ¢, E Cum <2 121;2{” Cun>

the RHS of (4.3) goes to zero. Therefore, via (4.2), E[Sq, (Xn.r)*] — 3. This shows (a) implies
(b). Next, suppose (b) holds. Then, as Var[XiM] > 0, by (4.2) we must have

N(K12,Gn) = o(|E(G,)]?) and N(Cy,Gr) = ol |E(G)]?).

Hence, the RHS of (4.3) to goes to zero as n — o0 and, since maxi<usn |Cun| < X_q o (a)
holds.

Next, we show (a) implies (c). We denote by A = A(G,,) the adjacency matrix of the graph G,,.
For this note that for each 1 < u < n and e, denoting the u-th basis vector,

du 1 N 1 TYT 1 T 42
- = ATAde, < ——— A
[E(Ga)] ~ 1E(G)] 2, BG4 < Egy) e (w Aw)

= max c2, — 0.
I<usn 7

Thus, for each u,v € V(G,,), by Cauchy Schwarz inequality,

(2TRNLZIRY S = A Au,w AQwow = T2~ N7 dudv — 0. (44
G| 2 @I\ 2 2 % = (B )
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This implies, (1.7) holds with oy = 0 for all s,t > 1. Also, under (a), using the eigenvalue
interlacing theorem [9, Corollary 2.5.2], it follows that for all s > 1,

1
|E(Gh)]
This implies (1.8) holds with ps = 0, for all s > 1. Hence, by Theorem 1.4, Sg, (X,) — Q2 ~
N(0,1). This establishes (c).
Finally, we show that (c) implies (b). As in the proof of Theorem 1.7, there exists a subsequence
{nm}m=1 such that (1.7) holds for some matrix ¥ along this subsequence. Now, since (c) holds,

the variance of 1 must be constant. This implies, X ¥ X, defined via Lemma 3.16, has to be
constant. Setting X_; = (X9, X3,...) note that

(s)
A x| < max feun| — 0.

XI5 X = o1 X7+ X1 f(X_1) + g(X_1), (4.5)

for some functions f and g. If 017 > 0 and the support of X; has at least three distinct points,
then given X _;, the random variable in the RHS of (4.5) can not be a constant (since a quadratic
polynomial has at most two roots). On the other hand, if support of X; has at most two points,
under the assumption E[X;] = 0 and Var[X;] = 1, it forces X; to be Rademacher which we have
ruled out in this case. Therefore, the random variable in the RHS of (4.5) conditioned on X_;
is not constant, whenever o1; > 0. Thus, we can assume that o;; = 0. In fact, by symmetry,
this implies oss = 0, for all s > 1. Now, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as in (4.4)
shows o4 = 0, for all s,¢ > 1. Thus, the random variable )1 ys defined in Proposition 3.17 is zero.
Therefore, by (3.35) and (3.36) we see that for large enough M > 0, both Sg, (X, ») and Sg,, (X,,)
converges to Q2 + @3 as defined in Theorem 1.4. On the other hand, by the hypothesis (c), we

D i_ 1
have Q2 + Q3 = N(0,1). Denote A = 5 \E(Gn)|A(G”) and recall that
SG, (X)) = X yfAX 01 (4.6)

Note that for each fixed M, the truncated random variables are centered, bounded, and hence,
sub-Gaussian, and the matrix A satisfies the conditions of Lemma A.2. Thus by Lemma A.2, for
each fixed M > 0, the mgf of Sg, (X, ar) is uniformly bounded in 7, in a neighborhood of zero.
This implies, Sg,, (X, ar) converges in moments to N (0, 1), which proves (b).
Finally, if one assumes E[X{] < oo, to show that (a), (b), and (c), is equivalent to E[(Sg, (X,))*] —
3, it suffices to show that
lim lim [E[Sg, (Xn)*] —E[Sa, (Xnm)*]] = 0.

M0 n—>w0
To this end, by calculations similar to (4.2) gives
N(Ki9,G N(Cy, G
G G+
Comparing the above display with (4.2), it suffices to show that Var[XiM] — Var[X?], as M — oo.
This follows on using Dominated Convergence Theorem on letting M — o0, as E[X{] < co.

E[Sq, (X,)=3+6 Var[X?] +

4.2. Proof of Proposition 1.10 (2). As F is Rademacher and hence, sub-Gaussian, and the
matrix A (as defined above (4.6)) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma A.2. Then there exists § > 0
such that

sup sup £ [etSGn(X")] < 0.
[t|]<d n=1

Thus (c) implies (b) by the boundedness of all moments. Also, since Var[X?] = 0 when X is
Rademacher, (b) implies (a) follows from (4.2). Therefore, it remains to show (a) implies (c). To
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this end, for 1 < u # v < n, define dy 4, := Y _; Guwlw,e as the number of common neighbors of
the vertices u and v (the co-degree of u and v). Note that

N(CLG) = Y <d;>

1<u#v<sn

Therefore, by (a),

1 1 d N(C4 Gn)
——— max d’, < ———> (“””)g’_)()'
|E(Gy)|? 1<uzv<n |E(Gp)|? 1<§)<n 2 |E(Gp)|?

Referring to (1.7), this implies, o5 = 0 for s # ¢. Moreover, passing to a subsequence we can
assume dg/|E(Gy,)| — 0ss exists, for all s > 1. (Note that 045 may not be zero.)
Next, we will show that p; = 0, for all s > 1. For this recall the definition of the graph G, i

and {AS)K}ngn—K from Assumption 1.3. Using the bound in (3.10) gives,

n
1
N(Ki2,Gnx) S D, dy < 2|B(Gn).
u=K+1

Thus, as n — oo followed by K — o,
1 n—K (®) 1
LT S NC SR SR NC
1
S TE( )2
|E(Gy)|
- 1 n i . N(Cy,Gp)
CIEGY)|] K E(G)P

[N(K2,Gni) + N(K12,Gn )+ N(Cs,Gp )]

— 0,

where the last step uses (a). This implies,

) 4 1 n—K
SN NN N O\ (N N

Hence ps = 0, for all s = 1. Hence, Q1,Q2, and Q)3 in Theorem 1.4 are N(072;'O:1 0ss), V(0,1 —
> | 0ss), and zero, respectively. This establishes (c).

5. UNIVERSALITY

In this section we discuss conditions under which the limiting distribution of Sg, (X,,) is ‘uni-
versal’, that is, it does not depend on the marginal law of X . Universality of random homogeneous
sums has been extensively studied in the literature (see, for example, [11, 31, 34, 41]). In partic-
ular, [34, Theorem 4.1] shows that a random homogeneous sum and its corresponding Gaussian
counterpart are asymptotically close in law, when the maximum ‘influence’ of the underlying in-
dependent random variables are controlled, where the influence of a variable roughly quantifies its
contribution to the overall configuration of the homogeneous sum (see [34, Equation (1.5)] for the
formal definition). For random quadratic forms as in S¢, (X)), the maximum influence turns out
to be the maximum degree of the graph G,, scaled by |E(G,)|. Consequently, the aforementioned
results imply that the limiting distribution of S, (X)) is universal whenever the maximum average
degree of G, is o(|E(Gy,)|). In the following proposition we recover this result as a corollary of
Theorem 1.4 and also show that this condition is tight, in the sense that universality does not hold
when the maximum degree is of the same order as |E(G,,)]|.
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Corollary 5.1. Suppose X, = (X1, Xo,..., Xn)T be i.i.d. mean 0 and variance 1 random variables
with common distribution function F' and consider a sequence of graphs {Gp}n>1 with G, € 4, where
9, is as in Definition 1.1. Also, let d(-,-) be any metric which characterizes weak convergence on
R (for example, the Lévy-Prohorov metric). Then the following hold:

(1) If maxi<u<n ‘E(dT“n” — 0, then

Tim d(S6, (X,). S, (1)) = 0.
where Z,, = (Z1,...,2Zy) is a vector of i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables.
(2) Conversely, if liminf,,_, o maxi<u<n \E(dTunﬂ > 0, then for any random variable X1 satisfying
E|X:|? < 0 and E[X{] = oo,
lim i£f d(Sq, (Xn), Sa, (Z,)) > 0.
n—
Proof. Since weak convergence on R is characterized by convergence of characteristic functions,
which are smooth with all derivatives uniformly bounded, to show (1) it suffices to prove that for
any function A : R — C which is bounded, three times continuously differentiable with uniformly
bounded derivatives,
lim |E[h(Sc, (Xn))] — E[h(Sc, (Zn))]| = 0.

n—o0

This follows on using part (a) of Proposition 3.2, which gives

maX1gu<n du

|E[A(Sq, (Xn)] — E[h(Sq,, (Zn))]| < |E(Gy)]

-0,

: maxi<u<n du :
since ——=stsn=v () hy assumption.
[E(Gn)] Y P

To show (2) note that by Theorem 1.8 any subsequential limit of S¢,, (X,,) and Sg,, (Z,,) is of the
form Q1 + Q2 + Q3, where @1, )2, 3 are mutually independent and as described in Theorem 1.4.
It follows from their definitions that Q)2 and Q3 have finite mgfs in a neighborhood of 0. Also, if
F = N(0,1), then @ is an infinite sum of chi-squares (see Lemma A.3), and hence, has a finite mgf
in a neighborhood of 0. This implies, any subsequential limit of Sg, (Z,,) will have a finite mgf in
a neighborhood of 0. Therefore, to establish (2) it suffices to show if E|X;|? < oo and E[X{] = oo,
then )1 does not have finite exponential moment in a neighborhood of zero. In fact, we will show
the stronger conclusion that E[Q}] = oo. For this, setting X _; = (X3, X3, ...) note that as in (4.5),

X5 X = on X7 + X1 f(X 1) + g(X_q),
for some functions f and g. This gives, since Q1 ~ N(0, X XX ),
E[Q]] = 3E[(X 5 X)?] = 3E [(011 X} + X1f(X_1) + 9(X-1))*] = +o0,
where the last step follows from the observation
2 2 a.s.
E [(O’lle + le(X_l) + g(X_l)) |{Xu,u = 2}] = +00.
This completes the proof of part (2). O
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APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section we collect the proofs of various technical lemmas. We begin with a lemma about
the asymptotic independence of two random variables which are conditionally jointly Gaussian.

Lemma A.1. Let {(Uy, Vy)}n=1 be a sequence of bivariate random vectors and {Fn}n>1 be a se-

quence of o-fields. Assume the following conditions:
(1) (Upn, Vo) | Fro ~ No(pn, Xy), where the random variables

) n(1) _ Ya(1,1) X,(1,2) %
Wy = (Zn@)) eR? and Y = <Zn2172§ En(2,2)> e R2 2’

are tight in R? and R?*2, respectively.
(2) Cov(Un, Vol Fn) 5 0.
(3) {un(1),2n(1,1)} and {un(2),Xn(2,2)} are mutually independent.
Then Uy, and V, are asymptotically independent, that is, for any t1,t2 € R
lim ‘E [ei(tlUnthQvn)] _E [eitlUn] E [e“?‘/"] ‘ _0

n—0o0

Proof. Without loss of generality by passing to a subsequence, assume that (p,,%,) 2N (pn,X),
where (u,Y) is a random variable on R? x R?*2, Then using the first assumption and setting
t:= (t1,t2) gives

E I:ei(tlUn+t2Vn):| _F [eitT”n,%thnt] SF [eitTH,%tht] .

Using the second assumption now gives ¥,(1,2) = Cov(Uy, V,|Fy) £ 0, that is, £(1,2) = 0 almost
surely. This implies,

E [eitm,%ﬂzt] _E [eitl,u(l)f%th(l,l)] E [eitgu(Q)f%th(QQ)] 7 (A1)
since {un(1),2,(1,1)} and {p,(2),%,(2,2)} are mutually independent by the third assumption.

Since the RHS of (A.1) factorizes in ¢y, to, it follows that (U,, V,,) are asymptotically independent,
as desired. ]
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The next lemma shows the finiteness of the moment generating function of a bilinear/quadratic
function of sub-Gaussian random variables.

Lemma A.2. Let C), be an n x n matriz (not necessarily symmetric) which satisfies
B = sup |Culr < o0, (A.2)

n=1

where ||-| denotes the Frobenius norm. SupposeY := (Y1,Ya,...,Yy)" and Z := (Z1,Z2, ..., Zy) "
are mutually independent mean 0 random variables which are uniformly sub-Gaussian, that is, there
exists v > 0, such that for allt € R

Sup max max {E [ety“] ,E [etZ“] } <Vt (A.3)

n>1 1susn

(1) Then there exists § > 0 (depending only on (3,7), such that

sup sup £ [etYTC"Z] < 00.

[t|<d n=1
(2) If, furthermore,
a :=sup [tr(Cy)| < o0, (A.4)
n=1

then there exists 0 > 0 (depending only on «, 3,7), such that

.
sup supE [ety C"Y] < 0.
[t|<é n=1

Proof. Using the mutual independence and the sub-Gaussian assumption (A.3),
E[e¥ 02| —E[E[eY 2] | <E [eﬁsz@CﬂZ] .

Now, use (A.2) and (A.3) to note that
E[Z'C!C,Z] < Ky%tr(Cl C,) < KB%2,
for some universal constant K. To complete the proof, invoking the Hanson-Wright’s inequality for

quadratic forms ([44, Theorem 1.1]), it suffices to show that

sup HC’,ICnHF <o and sup HC’JC,,LHQ < o,
nx=1 n>=1

where | - ||2 denotes the operator norm. This follows from (A.2) and noting that
ICa Cullr < [Cal% < 8% and  [|C, Cullz < |Cy) Cull P < B

This completes the proof of (1).
For (2) by the Hanson-Wright’s inequality and the sub-Gaussian assumption (A.3), it suffices to
check the following conditions:
supE[Y TC, Y] < 0, sup||Culr <o, and sup|Cylz < .
n=1 n=1 n=1
Note that the second and third bounds are immediate from (A.2). For the first bound, by the
sub-Gaussianity assumption there is some universal constant K7 > 0 such that

E[Y TC,Y]| < K172|tr(Cp)| < K170,
where the last step uses (A.4). This completes the proof of part (2). O
The next lemma shows that the normal variance mixture @1 in (1.9) when F' = N(0,1), is a
weighted sum of centered chi-squared random variables. Theorem 1.4 then implies that the limiting

distribution of Si, when F' = N(0,1) is a sum of a Gaussian random variable and an independent
weighted sum of centered chi-squared random variables (recall Remark 1.6).
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Lemma A.3. Suppose {Xs}s>1 be i.i.d. N(0,1)and let ¥ = ((0st))st=1 be an infinite dimensional
matriz which satisfies the following conditions:
o For every n = 1 the n x n leading principle sub-matriz X, := ((0s))1<st<n 1S positive
semi-definite.
o D0l 0ss <0 and 3.7y, 0 < 0.
Then the following conclusions hold:
(1) With X,, :== (X1,...,X,), the sequence of random variables X,} ¥, X,, converges in L* to
some random variable, which is denoted by X L% X .
(2) The random variable Q1 ~ N (0, XX X,) has the same distribution as Y. | nsYs, where
{Yils=1 are i.i.d. x? — 1 random variables and for some sequence {ns}s>1 which is square
summable.

Proof. For any m,n > 1,

n+m n+m m+n
E[X], SmrnXmin — X, S0 X0]? < ( 3 ass) + 3 Y
s=n+1 s=n+1 t=1
0 0
(N )+ X X
s=n+1 s=n+1t=1

which converges to 0 as n — 00, under the assumptions on ((0s))ss>1. Thus the sequence of
random variables X, ¥, X, is Cauchy in L?, and hence, converges to a random variable X | ¥ X,
proving (1).

Now, let A1, = Aoy = -+ = Ay = 0 be the eigenvalues of X,. Due to the interlacing of
the eigenvalues it follows that for each s > 1, the sequence {As,}n>1 is increasing in n. Hence,
As 1= limy, o s, exists, for all s > 1. Since Y0 Asn = t1(3,) = Dr_; 0ss < Draey Tss, taking
limits along with Fatou’s lemma gives

o0 o0
Z)\5<Zass<oo.
s=1 s=1

Moreover, by the Monotone Convergence Theorem,
n o0
D Aen = D0 A
s=1 s=1
Combining the last two displays together with Scheffe’s Lemma gives,

D e = Al — 0. (A.5)
s=1

Now, by the spectral decomposition ¥, = PnT A, P, and noting that P, X, D X, (since P, is an
orthogonal matrix) it follows that

n 0
D Lt
X S Xn = X, PI AP X, = XA X = D A n X2 5 Y AXT,
s=1 s=1

where the last line uses (A.5). The last display, along with part (1) gives

0
XI5X0 2 ) AX2
s=1
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With this representation we can compute the characteristic function of @)1 as follows:
[ee}

) 2 o ® 2
E[c"] — E [egzwsxg] -11E [egw] =[a+exn) s (A.6)
s=1 s=1
Now, observe that if Y7, Ys are independent X% — 1 distributed random variables, the characteristic
function of @(Yl —Y5) is given by

B[22 0] = (1= \/0it) “E (1 4+ y/hit) F = (1+£20) 7
This together with (A.6) shows that

[is}

o)

VA
9 2 (Yl,s - Y2,s>>

[ee}
s=1

where {Y; s}1<a<2,s>1 is a collection of i.i.d. X% — 1 random variables. This completes the proof of
(2). O
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